+

City Council Meeting Agenda
Monday, June 20, 2016 ~ 7:30 P.M.

Louis J. R. Goorey Worthington Municipal Building
John P. Coleman Council Chamber
6550 North High Street
Worthington, Ohio 43085

Bonnie D. Michael, President
Scott Myers, President Pro-Tem
Rachael Dorothy
Douglas C. Foust
David M. Norstrom
Douglas Smith
Michael C. Troper

Matthew H. Greeson, City Manager
D. Kay Thress, Clerk of Council

If you have questions regarding this agenda please contact the Clerk of
Council at 614-786-7347. This agenda and amendments that may be made to
it can be found at www.worthington.org

City Council

Meeting Agenda

June 20, 2016

CALL TO ORDER
Roll Call
Pledge of Allegiance
SPECIAL PRESENTATION
1)

Resolution No. 25-2016 – Worthington Kilbourne High School Boys
Lacrosse State Champions

VISITOR COMMENTS
PUBLIC HEARINGS ON LEGISLATION
2)

Ordinance No. 20-2016
Accepting the Application for Annexation of Land Located
in Perry Township, Franklin County, Ohio to the City of
Worthington (Linworth Road).
Introduced June 6, 2016
P.H. June 20, 2016

3)

Ordinance No. 21-2016
Authorizing the Release of the Balance Due on the
Promissory Note Issued to Swiminc., for the Purpose of
Improving Swimming Pools and Related Facilities for the
Benefit of the City of Worthington and Its Residents.
Introduced June 6, 2016
P.H. June 20, 2016

4)

Ordinance No. 22-2016
An Ordinance Enacted by the City of Worthington,
Hereinafter Referred to as the City, in the Matter of the
Stated Described Project (PID Number 101844, D06
Regional Pedestrian Signals)
Introduced June 6, 2016
P.H. June 20, 2016
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NEW LEGISLATION TO BE INTRODUCED
5)

Resolution No. 26-2016
Authorizing the Award of Re-emergent Corridor Assistance
Program Funds to Help Improve Facility Exterior Façade
and Streetscape Along Certain of the City’s Commercial
Corridors (6334 Huntley Road).

6)

Ordinance No. 23-2016
Amending Ordinance No. 44-2015 (As Amended) to
Adjust the Annual Budget by Providing for an
Appropriation from the Capital Improvements Fund
Unappropriated Balance to Pay the Additional City Share
of Costs for the SR-161 Pavement Surface Improvements,
(ODOT Project R-161-8.67, PID 96305) and all Related
Expenses and Declaring an Emergency. (Project No. 61715)

REPORTS OF CITY OFFICIALS
Policy Item(s)
7)

Appeal Architectural Review Board Action – 137 East Granville Road.

REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
OTHER
EXECUTIVE SESSION
ADJOURNMENT
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City Manager Report to City Council for the
Meeting of Monday, June 20, 2016
SPECIAL PRESENTATION
1) Worthington Kilbourne High Schools Boys Lacrosse State Champions
Vice Mayor James Lorimer will present Resolution 25-2016 congratulating the Worthington
Kilbourne High School Boys Lacrosse Team on winning the 2016 State Championship.
Recommendation:

Approval of Resolution as Presented

PUBLIC HEARINGS ON LEGISLATION
2) Ordinance No. 20-2016 – Annexation – Linworth Road Right of Way
In connection with the redevelopment of the UDF site at the corner of Linworth Road and
State Route 161 and the resulting addition of a dedicated left turn southbound lane on
Linworth Road, the City has been asked to annex an approximate 80 foot strip of the
roadway adjacent to the UDF parcel and the Keiser parcel to the north. The entire portion of
the road lies within Perry Township and should have been annexed to either Columbus when
property to the west was annexed, or to Worthington when the lots to the east were
annexed. Accepting this portion of the roadway helps to minimize confusion between the
various jurisdictions as to maintenance responsibilities. According to the City Engineer,
including this within our system will not increase the burden on Worthington to any
substantial degree. The Franklin County Commissioners held a hearing on this petition on
February 29, 2016 and approved it. Subsequently, the certified County resolution was
delivered to the City Clerk, where it was required to sit for 60 days before coming before
Worthington City Council for acceptance, which time period has been met.
Recommendation:

Approval of Ordinance as Presented

3) Ordinance No. 21-2016 – Loan Forgiveness – Swiminc
On May 16, 2016, the City Council discussed Swiminc’s request to forgive the remaining
balance in their loan to allow them to kick off their fundraising efforts for a project to

Office of the City Manager

City Manager’s Report

June 20, 2016

modernize the facility. Council directed staff to prepare the legislation to forgive the
remaining balance, thus this Ordinance was prepared.
In 1996, the City approved a loan in the amount of $600,000 to Swiminc, Inc. for
improvements to the swimming facilities operated by Swiminc. The loan was payable in
equal installments of $30,000 on or before December 31st of each year. In response to a
request by Swiminc in 2010, the City modified the payments to defer payments for the years
2010 and 2011 and changed the annual installment to $35,000 due on or before December
31st of each year beginning in 2012. In response to a request from Swiminc in 2014, the City
delayed the payment due by December 31, 2014 until June 2015 and revised the promissory
note so the payments are due in June each year thereafter until the loan amount is repaid.
A letter containing the request from Swiminc is attached. The letter indicates they are
seeking forgiveness of the remaining balance so they can utilize the funds for “seed money”
for the purpose of realizing their long term goals of a more modern facility. The funds will
support efforts over the next three years to expand their organizational capacity and raise
funds for an updated and renovated facility.
The loan payments serve as revenue for the City’s Capital Improvement Program, thus
forgiveness of the loan will result in the reduction in revenue in the amount forgiven.
Recommendation:

Approval of Ordinance as Presented

4) Ordinance No. 22-2016 – Consent – Regional Pedestrian Signal Project
Worthington has been included in the Regional Pedestrian Signal Project being funded by the
Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT). As part of this project, pedestrian countdown
timers will be installed at eleven (11) intersection locations in Worthington. The project has
an estimated construction cost of $1,000,000, to be funded by ODOT. Construction is
tentatively scheduled to begin in the spring of 2017 and be completed by fall of 2018.
ODOT seeks consent for projects performed within the boundaries of a municipality. This
Ordinance provides the consent for the project. Additional information is included in the
attached memorandum from the Director of Service & Engineering.
Recommendation:

Approval of Ordinance as Presented

NEW LEGISLATION TO BE INTRODUCED
5) Resolution No. 26-2016 – ReCAP – Scorecards Unlimited
This Resolution approves the award of $17,750 in assistance to Scorecards Unlimited, LLC
for improvements to the property at 6334 Huntley Road. The proposed assistance is
structured as half grant and half loan. The Re-Emergent Corridor Assistance Program
(ReCAP) encourages investments in and improvements to commercial real estate in the
Huntley and Proprietors Roads area. Scorecards Unlimited has applied for assistance under
this program. The Community Improvement Corporation (CIC) has reviewed the application
and recommended approval. (Note: The CIC did not have a quorum at the meeting, thus the
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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recommendation is an informal one from the members that were present.) Additional
information is provided in the attached memorandum from the Economic Development
Manager, presentation slides and draft minutes from the CIC meeting.
Recommendation:

Introduction and Approval of Resolution as Presented

6) Ordinance No. 23-2016 – Supplemental Appropriation – Paving of SR-161
State Route 161 in Worthington is scheduled to be paved by the Ohio Department of
Transportation (ODOT) this year. ODOT is paying 80% of the project and Worthington is
responsible for 20%. Bids were opened for the project and the bids were higher than the
estimate. The City already appropriated funds for the City’s share based on the estimate. The
bid results increase the City’s share for the paving by $29,428. Additionally, the City
requested to bid “high visibility” crosswalks, which are an upgrade from the standard
crosswalks. ODOT will share in the cost of the standard crosswalks but the City is
responsible for the higher expense associated with the “high visibility” ones. This additional
expense is $22,274.72. Staff is requesting an additional appropriation of $70,000 which
includes the additional expenses already identified and a 10% contingency. ODOT needs an
answer from the City by Tuesday as to whether to award the bid and move forward with the
project. Given this short timeline, the appropriation needs to be passed by emergency so the
funds are immediately available. Additional information is included in the attached
memorandum from the Director of Service & Engineering.
Recommendation:

Approval of Ordinance as Presented

REPORTS OF CITY OFFICIALS
Policy Item(s)
7) Appeal – Architectural Review Board Action – 137 East Granville Road
An appeal of the Architectural Review Board’s action regarding 137 East Granville Road has
been received. According to the Codified Ordinances of the City, the City Council may elect
to hold a public hearing on the appeal or reject the application for appeal without a hearing.
If Council decides to hold a public hearing, the hearing must be held within 60 days of the
date on which the Board made its decision. The decision by City Council as to whether to
hold the public hearing is made by motion and is decided by a majority vote.
Attached are (a) the appeal letter; (b) the two applications submitted, (c) excerpts from the
staff memoranda to the members of the Architectural Review Board and Municipal Planning
Commission for the meetings on May 12, 2016 and May 26, 2016 regarding this item, (d)
excerpts from the minutes from the May 12, 2016 and May 26, 2016 meetings of the
Architectural Review Board and Municipal Planning Commission regarding this item, and
(e) the section of the City’s Codified Ordinances on appeals of decisions by the Architectural
Review Board.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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EXECUTIVE SESSION
I respectfully request an executive session to discuss labor negotiations/collective bargaining
matters.
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RESOLUTION NO. 25-2016
Expressing the Congratulations and Best Wishes of
Worthington City Council to the Worthington
Kilbourne High School Boys Lacrosse Team for
Winning the 2016 Division II State Championship.
WHEREAS, the Worthington Kilbourne High School Boys Lacrosse Team has won the 2016
Division II State Championship; and,
WHEREAS, the Worthington Kilbourne Boys Lacrosse Team beat Toledo St. Francis by a score
of 11 to 7 to win the championship title game played June 4, 2016 at Thomas Worthington High School;
and,
WHEREAS, this is the second time the Worthington Kilbourne Boys Lacrosse Team has achieved
the title of State Champion, with the last championship title coming in 2009; and,
WHEREAS, the Worthington Kilbourne Boys Lacrosse Team achieved a winning 14-10 season
this year; and,
WHEREAS, the State Championship is the culmination of a season of hard work, disciplined
training and dedication on the part of all team members and coaches, and the unwavering support of their
families, friends, teachers and school leaders; and,
WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Worthington also wishes to recognize the outstanding
efforts of the coaching staff, including Head Coach Drew May and Assistant Coaches Mike Riffe, Mike
Lippert, and Matt Cafarelli;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Municipality of Worthington,
County of Franklin and State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That on behalf of the community, City Council wishes to extend sincere
congratulations and recognition to the members of the Worthington Kilbourne High School Boys Lacrosse
Team and coaching staff for their exemplary effort in winning the 2016 Division II State Championship
and wish them continued success in future pursuits.
SECTION 2. That the Clerk of Council be instructed to record this Resolution in the appropriate
Resolution Book and to forward a duly certified copy thereof to Coach Drew May.
Adopted______________
________________________________

President of Council
Attest:
___________________________________
Clerk of Council

ORDINANCE NO. 20-2016
Accepting the Application for Annexation of Land
Located in Perry Township, Franklin County, Ohio
to the City of Worthington (Linworth Road).
WHEREAS, on February 29, 2016, pursuant to Ohio Revised Code Section
709.023, the property owners seeking the annexation of 0.10± acres of real property in
Perry Township, Franklin County, Ohio, contiguous to the City of Worthington (the
“Property”), filed a Petition for Annexation of a portion of their property to the City of
Worthington with the Board of County Commissioners of Franklin County, Ohio, a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, notice of which was duly served upon the City
of Worthington as prescribed by law; and,
WHEREAS, pursuant to Ohio Revised Code Section 709.023(C), the City of
Worthington adopted Resolution No. 12-2016 on March 7, 2016, which Resolution
indicates the type and scope of services the City of Worthington will provide to the territory
upon annexation to the City; and,
WHEREAS, on March 11, 2016, a certified copy of Resolution No. 12-2016 was
received by the office of the Clerk of the Franklin County Commissioners; and,
WHEREAS, the Petition came on for public hearing before the Franklin County
Board of County Commissioners on April 5, 2016; and,
WHEREAS, pursuant to an action of the Franklin County Commissioners after that
hearing the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners entered on the journal of the
Board an order approving the annexation according to law, certified the transcript for the
proceeding in connection with the annexation and filed it with the Clerk of Council of the
City of Worthington on April 7, 2016; and,
WHEREAS, pursuant to Ohio Revised Code Section 709.04, the Clerk of Council
is required to place before Council the annexation documents at the next regular meeting
of Council following the expiration of 60 days from the receipt by her; and,
WHEREAS, City Council is required to accept or reject the Petition for Annexation
within 120 days thereafter.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:

ORDINANCE NO. 20-2016
SECTION 1. The proposed annexation of 0.10± acres from Perry Township,
Franklin County, Ohio to the City of Worthington, a petition for which was filed with the
Board of County Commissioners, Franklin County, Ohio on February 29, 2016, and
approved by the Board of County Commissioners on April 5, 2016, be and the same is
hereby accepted. The Resolution of the Board’s approval and the petition, which
graphically depicts and describes the territory that is the subject of the annexation, are
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein. The certified transcript of the
proceedings of the County Commissioners has been on file with the Clerk of Council of
the City for 60 days.
SECTION 2. The Clerk of Council is hereby authorized and directed to make 3
copies of this Ordinance, to each of which shall be attached a copy of the map
accompanying the Petition for Annexation, a copy of the transcript of the proceedings of
the Board of County Commissioners relating thereto and a certificate as to the correctness
thereof. The Clerk of Council shall then deliver one copy to the County Auditor, one copy
to the County Recorder, and one copy to the Secretary of State and shall file notice of this
annexation with the Board of Elections of Franklin County within 30 days after it becomes
effective, and further the Clerk of Council shall do all other things with respect to the action
taken by the Ordinance as may be required by law.
SECTION 3. That notice of the passage of this Ordinance shall be posted in the
Municipal Administration Building, the Worthington Library, the Griswold Center and the
Worthington Community Center and shall set forth the title and effective date of the
Ordinance and a statement that the Ordinance is on file in the Office of the Clerk of
Council. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest period
allowed by law and by the Charter of the City of Worthington, Ohio.
Passed _______________

____________________________________
President of Council

Attest:

_______________________________
Clerk of Council

Introduced June 6, 2016
P.H. June 20, 2016

ORDINANCE NO. 21-2016
Authorizing the Release of the Balance Due on the
Promissory Note Issued to Swiminc., for the Purpose of
Improving Swimming Pools and Related Facilities for the
Benefit of the City of Worthington and Its Residents.
WHEREAS, Swiminc, Inc., (“Swiminc”), a non-profit corporation, has for nearly
sixty years operated swimming facilities for the benefit of the City of Worthington and its
residents; and,
WHEREAS, Swiminc seeks to make improvements to the public swimming
facilities operated by Swiminc in order to provide enhancements to the public swimming
facilities for the City and its residents; and,
WHEREAS, Swiminc has requested release of the remaining balance due on the
promissory note as authorized in Ordinance No. 61-96 and extended by Ordinance No.
62-2010, and as further amended by Ordinance No. 36-2014, in order to assist with the
cost of making such improvements; and,
WHEREAS, the City has in the past loaned funds to Swiminc to assist in paying
the cost of prior improvements; and,
WHEREAS, Swiminc has in every prior instance repaid loans made to it in timely
manner; and,
WHEREAS, it is in the public interest to allow for the release of the remaining
balance on the promissory note in order to assist in the improvements of the public
swimming facilities in the City at reasonable cost.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. The Council of the City of Worthington recognizes the significance
that Swiminc provides to the community and residents through the operation and
management of the Worthington Pools. The City shall release the remaining balance due
in the amount of One Hundred Five Thousand Dollars ($105,000.00) on the promissory
note issued to Swiminc by Ordinance No. 61-96 and extended with Ordinance No. 622010, as amended by Ordinance No. 35-2014, in recognition of the continued vitality and
importance to residents that are provided by the Worthington Pool facilities.

ORDINANCE NO. 21-2016
SECTION 2. The City Manager and Finance Director, or either of them
individually, are authorized and directed to release on behalf of the City the terms of the
Promissory Note, with such additions and amendments not substantially inconsistent with
the terms of this Ordinance as they shall, in their discretion, deem appropriate, and to
execute any related closing certificates, receipts, or other documents as shall be necessary
or appropriate to evidence such loan transaction.
SECTION 3. It is hereby found and determined that all formal actions of this
Council concerning and relating to the adoption of this ordinance were adopted in an
open meeting of this Council, and that all deliberations of this Council and any of its
committees that resulted in such formal action, were in meetings open to the public, in
compliance with all legal requirements including Section 121.22 of the Ohio Revised
Code.
SECTION 4. That notice of passage of the Ordinance shall be posted in the
Municipal Administration Building, the Worthington Library, the Griswold Center, and
the Worthington Community Center and shall set forth the title and effective date of the
Ordinance and a statement that the Ordinance is on file in the office of the Clerk of
Council. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest period
allowed by law and by the Charter of the City of Worthington, Ohio.

Passed _________________

____________________________________
President of Council
Attest:
_____________________________
Clerk of Council
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ORDINANCE NO. 22-2016
An Ordinance Enacted by the City of Worthington,
Hereinafter Referred to as the City, in the Matter of
the Stated Described Project (PID Number 101844,
D06 Regional Pedestrian Signals)
WHEREAS, the State has identified the need for the described project: upgrade
crosswalks, install pedestrian count down signals and RRFB’s at various locations in 11
jurisdictions in Franklin, Delaware, and Fairfield counties.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. Being in the public interest, the City gives consent to the Director
of Transportation to complete the above described project.
SECTION 2. The City shall cooperate with the Director of Transportation in the
above described project as follows:
The City hereby agrees to cooperate with the Director of Transportation of the
State of Ohio in the planning, design and construction of the identified highway
improvement project and grants consent to the Ohio Department of Transportation
for its development and construction of the project in accordance with plans,
specifications and estimates as approved by the Director;
The Ohio Department of Transportation shall assume and bear the costs of
preliminary engineering, right-of-way, and construction by administering Federal
and State funds for this project;
The City agrees to assume and bear one hundred percent (100%) of the total cost
of those features requested by the City which are not necessary for the
improvement as determined by the State and Federal Highway Administration.
SECTION 3. The City agrees that all right-of-way required for the described
project will be acquired and/or made available in accordance with current State and
Federal regulations. Right-of-way costs include eligible utility costs. The Ohio
Department of Transportation agrees to be responsible for all utility accommodation,
relocation and reimbursement and agrees that all such accommodations, relocations, and
reimbursements shall comply with the current provisions of 23 CFR 645 and the ODOT
Utilities Manual.
SECTION 4. Upon completion of said project, and unless otherwise agreed, the
City shall: (1) provide adequate maintenance for the project in accordance with all
applicable state and federal laws, including, but not limited to, Title 23, U.S.C., Section
116; (2) provide ample financial resources, as necessary, for the maintenance of the
project; (3) maintain the right-of-way, keeping it free of obstructions; and, (4) hold said
right-of-way inviolate for public highway purposes.

ORDINANCE NO. 22-2016
SECTION 5. That the City Manager is hereby directed on behalf of the City to
enter into contracts with the Director of Transportation necessary to complete the above
described project.
SECTION 6. That notice of passage of this Ordinance shall be posted in the
Municipal Administration Building, the Worthington Library, the Griswold Center and
the Worthington Community Center and shall set forth the title and effective date of the
Ordinance and a statement that the Ordinance is on file in the office of the Clerk of
Council. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after the earliest
period allowed by law and by the Charter of the City of Worthington, Ohio.

Passed ____________________

____________________________________
President of Council

Attest:

______________________________
Clerk of Council

Introduced June 6, 2016
P.H. June 20, 2016

MEMORANDUM
To:

Matthew H. Greeson, City Manager

From:

Dan Whited, Director of Service & Engineering

Cc:

Tom Gilkey, Service & Engineering Superintendent

Subject:

Systematic Safety Improvement Pilot Project (Phase II)

Date:

April 14, 2016

Each year ODOT sets aside funds for systematic safety improvements. These are low-cost safety
treatments that can be implemented to significantly reduce crashes for less cost. Phase II of the
Systematic Safety Improvement Pilot Project sponsored by ODOT (Highway Safety Program) and
MORPC is in planning and design. The project will result in the implementation of a variety of
low-cost improvements (countermeasures) intended to reduce the number of severe crashes
occurring in central Ohio. The emphasis for this second phase of this project is placed on incidents
resulting from pedestrian crashes as pedestrian crashes account for a large portion of severe crashes
within MORPC's planning area. Countermeasures include: pedestrian countdown timers, high
visibility crosswalk markings, and rectangular rapid flashing beacons. In addition to addressing
pedestrian crashes regionally, this project will serve as a template for future implementation of
systematic safety improvements statewide.
In Worthington, ODOT will install, at their cost (approximately $63k), countdown timers at 11
intersection locations as outlined in the table below. Construction start is expected in Spring of
2017 with completion in Fall of 2018. The attached legislation must be executed to move forward.
1
2
3
4
5
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

E Dublin Granville Rd / SR 161 @ High St / US 23
E Dublin Granville Rd / SR 161 @ Evening Street
E Dublin Granville Rd / SR 161 @ Hartford St
E Dublin Granville Rd / SR 161 @ Farrington Avenue
Caren Ave @ Highland Ave / US 23
High St / US 23 @ Caren Avenue
E New England Ave @ High St / US 23
E South St @ High St / US 23
High St / US 23 @ E North St / US 23
High St / US 23 @ E Selby Boulevard
High St / US 23 @ Worthington Galena
High St / US 23 @ Larrimer Avenue

RESOLUTION NO. 26-2016
Authorizing the Award of Re-emergent Corridor
Assistance Program Funds to Help Improve Facility
Exterior Façade and Streetscape Along Certain of the
City’s Commercial Corridors (6334 Huntley Road).
WHEREAS, in May 2014 the City launched its Re-emergent Corridor Assistance
Program, or ReCAP, as an exterior façade and streetscape enhancement initiative to induce
property owners and tenants to re-invest in their commercial properties in Worthington;
and,
WHEREAS, those commercial properties eligible for ReCAP assistance during
program year 2016 are located in the commercial corridor comprised by Huntley Road,
Proprietors Road, and the connecting portions of Schrock Road and Worthington-Galena
Road, respectively; and,
WHEREAS, the City received an application for program assistance from
Scorecards Unlimited, LLC to make exterior improvements to commercial real property
the applicant owns at 6334 Huntley Road, City of Worthington, Franklin County (the
“Property”); and,
WHEREAS, as specified in the ReCAP Policy & Procedures, City staff prepared
the application materials and presented them to members of the Worthington Community
Improvement Corporation on May 13, 2016; and,
WHEREAS, City Council is desirous of encouraging the exterior renovation and
streetscape improvements to be made by Scorecards Unlimited, LLC as set forth in its
application for ReCAP assistance, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as
EXHIBIT A.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That the Council of the City of Worthington does hereby approve
the award up to a maximum of $17,750 in assistance under the Re-emergent Corridor
Assistance Program, or ReCAP, to Scorecards Unlimited, LLC, for the work described in
EXHIBIT A. Said assistance is structured in the form of one-half the amount in grant funds
and one-half the amount in loaned funds to encourage investments in, and improvements
to, the Property.
SECTION 2. This award of ReCAP assistance shall be in accordance with and
subject to the requirements set forth in the ReCAP Policy & Procedures, including the use
of City funds for only those Eligible Improvement Costs as identified therein.

RESOLUTION NO. 26-2016
SECTION 3. The City Manager, the Director of Finance and the Director of Law,
and any other City official, as appropriate, are each authorized and directed to sign the
necessary documents to evidence the ReCAP assistance approved herein, and are
authorized and directed to sign any other documents, instruments or certificates and to take
such actions as are necessary or appropriate to consummate or implement the transaction
described in or contemplated by this Resolution.
SECTION 4. That the Clerk of Council be instructed to record this Resolution in
the appropriate record book.
Adopted ___________________

____________________________________
President of Council

Attest:

__________________________
Clerk of Council

EXHIBIT A

SCORECARDS UNLIMITED
PRINTING & GOLF SHOP

1

Project Description: Scorecards Unlimited is a business located in Worthington, at
6334 Huntley Road. The project may include, but is not limited to, a new paint job,
landscaping, awning replacement, and windows.

SITE LOCATION
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PURPOSES ONLY. INCLUDED DRAWINGS ARE NOT MEANT FOR PROFESSIONAL SCHEMATIC
PURPOSES.
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Proposed Changes | North Elevation
- White or light gray paint (Paint A) along entire facade
- Darker gray accent paint (Paint B) for gutter/fascia, banding above upper windows
and new entry feature
- Entry feature
- Plantings in front yard

5

Proposed Changes | West Elevation
- White or light gray paint (Paint A) along entire facade
- Darker gray accent paint (Paint B) for gutter/fascia, banding above upper windows
and new entry feature
- Green accent paint (Paint C) along interior of new entry feature
- Entry feature
- New planter box along front facade
- Plantings in front yard

6334 HUNTLEY ROAD
WORTHINGTON | FEE-01-16

PROPOSED CHANGES
APRIL 2016

1902 N. High St. • Columbus, OH 43201
www.theneighborhooddesigncenter.org

3’ - 0”

6

9’ - 5”

8’ - 1”

Proposed Changes | Entry Feature
- Depth of entry piece varies (10” along top and short side, 1’ - 4” along entry
- Overall dimensions given (additional dimensions can be given upon request
- Typical wood frame construction with exterior stucco finish or similar finish
- Paint Required (**Entry Piece Only**)
- Paint B (Lt. Gray) = 300 SF
- Paint C (Green) = 200 SF
- Specific paint colors available upon request
- Off the shelf planters totalling ~17’ - 11” in length and a depth no larger than 18”
- Additional small planters in similar style to larger planter

6334 HUNTLEY ROAD
WORTHINGTON | FEE-01-16

PROPOSED CHANGES
APRIL 2016

1902 N. High St. • Columbus, OH 43201
www.theneighborhooddesigncenter.org

Proposed Changes | Required Paint (Building Only 4 Sides)
- Paint A (White) = 7500 SF
- Paint B (Lt. Gray) = 200 SF
- Specific paint colors available upon request
- Paint Required (**Entry Piece Only**)
- Paint B (Lt. Gray) = 300 SF
- Paint C (Green) = 200 SF
- Specific paint colors available upon request
7

Proposed Changes | Overview
- Paint Building
- New Buildout of Entry Feature
- (1) New exterior can light over entry
- Large box planter(s) and greenery for planter
- (3-4) Smaller planter for lawn

6334 HUNTLEY ROAD
WORTHINGTON | FEE-01-16

PROPOSED CHANGES
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1902 N. High St. • Columbus, OH 43201
www.theneighborhooddesigncenter.org

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Matt Greeson, City Manager

FROM:

David McCorkle, Economic Development Manager

DATE:

June 20, 2016

SUBJECT: Award of “ReCAP” Assistance – Scorecards Unlimited, LLC (6334 Huntley Road)
______________________________________________________________________________
This is intended to provide background information concerning the recommendation that City
Council approve $17,750 in exterior enhancement assistance under the ReCAP initiative to
Scorecards Unlimited, LLC at 6334 Huntley Road.
Recommended Action:
The CIC met on May 13, 2016 and reviewed the proposed exterior improvements to 6334 Huntley
Road. Although quorum was not present, the CIC Board Members in attendance recommended
approval of the funding. The application submitted by Scorecards Unlimited, LLC was scored by
both City staff and the CIC Board members present, receiving a final score of 75 points (out of
100 possible; a minimum score of 65 points is required).
Staff recommends that City Council approve $17,750 in ReCAP assistance to Scorecards
Unlimited, LLC to make improvements pursuant to the program’s guidelines and procedures.
ReCAP Initiative:
The City of Worthington launched a façade improvement grant / revolving loan fund (RLF) in
May 2014 to induce private, commercial property owners and tenants to make exterior-focused
improvements. Worthington calls this initiative the Re-emergent Corridor Assistance Program
(“ReCAP”). In its third year, the program is focused on improving properties located along
Huntley Road, Proprietors Road, and connecting portions of Schrock Road and WorthingtonGalena Road (collectively, the “Corridor”).
The Corridor is comprised of older properties which lag behind comparable properties elsewhere
in the Central Ohio region, and many of the Corridor’s properties are marked by declining
investment and depressed leasing rates.

Grants and no-cost financing are available under ReCAP to fund commercial building exterior
enhancements. ReCAP assistance is provided as one-time, up-front cash payments to awardees,
each in the form of a half-grant, half-loan amount. This assistance is to partially fund welldesigned exteriors that enhance the design integrity of the Corridor and secure participating
buildings against further devaluation and disinvestment.
Proposed Project:
Application was made by Scorecards Unlimited, LLC to make improvements to the property at
6334 Huntley Road. The Company’s owner, Paul “Beau” Filing, has been a small business owner
in the City of Worthington for over 10 years, is a long-time resident, and has provided his services
to the City of Worthington on multiple occasions.
The work proposed by the applicant consists of a new painting scheme to the front and side of the
building, new windows and entry door on the front of the building, removal and replacement of
existing canopy over entryway, new entry lighting and landscaping to include planter boxes and
low-maintenance plants. Once started, the work to be performed will take approximately 4-6 weeks
to complete. The lowest bid submitted for the work was $35,500.
The Neighborhood Design Center (“NDC”) provided design and application assistance for this
project. For 2016, NDC is on engagement with the City to provide no-cost (to the applicant) design
and planning services to ReCAP projects.

DRAFT
Worthington Community
Improvement Corporation
CIC of Worthington – Minutes for Friday, May 13, 2016, 8:00 a.m., 2nd Floor of the Louis J. R.
Goorey Municipal Building, 6550 N. High Street.
Board members in attendance were Tom Carter, Bill Evans, Chris Peffly, and Becky Princehorn.
Also in attendance were Economic Development Manager David McCorkle and Assistant City
Manager Robyn Stewart.
The meeting was called to order at 8:08 a.m. with four Board members, thus there was not a quorum
present.
Ms. Princehorn started the meeting with introductions since this was the first meeting for new
Board member Chris Peffly. Each person in the room introduced themselves.
Ms. Stewart provided an overview of the financial reports for the months of March and April,
noting the only activity was interest that was earned. In response to questions from Ms. Princehorn
regarding the status of the State grant for the Kilbourne Building, Ms. Stewart noted the deadlines
for the grant were met and the CIC still needs to transfer the grant funds back to the City. She
expected Ms. Roberts to make the transfer to the City in the next month or two.
Ms. Princehorn introduced the next agenda item related to the ReCAP Program. Mr. McCorkle and
Ms. Stewart discussed the proposed changes to the application for the program. Since City Council
has expressed interest in tracking data related to the program such as occupancy rates, lease rates
and employment in the corridor, staff is proposing the addition of a section of the application that
will gather baseline data on the number of employees, the monthly lease rate and the square footage
for the property. The Board members expressed support for the change. Ms. Princehorn suggested
the changes be brought to the next Board meeting for adoption when a quorum is present.
Mr. McCorkle provided an overview of the ReCAP application for the property at 6334 Huntley
Road. He reminded the Board of the details of the program in which funding is provided in half
grant and half loan for up to 50% of eligible exterior improvements. Scorecards Unlimited is the
applicant and they have been in business since 2006. Mr. Carter asked about their type of business.
Mr. McCorkle responded they print materials; items such as flyers and promotional materials. They
provide pro shop memorabilia and golf-related items. They printed the City’s annual calendar this
year.
Mr. McCorkle described the proposed project which involves new paint, replacement of the
entryway door and windows, removal and replacements of the existing canopy, new landscaping
___________________________________________________________________________________________
6550 North High Street, Worthington, Ohio 43085
Phone (614) 436-3100
Fax (614) 786-7355

and new entryway lighting. The property’s current exterior appearance is poor. Mr. Peffly asked if
all the windows would be replaced. Mr. McCorkle said they are only proposing to replace the ones
at the entryway. Mr. Evans asked about the current paint color. Mr. McCorkle responded it is
white. The proposed paint scheme has light gray, darker gray and green. Mr. Carter suggested they
paint the front portion of the north side of the building so it looks finished. Mr. McCorkle indicated
he will check to see if it is included and if it is not, he will encourage them to do so.
Mr. McCorkle reviewed the staff scoring of the application. In the exterior appearance portion of
the scoring, staff thought it was a prominent location that is visible but not on a corner.
The project will have a preferred impact on the surrounding properties. This category received 20
points. In the project scope section of the scoring, the improvement details were well put together,
especially on the renderings. The project will positively impact the corridor, the design and build fit
with the area, the current conditions are especially poor and the pre-planning for the project was
good. They did not provide a timeline for the project other than what was included in the contractor
quotes. This section is recommended to receive 15 points.
Ms. Princehorn asked why some owners in the corridor are not making investments in their
properties. Mr. McCorkle summarized discussion from the last CIC meeting that suggested the
rents were so low, the owners haven’t needed to invest to find tenants. Mr. Peffly commented he
often sees that people wait for an incentive before re-investing. The incentives could be tax
increment financing arrangements or programs like this one.
Mr. Carter suggested the CIC might want to consider a program to tear down properties that are
obsolete in today’s market. That would allow for vacant space to be offered for new construction.
Ms. Princehorn suggested the idea be discussed at a future meeting when more Board members are
present.
Mr. Carter suggested there isn’t much Class A space, particularly office space, in Worthington. Ms.
Stewart mentioned there has been a lot of interest in the 350 West Wilson Bridge Road building that
is being renovated into Class A space. That suggests more space could be filled if it is available.
Mr. Evans asked if staff has seen the interior space of the buildings in the ReCAP program. Mr.
McCorkle replied he has not. He is being asked about the ROI for the program. He doesn’t see this
program being driven by short-term ROI. It is more about improving the perception of the corridor.
Mr. Evans suggested a walk-through of the property be a part of the application process. Mr. Carter
suggested the CIC might want to consider an evaluation of whether the property is functionally
obsolete before providing funding to make sure the investment is wise and the building will be here
for a while. We might also want to look at whether the buildings can be retro-fitted into a use that
would bring more employment. Ms. Stewart stated the staff will evaluate possible walk through
strategies and bring ideas back to the Board.
Mr. McCorkle returned to the project scoring and noted in the project viability and ability to repay
section, the project was rated “preferred” for a score of 15 points. There isn’t much evidence of
extensive administrative capacity but they were easily reachable and responsive. They don’t appear
to have especially strong cash flow but he thinks they will be able to repay the loan. Mr. Carter
asked if a lien can be filed if they don’t repay. Ms. Stewart indicated she will check with the City’s
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attorney on the options if the loan payments are not received. So far all of the recipients have paid
on time, if not early.
Mr. McCorkle overviewed the commitment to the community portion of the scoring sheet and noted
it received a nominal rating and a score of 5 points since the business has been in Worthington for a
while and the owner lives in Worthington, but they are not known to be involved in any community
organizations. This resulted in a total score of 75 points.
Mr. Carter asked if applications had to be for owner-occupied properties. Ms. Stewart responded
no. In fact, tenants have applied and received approval. The tenants must have acknowledgement
from the owner on the application.
Ms. Princehorn stated there appeared to be consensus from the Board members for the scoring and
for funding the project.
Mr. Carter asked about the budget for the ReCAP program. Ms. Stewart and Mr. McCorkle
responded it has been in the $75,000 to $100,000 range each year, with $75,000 available for 2016.
Ms. Princehorn asked about the next item on the agenda, activity updates. Mr. McCorkle reported
on the status of the tenants for the Kilbourne Building. Sweet Carrot has been delayed until
probably late fall for their opening. They have been exploring requirements related to their patio
and whether it impacts fire regulations and parking. They also have been evaluating the location for
their smoker which was originally intended to be in the basement but could not fit through the
doorway. They now plan to put it behind the building and they’re working with City staff and the
Architectural Review Board on screening for it. Sew to Speak still plans to open this summer as her
interior build out is much simpler. Mr. Carter asked if there seemed to be waning interest from
Sweet Carrot. Mr. McCorkle replied they indicated the outdoor patio was critical to their plans and
since it seems to be on track, they are moving forward. Ms. Stewart indicated their experience since
their opening in Grandview has resulted in a few changes to their originally planned layout and that
has been part of the reason for the delay.
Ms. Princehorn asked about the outdoor seating in the downtown area, particularly at Whitney
House. Ms. Stewart replied the City has been working through a process to allow approval for the
use of the right of way for outdoor seating and dining, particularly as it relates to fencing off an area
to allow for the serving of alcohol. A policy was adopted last year and it is in the process of being
modified this year to make it more workable. Mr. McCorkle added the staff is looking to propose
tiers of use and the associated fees. Mr. Evans commented he is concerned about space along the
sidewalk, especially on Saturday mornings. Ms. Stewart replied that concern was raised at the City
Council meeting when the Whitney House came in for approval of their outdoor seating plan. The
approval is for one year, which will allow for review and consideration of how it works. One
council member also commented during that discussion that having seating areas with people has
shown to draw more people to an area, which is good for the downtown.
Mr. McCorkle provided a brief update on the proposed development at the United Methodist
Children’s Home (UMCH) property. They are currently proposing a more incremental
development focused first on the commercial along High Street. The City will be deliberative and
try to meet the long term goals and needs of the site since it is not proposed for development all at
once. UMCH has at least one use, a medical office user, who is very interested in the site and wants
3

to move quickly to build about a 30,000 sf building. The existing United Methodist Conference
Center building will stay and they are purchasing the building and planning to renovate it. Mr.
Carter commented it is difficult to take down an entire site, especially when you plan to build a mix
of uses and you aren’t an expert in all of the uses. He thinks it is prudent to take down a piece at a
time and have the experts in each use build that use. Ms. Princehorn asked if the access plans
change with this proposal. Ms. Stewart commented we don’t know yet what will happen in the
back, but they’ll need to decide the access for the front part of the site. They are talking about
allowing space for an additional office building and access tying in all of the buildings along High
Street will need to be determined. They may not have curb cuts for each one of them. Mr. Evans
said he heard UMCH wants to move quickly on the commercial use.
Ms. Stewart said there is not much new to report regarding the Holiday Inn site. They’ve been
fairly quiet recently. Mr. Carter commented they have been in discussions with him about possible
coordination. Ms. Princehorn mentioned it seems the area could use more hotel options.
Ms. Princehorn asked about the next meeting, which is planned for July 8th. The Board members
present indicated they would be available on that date. .
There being no further business before the Board, the meeting adjourned at 9:04 a.m.
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ORDINANCE NO. 23-2016
Amending Ordinance No. 44-2015 (As Amended) to Adjust
the Annual Budget by Providing for an Appropriation from
the Capital Improvements Fund Unappropriated Balance to
Pay the Additional City Share of Costs for the SR-161
Pavement Surface Improvements, (ODOT Project R-1618.67, PID 96305) and all Related Expenses and Declaring an
Emergency. (Project No. 617-15)
WHEREAS, on January 19, 2016 City Council passed Ordinance No. 02-2016
providing for an appropriation from the Capital Improvement Fund in the amount of
$127,000 to pay the City’s share of costs for the State Route 161 Pavement Surface
Improvement project and all related expenses, for the resurfacing of State Route 161 from
Olentangy River Road to the City’s eastern corporation line (the “Project”); and,
WHEREAS, the apparent low bid received through the ODOT bidding process
reflects an additional amount due for the City’s match in an amount of $29,428.00; and,
WHEREAS, the City is responsible for one hundred percent (100%) of the total
cost of features requested by the City which are not necessary for the improvement as
determined by the State and Federal Highway Administration, and the City is requesting
additional crosswalk marking enhancements (Alternate #1), which is an additional amount
due of $22,274.72 to fund and approve Alternate #1; and,
WHEREAS, due to ODOT bidding requirements, a notification of the City’s ability
to pay the additional amounts due must be made expeditiously, thereby necessitating an
appropriation of funds by emergency measure; and
WHEREAS, the Charter of the City of Worthington, Ohio, provides that City
Council may at any time amend or revise the Budget by Ordinance, providing that such
amendment does not authorize the expenditure of more revenue than will be available;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio, six-sevenths of the members elected
thereto herein concurring:
SECTION 1. That there be and hereby is appropriated from the Capital
Improvements Fund Unappropriated Balance to Account No. 308.8150.533345 the sum of
Seventy Thousand Dollars ($70,000.00) to pay for additional City Share of Costs for the
SR-161 Pavement Surface Improvements, (ODOT Project R-161-8.67, PID 96305),
including Alternate #1, a contingency allowance of ten percent (10%) of the total project
and all related expenses (Project No. 617-15).

ORDINANCE NO. 23-2016
SECTION 2. That this Ordinance is hereby declared to be an emergency measure
necessary for the preservation of the public health, safety, and welfare, and notice of
passage of this Ordinance shall be posted in the Municipal Administration Building, the
Worthington Library, the Griswold Center and the Worthington Community Center and
shall set forth the title and effective date of the Ordinance and a statement that the
Ordinance is on file in the office of the Clerk of Council. This Ordinance shall take effect
and be in force from and after the earliest period allowed by law and by the Charter of the
City of Worthington, Ohio.

Passed __________________

____________________________________
President of Council
Attest:

____________________________
Clerk of Council

MEMORANDUM
To:
From:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew H. Greeson, City Manager
Daniel W. Whited, P.E., Director of Service & Engineering
Thomas Gilkey, Service & Engineering Superintendent
ODOT Urban Resurfacing Projects Program - ODOT SR 161 additional funding
June 17, 2016

ODOT has bid the resurfacing of SR 161 from Olentangy River Road to Wothington’s eastern corporation
line as part of its Urban Paving Project program. The road was last resurfaced in 1994. It is currently
displaying raveling, rutting, wheel track cracking and longitudinal cracking. Repairs are needed to ensure
pavement integrity and improve traveling safety. The project entails “mill & fill” resurfacing of 1.91 miles
of SR 161 from Olentangy River Road to the eastern corporation line of Worthington. The project also
includes deck repair on the bridge over SR 315 (this portion of the work is 100% funded by ODOT).
Currently the estimated begin construction date is 8/1/16 and the estimated end construction date is
10/31/16. A minimum of 1 lane of traffic will be maintained at all times, with the exception of two
weekends (undetermined at this point) when road will be closed for bridge work
ODOT’s Urban Paving Project Program requires that the local municipality contribute 20% of the total cost
of the project. Initial cost opinions by ODOT indicated that the City’s share would be $127,000. Via
ordinance 02-2016, passed on January 18, 2016 the City has provided those funds to ODOT.
The apparent low bid received by ODOT exceeded the ODOT estimate by 18.9%. As a result, the City of
Worthington will owe an additional amount of $29,428 for project completion. ODOT is requiring the City
to notify them by June 21 if they are willing to pay this additional amount in order to release the contract.
In addition, the City requested that ODOT include in the bid an opportunity for the eleven crosswalks within
project limits to be installed as “High Visibility” crossings as an alternate to ODOT’s “Standard” Crossings.
The City made this request based on the belief that because of the low approach angle at which pavement
markings are viewed by drivers, the use of longitudinal stripes can significantly increase the visibility of a
crosswalk to oncoming traffic. High Visibility crosswalks have been shown to increase motorist yielding and
channelization of pedestrians. The City asked that ODOT include a high visibility “Ladder” style crossing as
an alternate to their bid. A graphical representation of high visibility crossings is shown below. The
additional cost for the high visibility crossing enhancements is $22,274.72. The City is responsible for 100%
of the total cost of features which are not necessary for the improvement as determined by ODOT and the
FHWA.

In order to ensure the pavement integrity of SR 161 through the City of Worthington, and to enhance the
traveling and pedestrian safety of our City’s residents and visitors, I recommend that the City approve both
the additional funding and alternate enhancements cost, with a 10% additional contingency, for the
resurfacing of SR 161 and the addition of high visibility crossings for the referenced project. This will require
that the City provide an additional check to ODOT in the amount of $51,702.72. The 10% contingency,
which is 10% of the City’s share of the project, brings the requested appropriation to $70,000.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Thress, D. Kay
Fox, Pam; Brown, Lee
Greeson, Matt
FW: Jeremy Herman -Sharon Township Veterans Memorial Hall
Monday, June 06, 2016 11:14:15 AM

FYI
From: Herman, Jeremy A. [mailto:herman.207@buckeyemail.osu.edu]
Sent: Sunday, June 05, 2016 9:32 PM
To: Thress, D. Kay <DThress@ci.worthington.oh.us>
Subject: Jeremy Herman -Sharon Township Veterans Memorial Hall

Ms. Thress,
I am contacting you to inquire about appealing a decision made by the Worthington
Architectural Review Board on the evening of May 26th. The Memorial Board does not feel
the their decision to vote down a Motion regarding a proposed sign for the property was
appropriate and made with good reason.
The property in questions is the Sharon Township Veterans Memorial Hall located at 137
Dublin-Granville rd.
If you have any questions or need any clarifications please do not hesitate to call.
Thank you very much for you time and help.
Respectfully,
Jeremy Herman
President of the Sharon Memorial Board
614-582-5087
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City of Worthington
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Certificate of Appropriateness
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PLEASE READ THE FOLLOWING ST ATEMENTAND SIGN YOL~ NA.ME:
The information contained in this application and in all attachments is true and correct to the best
of my knowledge. I further acknowledge that I have familiarized myself with all applicable
sections of the Worthington Codified Ordinances and will comply with all applicable
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Abutting Property Owners List for
137 E. Granville Rd.

Jeffrey Deville
Barbara Myers
John & Allison Chapman
Sandra Masters
Eugene & Kimberly Wells
Leasure Blackston Post
Timothy & Sherril Berridge
Daniel & Rachel Gibson
Glenn Laine
JC Rice
Patricia Herban

132 E. Granville Rd.
138 E.Granville Rd.
144 E. Granville Rd.
152 E. Granville Rd.
151 E. Granville Rd.
239 American Legion Tr 700 Morning St.
686 Morning St.
PO Box 1284
Aber Garneta
707 Morning St.
119 E. Granville Rd.
120 E. Granville Rd.
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Members of the Architectural Review Board
Members of the Municipal Planning Commission

FROM:

Lynda Bitar, Planning Coordinator

DATE:

May 6, 2016

SUBJECT: Staff Memo for the Meeting of May 12, 2016
______________________________________________________________________________
B. Architectural Review Board
a. Sign – 137 E. Granville Rd. (DaNite Sign Company/Sharon Memorial Hall) AR 64-16
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
Background & Request:
This building was built as a residence in 1861, and used as such until 1946. After WWII, voters
approved a War Memorial Levy and the building was purchased and dedicated as Sharon
Memorial Hall in 1947. When zoning was established in 1971, the property was zoned R-10,
Low Density Residence, which allows for single family dwellings and public and semi-public
uses. Many community groups and organizations used the building until 1975, at which time the
Sharon Township Trustees moved their offices and police department into the building. The
Township moved its operations to E. Wilson Bridge Rd. in 2009 and the building was renovated.
Attempts were made by the Sharon Memorial Board, the entity responsible for Sharon Memorial
Hall, to find public and semi-public users for the building that would generate revenue, and
allow maintenance of the building and site. After no users were found, the VM, Veterans
Memorial zoning district was created in 2010, the property was rezoned from R-10 to VM, and
the space was leased to small office users. Advertising for the users of the building was not
discussed at the time.
This request is for approval to install a freestanding sign on the property that would identify the
building and tenants. The VM zoning district does not have limitations on the size of signage,
but any sign would be subject to the other provisions in the sign regulations.
Project Details:
1. Placement of the sign is proposed 15’ from the E. Granville Rd. right-of-way and 40’
from the Morning St. right-of-way. The sign would double-sided, sitting perpendicular to

2.
3.

4.

5.

E. Granville Rd. in the grass area north and west of the building. The setback from E.
Granville Rd. would be similar to the location of the canon.
The sign would be non-illuminated.
Proposed are 22 ½ square foot sign faces inside a roughly 40 square foot structure with a
pediment and columns. The cabinet and cap would be aluminum and the columns would
be polyethylene. All elements would be painted white.
Burgundy vinyl graphics are proposed identifying the address in the pediment as “137
Dublin-Granville Rd.”, and “Sharon Township Veterans Memorial Hall” at the top of the
sign face. Both elements would be in the same font, but 3 different sizes are proposed.
Below would be 3 tenant names in black vinyl, separate by burgundy lines. There
appears to be 2 or 3 fonts and sizes being used for the 3 names. The text fonts and sizes
are not identified on the drawing. A different logo is proposed for each tenant. The
logos contain different designs and colors, but appear to be about the same size. With the
logos, the total number of colors on the sign appear to be 7. A variance would be need
for the number of styles, sizes and colors used on the sign.
A 20” high by 7’4” high base with brick veneer to match the building, and capped with
aluminum painted gray is proposed.

Land Use Plans:
Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance
While the regulations permit a certain maximum square footage of signs for a business, try to
minimize the size and number of signs. Place only basic names and graphics on signs along the
street so that drive-by traffic is not bombarded with too much information. Free-standing signs
should be of the “monument” type; they should be as low as possible. Such signs should have an
appropriate base such as a brick planting area with appropriate landscaping or no lighting. Colors
for signs should be chosen for compatibility with the age, architecture and colors of the buildings
they serve, whether placed on the ground or mounted on the building. Signs must be distinctive
enough to be readily visible, but avoid incompatible modern colors such as “fluorescent orange”
and similar colors. Bright color shades generally are discouraged in favor more subtle and toneddown shades.
Sign Code
Styles - Signs shall be comprised of not more than two styles of lettering plus one logo. A logo
is an emblem, character, pictograph, trademark or symbol used alone to represent a business,
organization, entity or product. There shall be not more than three sizes of all such lettering,
including a logo.
Colors - Not more than four colors, including black and white, shall be used on any sign.
Staff Analysis:
1. While there is no regulation for sign size in the VM district, the sign should not be larger
than is allowed in other parts of the District. The graphic portion of the sign is smaller
than the commercial district allowance, so just the structure would be larger. The sign,
being in a residential area, would not be in competition with other signs.
2. The design seems appropriate for the building.
3. More uniformity is needed with lettering styles and sizes to simplify the sign. Also,
deletion of the logos may help.
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4. The use of raised lettering for at least the building name would add some character to the
sign. The font could match the lettering on the building.
5. The address would be more easily seen if just the number was placed in a larger size.
The use of raised characters would also be appropriate.
Recommendation:
Staff is recommending the sign graphics be simplified and modified per the above analysis.
Motion:
THAT THE REQUEST BY DANITE SIGN COMPANY FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS TO ALLOW A FREESTANDING SIGN AT 137 E. GRANVILLE
RD., AS PER CASE NO. AR 64-16, DRAWINGS NO. AR 64-16, DATED APRIL 22, 2016,
BE APPROVED BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS IN THE
STAFF MEMO AND PRESENTED AT THE MEETING.
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
WORTHINGTON ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
WORTHINGTON MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION
May 26, 2016
The regular meeting of the Worthington Architectural Review Board and the Worthington
Municipal Planning Commission was called to order at 7:30 p.m. with the following members
present: Michael Coulter, Chair; James Sauer, Vice-Chair (arrived at 7:27 p.m.); Kathy Holcombe,
Secretary; Thomas Reis; Edwin Hofmann; and David Foust. Also present were: Scott Myers,
Worthington City Council Representative to the Municipal Planning Commission; Lee Brown,
Director of Planning & Building; and Lynda Bitar, Planning Coordinator and Clerk of the
Municipal Planning Commission. Board member Amy Lloyd was absent.
A. Call to Order – 7:00 p.m.
1. Roll Call
2. Pledge of Allegiance
Mr. Coulter asked Mr. Foust to explain the photograph on the overhead screen. Mr. Foust
discussed some history about the Bishop & Lewis general store and meeting hall. The building
was a dry goods store built in 1890. He said the second floor was designed to be a public
meeting hall. The raised stage at the west end of the building is still there, but the surround was
torn out approximately fifteen to twenty years ago. Mr. Foust said the building is the location of
the Co-hatch application.
3. Affirmation/swearing in of witnesses – Members of the audience were sworn in by Mrs.
Bitar.
B. Architectural Review Board
1. Unfinished
a. Sign - 137 E. Granville Rd. (DaNite Sign Company/Sharon Memorial Hall) AR 64-16
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
Mrs. Bitar reviewed the following from the staff memo:
Background & Request:

This building was built as a residence in 1861, and used as such until 1946. After WWII, voters
approved a War Memorial Levy and the building was purchased and dedicated as Sharon
Memorial Hall in 1947. When zoning was established in 1971, the property was zoned R-10, Low
Density Residence, which allows for single family dwellings and public and semi-public uses.
Many community groups and organizations used the building until 1975, at which time the Sharon
Township Trustees moved their offices and police department into the building. The Township
moved its operations to E. Wilson Bridge Rd. in 2009 and the building was renovated. Attempts
were made by the Sharon Memorial Board, the entity responsible for Sharon Memorial Hall, to
find public and semi-public users for the building that would generate revenue, and allow
maintenance of the building and site. After no users were found, the VM, Veterans Memorial
zoning district was created in 2010, the property was rezoned from R-10 to VM, and the space was
leased to small office users. Advertising for the users of the building was not discussed at the time.
The VM zoning district does not have limitations on the size of signage, but any sign would be
subject to the other provisions in the sign regulations.
The original request to install a freestanding sign was heard at the last meeting, with
discussion including concerns with need for a sign, size, placement and design. The
applicant has now submitted a new design for the sign.
Project Details:
1. Placement of the sign is proposed 15’ from the E. Granville Rd. right-of-way and 40’
from the Morning St. right-of-way. The sign would double-sided, sitting perpendicular to
E. Granville Rd. in the grass area north and west of the building. The setback from E.
Granville Rd. would be similar to the location of the canon.
2. The sign would be non-illuminated.
3. Proposed are 22 ½ 13 ½ square foot sign faces inside a roughly 40 29 square foot
structure with a pediment and columns. The cabinet and cap would be aluminum and the
columns would be polyethylene. All elements would be painted white.
4. Black vinyl graphics are now proposed for use on the entire sign. The address
continues to be shown in the pediment, but now would only identify the street
number, “137”. On the sign face, “Sharon Memorial Hall” would be at the top in 2
different sizes; and 3 tenants would be listed below in matching fonts and sizes.
The proposed graphics appear to meet Code requirements.
5. A 20” 16” high by 7’4” 6’6” wide base with brick veneer to match the building, and
capped with aluminum painted gray is proposed.
Land Use Plans:
Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance
While the regulations permit a certain maximum square footage of signs for a business, try to
minimize the size and number of signs. Place only basic names and graphics on signs along the
street so that drive-by traffic is not bombarded with too much information. Free-standing signs
should be of the “monument” type; they should be as low as possible. Such signs should have an
appropriate base such as a brick planting area with appropriate landscaping or no lighting.
Colors for signs should be chosen for compatibility with the age, architecture and colors of the
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buildings they serve, whether placed on the ground or mounted on the building. Signs must be
distinctive enough to be readily visible, but avoid incompatible modern colors such as
“fluorescent orange” and similar colors. Bright color shades generally are discouraged in favor
more subtle and toned-down shades.
Sign Code
Styles - Signs shall be comprised of not more than two styles of lettering plus one logo. A logo is
an emblem, character, pictograph, trademark or symbol used alone to represent a business,
organization, entity or product. There shall be not more than three sizes of all such lettering,
including a logo.
Colors - Not more than four colors, including black and white, shall be used on any sign.
Staff Analysis:
1. The concern expressed by residents and Board members about whether a sign
should be approved at all is valid. The building is a prominent memorial; easily
identified with a sign on the building and a gun in front; and is in a corridor which
is largely residential. If a new sign is deemed appropriate, #2-4 below should be
considered.
2. The sign size has been reduced so the area is within Code requirements, and total
height is under 7’.
3. The design of the structure seems complimentary to the building. The inclusion of
several tenants rather than just the building name seems inappropriate for this
historic site.
4. At least the building name should match the font and raised style of the lettering on
the building. The other lettering style and sizes being the same would comply with
the Code.
Recommendation:
Staff is recommending that a freestanding sign may not be appropriate for the property. If the
Board feels placement of a sign is warranted, the above changes should be considered.
Discussion:
Mr. Coulter asked if the applicant was present. Mr. Logan Dilts stated he is representing DaNite
Sign Company, 1640 Harmon Ave., Columbus, Ohio. Mr. Jeremy Herman stated his address is
181 Rosslyn Ave., Columbus, Ohio, and he is the president of the veteran’s hall. He explained
the veteran’s groups that operate at the hall do a lot for the community, so they would like the
community to know they are there. Also, the current tenants financially support the hall. Mr.
Coulter asked if there was anyone present that wanted to speak either for or against this application
and no one came forward.
Motion:
Mr. Foust moved:
THAT THE REQUEST BY DANITE SIGN COMPANY FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS TO ALLOW A FREESTANDING SIGN AT 137 E. GRANVILLE
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RD., AS PER CASE NO. AR 64-16, DRAWINGS NO. AR 64-16, DATED MAY 16, 2016, BE
APPROVED BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS IN THE
STAFF MEMO AND PRESENTED AT THE MEETING AND AMENDED THAT THE
FONT ON THE SIGN BE THE SAME AS ON THE NORTH ELEVATION OF THE
BUILDING INCLUDING THE RAISED LETTERS.
Mrs. Holcombe seconded the motion. Mr. Reis made the amendment. Mrs. Bitar called the roll.
Mr. Coulter, nay; Mrs. Holcombe, nay; Mr. Reis, aye; Mr. Hofmann, aye; and Mr. Foust, nay. The
motion was denied.
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City of Worthington
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Certificate of Appropriateness
Application
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Abutting Property Owners List for
137 E. Granville Rd.

Jeffrey Deville
Barbara Myers
John & Allison Chapman
Sandra Masters
Eugene & Kimberly Wells
Leasure Blackston Post
Timothy & Sherril Berridge
Daniel & Rachel Gibson
Glenn Laine
JC Rice
Patricia Herban

132 E. Granville Rd.
138 E.Granville Rd.
144 E. Granville Rd.
152 E. Granville Rd.
151 E. Granville Rd.
239 American Legion Tr 700 Morning St.
686 Morning St.
PO Box 1284
707 Morning St.
Aber Garneta
119 E. Granville Rd.
120 E. Granville Rd.

Worthington,
Worthington,
Worthington,
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Worthington,
Worthington,
Worthington,

OH 43085
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OH 43085
OH 43085
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OH 43085
OH 43085
OH 43085
OH 43085
OH 43085
OH 43085
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Bitar, Lynda
From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Worthington Historical Society < info@worthingtonhistory.org >
Thursday, May 12, 2016 12:25 PM
Bitar, Lynda
Sharon Memorial Hall Signage

Hi Lynda,
Last night at the Historical Society Board meeting, the topic of the proposed sign at Sharon Memorial Hall
was discussed at length, and the Board has asked me to communicate the following in oppos!tion the
proposed design that appears in the Architectural Review Board/Municipal Planning Commission Agenda
for 5/12/16:
•

•

•

The Worthington Historical Society Board feels that the proposed signage for the Sharon Memorial
Hall site is too large for the site, and the imposing nature of the sign is inappropriate to the Historic
District and the ambiance of Old Worthington.
The name as indicated in the drawings of "Sharon Township Veterans Memorial Hall" is not
accurate, as the building is known historically as "Sharon Memorial Hall". (see Worthington
Landmarks, McCormick, pg 74-76)
The Board also agrees with all staff recommendations as listed in the staff memo, particularly
regarding the necessity for simplification of lettering and logos on the sign.

Thank you for your consideration,
Kate Lalonde
Director
Worthington Historical Society
614-885-1247
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Louis J.R. Goorey Worthington Municipal Building
6550 N. High St.
Worthington, OH 43085
May 12, 2016

Dear Lee Brown, Lynda Bitar and Commission Members - Mikel Coulter, James
Sauer, Kathy Holcombe, Edwin Hofmann, Thomas Reis, Amy Lloyed and David
Foust,
As interested residents of the Historic District, my husband and I live a block
away from Sharon Memorial Hall on E. New England Ave., we're surprised and
concerned that the request for a very large sign at the Sharon Memorial Hall, 137
E. Granville Rd. is being recommended for approval.
The very permanent sign in the ARB agenda displays 3 names, the VFW, the
Blue Star Mothers and Buckley Financial Planning LLC. It is public knowledge
the permanent public service organizations of VFW and the Blue Star Mothers
meet once monthly free of charge. Buckley Financial Planning LLC is
commercial, isn't necessarily permanent as it's a rental arrangement.
This public service memorial in the Worthington Historic District, surrounded by
residences should not be used to advertise or identify as a commercial
enterprise. It has long been and is currently, clearly identified as "Sharon
Memorial Hall" on its entablature above the front columns.
It is in exquisitely bad taste, an insult to the public memorial use for which Sharon
Memorial Hall is intended. My father was a Sharon Memorial Trustee 30-40
years, ago. I recall that the responsibility and focus, by law, of the trustees was
on the care and maintenance of the historic building and property.
This request, in regard to historic Sharon Memorial Hall, situated in a residential
neighborhood in the Worthington Historic District, needs more thoughtful
examination and understanding than it is currently receiving.
Sincerely,
Ellen & Douglas Scherer
112 E. New England Ave.
Worthington, OH 43085
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Members of the Architectural Review Board
Members of the Municipal Planning Commission

FROM:

Lynda Bitar, Planning Coordinator

DATE:

May 20, 2016

SUBJECT: Staff Memo for the Meeting of May 26, 2016
______________________________________________________________________________
B. Architectural Review Board
1. Unfinished
a. Sign - 137 E. Granville Rd. (DaNite Sign Company/Sharon Memorial Hall) AR 64-16
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
Background & Request:
This building was built as a residence in 1861, and used as such until 1946. After WWII, voters
approved a War Memorial Levy and the building was purchased and dedicated as Sharon
Memorial Hall in 1947. When zoning was established in 1971, the property was zoned R-10,
Low Density Residence, which allows for single family dwellings and public and semi-public
uses. Many community groups and organizations used the building until 1975, at which time the
Sharon Township Trustees moved their offices and police department into the building. The
Township moved its operations to E. Wilson Bridge Rd. in 2009 and the building was renovated.
Attempts were made by the Sharon Memorial Board, the entity responsible for Sharon Memorial
Hall, to find public and semi-public users for the building that would generate revenue, and
allow maintenance of the building and site. After no users were found, the VM, Veterans
Memorial zoning district was created in 2010, the property was rezoned from R-10 to VM, and
the space was leased to small office users. Advertising for the users of the building was not
discussed at the time. The VM zoning district does not have limitations on the size of signage,
but any sign would be subject to the other provisions in the sign regulations.
The original request to install a freestanding sign was heard at the last meeting, with
discussion including concerns with need for a sign, size, placement and design. The
applicant has now submitted a new design for the sign.

Project Details:
1. Placement of the sign is proposed 15’ from the E. Granville Rd. right-of-way and 40’
from the Morning St. right-of-way. The sign would double-sided, sitting perpendicular to
E. Granville Rd. in the grass area north and west of the building. The setback from E.
Granville Rd. would be similar to the location of the canon.
2. The sign would be non-illuminated.
3. Proposed are 22 ½ 13 ½ square foot sign faces inside a roughly 40 29 square foot
structure with a pediment and columns. The cabinet and cap would be aluminum and the
columns would be polyethylene. All elements would be painted white.
4. Black vinyl graphics are now proposed for use on the entire sign. The address
continues to be shown in the pediment, but now would only identify the street
number, “137”. On the sign face, “Sharon Memorial Hall” would be at the top in 2
different sizes; and 3 tenants would be listed below in matching fonts and sizes.
The proposed graphics appear to meet Code requirements.
5. A 20” 16” high by 7’4” 6’6” wide base with brick veneer to match the building, and
capped with aluminum painted gray is proposed.
Land Use Plans:
Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance
While the regulations permit a certain maximum square footage of signs for a business, try to
minimize the size and number of signs. Place only basic names and graphics on signs along the
street so that drive-by traffic is not bombarded with too much information. Free-standing signs
should be of the “monument” type; they should be as low as possible. Such signs should have an
appropriate base such as a brick planting area with appropriate landscaping or no lighting.
Colors for signs should be chosen for compatibility with the age, architecture and colors of the
buildings they serve, whether placed on the ground or mounted on the building. Signs must be
distinctive enough to be readily visible, but avoid incompatible modern colors such as
“fluorescent orange” and similar colors. Bright color shades generally are discouraged in favor
more subtle and toned-down shades.
Sign Code
Styles - Signs shall be comprised of not more than two styles of lettering plus one logo. A logo is
an emblem, character, pictograph, trademark or symbol used alone to represent a business,
organization, entity or product. There shall be not more than three sizes of all such lettering,
including a logo.
Colors - Not more than four colors, including black and white, shall be used on any sign.
Staff Analysis:
1. The concern expressed by residents and Board members about whether a sign
should be approved at all is valid. The building is a prominent memorial; easily
identified with a sign on the building and a gun in front; and is in a corridor which
is largely residential. If a new sign is deemed appropriate, #2-4 below should be
considered.
2. The sign size has been reduced so the area is within Code requirements, and total
height is under 7’.
3. The design of the structure seems complimentary to the building. The inclusion of
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several tenants rather than just the building name seems inappropriate for this
historic site.
4. At least the building name should match the font and raised style of the lettering on
the building. The other lettering style and sizes being the same would comply with
the Code.
Recommendation:
Staff is recommending that a freestanding sign may not be appropriate for the property. If the
Board feels placement of a sign is warranted, the above changes should be considered.
Motion:
THAT THE REQUEST BY DANITE SIGN COMPANY FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS TO ALLOW A FREESTANDING SIGN AT 137 E. GRANVILLE
RD., AS PER CASE NO. AR 64-16, DRAWINGS NO. AR 64-16, DATED MAY 16, 2016,
BE APPROVED BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS IN THE
STAFF MEMO AND PRESENTED AT THE MEETING.
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
WORTHINGTON ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
WORTHINGTON MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION
May 12, 2016
The regular meeting of the Worthington Architectural Review Board and the Worthington
Municipal Planning Commission was called to order at 7:30 p.m. with the following members
present: Michael Coulter, Chair; James Sauer, Vice-Chair; Thomas Reis; Amy Lloyd; and David
Foust. Also present were: Lee Brown, Director of Planning & Building; and Lynda Bitar, Planning
Coordinator and Clerk of the Municipal Planning Commission. Scott Myers, Worthington City
Council Representative to the Municipal Planning Commission was absent. Board members Kathy
Holcombe Secretary; and Edwin Hofmann were absent.
A. Call to Order – 7:00 p.m.
1. Roll Call
2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Approval of minutes of the April 28, 2016 meeting.
Mr. Sauer moved to approve the minutes and Mr. Reis seconded the motion. All Board members
voted, “Aye.” The minutes were approved.
4. Affirmation/swearing in of witnesses – Members of the audience were sworn in by Mrs. Bitar.
Mr. Coulter said the application for 643 High St. & 41 E. New England Ave. will be moved to
the end of the ARB agenda.

B. Architectural Review Board
1. Unfinished
a. Sign – 137 E. Granville Rd. (DaNite Sign Company/Sharon Memorial Hall) AR 64-16
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
Mrs. Bitar reviewed the following from the staff memo:
Background & Request:

This building was built as a residence in 1861, and used as such until 1946. After WWII, voters
approved a War Memorial Levy and the building was purchased and dedicated as Sharon
Memorial Hall in 1947. When zoning was established in 1971, the property was zoned R-10, Low
Density Residence, which allows for single family dwellings and public and semi-public uses.
Many community groups and organizations used the building until 1975, at which time the Sharon
Township Trustees moved their offices and police department into the building. The Township
moved its operations to E. Wilson Bridge Rd. in 2009 and the building was renovated. Attempts
were made by the Sharon Memorial Board, the entity responsible for Sharon Memorial Hall, to
find public and semi-public users for the building that would generate revenue, and allow
maintenance of the building and site. After no users were found, the VM, Veterans Memorial
zoning district was created in 2010, the property was rezoned from R-10 to VM, and the space was
leased to small office users. Advertising for the users of the building was not discussed at the time.
This request is for approval to install a freestanding sign on the property that would identify the
building and tenants. The VM zoning district does not have limitations on the size of signage, but
any sign would be subject to the other provisions in the sign regulations.
Project Details:
1. Placement of the sign is proposed 15’ from the E. Granville Rd. right-of-way and
40’ from the Morning St. right-of-way. The sign would double-sided, sitting
perpendicular to E. Granville Rd. in the grass area north and west of the building.
The setback from E. Granville Rd. would be similar to the location of the cannon.
2. The sign would be non-illuminated.
3. Proposed are 22 ½ square foot sign faces inside a roughly 40 square foot structure
with a pediment and columns. The cabinet and cap would be aluminum and the
columns would be polyethylene. All elements would be painted white.
4. Burgundy vinyl graphics are proposed identifying the address in the pediment as
“137 Dublin-Granville Rd.”, and “Sharon Township Veterans Memorial Hall” at
the top of the sign face. Both elements would be in the same font, but 3 different
sizes are proposed. Below would be 3 tenant names in black vinyl, separate by
burgundy lines. There appears to be 2 or 3 fonts and sizes being used for the 3
names. The text fonts and sizes are not identified on the drawing. A different
logo is proposed for each tenant. The logos contain different designs and colors,
but appear to be about the same size. With the logos, the total number of colors
on the sign appear to be 7. A variance would be need for the number of styles,
sizes and colors used on the sign.
5. A 20” high by 7’4” high base with brick veneer to match the building, and capped
with aluminum painted gray is proposed.
Land Use Plans:
Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance
While the regulations permit a certain maximum square footage of signs for a business, try to
minimize the size and number of signs. Place only basic names and graphics on signs along the
street so that drive-by traffic is not bombarded with too much information. Free-standing signs
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should be of the “monument” type; they should be as low as possible. Such signs should have an
appropriate base such as a brick planting area with appropriate landscaping or no lighting. Colors
for signs should be chosen for compatibility with the age, architecture and colors of the buildings
they serve, whether placed on the ground or mounted on the building. Signs must be distinctive
enough to be readily visible, but avoid incompatible modern colors such as “fluorescent orange”
and similar colors. Bright color shades generally are discouraged in favor more subtle and toneddown shades.
Sign Code
Styles - Signs shall be comprised of not more than two styles of lettering plus one logo. A logo is
an emblem, character, pictograph, trademark or symbol used alone to represent a business,
organization, entity or product. There shall be not more than three sizes of all such lettering,
including a logo.
Colors - Not more than four colors, including black and white, shall be used on any sign.
Staff Analysis:
1. While there is no regulation for sign size in the VM district, the sign should not be
larger than is allowed in other parts of the City. The graphic portion of the sign is
smaller than the commercial district allowance, so just the structure would be
larger. The sign, being in a residential area, would not be in competition with
other signs.
2. The design seems appropriate for the building.
3. More uniformity is needed with lettering styles and sizes to simplify the sign.
Also, deletion of the logos may help.
4. The use of raised lettering for at least the building name would add some
character to the sign. The font could match the lettering on the building.
5. The address would be more easily seen if just the number was placed in a larger
size. The use of raised characters would also be appropriate.
Recommendation:
Staff is recommending the sign graphics be simplified and modified per the above analysis.
Discussion:
Mrs. Bitar mentioned letters of concern received, and spoke of the large gun in front of the building
that acts as an identifier. Mr. Coulter asked if the applicant was present. Logan Dilts stated he was
representing the DaNite Sign Company of 1640 Harmon Avenue, Columbus, OH 43223. Mr.
Coulter asked Mr. Dilts if there was anything else he would like to add to Mrs. Bitar’s presentation.
Mr. Dilts said he talked to his clients and agrees the sign is pretty busy, with different font heights
and such. This could be simplified and made of all one color. The issue with shrinking the sign is
the columns, which are there to tie in with the building, and are only available in certain sizes.
Forty-eight inches is the smallest available. The base could be reduced, or something could be
done at the top. Mr. Dilts thought just putting the address numbers of 137 at the top instead of the
whole address would help. The name could be simplified just to Sharon Memorial Hall, and also
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agreed with simplifying the name of the tenants to have everything on one line. Mr. Dilts definitely
agreed the sign could be simplified and said his client is open to that.
Mr. Sauer said what was discussed by Mr. Dilts is all good, and if they could do that it would go
a long way toward being approved. Mr. Sauer suggested the address numbers of 137 could be
down on the brick. The simplifications mentioned seemed logical and appropriate and he thinks
that would help.
Mr. Foust said he has some issues with the application. To start, he thinks the policy in the past
has been to change or to not encourage directory signs. He does not think the building needs any
sort of directory in the front, which has been a concept throughout the community. Mr. Foust had
an issue with everything listed on the sign. The second thing is that E. Dublin-Granville Road is
primarily residential in nature. While this building is an old house that fits in well with the
community, if any signage is out there at all, the wording needs to be very refined and very small.
Mr. Foust continued to say that because people know the building and know where it is, this sign
does not do anything to enhance the area or the streetscape at all, and he does not see the necessity
for the sign. He said someone is going to have to sell him on the need for the sign.
Mr. Coulter said he tends to agree with the comments made so far and that he would like to see
other memorial halls that have signs of a similar nature to compare. Mr. Coulter said the proposed
sign is very busy, and when driving by at 30 mph, the sign will not be readable. Mr. Coulter also
said he is surprised that this location does not have size regulations.
Mr. Sauer said he believes everyone in the community knows the building, the building has a
prominent location and has always been known as the Sharon Memorial Hall. He would agree he
does not see the need for the sign.
Mr. Reis agreed with what was said, and said the sign is overkill. He said someone would have to
come back with something to convince him that any sort of identification is needed at all.
Mr. Coulter asked if there was anyone present that wanted to speak either for or against this
application and two people raised their hands.
Ms. Shelia Bagley of 5812 Olentangy Boulevard, Riverlea, Ohio said she is against the sign for all
the reasons stated. She said the groups listed on the sign only meet occasionally, and there is only
one business in the building. There is a concern that maybe in the future the sign would be
illuminated. Ms. Bagley believes this is very inappropriate for the residential area and this is an
“insidious commercial creep for that area” because the building is zoned as a Veteran’s Memorial.
Ms. Bagley said she is afraid this could be setting a precedent for turning the building into a more
commercial type of venture. Another concern is the issue of what if the property was sold, there is
nothing to preclude Sharon Township from selling the property, and once that sign is in place, the
building could be commercial in the future.
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Mrs. Bagley said the Sharon Memorial Board has been attempting to engage in providing an
easement to others on their property which has been happening in a sort of secret executive session.
Also, as some noted, the historical integrity of the building would be compromised by the huge
plastic sign. The sign is going to be located in a large green space along State Route 161 and
everyone likes the green space, so this is just a shame because the area is very park-like now. The
current Sharon Memorial Board has really changed some the architectural and historical integrity
of the building and this is just another change which is a concern to those of us who appreciate the
history and integrity of the property. Mrs. Bagley said the other concern is she knows the area is
zoned as Veteran’s Memorial and there are no sign requirements in this particular zoning district,
so she would like to know why they are looking at the commercial sign requirements as an
alternative to maybe looking at residential home requirements for a home business. She believes
only a small wall sign would be allowed. Mrs. Bagley asked why is the sign needed and said she
is concerned this beautiful, historic building could degrade into just another commercial building
in a lovely residential area.
Mr. Sauer had a question about the little white sign in the picture and asked if the sign moves
around. Mrs. Bitar replied that staff has issued temporary use permits for different events in the
building in the past, like when the Blue Star Moms put together their packages and need people
from the community to volunteer. That may have been one of those signs for one of the times that
those was allowed. The City has never issued a permit for a business in the building to have an
advertising sign out temporarily. Mr. Sauer asked if those were all temporary signs that he is
seeing. Mrs. Bitar said she is not saying that particular sign was approved, but there have been
approval in the past.
Mr. Cal Taylor, PO Box 1284 Worthington, Ohio, stated he lived across the street for 40 years and
he put his heart and soul into renovating the building for 4 years. He wrote the Veteran’s Memorial
Code since they did not have a zoning district fitting this unique building. This is the only building
in the State of Ohio that is zoned as a Veteran’s Memorial at the local level. It was zoned as
residential until 1971, it had been inhabited until the 1960’s. Mr. Taylor thanked Mrs. Bitar for
some of the key points she brought up. Mr. Taylor said he is a retired Veteran, and the word
Veteran has never been in the title of the building. This is a Veteran’s Memorial, but the building
has always been known as Sharon Memorial Hall. He said there really should be four listings on
the sign, Sharon Township being one. The other names, two groups that meet once a month, one
of them is a business in the building. The other businesses that are in the building do not have
names on the sign.
Mr. Taylor said if at some point they wanted their names, then this would become a changeable
sign, and he does not think they are allowed. Most of the tenants do not think that they need a sign,
because they have a sign out front - a WW II gun. There are no other brick buildings on State
Route 161 with a gun out front. That gun was purchased from the American Legion for forty-eight
dollars, which was the transportation cost. He has the checks and the original deed to prove that
fact. He said the proposed sign is insensitive to the historic district. Mr. Taylor said when he wrote
the zoning code, the neighbors were supportive of it. They did not envision this sign going up on
the corner. He also would like to mention to Mr. Sauer the sign in the photograph was a BMW
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sign that was removed in 2009 because no one could come up with a permit for it, it was stuck out
there. Others that have asked for signs have been directed to get temporary use permits.
Mr. Taylor said the name on the building is correctly called Sharon Memorial Hall. There are
four business users, two churches, and two occasional users. The sign has two occasional users
and one business are up there. Mr. Taylor wonders why one business is up there. He thinks there
is more to it than that. He believes the sign is inappropriate and unneeded, future tenants cannot
be added, and the gun has been a sign for the buildings for decade. No one asked for signage when
he signed the original leases. Illumination could be an issue in the future. Mr. Taylor said that he
does not want to see this building go back to being used commercially. He asked Mrs. Bitar why
there was not a blue hearing sign on the property. Mrs. Bitar stated there should have been, but
thought it might have fallen over or something might have happened to it. Mr. Taylor said again
the building should stay with no new sign.
Mr. Coulter asked if there is anyone else in the audience that wanted to speak. No other speakers
came forward.
Mr. Coulter asked Mr. Dilts to please come to the podium. He presented the option to table. Mr.
Dilts requested to table this application.
Mr. Reis moved to table the application and Mr. Sauer seconded the motion. All Board members
voted, “Aye” and the application was tabled.
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