Agenda

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

Monday November 06, 2017 ~ 7:30 PM

T: 614-436-3100

1. Call To Order

CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

2. Roll Call

Bonnie D. Michael
President

3. Pledge of Allegiance

Scott Myers
President Pro-Tem

4. Visitor Comments

Rachael Dorothy
Council Member

5. Approval of the Minutes

Douglas Foust
Council Member
David Norstrom
Council Member
Douglas Smith
Council Member
Michael Troper
Council Member
CITY STAFF MEMBERS
Matthew Greeson
City Manager
D. Kay Thress
Clerk of Council

5.A.
5.B.
5.C.

Committee of the Whole - October 9, 2017
Special Meeting - October 16, 2017
Regular Meeting - October 16, 2017
Recommendation: Approve as Presented

6. Public Hearings on Legislation
6.A. Ordinance 39-2017 An Ordinance Enacted
by the City of Worthington, Franklin County,
Ohio, in the Matter of the Stated Described
Project, (FRA-SR161-8.86 to 9.04)
Executive Summary: This Ordinance provides
consent to the Ohio Department of
Transportation to work on guardrail end
replacements in Worthington along SR-161
between SR-315 and the west corporation
limit.
Recommendation: Approve as Presented
Legislative History: Introduced on October 13,
2017
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7. New Legislation to Be Introduced
7.A. Resolution Authorizing an Amendment to the Final Development Plan for
2285 West Dublin-Granville Road (SR-161) and Authorizing a Variance (Victor
& Lori Orta/Diamonds Ice Cream & Tomatillos)
Executive Summary: This Resolution approves an Amendment to Development
Plan with a Variance for signage for Tomatillos and Diamonds Ice Cream at
2285 West Dublin Granville Road
Recommendation: Introduce and Approve as Presented
7.B. Resolution Authorizing an Amendment to the Final Development Plan for 910
High Street and Authorizing a Variance (Pet People).
Executive Summary: This Resolution approves an Amendment to Development
Plan with a Variance for signage for Pet People at 910 High Street.
Recommendation: Introduce and Approve as Presented
7.C. Resolution Authorizing an Amendment to the Final Development Plan for
7020-7030 Huntley Road and Authorizing a Variance (Milhoan Architects, LLC).
Executive Summary: This Resolution approves an Amendment to Development
Plan with Variances for signage at 7020-7030 Huntley Road.
Recommendation: Introduce and Approve as Presented
7.D. Resolution Amending the Staffing Chart of the City of Worthington to Provide
for Twenty-six (26) Firefighter EMT-P Positions in the Division of Fire for up to
a One Year Period.
Executive Summary: This Resolution will temporarily increase the authorized
number of Firefighter positions for up to one year to ensure continuity of
services during promotion processes to fill vacant positions.
Recommendation: Introduce and Approve as Presented
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8. Reports of City Officials
8.A.

Policy Item(s)
8.A.I. Alcohol on City-Owned Property (Kilbourne Memorial Library Building)
Executive Summary: This item adds the James Kilbourne Memorial
Library Building at 752 High Street to the list of properties exempted
from the City's alcohol prohibition.
Recommendation: Motion to add the James Kilbourne Memorial Library
Building at 752 High Street to the list of properties exempted from the
prohibition of alcohol on City property

8.B.

Discussion Item(s)
8.B.I. Architectural Review Board Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street
Executive Summary: City Council will decide whether to hear the appeal
by the Old Worthington Partnership of the decision of the Architectural
Review Board to deny a request for a mural on the south side of La
Chatelaine at 627 High Street.
8.B.II. Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
Executive Summary: Staff will overview the Proposed 2018-2022 Capital
Improvements Program (CIP)

8.C.

Information Item(s)
8.C.I. Godown Dog Park Parking Lot Expansion Update
Executive Summary: Staff will provide a status report on the expansion of
the Godown Dog Park parking lot.

9. Reports of Council Members
10. Other
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11. Executive Session
12. Adjournment
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5.A. - Minutes - Committee of the Whole - October 9, 2017

CITY OF WORTHINGTON
Worthington City Council Minutes
October 9, 2017
6550 N. High Street
Worthington, Ohio 43085

CALL TO ORDER – Roll Call, Pledge of Allegiance
Worthington City Council met in Regular Session on Monday, October 9, 2017, in the John P.
Coleman Council Chambers of the Louis J. R. Goorey Municipal Building, 6550 North High
Street, Worthington, Ohio. President Pro-Tem Myers called the meeting to order at or about
7:30 PM
Members Present: Rachael R. Dorothy, Douglas Foust, Scott Myers, David Norstrom, Douglas
K. Smith, and Michael C. Troper (Bonnie D. Michael arrived at 7:38 p.m.)
Member(s) Absent:
Also present: City Manager Matthew Greeson, Director of Law Tom Lindsey, Assistant City
Manager Robyn Stewart, Director of Planning & Building Lee Brown, Chief of Fire & EMS
Scott Highley, Director of Parks & Recreation Darren Hurley, Director of Finance Scott Bartter,
Chief of Police Jerry Strait, and Clerk of Council D. Kay Thress
There were four visitors present.
President Pro-Tem Myers invited those in attendance to stand and join in the recitation of the
Pledge of Allegiance.
SPECIAL PRESENTATION
sustainable2050 - MORPC
Mr. Greeson reported it being his pleasure to introduce Christina O’Keeffe who is the Director
of Energy & Air Quality at the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (MORPC). She is one
of Central Ohio’s sustainability leaders and a joy to work with in his role as the MORPC Chair.
Ms. O’Keeffe is here tonight to talk about sustainable2050. It is essentially the successor to
Green Pact. She is also going to talk about the Regional Sustainability Agenda that has been
adopted by MORPC.
Mr. Greeson announced that there are several reasons that staff placed this item on the agenda
for discussion and invited Mrs. O’Keeffe to present tonight. One is that MORPC is reframing
the Central Ohio Green Pact and launching sustainable2050. It is also asking each of its
member jurisdictions to adopt a resolution. Staff plans to present that resolution that would
endorse this effort to Council next week for adoption. Additionally, Council has made
sustainability a priority, which as influenced many efforts in recent years. These things range
from:
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An increase in curbside recycling capabilities (Instituted last year)
Recently authorized staff to pursue energy conservation measures at the community
center
Becoming a part of the PACE district. Mr. Foust represents Council on the board of the
Property Assessed Clean Energy District
Partnering with our friends in Sustainable Worthington on a range of project.

Mr. Greeson added that there are more things that we have done that arguably fit in the
framework of the now ten year old Green Pact as listed in your agenda item. More recently
Council asked staff to begin thinking about a policy statement around sustainability. He believes
MORPC’s work provides a framework or starting point for what we may develop locally.
Lastly, after Ms. O’Keeffe’s presentation he wants to use this opportunity to forecast a few things
that staff wants to talk about on the sustainability front that will be coming to council later this
year or things that we are doing internally to the City government operations. He invited Ms.
O’Keeffe to come forward.
Mrs. O’Keeffe thanked Council for the opportunity to be here tonight to share some details about
our sustainable2050 program, newly launched at MORPC as well as Council’s consideration to
become a sustainable2050 community. She will go through her presentation and address
questions during and/or afterwards.

While sustainable2050 is a new program at MORPC, the concept of having communities work
together on environmentally or economically sustainable principles is not. For more than 10
years MORPC has administered the Central Ohio Green Pact. It was successful to bring our
local governments together to share information. Best practices were shared as were things that
didn’t work. If a community adopted a policy, for example on zero waste, they would share those
successes and mistakes with each other. So it became stronger as a collective unit within the
Central Ohio region.
When asked by Mr. Norstrom if there are any communities that have zero waste, Ms. O’Keeffe
shared that the city of Bexley is implementing a zero waste policy.
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Ms. O’Keeffe reported that the ten principles below were what MORPC asked communities ten
years ago to sign on to. They had to agree to all of those principles.
Ten Principles of Green Pact
 Greener Public Fleets
 Growing a Strong, Green Economy
 Collaborating to Purchase Green Products
 Adopting Sustainable Land Use Policies
 Building Green Facilities and Reducing Energy Consumption
 Reducing Waste
 Educating and Engaging Our Communities
 Reducing Emissions and Climate Protection
 Preserving Green Space and Creating Greenways
 Promoting Mass Transportation
About half of MORPC’s members were involved in the Green Pact. MORPC currently has more
than sixty local governments in a fifteen county region of Central Ohio. The key asset that they
heard from their members was the sharing of those best practices.
Ms. O’Keeffe reported that MORPC’s board adopted a new regional sustainability agenda in
December. That was developed through the Sustainability Advisory Committee that focuses on
one of the priorities that we have as an organization. The structure of the advisory board really
makes up the expertise in different subject matters within the umbrella of sustainability as
follows:
Sustainability Advisory
 Central Ohio Greenways Board
 Sustainable 2050
 Key Stakeholders
 Energy & Air Quality Working
 Water Resources Working Group
When the committee focused on what should be an agenda that could serve the region and all of
our communities, they wanted to identify two key priorities. The first one is to be metric driven
and the second is to integrate into existing efforts that we have within the region. A copy of that
was shared within the meeting materials. Members will see five goals and twenty-three
objectives. Within those objectives is a baseline. It is where we identify data that exists for a
particular objective and then we work with the committee and outside stakeholder input to
identify what should be that benchmark in four years. This is a guiding document for those in
the region from 2017 – 2020.
The second key priority is the integration of this document within other regional MORPC plans
in Central Ohio. Instead of re-inventing the wheel they really wanted to determine how to best
serve their membership. One particular plan they looked at was their Metropolitan
Transportation Plan. That is a long-range plan that identifies the type of projects of what our
transportation system will look like in the future. As they look at federal funding that comes in
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and administer that on behalf of our members, when a project comes in they evaluate it to
determine how it can best serve the principles set forth.
The committee saw the five goals in the transportation plan and adopted those same goals.
ELIGIBILITY & REQUIREMENTS
Eligibility
MORPC Members and Associate Members
Requirements
 Resolution of participation
 Designate a local champion
 Assign a representative
 Share data with MORPC
BENEFITS







MORPC staff assistance
Tools/resources to help implement sustainable practices
Certification/tier ranking
Increased recognition
Formal networking and sharing of best-practices
Reduced ticket price for Summit on Sustainability

Ms. O’Keeffe shared that one of the first tools they will be utilizing is a benchmarking tool. They
will be working with local businesses that they identify within the Central Ohio Region called
JTRAC. They are offering a software platform that automatically collects data in many cases,
like gas, electric, and water utility data from City facilities. In other cases, the data can be
entered manually, such as waste or fleet data. The idea is that the system will provide the
analysis on a visual dashboard display that decision makers can look at in order to understand
key information.
Because MORPC wants to brag about our members when it comes to sustainability through this
program, they plan to increase the recognition of all the good things that our local governments
are doing in Central Ohio.
Networking will stay in the program so that members can share best practices and do formal
networking.
CERTIFICATION LEVELS
MORPC will offer the following certifications:
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Gold
Platinum

Ms. O’Keeffe shared that these certifications are similar to other programs such as BikeFriendly City or LEED. The idea is to highlight the inclusive nature of the program. Half of the
membership was involved in Green Pact while the other half was not. We determined that the
commitment for all ten principles was overwhelming for many of our communities to join into the
program. The idea here is that even if a community is not doing much currently with
sustainability, there are still things they can do to participate in this program. The more goals
and objectives a community focuses on, the higher their tier will be. MORPC will look at the
progressive achieved on those objectives annually and then re-certify at a higher tier if possible.
ANNUAL SUMMIT ON SUSTAINABILITY
Ms. O’Keeffe shared that this year’s Summit on Sustainability event will be held on November
14th in downtown Columbus. The theme of this year’s event is entitled: Communities Taking
Charge. The focus will be on showcasing all of the local sustainability efforts that are occurring
in Central Ohio. There will be two plenaries and several breakouts. The lunch plenary will
focus on launching the sustainable2050 initiative. They will also identify all of the communities
that have signed on to the program at this point.
SUSTAINABILE2050 PILOT PERIOD
Goals
 Test processes for certification and tracking data
 Understand necessary tools and resources
 Estimate the costs and benefits to members and MORPC
Ms. O’Keeffe shared that from now through Spring 2018, the group will be working with five or
six communities as their pilot communities. These communities will represent the geographic,
political, and structural diversity of our region while allowing them to identify best practices on
how to best assist our members in the future. They will test processes for certification and datatracking, understand the tools and resources that are necessary for members to successfully
work toward sustainability strategies and estimate the costs and benefits to members and
MORPC, measured both financially and hourly. They plan to use the pilot period to fine tune the
program and ensure that it best serves our members interests.
Mr. Greeson stated that staff is going to recommend that Council adopt a resolution because we
believe that this effort is consistent with key performance areas that members adopted and goals
that you have set for us as a City. Ms. O’Keeffe talked about the energy benchmarking, which he
believes is called, Local Government Energy Assistance Program. Staff plans to be an early
guinea pig for that program so that we can advance our monitoring energy efficiency efforts for
our buildings. We believe we need to create an internal green team to help build a foundation
for adopting and effectively implementing this program as well as build more Worthington
specific goals as part of a sustainability policy. When Mrs. Dole worked with OSU students last
year that was a key recommendation. We would ideally like a participant from each department
that would help us stay on top of this since we don’t have a sustainability department.
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Mr. Greeson shared that with Ms. O’Keeffe’s help, several staff members have already met with
AEP about what they call their Energy Savers Program. He briefly explained the program and
reported that a more in-depth conversation will be explored with Council in the spring.
At Council’s direction, staff has looked more carefully at HVAC and facilities energy efficiency
efforts. Members will notice that course embedded in the Capital Improvements Program (CIP).
Mr. Whited has been working with our consultant ABM, on more in-depth analysis of the energy
in each of our buildings. There is also a major energy efficiency retro-fit at the community
center. Members will see other efforts aimed at the sustainable2050 objectives in next year’s
CIP like finalizing a bike and pedestrian master plan. Not reflected in this year’s budget but
something that staff plans to explore in greater depth is the purchase of our energy. We are
locked in at a fairly low rate through 2018 but through working with our energy brokers we plan
to explore whether we want to purchase green energy or sustainable energy as part of that
overall energy portfolio and their position to assist us in that analysis.
All of those are things that he wanted to forecast to members that he thinks would help us meet
the objectives of sustainable2050 so he doesn’t want members to think we are not well on our
way to doing some of these things.
With that, Mr. Greeson opened the floor up for questions.
Mr. Myers asked that the record reflect that Ms. Michael arrived at 7:38 p.m. He handed the
gavel back to her.
Ms. Dorothy commented that currently we don’t have a sustainability policy but we have been
working towards these goals that were outlined in the 2007 MORPC Green Pact. Mr. Greeson
agreed that staff has regularly participated in the Green Pact networking opportunities. If one
looks at the general principles of the Central Ohio Green Pact they will see that many of the
things that we have done over the last ten years fit into those general principles. He sees this as
a renewed and more advanced program that is better supported by MORPC and measureable in
terms of its impact to the region.
Ms. Dorothy acknowledged that it is a goal of Council to be sustainable but we don’t have a full
policy so this could help us get to an actual policy. Mr. Greeson commented that initially we will
join the regional effort. Then we will use the information to build our own local policy. Ms.
O’Keeffe acknowledged that as being correct. They would assist the City with its policy at the
local level and help support that. She provided an example of how that support would work.
Mr. Myers asked Mr. Greeson if he would envision that we would have our own baseline unique
to Worthington. Mr. Greeson replied that he doesn’t know if staff has thought all of the
particulars through yet because there may be things they are able to capture on a regional scale
that we will not be able to effectively measure at the City level. With the “dashboard” we will be
able to measure our energy usage more accurately. We are in the process of evaluating every
building in terms of if we instituted new HVAC improvements or LED what would be our energy
savings and return on investments. We will have to build all of the metrics but we will be in a
better position than we were ten years ago.
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Mr. Myers understands there to be five goals and twenty three objectives. He believes some to
be very uniquely regional while some could be very uniquely local. It seems to him that we could
develop our own internal policy based on those five goals. While we may not have the same
twenty three objectives, they would coincide with those. He asked if that is something we would
be looking to do. Mr. Greeson acknowledged that it is. He doesn’t think any of the objectives
lack alignment with the city of Worthington but there may be ones where we could make more
impact as compared to others. We will just have to have an honest conversation.
Mr. Myers shared that he wants to brag about that Platinum status so he wants to make sure that
we have our benchmarks that we can then say look how much better we did. Mr. Greeson
replied that we will have to dig into that as part of the program.
There being no objections to directing staff to prepare a resolution supporting and pledging to
participate in this area, Ms. Michael directed staff to prepare the legislation.
Mr. Norstrom asked if recognition of these goals was already built into the budget that was
distributed tonight. Mr. Greeson acknowledged there being some in some areas. Staff could
maybe speak to that when we go through the budget process. While the budget is not organized
in that fashion, there are many items in the CIP that clearly improve the sustainability of
Worthington. It may be helpful as we go through the budget process to tie it back to this
document. Mr. Norstrom added especially if we are looking at measurements and baseline.
REPORTS OF CITY OFFICIALS
Mr. Greeson thanked Ms. O’Keeffe for her information. He then shared the following
information:


Drug Safe Worthington has scheduled its third event in its Worthington Cares Speaker
Series. The date is October 23rd and the presentation that night will be Operation Street
Smart. He and Chief Strait have both seen this presentation.

Mr. Greeson shared that he has attended the first two events. The last event in particular was
very informative in terms of understanding the impacts of alcohol, drugs, bullying, and mental
health issues in our community. We are making a concerted effort with our faith community, our
school community, with law enforcement and other community organizations to bring these
educational opportunities to our citizens. He encouraged everyone to attend as many of these
events as possible.
Chief Strait reported the first two events as being very inspirational, but if you are looking for
information on illegal narcotics (titles, names, current trends) then he thinks those in attendance
will get an awakening by hearing these individuals speak. He worked with them undercover
years ago and they are very knowledgeable. They teach around the country and they really have
a pulse on what is going on and current trends. He would highly recommend that anyone,
especially those who have middle schoolers or high schoolers attend this event so they can be
aware of what is going on around the community. It will be a good program.
Mr. Greeson encouraged members to help get the word out for this event through their social
media apps (e.g. Facebook, Twitter, etc.) because we want to build attendance.

Packet Page # 11

Item 5.A. Page 7 of 9

5.A. - Minutes - Committee of the Whole - October 9, 2017

When asked by Ms. Michael if these programs are being publicized through the neighborhood
network, Mr. Greeson replied yes. He added that it is also being pushed out by the schools but
you can’t do enough to get people’s attention.


Two documents were distributed this evening (5 Year Capital Improvement Program and
the 2018 Proposed Operating Budget).

Mr. Norstrom understands that the Speaker Series needs $9,000. Mr. Greeson shared that Drug
Safe Worthington is fundraising to fund the Speaker Series and the cost associated with bringing
speakers. Chief Strait added that one of the largest outreach programs cost $9,000. That would
bring an instructor into our middle schools. They would derive statistics from students and then
present that information to the middle schoolers’ parents. The intent is to show them what is
happening in their middle schools and give them some real life information. It is a little
expensive but he thinks it would be inspirational and educational for the parents to have an idea
of what is going on. They are also looking at one for the high schoolers although it is more
expensive.
When asked by Ms. Michael how this is being funded, Mr. Greeson replied that Drug Safe
Worthington is fundraising for it. He thinks there are some opportunities to close that gap. We
are a partner as we gave Drug Safe Worthington a community grant last year as did the
Community Relations Commission as well through their focus on mental health this year.
Mr. Norstrom believes this is so important to this community that we can guarantee that the
$9,000 will be there if not otherwise raised.
MOTION

Mr. Norstrom made a motion that the City will guarantee the availability
of $9,000 for the aforementioned effort. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Troper.

The motion carried unanimously by a voice vote.
Mr. Greeson interpreted the motion as to continue fundraising but we would stand in. He and
Mr. Bartter will have to ascertain how we do that.
Chief Strait thanked Council on behalf of Drug Safe Worthington.
Mr. Greeson requested an Executive Session for the purposes of pending litigation, and Board
and Commission appointments.
REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
Mr. Myers shared that Thursday there will be a preliminary plan brought forth by the Holiday
Inn to MPC/ARB. There is also a discussion about a mural.
Mr. Troper asked a question about demolitions. Mr. Myers asked Mr. Brown how many
demolitions in the Review District he has encountered since he has been with the City. Mr.
Brown replied that this will be the second one.
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Ms. Dorothy shared that the last meeting of the school facilities commission should be October
25th. She added that there will also be a reception for our visitors from our Sister City, Sayama
on October 19th.
Ms. Michael shared that she was in Bexley for the COMMA (Central Ohio Mayors & Managers
Association) meeting. Bexley is trying a new pilot program to have zero waste. If anybody is
interested staff can get more information. Mr. Greeson added that they are partnering with
SWACO and the vendor that is at our Farmers Market. Mr. Norstrom reported being very
interested in such a program. He thinks we should move in that direction. Ms. Michael shared
that it was very well done. Maybe we could have a presentation after we get through the budget
process.
EXECUTIVE SESSION
Mr. Foust made a motion to meet in Executive Session to discuss
Appointments to Boards and Commissions and Pending Litigation. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Norstrom.

MOTION

The motion carried by the following voice vote:
Yes

7

No

0

Dorothy, Smith, Myers, Troper, Foust, Norstrom, and Michael

Council recessed at 8:07 p.m. from the Regular meeting session.
MOTION

Mr. Troper made a motion to return to open session at 8:46 p.m. The motion
was seconded by Mr. Norstrom.

The motion carried unanimously by a voice vote.
ADJOURNMENT
MOTION

Ms. Dorothy a motion to adjourn. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Smith.

The motion carried unanimously by a voice vote.
President Michael declared the meeting adjourned at 8:46 p.m.
___________________________________
Clerk of Council
APPROVED by the City Council, this
14th day of November, 2017.

______________________________
Council President
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Worthington City Council
Special Meeting Minutes
Monday, October 16, 2017 ~ 7:00 p.m.
6550 N. High Street
Worthington, Ohio 43085

CALL TO ORDER – Roll Call, Pledge of Allegiance
Worthington City Council met in Regular Session on Monday, October 16, 2017, in the John P.
Coleman Council Chambers of the Louis J.R. Goorey Municipal Building, 6550 North High Street,
Worthington, Ohio. President Michael called the meeting to order at or about 7:00 PM
Roll Call
Members Present: Rachael R. Dorothy, Douglas Foust, Scott Myers, David Norstrom, Michael
C. Troper and Bonnie D. Michael,
Member(s) Absent: Douglas K. Smith
Also present: City Manager Matthew Greeson, and Clerk of Council D. Kay Thress
MOTION Mr. Troper made a motion to meet in Executive Session to interview
candidates for the Community Relation Commission. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Norstrom.
The motion carried by the following vote:
Yes

6

No

0

Foust, Dorothy, Myers, Troper, Norstrom and Michael

Council recessed at 7:00 p.m. from the Regular meeting session.
ADJOURNMENT
MOTION

Mr. Troper made a motion to return to open session and adjourn the
Special Meeting. The motion was seconded by Ms. Dorothy.

President Michael declared the meeting adjourned at 7:20 p.m.
____________________________________
Clerk of Council
APPROVED by the City Council, this
6th day of November, 2017.

_______________________________
President of Council
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CITY OF WORTHINGTON
Worthington City Council Minutes
October 16, 2017
6550 N. High Street
Worthington, Ohio 43085

CALL TO ORDER – Roll Call, Pledge of Allegiance
Worthington City Council met in Regular Session on Monday, October 16, 2017, in the John P.
Coleman Council Chambers of the Louis J.R. Goorey Municipal Building, 6550 North High
Street, Worthington, Ohio. President Michael called the meeting to order at or about 7:30 PM
ROLL CALL
Members Present: Rachael R. Dorothy, Douglas Foust, Scott Myers, David Norstrom, Douglas
K. Smith, Michael C. Troper, and Bonnie D. Michael
Also present: City Manager Matthew Greeson, Assistant City Manager Robyn Stewart, Director
of Finance Scott Bartter, Director of Planning & Building Lee Brown, Chief of Fire & EMS
Scott Highley, Director of Parks & Recreation Darren Hurley, Director of Law Tom Lindsey,
Chief of Police Jerry Strait, Clerk of Council D. Kay Thress
There were twenty two visitors present.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
President Michael invited all to stand and join in reciting the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag.
VISITOR COMMENTS
President Michael welcomed a group of Thomas Worthington Poly Rad students to tonight’s
meeting. She shared information regarding ordinances and resolutions and encouraged them to
ask questions.
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES



Meeting Minutes – October 2, 2017
Special Meeting Minutes – October 9, 2017

MOTION

Mr. Foust moved to approve the aforementioned minutes as presented.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Norstrom.

There being no additions or corrections, the motion to approve the minutes as presented
carried unanimously by a voice vote.

Packet Page # 15

Item 5.C. Page 1 of 33

5.C. - Minutes - Regular Meeting - October 16, 2017

PUBLIC HEARINGS ON LEGISLATION
President Michael declared public hearings and voting on legislation previously introduced to
be in order.
ORDINANCE NO. 38-2017

Accepting a Permanent Easement for Landscaping at
50 East Dublin-Granville Road, Worthington, Ohio
43085.
The foregoing Ordinance Title was read.

Mr. Greeson reported this item being for the 752 High St. building (formerly the James Kilbourne
Memorial Library) that is adjacent to Kilbourne Middle School. It is a city owned building. Part
of the building is being renovated to house COhatch, which is a co-working/makerspace facility.
A piece of that project includes a patio that has been constructed on the south side of the building
and some landscaping. The landscaping just to the south of that patio actually sits on school
property. Staff has arranged for an easement (a site plan of the easement was displayed on the
overhead) that will allow us to maintain facilities that are in the easement, both landscaping and
sanitary easements.
When asked by Ms. Dorothy if COhatch opened today, Mr. Greeson replied that he doesn’t know
the answer to that. They are very close and there is another agenda item later in the meeting
regarding a grand opening event that they are planning in November.
At Ms. Michael’s request, Mr. Greeson briefly explained the COhatch office/makerspace concept
for the benefit of the students.
There being no additional comments, the clerk called the roll on Ordinance No. 38-2017.
The motion carried by the following vote:
Yes

7

No

0

Foust, Troper, Norstrom, Dorothy, Smith, Myers, and Michael

Ordinance No. 38-2017 was thereupon declared duly passed and is recorded in full in the
appropriate record book.
NEW LEGISLATION TO BE INTRODUCED
RESOLUTION NO. 60-2017

To Endorse and Commit to Participation in the
sustainable2050 program of the Mid-Ohio Regional
Planning Commission.
Introduced by Mr. Foust.

MOTION
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Mr. Greeson explained that the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission has created a program
called sustainable2050. This is a replacement program for the Central Ohio Green Pact that was
adopted ten years ago. It has been updated as part of implementing a regional sustainability
effort. MORPC is requesting that their local government members adopt a resolution endorsing
and committing to participate in the sustainable2050 program. That program has a number of
goals that are tied to their regional sustainability program. In adopting this resolution members
would be continuing our participation in the regional conversation about making Central Ohio
more sustainable. It would also authorize him to designate a staff member to work on this program
in collaboration with other local governments as well as share data with MORPC on the progress
we are making on the sustainability goals.
Ms. Dorothy reported that members received a presentation on this topic at the last Council
meeting. She thinks members also noted that we might want to go above and beyond this and
maybe make our own sustainability policy. We have been a part of the Green Pact and have made
incremental improvements to improve our sustainability throughout but we do not have a formal
policy or master plan to get through.
Mr. Foust asked if there is any guess as to how many hours a month a staff member might need to
assist with this effort and what the impact will be. Mr. Greeson thinks the staff member will attend
the networking and coordination meeting, which will probably be monthly. The more substantive
work and where more time will be allocated will be through our internal green time. We have
volunteered to be one of the guinea pigs for their new energy benchmarking program that Ms.
O’Keeffe spoke about.
Mr. Foust shared that he asked because you don’t know what you don’t know. He requested that
Council be kept apprised if this turns into a significant time commitment. It is very important and
time well spent but if it turns into an FTE or something like that members will need to know that
in advance. Mr. Greeson replied that while he doesn’t anticipate that at this point, he agreed to
keep members updated. He added that it is a voluntary program so our staff and budgetary
resources will kind of dictate what we are able to accomplish through it.
There being no additional comments, the motion to adopt Resolution No. 60-2017 carried
unanimously by a voice vote.
RESOLUTION NO. 61-2017

Adjusting the Annual Budget by Providing for a
Transfer of Previously Appropriated Funds.
Introduced by Mr. Myers.

MOTION

Ms. Dorothy made a motion to adopt Resolution No. 61-2017. The motion
was seconded by Mr. Troper.

Mr. Greeson explained that several times during the year staff reviews our budget and identifies
areas of greater need from areas of lesser need. This transfer does not increase the total budget
of the City but rather reallocates dollars within the organization. This resolution does that in a
number of areas. He asked Mr. Bartter to highlight any items that he thinks are particularly
important.
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Mr. Bartter reported that the most significant transfer is to the police overtime line that is due to
some health issues.
There being no additional comments, the motion to adopt Resolution No. 61-2017 carried
unanimously by a voice vote.
RESOLUTION NO. 62-2017

Authorizing the Use of a Portion of the Proceeds of
Bonds or Bond Anticipation Notes of the City, in the
Principal Amount of Not to Exceed $3,000,000 to be
Issued for the Purpose of Financing the 2017 and 2018
Capital Improvement Program Projects Including
Street, Community Center and Utility System
Improvements Identified as Bonded Projects in the
2017-2021 Capital Improvement Program, to
Reimburse the City’s Capital Improvement Fund for
Moneys Previously Advanced for Such Purpose.
Introduced by Mr. Foust.

MOTION

Mr. Norstrom made a motion to adopt Resolution No. 62-2017. The motion
was seconded by Mr. Smith.

Mr. Bartter explained that this resolution is similar to the reimbursement resolution that was
passed in 2016. It allows the City to reimburse the Capital Improvements Fund for projects
identified as being funded through bond proceeds. Passage of this resolution allows staff to move
projects forward and then issue debt at a future time when we have multiple projects that we can
bundle together. We have a significant bond issuance anticipated in 2018 and that would
reimburse for some of these projects.
When asked by Ms. Dorothy if we have any idea of what the interest rate might be, Mr. Bartter
reported that he looks periodically. He shared that recently there was a school district that issued
about $11M bond. They were AAA rated and they paid 3.5% over thirty years. It is hard to say
where rates will be in eight months when we will be looking to actually issue this but we hope to
be right around that same mark.
Mr. Bartter confirmed for Ms. Dorothy that our AAA bond rating is still intact.
There being no additional comments, the motion to adopt Resolution No. 62-2017 carried
unanimously by a voice vote.
RESOLUTION NO. 63- 2017

To Join a Coalition of Municipalities in Challenging
the Constitutionality of Amendments to Ohio Revised
Code Chapter 718 Relating to the Administration and
Collection of Municipal Income Taxes
Introduced by Mr. Myers.
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MOTION

Ms. Dorothy made a motion to adopt Resolution No. 63-2017. The motion
was seconded by Mr. Troper.

Mr. Greeson provided an overview of the structure of the coalition as it relates to recent laws
passed by the Ohio legislature that have been and/or will be challenged by municipalities on their
constitutionality. He then asked Law Director Lindsey to comment on this issue.
Mr. Lindsey shared that this resolution would allow the City to join the coalition that is represented
by attorneys at Frost Brown Todd. The benefit of these coalitions and the ability of one firm to
move forward is something that most communities would not be able to successfully accomplish
by themselves because of the time and resources needed to challenge such legislation at the state
level. The results of the Senate Bill 331 lawsuit is favorable at this point in time. It is on appeal
so no guarantee of the future success although it does appear headed in a positive direction. That
litigation is being handled by the Ice Miller firm with a similar contribution by multiple cities.
When he spoke to Gene Hollins at the City of Powell and Thad Boggs down at Frost Brown Todd
last week, they already had over a hundred communities who indicated their intent to support this
litigation because of multiple issues in the legislation. The most significant is that the state is
permitting businesses to decide whether to file their net profit returns with the City as they
currently do or with the State. The State would then take a percent of the revenues that would
normally go to the cities and presumably pay their own administrative expenses at a higher rate
than what the cities believe they are currently paying. This change could result in a net loss of
revenue for cities.
Secondly, it is a question of our home rule authority.
Thirdly, it was also filed as part of the budget which makes it a question of the single subject rule.
That rules states that any piece of legislation should be directed to a single subject and not omnibus
type bills that combine unrelated subjects. The budget bill is a frequent source of those types of
combining of things because it is a convenient way of getting your legislation passed since the
budget bill has to be passed in order to keep the state government funded and moving forward. So
it is not unusual to see it. The Ohio Supreme Court has upheld on challenges to it on certain
occasions so this might be one in which they would look at these changes effecting our
administration of the municipal income tax and the home rule issue. So those are the basis by
which we would go forward. We would asked council to approve this to allow City Manager
Greeson and him to take the necessary steps to join the coalition.
Ms. Michael shared additional information on the change House Bill 49 would make to tax
collections at the state and local level for the benefit of the students.
Mr. Myers told the students that if they had to write a paper about tonight’s council meeting, this
topic would be a good one to write about because it has to do with the power to govern yourself
and who gets to do that. We think the best way to govern is the closest to you because you can’t
go downtown and talk to the people that make your laws but you can come in and talk to council
members and they are trying to take that away from us. That is why we are kind of upset about
this.
Mr. Foust explained that the acronym RITA stands for Regional Income Tax Agency. They are the
collection vehicle that has been responsible for collecting our city taxes. Ms. Michael added that
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there is nothing the cities are aware of that states that the State has the authority to be able to
collect municipal taxes.
Mr. Myers remembers a previous time we went through something like this and one of the issues
that came up was our voice through the General Assembly as expressed by the Ohio Municipal
League. He knows that they have gone through some changes in the last few years. He asked if
we have an effective voice in the General Assembly because we are getting beat up at Broad and
High. Mr. Greeson thinks we have increased our active participation in that one of the outcomes
of the law suits of Senate Bill 331 has been some high level interested party meetings where
municipalities have had a seat at the table in a way that they didn’t before. Mr. Myers commented
that current leadership seems to have a fundamental misunderstanding of the concept of home
rule. He was wondering what steps we were taking to re-educate them as to what that means. Mr.
Greeson replied as many as possible.
Ms. Michael reported that the Municipal League has been down there doing quite a bit of very
good testifying. They have also been working to get cities to contact the legislators in the different
areas, especially in the leadership areas to try to get the cities in those districts to get the legislator
to understand what is happening.
Ms. Michael then shared information about the impacts of Senate Bill 331 with the students.
A member of the audience, Ron Sears, asked if members knew who was behind the House Bill 49
initiative.
Mr. Greeson explained that it has been multiple legislatures. There have been a series of bills that
have been passed by the legislature under the idea of creating a more uniform sets of rules around
municipal income tax filing. He explained that each city adopts income tax regulations and there
are some variations across the state of those so the effort has been to try to achieve more uniformity
so the businesses can have predictability in those regulations. But the devil is in the details in
terms of bills and many of those bills also had things that remove municipal authority, centralized
collections with the state and undermined revenue streams to cities. There are various interest
groups that were interested in it and not one in particular. Ms. Michael added that the CPAs is
one group and a business organization (NFIB) has also effectively lobbied legislators saying they
absolutely need this. She has personally met with legislators on this exact bill before it was passed.
When asked by Mr. Norstrom what NFIB stands for, Mr. Myers replied National Federation of
Independent Businesses.
Mr. Sears asked if it is a fair assessment to say that this was floated in under the idea of getting
rid of the complexities for small businesses. Mr. Greeson agreed that it was. He explained that
one of the reasons we contract with the Regional Income Tax Agency (RITA) is so that people do
not have to file here. RITA does that for about 300 municipalities statewide so there are some
local governments already participating in a process that creates economies of scale and less
confusion. He thinks many municipalities, including us, are advocates of trying to create simple
processes and uniformity where appropriate. In some cases policy is embedded in some of those
bills that either promote centralization with the State, which is not necessarily more efficient or
effective or under the idea of uniformity and essentially taking resources away from cities.
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Mr. Norstrom asked if there are other lawsuits as well or is everybody pooling into this one. Mr.
Lindsey replied that with this lawsuit, it appears that most everybody will be in one lawsuit. While
there has been some discussion that perhaps somebody up in the northeast part of the state might
file a separate lawsuit, but he knows from his discussion last week that there are some communities
in that area that are interested in joining the Frost Brown effort. Hopefully it will be one lawsuit
with a couple hundred cities involved.
There being no additional comments, the motion to adopt Resolution No. 63-2017 carried
unanimously by a voice vote.
ORDINANCE NO. 39-2017

An Ordinance Enacted by the City of Worthington,
Franklin County, Ohio, in the Matter of the Stated
Described Project, (FRA-SR161-8.86 to 9.04).
Introduced by Mr. Myers.

Ms. Michael shared that this project permits ODOT to work on the roads, and replace guardrails
in Worthington.
The Clerk was instructed to give notice of a public hearing on said ordinance(s) in accordance with
the provisions of the City Charter unless otherwise directed.
REPORTS OF CITY OFFICIALS
Policy Item(s)
Alcohol on City-Owned Property
Mr. Greeson reported that part of the James Kilbourne Memorial Library building is now being
occupied by COhatch. They have two requests as follows:
1) Host a Grand Opening event in early November that would allow alcohol.
Mr. Greeson explained that their request is to close down Village Green Drive and use the paved
portions of the road as well as the north parking lot for their event. Alcohol would be allowed on
their leasehold. Because that is a City-owned property the allowance for alcohol has to be
approved by City Council. They will submit the required permits to the Division of Liquor Control
(F-2 permit). The permit will actually be under the Old Worthington Partnership since they will
be running the event. It will be for temporary alcohol at a special event.
2) Add the 752 High St. building to the list of City-owned buildings in the Administrative
Code that allow the consumption of alcohol.
Mr. Greeson shared that the Codified ordinances prohibit alcohol in parks and in City-owned
buildings and properties unless authorized by Administrative Regulations. Our Administrative
Regulation essentially mirrors the ordinance and prohibits alcohol except at the McConnell Arts
Center. COhatch is a private leasehold. They will occasionally have fundraisers and special
events. There may be someone in a makerspace that involves alcohol and likewise may have some
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private consumption in the office or on their private patio. Staff thinks that this City-owned
building should be added to the Administrative Regulation along with the McConnell Arts Center,
which is already added for alcohol to be allowed. The COhatch lease prohibits alcohol
consumption on the patio during school hours. Any function outside of the private leasehold or
any business inside the private leasehold that would make or sell alcohol would require Division
of Liquor Control approval. The City would also have to sign off on that when that occurs because
we own the property.
Mr. Foust commented that events at the McConnell Arts Center do not have to be approved every
time. Mr. Greeson agreed. He added that they have a liquor permit. Mr. Foust recapped that
members are agreeing to a one-time event and not a repeat, open-ended agreement or is it? Mr.
Greeson clarified that we are allowing the one-time event. Then members would be adding the
James Kilbourne Memorial Library to the list of city-owned properties where alcohol is allowed.
The practical effect of that would be that they would be able to consume alcohol on their private
leasehold, except on the patio during school hours. Any events they have would be subject to the
Division of Liquor Control Regulations.
When asked by Mr. Troper if the time of the event is known, Mr. Greeson replied that staff will
have to issue a temporary use permit for their event but he doesn’t have that information in front
of him. Mr. Hurley shared that the permit for the special event came in with the event time listed
as 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. on November 10th. Mr. Greeson thanked him for the information.
Mr. Foust asked to go back to his question because he doesn’t feel like it has been answered yet.
The request reads: “Motion to add the James Kilbourne Memorial Library Building at 752 High
Street to the list of properties exempted from the prohibition of alcohol on City property and to
authorize alcohol at the grand opening event for COhatch.” What he gets out of that is that we are
authorizing alcohol for this single event. Mr. Norstrom disagreed with Mr. Foust’s understanding
of the request. Mr. Foust believes the wording is misleading.
Ms. Michael agreed that the way it is worded is misleading but the presentation stated that there
is two things being asked. 1) Permit for special event and, 2) Add the Kilbourne Memorial
Building to the list of properties exempted from the City’s alcohol prohibition.
Mr. Greeson agreed that the request may not be artfully worded but one of the reasons for it being
that way is because the special event is not only at the James Kilbourne Memorial Library but also
in the public right-of-way, which is also our property. The City will be allowing them to close
down Village Green Drive and have that as part of the premises which exceeds their leasehold.
That is why we believe it necessitates a separate action.
Mr. Myers stated that by this action, members are giving COhatch permission to have a mixer on
the patio at any time they want except during school hours and if permitted by liquor control. Mr.
Greeson agreed. He clarified that alcohol would be allowed on the patio but not on the Village
Green. Mr. Myers argued that the patio is the Village Green. Mr. Norstrom commented that
legally it is not. Mr. Myers understands but conceptually it is part of the Village Green.
Mr. Greeson explained that it is a private patio, which the City has leased to COhatch. Mr. Myers
again stated that he understands but he is having a hard time getting his head around that one.
He added that he doesn’t have a problem with the Grand Opening special event but as sacred as
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this Green is. . . he asked Mr. Norstrom to provide the other point of view. Mr. Norstrom shared
that he understands. It is not clear cut but at the same time legally it is very explainable.
The second thing is where Worthington stands in terms of having businesses like COhatch and the
opportunities of how business environments are now set up. The Partnership has their offices in
COhatch at the former hardware store. There is beer and wine in the refrigerator on a regular
basis for basically anyone to consume. He shared that he has friends that work at Govern My
Meds and they have food and liquor available 24 hours a day at no cost to the employees. That is
the Silicon Valley kind of environment. That kind of work environment is a competitive advantage
for some businesses. Since COhatch especially is trying to attract entrepreneurs, putting any kind
of restrictions in that way, he is not saying we are going to have big vociferous parties. In fact
that is not what this legislation will do but it will allow them to drink on the patio during nonschool hours.
Mr. Foust shared that he is kind of back to the whole conversation members had about Farmers
Market. He doesn’t like the message it sends.
Mr. Greeson shared that we do have some legislative history that led up to this. If members will
recall, the CIC worked to have the precinct that includes the James Kilbourne Memorial Library
voted wet (alcohol sales). That was to position that building for a restaurant, which didn’t come
about. But the voters in that precinct approved that location to go wet and the Kilbourne Building
was the stated reason why the issue was placed on the ballot when public information was sent out
about it. The second act or legislative act that he thinks is consistent with this action is that we
entered into a lease with Sweet Carrot, which was a restaurant. They didn’t move forward because
of some financial feasibility challenges but included in that lease and restaurant concept was an
outdoor patio for dining. We would have had to amend this Administrative Regulation in order to
fulfill our lease obligations with Sweet Carrot. Subsequently we have entered into a lease with
COhatch with the only restriction to alcohol in the lease being during school hours on essentially
a fenced patio. This presumably would allow any consumption inside the building.
Mr. Myers stated consumption can be inside or on the patio but that is all. Mr. Greeson agreed.
He added unless we separately authorize through some permit like we are doing now. It will not
be allowed on the public patio at the front of the building.
Ms. Michael asked Chief Strait if there has been any problem with the existing COhatch and
alcohol in the downtown. Chief Strait replied that he is aware of no problems. If the alcoholic
items are not for sale then he thinks we are fine. If we move into a position where it becomes a
club or they start distributing or manufacturing their own in anyway, whether that is through
tickets or cash, then we move into a situation where they will have to apply for a permit with the
Department of Liquor Control.
Mr. Myers stated that what we are doing tonight will not permit the sale of alcohol, only the
consumption. Mr. Greeson clarified that it wouldn’t by itself permit the sale. Members would
have to take a subsequent action as the property owner authorizing staff to sign off on a Division
of Liquor Control application.
Mr. Myers asked if members created a zoning classification for breweries once Zaftig came online.
Mr. Greeson reported it being an allowable use within certain zoning classifications. Mr. Myers
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stated that what he is driving at here is this action would not permit a craft brewery as part of the
makerspace because it wouldn’t be zoned for it or would it? Mr. Greeson replied that in the C-5
zoning designation, which the Kilbourne Library Building is, it might be.
Mr. Brown shared that he would have to pull up the permitted uses but the one that Mr. Myers
referenced for Zaftig was in the I-1 district. That was added to the mixed use section in the Wilson
Bridge Road corridor. It would be a conditional use so we would have to see how it would fall in
the C-5 zoning.
Ian Mikel, 325 Medick Way
Mr. Mikel shared that he is running for Council and has been knocking on doors. There have been
a few raised eyebrows at the whole COhatch situation. People are curious about how it came
about. He noticed and everyone has noticed that they put on a patio and now there is a request to
utilize the patio that seems to perhaps have already been in the workings. He thinks that we should
be cautious that a lot of people would see this entire process as questionable about who knew what
and how it was laid out. He can foresee the space in the basement to be used as not a brewery but
we will rent you the materials and the items to make your own beer and then when it is done you
can go upstairs and drink it. It seems a work around to have the ability to sell alcohol without
actually selling alcohol. So he thinks we should be careful and cautious and find out more.
Ms. Michael explained that this has been going on for several years which makes it very hard for
the public to follow several years of something. When Sweet Carrot was going to come in and
have a restaurant there she didn’t hear anybody say anything about having problems with alcohol
with the restaurant except during school hours, which made perfectly good sense.
Mr. Mikel commented that he has brewed alcohol in various places and is not against alcohol.
But rumors are and he is curious to know how much COhatch pays for the space. Mr. Norstrom
stated that is not a rumor. COhatch is not paying anything up front because they are putting their
money into the refurbishment of the facilities so that the City does not have to put millions of
dollars into that building. He encouraged Mr. Mikel to tell the people that as he walks around
town.
Mr. Mikel reported there being other rumors going around and he doesn’t have enough
information with COhatch and he loves the idea. Mr. Myers stated that is why they are rumors.
Mr. Mikel commented that he is not against COhatch. When asked by Ms. Michael if he has been
inside of COhatch, Mr. Mikel replied that he has not. He loves the idea of having the space where
people can go and rent offices. Ms. Michael interjected that many members have already been
inside of COhatch more than once and have had briefings about what it is about. She suggested
that he set up a meeting with the owner. Mr. Mikel thought that was a good idea.
Mr. Norstrom understood that Mr. Mikel was trying to provide information about rumors. Mr.
Mikel thinks that the underlying theme that he is trying to get to is that this could be a set up for a
work around to get around the alcohol laws that may have been established three years ago but
the people aren’t finding out about it until tonight. That is problematic and those are the kind of
rumors that exist out there which can be harmful to the city in the long run. Mr. Norstrom agreed,
especially if they are perpetuated by certain people. He added that Mr. Mikel is the same one that
perpetuated the rumor that council hired a consultant to give specific answers on the master plan
that we wanted. Mr. Mikel argued that Mr. Norstrom is changing his words. He doesn’t think
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they need to get into a fight. He is actually trying to come clean and clear with what he has heard
and he is seeking information. He is not spreading rumors. If Mr. Norstrom would like to talk
about the other matter he can but he doesn’t think this is the place. He shared that he finds Mr.
Norstrom confrontational and unpleasant.
Ms. Michael thanked Mr. Mikel for coming forward with the rumors. She asked Mr. Greeson if he
is aware of COhatch having any leasing with any brewery or any alcohol making entity. Mr.
Greeson reported that not being the first time he has heard that rumor or even coffee in conjunction
with the Farmers Market activities. Our lease would not prohibit those types of activities. But if
there is coffee there is restrictions about odor and our lease has restrictions about emissions so it
would be a lease management issue. If it were making and distributing alcohol it would trigger
applications for the Division of Liquor Control that would be required and we would have to sign
off on those. He thinks the question becomes what the C-5 zoning allows. If they have a tenant
that wants to make something and then either distribute it or sell it or something like that, does the
zoning allow it? Does the lease allow it and what kind of liquor control approvals will they need.
Mr. Myers understands that they would need a permit to distribute but not necessarily a permit for
personal consumption, we are talking a gallon. There is enough room in the basement of the
Kilbourne building for a commercial distillery.
Mr. Greeson shared that staff didn’t bring this request forward for the purposes of debating
whether there should be a home brewer down there as part of the makerspace. We have allowed
a company to put in offices and have a private leasehold like many buildings in this town where
people rent buildings for offices and have event space or common space or meeting rooms and yes
they have a makerspace. We have an administrative regulation where this building needs to be
added if we are going to have any consumption in the building.
Mr. Foust, as one member of Council, thanked Mr. Mikel for standing up and making his remarks.
He hopes that he will find that not all of Council is confrontational. But he thinks members have
gone astray from the issue that he was concerned about, maybe we will get back to it. He doesn’t
care about what happens inside the four walls so much but what he struggles with is what is out
in plain view and the message it sends. He is thinking about the conversations that members had
during the sip and stroll conversations. There was a lot of thought given and at one point if you
were the owner of a restaurant then you were on the back patio if you wanted alcohol. Then
members had conversations about being able to get out to the street. Those were long deliberative
discussions about what is okay and what isn’t. To him, this is one more piece of that conversation
that he is not ready to just wave his hands and approve.
Ms. Michael thinks members had a conversation on this when they decided to amend the lease to
say they could not have alcohol during school hours. That sort of set the stage. Mr. Norstrom
commented that that conversation wasn’t with this use but rather when members were talking with
Sweet Carrot.
Mr. Greeson shared that the big policy decision was the lease. He thinks when we decided to
allow COhatch to build a patio that essentially would be private and we restricted them, he agrees
with Ms. Michael that that is when we made the decision. We really thought more about this
Administrative Regulation as we confronted this event because it is not something we use very
often. But he understands Mr. Foust’s perspective and he offered the following:
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1) Members can vote discreetly on whether they want to allow alcohol at the event for the
grand opening;
2) If you desire to vote on the proposal to add this property to the Administrative Regulation,
go ahead and do so tonight, or;
3) If it would be helpful to hear Mr. Davis talk about his particular approach to using it and
managing it then table it and staff will ask him to come in.
Mr. Greeson shared that Mr. Davis really needs to move forward with his F-2 permit for the event
and get that organized and filed. He thinks he is presuming that he already has the authority for
alcohol on the patio because we negotiated only one lease restriction with him.
Mr. Smith acknowledged being confused. He asked what COhatch is allowed to do with alcohol
today. Mr. Greeson thinks they believe that they can consume it on the premises. When asked by
Mr. Smith what our position is, Mr. Greeson replied that staff has identified an Administrative
Regulation that prohibits alcohol on that property. Mr. Smith concluded that our position as a
City would be that they are not allowed to have alcohol on the premises today. So seeing as how
they have alcohol in their current setting above the hardware store, he asked why they didn’t come
to us sooner because he is guessing they knew that they were going to want alcohol in this new
place. Mr. Greeson thinks they did but staff didn’t identify the Administrative Regulation as a
hurdle early in the lease negotiations. He believes through the lease negotiations the only
restrictions they believe they have are the school hours on the patio.
Mr. Norstrom stated that by negotiating that restriction it would only be necessary if they could
not drink alcohol. Mr. Greeson agreed.
Ms. Michael suggested doing the easy part. She asked if there was a motion to permit the
consumption of alcohol at the Grand Opening event for COhatch and give permission to use City
property for the one Grand Opening event.
MOTION

Mr. Norstrom moved the aforementioned motion.
seconded by Mr. Troper.

The motion was

Ms. Dorothy wanted to confirm that Ms. Michael was going along with Mr. Greeson’s suggestion
of separating these two items. Ms. Michael agreed.
Mr. Greeson stated that the approval would be subject to them getting a liquor permit and a City
issued temporary use permit for this activity.
Mr. Foust asked that members honor the separation of this into two issues and no one jump to
move that we do the second part of this tonight as he has seen it done in the past.
There being no additional comments, the motion carried unanimously by a voice vote.
MOTION
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Mr. Smith commented that this is where Mr. Foust’s point comes in. Members can choose to not
vote in favor of this in order to potentially table it to bring Mr. Davis in to provide an explanation.
Ms. Michael agreed.
Mr. Norstrom shared that having talked to Mr. Davis about the restrictions that he has faced in
getting that great operation going on the Green this is just another bump in the road that he
believes doesn’t need to be there.
Mr. Norstrom explained that this issue has been in our documents and has been discussed
previously relative to the patio and to another entity that was going to operate there before
COhatch decided to lease the space. It is not railroading in any way from his perspective because
it is a public meeting and has been discussed a number of different times.
Mr. Foust stated that he would appreciate more public dialog before we move forward.
Mr. Myers commented that to a point he thinks he is with Mr. Foust on this one. He asked if it has
any impact that the voters had this issue in front of them. They voted this precinct wet two years
ago so they have signed off. That is kind of persuasive to him because he is troubled by alcohol
on the Village Green and he thinks Mr. Foust is too. In our discussions about the DORA, we
specifically cut it off at Village Green Drive. We had this discussion and now there is this
appearance that it is coming in through the back door. He gets that but he finds it somewhat
persuasive that this specific issue was put before the voters and they said it is okay. That does
carry some weight. Mr. Foust acknowledged that as being a great point.
Mr. Smith reported that he was one of the people in charge of that campaign along with Ms.
Michael to go to the 350 or so houses and persuade the voters on that topic. Specifically, it was
for a restaurant. Mr. Myers commented that he understands that but he thinks this is probably
more restrictive than a restaurant would be.
Mr. Smith believes that to be a great segue to his next question for Mr. Greeson. He asked what
our abilities are with this guideline. Mr. Greeson acknowledged that as being a good question.
He asked if he means that rather than just adding the building, could you add additional
restrictions. Mr. Smith replied yes. Mr. Greeson stated that if we started doing that he thinks we
really would need to sit down with Mr. Davis because he believes that he negotiated in good faith
for his lease. We received public input, particularly from the Old Worthington Association about
the restriction of alcohol during school hours and we negotiated that with him. He thinks Mr.
Davis believes that he is good to go as long as he is within the Division of Liquor Control and the
zoning requirements. He thinks if we are going to start using the Administrative Regulation as a
different vehicle for lease conditions or as a way to narrow it, then we should bring him in and
talk to him about it. He thinks that is something that Council could do.
Mr. Myers asked Mr. Foust if he heard from Mr. Davis and he spoke what you might want to hear,
could he get in favor of it. He asked whether it is worth tabling to hear from Mr. Davis. Mr. Foust
replied that it is to him. He thinks Mr. Smith just now kind of nailed the point for him, which is if
this were being proposed as a restaurant as it was at one point then he sees that as a very different
scenario. That is very different from the perception of an outdoor watering hole and that is what
he is trying to avoid.
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Mr. Myers thinks his terminology is a little harsh. In addressing Mr. Norstrom, he commented
that he has dealt with Mr. Davis often enough to know that he will not be happy to have to come
before Council. Members have already voted off the special event so at least he can move forward
with that. He asked Mr. Norstrom if he would accept a table. Mr. Norstrom replied that he would
not vote for it. The description of a watering hole, this is office space. He doesn’t think a 7 – 0
vote is all that important. It could be 5 – 2. Mr. Myers disagreed. Mr. Norstrom thinks the issues
that are being raised here, in fact you just heard that in the lease discussions, if he were Mr. Davis
he would say to go ahead and vote for that and I’ll sue you folks because in the lease discussions
it was that we will not allow you to serve alcohol on the patio during school hours. So what does
the reverse of that mean? Mr. Myers replied that he understands. He is trying to address this
politically. Mr. Norstrom said that he is talking as a Council member who wants to see this project
move forward. What we are talking about during the day if they are working outside on the patio
during the summer. We are not talking about a watering hole or a restaurant. The point is a
restaurant would actually have more visibility of alcohol being served than this as part of a
business function. Mr. Myers understands.
Mr. Greeson shared that he thinks it is staff’s mistake because we didn’t make the Administrative
Regulation a highlight during the lease negotiations. He thinks they moved forward in good faith
negotiating the terms of the lease with the restrictions that are in them and with the understanding
that they would be able to operate COhatch very similarly the way they operate the one at the
hardware store and with access to the private leasehold patio consistent with that. It begs the
question of whether they would have entered into the lease knowing that we would have this debate.
Mr. Foust in talking about the first COhatch location, he knows the answer to the question but he
wants to ask it rhetorically, he asked if employees could take their beer from the upstairs
refrigerator and walk down and stand on the sidewalk in front of the old hardware building and
drink one on the sidewalk? Of course not. He doesn’t care what happens inside the four walls.
He concern is what happens ten feet away from the Village Green in public view.
Ms. Michael asked what the difference is in COhatch doing that and Sweet Carrot serving alcohol
during non-school hours out on the patio. Mr. Foust replied that it goes back to the question of a
restaurant versus a place simply serving beverages. Those are two different places to his way of
thinking.
Mr. Norstrom argued that serving beverages is not what it does. When asked by Mr. Foust why it
is necessary, Mr. Norstrom asked if he heard him talk about the modern office. Mr. Foust
acknowledged that he did. Mr. Norstrom asked if he understands that that is a competitive
environment.
Ms. Michael called the question.
Mr. Greeson clarified that outdoor alcohol consumption would only be allowed on the private
patio that is part of their leasehold.
The motion that the restrictions be lifted on this property as presented by Mr. Greeson
failed by a voice vote of three “yea” (Troper, Norstrom, Dorothy) to four “nay” (Smith,
Myers, Foust, Michael).
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Ms. Michael thinks council would like to have this resolved as soon as possible. She requested
that Mr. Davis come back as soon as possible so that we can have a discussion on this. She would
be interested in knowing what kinds of businesses are going in at this location. She also asked
that staff look at the C-5 zoning classification to see what is and isn’t allowed.
Mr. Myers asked that this discussion be added to the next agenda as he would like to get this voted
off the first meeting of November. Mr. Greeson agreed.
Visitor Comments
Ron Sears, 500 Park Overlook Dr.
Mr. Sears shared that his comments were triggered by a meeting at the Architectural Review Board
and Municipal Planning Commission. At the end of that meeting last week, to his mind he walked
out of there with a drastic conflict within Worthington’s rules and regulations. That is what drove
this. He began reading the attached statement.
At one point, Mr. Norstrom told Mr. Sears that public testimonies have a five minute limit. While
he understands that Mr. Sears may not be familiar with that rule as it wasn’t shared before he
began speaking that has been our recent practice. He asked him to shorten his comments.
Ms. Michael reported that his five minutes are up. She understands that he will be providing his
testimony. When asked by Mr. Sears if his statement would be entered into the read, Mrs. Thress
assured him it would be.
Mr. Sears reported there being contradictions in the Comprehensive Plan. He continued reading
his statement until Ms. Michael asked him to wrap it up in a minute.
Mr. Sears stated that he has spent thirty five years trying to protect his neighborhood and Council
gives him five minutes.
Mr. Norstrom reported that Mr. Sears has provided this information. It is in the public record of
the ARB. Mr. Sears disagreed. His presentation tonight was to provide a background and then
come up with additional information based on what he was told. There is an inherent conflict
between what is in the Comprehensive Plan and what the ARB has approval. He would like for
Council to rectify that.
Mr. Norstrom asked that he talk with staff about that because he is interpreting the Master Plan
incorrectly. He suggested talking about it after the meeting.
Ms. Michael suggested that he work with staff to have this be an agenda item where it is not limited
to five minutes.
When asked by Mr. Sears if the fact that there is an inherent and direct explicit contradiction in
the Comprehensive Plan, Ms. Michael replied that she has no idea since she has not researched
it.
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When Mr. Sears asked if anyone else wanted to comment, Mr. Myers reported that MPC/ARB
members talked about it Thursday night. Mr. Sears asked if it has been changed. Mr. Myers
replied that he and Mr. Sears talked specifically about this issue and he thought they understood
each other. Mr. Sears stated that he has to protect the value of his house and the quality of his
community. He has an ARB decision and there are three members of Council who actually live in
Colonial Hills and that is wonderful as a short term solution. Franklin Management Services is a
very stable company but. . .
Ms. Michael again suggested that Mr. Sears contact staff to set up an opportunity to discuss the
matter in greater detail as an agenda item.
When asked by Mr. Sears if the Comprehensive Plan could be changed, Ms. Michael replied that
it would have to be an agenda discussion that would require research and public comment. She
added that it might be time to have a strategic planning process for the whole community and not
just for one area.
Budget & Capital Improvement Program Workshop
Mr. Greeson offered the students an opportunity to leave given the late hour.
Mr. Greeson apologized as he underestimated the length of time that the alcohol issue would take
given our history with it. He reported that the intent for this presentation is to be our high level
five-year forecast of both the operating and the capital funds. Mr. Bartter will begin with the
operating information. If after that members decide that is enough for tonight we can separate
the two.
2018 Proposed Operating Budget
Five-Year Forecast
Presented by Finance Director Scott Bartter
General Fund Balance Projections
A slide was shared that showed the actual General Fund Balances as of January 1st, 2014, 2015,
2016, 2017 with projected balances shown for 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, and 2022. A high forecast
of about $12,210,000 is anticipated in 2019 before seeing a little bit of a decline as he is projecting
a negative annual net cash position moving forward from 2019 to 2022.
General Fund Revenue Projections
Staff anticipates relatively flat revenue between 2017 and 2018. He will explain that in a little
more detail later in the presentation but he felt it was important to share.
2018 Estimated General Fund Revenue
The City continue to rely heavily on income tax, which makes 74% of General Fund Revenue. It
is by far the most important revenue source that the City has.
Income Tax Projections
He noted that the reason the revenue is projected flat as a total is because income tax revenue has
been very strong since 2011. We have seen about a 4.9% year over year growth between 2011
and 2016. He will report later in his quarterly report that we are up about 7% for 2017 with
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October so far being up about 19%, which will put us over 8% for the year. We are trying to
balance that with what we see as the negative impacts of both state reforms (a throwback provision
and the potential impact of net profit filers being able to file with the state) and in conjunction with
the potential loss of a major employer. We wanted to take that into consideration and balance
that with the growth that we have seen since 2011, which is the reason it is flat and not continuing
that trend upward. Again, the income tax revenue is strong but we are trying to balance it against
some factors that staff believes might have a negative impact.
General Fund Expenditure Projections
Expenditures remain relatively flat. The average growth in expenditures is 2.9% from 2017 to
2022. Before that, 2011 to 2016 it was about 3.1%.
2018 Estimated General Fund Expenditures
A large part of expenditures is in Safety (Police and Fire operations) as well as General
Government.
General Fund Expenditures to Revenues
If we spent 100% of budgeted amounts (we anticipate spending about 98%) revenue exceeded
expenditures in 2016 and anticipated for 2017 before that flipping as we move forward. Again,
the chart accounts for 100% expenditures being spent.
General Fund Projections (General Fund Balance as a Percentage of Net Operating Revenue)
Staff anticipates a decline in General Funds in the out years. Revenues continued to be strong
between 2015 and 2018.
General Fund Projections (General Fund Balance as a Percentage of Net Operating
Expenditures)

Mr. Bartter feels General Fund Balance as a percentage of Net Operating Revenue Expenditures
is more important. The red line indicates the policy adopted by City Council of 25%. The Five
Year Forecast exceeds that amount for the entirety of the forecast. (2017 shows it at 47.1% and it
is anticipated to decline through 2022 when it is anticipated at 32.5%).
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Ms. Dorothy recalls that balance being built up beginning in 2009 through the income tax rate
increase from 2% to 2.5%. We also diverted some of the money that we normally put into our CIP
budget into the General Revenue Funds. She asked if that is correct. Mr. Bartter agreed that it
was. He explained that from 2009 to 2013 we put 6.4% additional into the General Fund (86.4%
of income tax revenue with 13.6% into the CIP). That ended in 2013. He added that the Fund
Balance was also largely built off of one time revenue with Inheritance Tax (2012 we received a
substantial distribution of over $1M, which also contributed).
When asked by Ms. Dorothy if he knows approximately how much money was diverted from the
CIP into the General Fund, Mr. Bartter replied that he has that information in his office and would
be happy to send it to her.
Mr. Greeson shared that we are conservatively projecting because there are some potential storm
clouds. Staff really wrestled with how to project that in terms of balancing that with the positive
growth that we are experiencing. But he thinks staff took the route of reflecting both the impacts
of the income tax and some business loss. Hopefully we will be successful in our law suit and are
able to not have some of that business loss.
When asked by Ms. Michael if this includes the loss of income as a result of the throwback rule
being removed by the legislature, Mr. Greeson confirmed that it did. Ms. Michael believes the
loss to be around $270,000 a year. Mr. Bartter reported that RITA estimated it to be about
$150,000 for us although it does not include the increase we would have to pay the State of Ohio.
At Mr. Norstrom’s request, Mr. Bartter explained the “throwback” rule.
Mr. Myers commented that staff is projecting deficit spending for the next five year. Mr. Greeson
replied not in the upcoming year. Mr. Bartter explained that once you consider the 98% of
expenditures, then 2018 we will still have a positive net cash position. 2019 – 2022 does become
negative even with consideration of only spending 98% of appropriations. Mr. Myers clarified
that assumes we only spend 98%. Mr. Bartter agreed because that is historically what we have
done.
Mr. Greeson explained that staff thought it was really important to take this approach and show
what would happen if all of these facts hit. We are fine in 2018 but decisions would have to be
made in 2019. He thinks we will know more in the coming months and within the year to be able
to make those decisions but we wanted to make sure that we showed this end of the spectrum.
Mr. Myers commented that at this point there is a great deal of uncertainty in these projects. Mr.
Bartter agreed. He added that it is very difficult to predict what the impact of that net operating
loss is going to be. He explained his methodology and stated that it is very dependent upon how
businesses are doing year to year and how they are reporting and what that impact is going to be
on the City.
Mr. Myers emphasized that the impact has nothing to do with what the City did. It is strictly a
change in the General Assembly’s approach to how we are allowed to tax. It is an external hit to
our ability. Mr. Bartter agreed.
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When asked by Mr. Norstrom if the Expenses are a more reliable forecast because we have a better
understanding of what we are going to spend to maintain the level of service we currently have,
Mr. Bartter agreed.
Mr. Troper asked how much was being projected for health care cost increase. Mr. Bartter replied
that 14% is our actual increase for 2018. We are projecting an additional 5% (total of 19%) for
2019. Mr. Foust understood the trend to be more like 7½% to 9% for 2019. Mr. Troper agreed
that 5% seems to be too low. Mr. Bartter reported that the 2017 increase was 5%. We have seen
a spike now for 2018. We are hoping that if we can control the cost then we can level out at 5%
but we can certainly make the adjustment as needed.
Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvement Program
Presented by Assistant City Manager Robyn Stewart
2018-2022 Expenditures – All Funds

This slide looks at the five year window in
terms of expenditures on projects and equipment. It shows big years in 2018 ($14M) and 2019
($19M). The 2018 numbers are driven in part because of some additional revenue through an
anticipated bond issuance that will reimburse us for expenses we have already incurred as well as
reimbursement of license tax revenue for the Huntley Road project being done this year. That will
provide us the ability to fund a few more projects and equipment in 2018. The other reason for
the big spikes in 2018 and 2019 is because of the Northeast Gateway project. This captures the
full costs regardless of who is paying.
City’s Share of CIP Expenditures

This looks at our leveraging of
other people’s money beyond the City’s revenue streams with 2018 and 2019 reflecting the
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Northeast Gateway primarily with quite a bit of federal money. We are also showing the extension
of the East Wilson Bridge Road shared use path. There is some City money in that but we are
hoping to leverage some grant funds in that project.
Mr. Norstrom concluded that the graph shows that staff better get some grant applications written
for the outer years. Ms. Stewart agreed if we are going to continue to take on big projects. Mr.
Greeson added that it is difficult to project those that many years out.
CIP Fund Revenue & Expenditures
Ms. Stewart shared two slides; one that showed with bond revenue and bond expenditures and
then another without because many of our larger projects have bond revenue coming in.

The big spike in 2018 is because we are
projecting issuing bonds of about $10.8M. That is in addition to the other revenue that is coming
into the CIP. On the expenditures side is some corresponding projects scheduled in 2018.
Revenues drop quite a bit in 2019 and 2020 with a small spike in 2021 for a planned issuance of
bonds again of about $2M.
Mr. Norstrom recalls Mr. Bartter saying earlier that we are looking at going out in eight months
and anticipate 3.5% interest. He asked if there is a reason we have to wait eight months. If not,
he wondered if we could get a lower interest rate now. Mr. Bartter explained that the primary
reason for the eight month wait is because we do not want to have a definitive timeline. Once we
issue the bonds we are on a timer to get that money spent and a large portion of that is for the
Northeast Gateway project and we do not have a definitive timeline. So we are hoping we have a
better timeline when we actually issue this debt in late spring/early summer. Mr. Norstrom
thanked him for the explanation.

Ms. Stewart reported
this being the same chart except with bond revenue and expenditures associated with the bonded
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projects excluded. The drop in expenditures beginning in 2020 is because we do not know as much
about what we will need to spend. Staff anticipates that expenditures will be added in those years
as the time gets closer.
CIP Fund – Revenue
A pie chart was shown with the sources of revenue as a percentage of the total revenue. Income
Tax only makes up about 64.4% because we expect a third of our revenue to come from Debt
Proceeds at 31.3% (primarily bonds).
When asked by Ms. Dorothy how we pay for the debt, Ms. Stewart replied that Debt Service is
including in the CIP. After bonds are issued and revenue comes in we have to pay those bonds
off. There is an expenditure chart later that shows where we are paying off that debt service.
Mr. Norstrom commented that if we were to structure that in a different way and not consider bond
income as real income, he asked if the income tax revenue would approach more like 75% as it
does in the operating side. Mr. Bartter replied that when he put together some slides for the
Citizens Academy he was looking at revenue on the CIP. When we are not issuing debt the number
is more like 90%. Ms. Stewart added that members can see that we do not have much income
coming from other sources (license tax, grants, etc.).
Ms. Dorothy concluded that instead of paying for everything in one year we are stretching it out
for however long we have that bond. So if we are investing in projects that will last a long time
bonds allow us to be able to pay it off over a long time, like sewers or maybe water. Ms. Stewart
agreed. She added that we tend to time our payment term on those bonds with anticipated life of
those projects. She added that often there is still life left after the bonds are paid off.
CIP Fund – Revenue
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CIP Fund Balance

Ms. Stewart shared that this slide
takes into account bond revenue and bond expenditures. Our stated target for the CIP is to have
our fund balance equal to the expenditures for the year. This allows us to spend on the projects
and equipment during the year and then reimburse that account throughout the year as income
tax revenues come in. Because this spikes with when we actually have the costs for the bonded
projects that is effecting our fund balance being below the target. It does pick up towards the end.
CIP Fund Balance
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Ms. Stewart explained that if we exclude bond revenue and bonded expenditures, what the rest of
our projects are looking like, essentially those that we are paying cash for. Members can see that
we don’t hit that that fund balance target in 2018, which is driven by the fact that we have more
revenue coming in in that year. We have increased our expenditures in 2018 and our fund balance
is below that amount but we get level again in 2019 and 2020.
CIP Fund Expenditures: 2018-2022 (Including all projects)
Ms. Stewart showed a pie chart of Total CIP Expenditures as follows: Projects 59%, Equipment
Replacement 17%, Debt/Lease Payments 18%, and Administration 6%
Mr. Myers stated that this chart represents an average of the five year period and does not include
the pinch we see in the out years when almost a third of the CIP is dedicated to debt services. Ms.
Stewart agreed. She added that in this five year window members will finally see the payoff of the
bonds on the community center expansion and the police station. So in 2022 our debt service
number does decrease. Mr. Myers noted that during the period of 2018 – 2020 our debt services
are closer to one third of our CIP budget. Ms. Stewart agreed.
CIP Fund Expenditures: 2018-2022 (Excluding Bonded Projects)
Ms. Stewart showed a pie chart that excludes bonded projects with totals as follows: Projects
41%, Equipment Replacement 24%, Debt/Lease Payments 26% and Administration 9%.
Ms. Dorothy shared that she had some people ask her if we have looked at shared use and how
much it costs to buy our own equipment versus lease. Ms. Stewart reported that our Fleet Manager
has been looking at where it makes sense for us to lease rather than purchase but it has been more
as a financing arrangement. Unfortunately Mr. Whited is not here or he could speak to your
question. But we do look to determine what equipment we need and whether it makes more sense
to lease or purchase. She is not aware of any specific shared lease agreements that we have on
equipment. Ms. Dorothy stated that we can wait until Mr. Whited is here.

Ms. Stewart
shared that this slide shows trends in the four various areas. She noted that equipment spikes a
bit in 2018 due to staff proposing an investment in some technology as a result of the information
technology assessment that was done for the organization. Members are starting to see some
investments in the 2018 timeframe from those recommendations.
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When Mr. Troper mentioned that he would really like to see our Investment Policy updated, Mr.
Bartter reported having a new one already written. He will be bringing it forward shortly.
Information Item(s)
Financial Report
Mr. Barter presented highlights of the Third Quarter 2017 Financial Reports as follows:
Third Quarter 2017
Financial Report – All Funds
• 1/1/2017 Beginning Fund Balances: $23,225,624
Total Actual Revenue: $32,695,034
Total Actual Expenditures: $27,279,543
• 9/30/2017 Fund Balances: $28,641,114
All Fund Summary
• Year to date revenues exceeded expenditures by $5,415,491.
• For the month of September, expenditures exceeded revenues by $845,180.
• Expenditures tracked at 91.21%.
• Revenues for all funds are below 2016 revenues by $231,671 (excluding 2017 bond
proceeds) and above estimates by $1,220,602.
General Fund Summary
• 1/1/2017 Beginning General Fund Balance: $11,628,193
Total General Fund Revenue: $22,000,027
Total General Fund Expenditures: $19,645,902
• 09/30/2017 General Fund Balance: $13,982,318
• Year to date revenues exceeded expenditures by $2,354,125.
• September expenditures exceeded revenues by $635,675.
• Expenditures tracked at 92.86%.
• Year to date revenues are above estimates by $754,277 and above 2016 year to date
revenues by $1,541,889.
• Income tax collections are above year to date 2016 collections by $1,315,421 or 6.97%.
• Income tax collections are above estimates by $1,244,248 or 6.57%.
2017 General Fund
Third Quarter Revenue
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Income Tax Collections

Mr. Bartter finds this slide interesting
because 2013 was the last year that we were putting 86.4% into the General Fund and we
surpassed that by $1.3M in 2017 only putting in 80%. Again, it is just showing strong income tax
revenues right now.
Mr. Bartter reported that:
•
•
•
•
•

Income Tax Revenue as a percentage of Total General Fund Revenue has remained
relatively stagnant.
Property Tax Collections have also remained relatively flat and he doesn’t anticipate much
change.
Property Tax as a percentage of Total General Fund Revenue has also remained relatively
flat since 2011.
Local Government Fund continues to decline because the State Legislature continues to
cut that funding from us.
Local Government Fund as a percentage of Total General Fund Revenue also continues to
decline.

2017 General Fund
Third Quarter Expenditures

Mr. Bartter shared that this slide shows how the money is being spent.
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Ms. Dorothy commented that these numbers have everything inclusive to the departments now
(health insurance, utilities, etc.). Mr. Bartter agreed that all of those types of things have been
split off.
Mr. Bartter showed a slide that showed that revenues were outpacing expenditures for 2017.
MOTION

Mr. Troper made a motion to approve the October Monthly Financial
Report as well as the Third Quarter Financial Report as presented. The
motion was seconded by Ms. Dorothy.

The motion carried unanimously by a voice vote.
REPORTS OF COUNCIL MEMBERS
Mr. Norstrom shared that the Central Ohio Mayor Managers Association (COMMA) has
forwarded his name to the Franklin County Convention Facilities Authority and he will be joining
that Board in the very near future. He thanked Ms. Michael for helping make that happen.
Mr. Myers shared the following significant items from the MPC/ARB meeting last week:
1) Two houses were proposed to be demolished and rebuilt (both tabled for further discussion)
a. One in Kilbourne Village
b. One at the corner of Evening and Medick
2) Very cursory site plan only presentation by the Holiday Inn (tabled)
3) Mural on the back of the Candle Lab/House Wine building that was advanced by
Representative Duffey (taken under consideration)
Mr. Myers added that the group hopes to hear from our law director on some issues surrounding
the mural.
Mr. Norstrom complimented the ARB on approaching the Kilbourne Village and west SR-161 item.
There are some major issues there and they recognized that. He sees some interesting discussions
including potential amendments to the Master Plan in that corridor.
Mr. Myers reported there being a great deal of discussion about the fact that the tear down and
rebuild may be a trend of houses of that era to make larger, more modern, and more expensive
homes. It was brought up and discussed that there needs to be a lot of thought given before we
start down that path.
Mr. Troper reminded members that the Sayama delegation is coming to town October 18th through
October 24th and there is a City welcome for them on October 20th.
Mr. Greeson shared that Council had asked for updates/progress reports from City funded
Community Groups. Those reports are at your places tonight. The only one that we do not yet
have is from the Family Mentor Foundation. These are the groups that receive smaller amounts.
The McConnell Arts Center, the Partnership and the Historical Society will be asked to make
presentations. We want to give you these reports and then schedule some time to talk about how
you want to handle the process for these groups.

Packet Page # 40

Item 5.C. Page 26 of 33

5.C. - Minutes - Regular Meeting - October 16, 2017

Mr. Greeson reported that he and Ms. Stewart will be out of the office attending the International
City County Manager’s Association conference beginning Saturday, October 21st through
Wednesday, October 25th. Lori Trego will be acting City Manager in his absence.
EXECUTIVE SESSION
ADJOURNMENT
MOTION

Mr. Foust made a motion to adjourn. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Norstrom.

The motion carried unanimously by a voice vote.
President Michael declared the meeting adjourned at 9:37 p.m.
___________________________________
Clerk of Council
APPROVED by the City Council, this
6th day of November, 2017.

______________________________
Council President
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6.A. - Consent for Guardrail Replacements on SR-161

STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

November 3, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

Robyn Stewart, Assistant City Manager

Subject:

Ordinance 39-2017 – Consent for Guardrail Replacement on SR-161

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Ordinance provides consent to the Ohio Department of Transportation to work on
guardrail end replacements in Worthington along SR-161 between SR-315 and the west
corporation limit.
RECOMMENDATION
Approve as Presented
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) has requested the City provide consent for
a contractor to work on guardrail end replacements in Worthington along SR-161 between
SR-315 and the west corporation limit of the City.
ODOT will replace guardrail end treatments at two locations within Worthington. The
locations both begin at the 315N ramp to SR-161, going west past the bridge over the
Olentangy River. Specifically, the end of the guardrail on the south side of SR-161 at the off
ramp of 315N, and the end of the guardrail to the east of the Olentangy River, on both the
north and south sides of SR-161 will be replaced.
ATTACHMENTS
Ordinance 39-2017
Letter from ODOT
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ORDINANCE NO. 39-2017
An Ordinance Enacted by the City of Worthington,
Franklin County, Ohio, in the Matter of the Stated
Described Project, (FRA-SR161-8.86 to 9.04).
WHEREAS, the State has identified the need for the described project to perform
guardrail ends in order to bring guardrail up to standard along FRA-SR161-8.86 to 9.04,
approximately from the west corporation line of the City to SR315.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That it is declared to be in the public interest that the consent of
Worthington City Council be and such consent is hereby given to the Director of
Transportation to complete the above described project.
SECTION 2. The Worthington City Council 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 (ODOT) agrees to 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. All right-of-way within the City which is 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. ODOT shall be
responsible for all utility accommodations, relocation and reimbursement and agrees that
all such accommodations, relocation and reimbursement shall comply with the current
provisions of 23 CFR 645 and the ODOT Utilities Manual.
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ORDINANCE NO. 39-2017
SECTION 4. Upon completion of the project, and unless otherwise agreed, the
City shall: (1) provide adequate maintenance for the project in accordance with all
applicable state and federal law, 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.
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 October 16, 2017
P.H. November 6, 2017

611262506.2
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

October 31, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

R. Lee Brown

Subject:

Resolution 64-2017 - Amendment to Development Plan with a Variance 2285 West Dublin Granville Road

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Resolution approves an Amendment to Development Plan with a Variance for signage
for Tomatillos and Diamonds Ice Cream at 2285 West Dublin Granville Road.
RECOMMENDATION
Introduce and Approve as Presented
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
In 2014 & 2015, the property owner of this land at the southwest corner of W. DublinGranville Road and Linworth Road annexed, rezoned, subdivided, created a Development
Plan, and received Architectural Review Board approval to redevelop the property as a
neighborhood commercial site. As part of the approval, sign criteria was established for
the development.
Approval was granted in September 2017 to allow signs in plain lettering and previously
proposed colors for Tomatillo’s and Diamonds, which are locating at the western end of the
site. This application is for the owners desired sign designs instead of what was previously
approved.
Project Details:
1. The signs that were originally approved were non-illuminated red & blue
individually mounted letters, which matched the sign criteria approved for the
center:
 Red, blue, green or black lettering
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 Area ≤ 28 square feet for these spaces
 Maximum letter height of 24”
 1 ½” thick dimensional non-illuminated stud mounted letters
 Logos allowed with ARB approval.
2. The proposed Diamonds sign would have pink non-illuminated 11 ¼” high, 1 ½”
thick HDU letters and a 2’8” high x 1’9 ¾” wide logo to the left of the letters. The
proposed logo has an ice cream sundae and says “ICE cream & Gourmet Popsicles”.
Colors for the logo include: brown, beige, red and multiple shades of pink. A
variance would be needed for having more than 4 colors per sign.
3. For Tomatillos, the sign would have purple lettering with a purple panel below
saying “Authentic Mexican” in white. A head of lettuce with multiple shades of green
is proposed to be attached to the left. A variance would be needed for having more
than 4 colors per sign. The dimension of the proposed sign would be 2’8 1/2 “ by
10’2” in size.
4. The property owner cites the limited visibility of this location at the far western end
of the site, and set back from the rest of the building, as a reason to allow different
sign colors.
Land Use Plans:
Code Chapter 1170 - Signs
1170.03 Design Requirements.
Colors. Not more than four colors, including black and white, shall be used on any sign.
Worthington Design Guidelines
The City of Worthington has sign regulations, the purpose of which is to keep commercial
signage from overwhelming the city’s traditional architecture and its human scale. The
regulations also address safety issues. The following guidelines are meant to be flexible and
to work hand-in-hand with the sign regulations. They allow creativity and imagination in
signage, while recommending against some practices that would not be appropriate in
Worthington. Colors for signs in Old Worthington should be chosen for compatibility with
the age, architecture and colors of the buildings with which they are associated. Signs must
be distinctive enough to be readily visible but should avoid incompatible modern colors.
Bright color shades generally are discouraged in favor of more subtle and toned-down
shades.
Development Plan Amendment
When an applicant wishes to make modifications following approval of a Final
Development Plan, and variances are included, the modification must be approved by the
City Council.
Recommendations:
Staff is recommending approval of this application.
On October 26, 2017 the Architectural Review Board approved the ARB portion of the
application, and ultimately the Municipal Planning Commission recommended approval to
City Council on an Amendment to Development Plan with Variances.
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*The Architectural Review Board and Municipal Planning Commission meeting minutes for
October 26, 2017 were not available at the time of this report.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
None
ATTACHMENTS
Resolution 64-2017
Exhibit A
Application & Materials
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RESOLUTION NO. 64-2017
Authorizing an Amendment to the Final
Development Plan for 2285 West Dublin-Granville
Road (SR-161) and Authorizing a Variance (Victor
& Lori Orta/Diamonds Ice Cream & Tomatillos).
WHEREAS, Victor & Lori Orta/Diamonds Ice Cream & Tomatillos has
submitted a request for an amendment to the Final Development Plan for 2285 West
Dublin-Granville Road (SR-161); and,
WHEREAS, Sections 1175.01 (f) and 1107.01 of the Codified Ordinances of the
City of Worthington provide that when an applicant wishes to change, adjust or rearrange
buildings, parking areas, entrances, heights or yards, following approval of a Final
Development Plan, and variances are included, the modification must be approved by the
City Council; and,
WHEREAS, the proposal has received a complete and thorough review by the
Municipal Planning Commission on October 26, 2017 and approval has been
recommended by the Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That the amendment to the approved Final Development Plan at
2285 West Dublin-Granville Road (SR-161) as per Case No. ADP 08-17, Drawings No.
ADP 08-17 dated October 12, 2017 attached hereto as Exhibit “A” be approved.
SECTION 2. That there be and hereby is granted a variance from Code Section
1170.03(d), to allow for more than four colors on two signs.
SECTION 3. That the Clerk of Council be and hereby is instructed to record this
Resolution in the appropriate record book.
Adopted:
________________________________
President of Council
Attest:
_______________________________
Clerk of Council
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

October 31, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

R. Lee Brown

Subject:

Resolution 65-2017 - Authorizing an Amendment to the Final Development
Plan for 910 High Street and Authorizing a Variance (Pet People).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Resolution approves an Amendment to Development Plan with a Variance for signage
for Pet People at 910 High Street.
RECOMMENDATION
Introduce and Approve as Presented
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
The applicant is seeking approval for 2 signs consisting of individually mounted 24” high
white lettering. The illumination would be external. Approval of the Amendment to
Development Plan is required to be approved by City Council due to the placement of a
second wall sign. Staff issued a Temporary Use Permit to allow the signs to be placed until
approval of the permanent signs could be granted.
Two buildings were approved at this location south of the CVS building in 2007 when CVS
was approved, and revised in 2016. Construction is nearing completion, and PetPeople is
planning to move into the northern building.
Project Details:
1. The applicant would like to install a sign over the High Street entrance and a sign
over the parking lot entrance.
a. A variance is needed to have more than one wall mounted sign.
2. The proposed High Street sign would be 16’ wide x 2’6” high, with the rear being 15’
wide x 2’6” high. Placement of the front sign is proposed centered on the fascia; the
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rear sign is shown over a brick detail.
3. Construction would be of HDU (high density urethane), with ½” high raised borders
and graphics. The background color is proposed as green (PMS #7496) and the
border and lettering would be white.
Land Use Plans:
Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance
The Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance recommend signs
be efficient and compatible with the age and architecture of the building. Use of traditional
sign materials such as painted wood, or material that looks like painted wood, is the most
appropriate material for projecting and wall signs. 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. 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.
Recommendations:
Staff recommends approval of the application. We feel that the two wall mounted signs are
appropriate for this building given the two entrances, and the style proposed is
appropriate.
On October 12, 2017 the Architectural Review Board approved the ARB portion of the
application, and ultimately the Municipal Planning Commission recommended approval to
City Council on an Amendment to Development Plan with a Variance.
*The Architectural Review Board & Municipal Planning Commission meeting minutes for
October 12, 2017 were not available at the time of this report, however a Draft set of
minutes is attached.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
None
ATTACHMENTS
Resolution 65-2017
Exhibit A
Application & Materials
Draft ARB/MPC Meeting Minutes
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RESOLUTION NO. 65-2017
Authorizing an Amendment to the Final
Development Plan for 910 High Street and
Authorizing a Variance (Pet People).
WHEREAS, Pet People has submitted a request for an amendment to the Final
Development Plan for 910 High Street; and,
WHEREAS, Sections 1175.01 (f) and 1107.01 of the Codified Ordinances of the
City of Worthington provide that when an applicant wishes to change, adjust or rearrange
buildings, parking areas, entrances, heights or yards, following approval of a Final
Development Plan, and variances are included, the modification must be approved by the
City Council; and,
WHEREAS, the proposal has received a complete and thorough review by the
Municipal Planning Commission on October 12, 2017 and approval has been
recommended by the Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That the amendment to the approved Final Development Plan at
910 High Street as per Case No. ADP 05-17, Drawings No. ADP 05-17 dated September,
2017 attached hereto as Exhibit “A” be approved.
SECTION 2. That there be and hereby is granted a variance from Code Section
1170.05(b), to allow for than one wall-mounted sign.
SECTION 3. That the Clerk of Council be and hereby is instructed to record this
Resolution in the appropriate record book.
Adopted:
________________________________
President of Council
Attest:
_______________________________
Clerk of Council
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DRAFT

PORTION OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
WORTHINGTON ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
WORTHINGTON MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION
October 12, 2017
The regular meeting of the Worthington Architectural Review Board and the Worthington
Municipal Planning Commission was called to order at 7:00 p.m. with the following members
present: Mikel Coulter, Chair; Thomas Reis, Vice-Chair; Kathy Holcombe, Secretary; James
Sauer; Edwin Hofmann; Amy Lloyd; and David Foust. Also present were: Scott Myers,
Worthington City Council Representative to the Municipal Planning Commission; Lee Brown,
Director of Planning & Building; Lynda Bitar, Planning Coordinator and Clerk of the Municipal
Planning Commission; and Melissa Cohan, Paralegal.
A. Call to Order – 7:00 p.m.
1. Roll Call
2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Approval of minutes of the September 14, 2017 meeting
Mr. Reis moved to approve the minutes and Mr. Hofmann seconded the motion. All Board
members voted, “Aye.” The minutes were approved.
4. Affirmation/swearing in of witnesses
B. Architectural Review Board – Unfinished
1. Signage - 910 High St. (Signcom Inc./PetPeople) AR 64-17 (Request for Reconsideration)
Mr. Reis moved to reconsider AR 64-17, seconded by Mr. Foust. All Board members voted,
“Aye.”
&
C. Municipal Planning Commission
1. Amendment to Development Plan

DRAFT
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Mr. Reis moved to reconsider ADP 05-17, seconded by Mrs. Holcombe. All Board members
voted, “Aye.”
a. Signage - 910 High St. (Signcom Inc./PetPeople) ADP 05-17 (Request for Reconsideration)
Mrs. Bitar reviewed the following from the staff memo:
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
Background & Request:
At the last meeting, the ARB and MPC approved signs consisting of 24” high green panels with
white lettering. The applicant did not think that would be effective, so would now like approval
for 2 signs consisting of individually mounted 24” high white lettering (see drawings dated
9/19/17). The illumination would still be external. Approval of the Amendment to Development
Plan would need to be by the City Council due to the placement of a second wall sign. Staff issued
a Temporary Use Permit to allow the signs to be placed until approval of the permanent signs could
be granted.
Previous details:
Two buildings were approved at this location south of the CVS building in 2007 when CVS was
approved, and revised in 2016. Construction is nearing completion, and PetPeople is planning to
move into the northern building.
Project Details:
1. The applicant would like to install a sign over the High St. entrance and a sign over the
parking lot entrance. A variance is needed to have more than one wall mounted sign.
2. The proposed High St. sign would be 16’ wide x 2’6” high, with the rear being 15’ wide x
2’6” high. Placement of the front sign is proposed centered on the fascia; the rear sign is
shown over a brick detail.
3. Construction would be of HDU (high density urethane), with ½” high raised borders and
graphics. The background color is proposed as green (PMS #7496) and the border and
lettering would be white.
Land Use Plans:
Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance
The Worthington Design Guidelines and Architectural District Ordinance recommend signs be
efficient and compatible with the age and architecture of the building. Use of traditional sign
materials such as painted wood, or material that looks like painted wood, is the most appropriate
material for projecting and wall signs. 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. 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.
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Recommendation:
Staff feels two wall mounted signs are appropriate for this building given the two entrances, and
the style now proposed is appropriate.
Discussion:
Mr. Coulter asked if the applicant was present. Mr. Ronald Dee, Director of Real Estate
Construction for Pet People, 6950 Worthington-Galena Rd., Worthington, Ohio. Mr. Dee said he
worked with City staff to come up with what they believe is an acceptable solution for signage on
the building to get the visibility they feel is necessary and adequate on High Street. He felt the
signs on the building were very attractive. The signs represent their brand and their business while
remaining fairly neutral in terms of just being white and black and they also get the height and
width of the letters that will make the signs more legible. He said he heard the recommendations
last time at the previous meeting, but by the time they reduced the height of the actual plot sign to
the required height the letters became very small and illegible. Mr. Dee said the sign is necessary
for their business to be successful in Worthington.
Mr. Hofmann and Mrs. Holcombe both felt the sign and building looked nice. Mr. Dee said they
were thrilled with the way the architecture turned out and the streetscape is still under construction.
Mr. Sauer said he liked the signage without the plaque but was still of the opinion the sign is too
large. Mr. Hofmann asked Mrs. Bitar is the sign was within guidelines and Mrs. Bitar replied yes.
Mr. Dee said they hope to open within the next two weeks. Mr. Coulter asked if there was anyone
present who wanted to speak for or against this application and no one came forward.
ARB Motion:
Mrs. Holcombe moved:
THAT THE REQUEST BY SIGNCOM INC. ON BEHALF OF PETPEOPLE FOR A
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPROPRIATENESS TO INSTALL WALL SIGNS AT 910
HIGH ST., AS PER CASE NO. AR 64-17, DRAWINGS NO. AR 64-17, DATED
SEPTEMBER 19, 2017, BE APPROVED BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS IN THE STAFF MEMO AND PRESENTED AT THE MEETING.
Mrs. Lloyd seconded the motion. Mrs. Bitar called the roll. Mr. Coulter, aye; Mr. Reis, aye; Mrs.
Holcombe, aye; Mr. Sauer, nay; Mr. Hofmann, aye; Mrs. Lloyd, aye; and Mr. Foust, aye. The
motion was approved.
MPC Motion:
Mr. Reis moved:
THAT THE REQUEST BY SIGNCOM INC. ON BEHALF OF PETPEOPLE TO AMEND
THE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE PROPERTY AT 910 HIGH ST. BY
INSTALLING WALL SIGNS AS PER CASE NO. ADP 05-17, DRAWINGS NO. ADP 0517, DATED SEPTEMBER 19, 2017, BE RECOMMENDED TO CITY COUNCIL FOR
APPROVAL BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS IN THE
STAFF MEMO AND PRESENTED AT THE MEETING.
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Mr. Hofmann seconded the motion. Mrs. Bitar called the roll. Mr. Coulter, aye; Mr. Reis, aye;
Mrs. Holcombe, aye; Mr. Sauer, nay; and Mr. Hofmann, aye. The motion was approved.

DRAFT
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

October 31, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

R. Lee Brown

Subject:

Resolution 66-2017 - Amendment to Development Plan with Variances 7020-7030 Huntley Road

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Resolution approves an Amendment to Development Plan with Variances for signage
at 7020-7030 Huntley Road.
RECOMMENDATION
Introduce and Approve as Presented
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
This site has two multi-tenant buildings constructed in the late 1960’s, both of which have
four suites with the entrances facing the parking between the buildings. Only two of the
suites have frontage along Huntley Rd. and would be permitted signs facing the street. Each
suite on the site has a 1’ x 6’ metal panel above the entrance identifying the business name.
This is a request to install a grid panel that would allow for four signs to be placed on the
west end of each building. Variances are needed due to the requested sign area and
number of signs exceeding the allowable in the Code.
Project Details:
1. Both buildings have a soldier course of brick forming a rectangular panel on the
west sides. The proposed treatment would consist of a white metal grid mounted
inside the soldier course, with 4 white ¼” thick metal panels to be used as business
signs. The sign panels would be 6’3” wide x 4’ high and have black vinyl lettering in
the Avant Garde style font. The applicant is recommending each business would
submit for its own permit, and go back for approval if the criteria are not met.
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2. At 7020 Huntley, Zaftig Brewing Co. installed a 198 square foot vinyl sign inside that
brick area, so the proposed treatment is not likely to be installed on the south
building anytime soon.
a. MPC and City Council previous granted a variance for signage for the
oversized sign for Zaftig Brewing Company that is located in the southern
building towards Huntley Road.
3. Variances are required for the following:
 Exceeding the allowable sign area – Three of the suites would not be allowed
a sign on this side of the buildings.
 Exceeding the limit of one wall sign per business – two are proposed for each.
Land Use Plans:
Worthington Comprehensive Plan Update & 2005 Strategic Plan
An area plan focusing on the Proprietors/Huntley Road corridor should be developed that
makes recommendations for repositioning it in the market place to make it attractive and
competitive in the region. Because of the age and types of uses located here, this compact
area is experiencing significant change and has the opportunity to reinvent itself. Issues
such as building renovation, aesthetics, and possible road and infrastructure improvements
should be addressed.
Development Plan Amendment
When an applicant wishes to make modifications following approval of a Final
Development Plan, and variances are included, the modification must be approved by the
City Council.
Recommendations:
Staff is recommending approval of this application. The proposed design for the signs
would enhance the buildings. Even if no signs were installed, the frame feature would
improve the look of the building.
On October 26, 2017 the Municipal Planning Commission recommended approval to City
Council on an Amendment to Development Plan with Variances.
*The Municipal Planning Commission meeting minutes for October 26, 2017 were not
available at the time of this report.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
None
ATTACHMENTS
Resolution 66-2017
Exhibit A
Application & Materials
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RESOLUTION NO. 66-2017
Authorizing an Amendment to the Final
Development Plan for 7020-7030 Huntley Road and
Authorizing a Variance (Milhoan Architects, LLC).
WHEREAS, Milhoan Architects, LLC has submitted a request for an amendment
to the Final Development Plan for 7020-7030 Huntley Road; and,
WHEREAS, Sections 1175.02 (f) and 1107.01 of the Codified Ordinances of the
City of Worthington provide that when an applicant wishes to change, adjust or rearrange
buildings, parking areas, entrances, heights or yards, following approval of a Final
Development Plan, and variances are included, the modification must be approved by the
City Council; and,
WHEREAS, the proposal has received a complete and thorough review by the
Municipal Planning Commission on October 26, 2017 and approval has been
recommended by the Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That the amendment to the approved Final Development Plan at
7020-7030 Huntley Road as per Case No. ADP 07-17, Drawings No. ADP 07-17 dated
October 13, 2017 attached hereto as Exhibit “A” be approved.
SECTION 2. That there be and hereby is granted a variance from Code Section
1170.02(o) and Section 1170.05(a), to allow for more than one wall-mounted sign for
each business that does not have direct street frontage.
SECTION 3. That the Clerk of Council be and hereby is instructed to record this
Resolution in the appropriate record book.
Adopted _____________
________________________________
President of Council
Attest:
_______________________________
Clerk of Council
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

November 2, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

Lori Trego, Personnel Director

Subject:

Resolution 67-2017 - Amending the Staffing Chart - Division of Fire & EMS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Resolution will temporarily increase the authorized number of Firefighter positions
for up to one year to ensure continuity of services during promotion processes to fill vacant
positions.
RECOMMENDATION
Introduce and Approve as Presented
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
Last year, City Council authorized a temporary staffing increase in the number of
Firefighters (from 24 to 26) to allow three Firefighters to be hired in early 2017. These
new Firefighters would then be ready to take the open spots created by the promotional
process to fill several open Lieutenant positions. This temporary authorization is about to
expire. Due to a variety of factors, the process to initiate promotions to fill open Lieutenant
positions in the Division of Fire & EMS has taken longer than anticipated. Promotional
testing and interviews were anticipated to begin yet this year, but are now scheduled for
early next year. Once the promotional processes are completed, the staffing will return to
the normal authorized number of positions.
ATTACHMENTS
Resolution 67-2017
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RESOLUTION NO. 67-2017
Amending the Staffing Chart of the City of
Worthington to Provide for Twenty-six (26)
Firefighter EMT-P Positions in the Division
of Fire for up to a One Year Period.
WHEREAS, in its adoption of Resolution 59-2016 City Council approved a
Staffing Chart for the City providing the staffing levels for each of the departments and
divisions of the City; and,
WHEREAS, City Council wishes to amend said Staffing Chart to add two
Firefighter EMT-P Positions in the Division of Fire for up to a one year period to meet
the Division’s needs.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Municipality of
Worthington, County of Franklin, State of Ohio:
SECTION 1. That City Council does hereby amend the Staffing Chart of the
City to authorize a total of twenty-six (26) Firefighter EMT-P positions for up to a one
year period.
SECTION 2. That the Clerk be and hereby is instructed to record this Resolution
in the appropriate record book.

Adopted_________________
_____________________________
President of Council
Attest:
__________________________
Clerk of Council
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

November 2, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

David McCorkle

Subject:

Alcohol on City-Owned Property

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This item adds the James Kilbourne Memorial Library Building at 752 High Street to the list
of properties exempted from the City's alcohol prohibition.
RECOMMENDATION
Motion to add the James Kilbourne Memorial Library Building at 752 High Street to the list
of properties exempted from the prohibition of alcohol on City property.
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
The City has an administrative regulation that prohibits the consumption, possession, sale
or distribution of beer, liquor, or low-alcohol-beverages on all City property unless
otherwise approved by City Council. The prohibition extends to lessees, tenants, and/or
third-parties who wish to obtain permits from the State Division of Liquor Control and
have liquor on City property as part of an event, meeting or rental.
COhatch has requested permission to allow the consumption and possession of beer,
liquor, or low-alcohol-beverages at the James Kilbourne Memorial Library Building. Per
their lease with the City, COhatch has agreed to prohibit the consumption of alcohol on the
outdoor patio while school is in session. Subsequent review and approvals by the City
Council may be required for activities that require permission of the Ohio Division of
Liquor Control.
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

November 1, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

R. Lee Brown

Subject:

Architectural Review Board Decision Appeal – Mural at 627 High Street

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Architectural Review Board (ARB) denied a request by the Old Worthington
Partnership (OWP) for a mural on the south side of La Chatelaine located at 627 High
Street. The Old Worthington Partnership is appealing the decision of the ARB to City
Council for a public hearing. City Council must decide whether to hear the appeal.
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
An application for a mural on the south side of La Chatelaine located at 627 High Street was
reviewed and denied by the Architectural Review Board by a three-to-three vote on
October 26, 2017. An appeal of the denial was filed on Monday, October 30, 2017 by
Annina M. Parini, Executive Director of the Old Worthington Partnership.
Council may elect to hold a public hearing on the appeal, or reject the appeal by not
scheduling a public hearing (See Section 1177.08 of the Codified Ordinances). If City
Council would like to hear the appeal, staff recommends the public hearing be scheduled
for November 20, 2017.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
None
ATTACHMENTS
 Appeal of the decision of the ARB
 ARB Staff Memo
 PowerPoint Presentation
 Architectural Review application for 627 High Street
 Section 1177 of the Codified Ordinances
 Director’s Memo to City Council date 10.24.2017
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PORTION OF THE MEMORANDUM
TO:

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

FROM:

R. Lee Brown, Planning & Building Director
Lynda Bitar, Planning Coordinator

DATE:

October 20, 2017

SUBJECT:
Staff Memo for the Meeting of October 26, 2017
__________________________________________________________________________
1. Mural – 627 High St. (Old Worthington Partnership) AR 85-17
Findings of Fact & Conclusions
Background & Request:
La Chatelaine French Bakery and Café began operation at this location in 1992. At the time, the
building was renovated to look as it does today. The south building wall is painted white. This
proposal is to paint a mural on the south side of the building.
Project Details:
1. No other murals have been installed in Old Worthington, and there is not reference to
murals in the Worthington Design Guidelines.
2. The applicant is proposing a mural with a large “Welcome to Worthington Ohio” sign on
the top and renderings of historic Worthington buildings and Farmer’s Market produce
below.
3. By definition, murals are signs. The proposed mural would also need approval from the
Board of Zoning Appeals for a variance from the requirement for no more than 4 colors.
Land Use Plans:
Code Chapter 1170 - Signs
1170.01 Purpose and Intent.
The purpose of these sign regulations is to encourage the proper development and use of signage
and to permit and regulate signs in such a way as to support and complement land-use objectives
set forth in the Zoning Ordinance. In addition to protecting from distractions and obstructions
that can contribute to traffic and pedestrian accidents, it is the intent of these regulations to
control and regulate signs to prevent them from becoming a nuisance factor to adjacent
properties and the community in general. To protect the general health, safety and welfare, and
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to protect and encourage a more attractive economic, business and overall physical appearance of
the community, all signage is subject to the regulations that follow in this chapter.
1170.02 Definitions and Provisions.
“Sign” means any device, structure, material or combination of these intended to advertise or
draw attention to such items as business names, organization names, real estate, buildings or
structures, products, services or entertainment.
1170.03 Design Requirements.
(d) Colors. Not more than four colors, including black and white, shall be used on any sign.
Code Chapter 1177 - Architectural District
1177.01 PURPOSE.
The purpose of this chapter is to maintain a high character of community development, to protect
and preserve property, to promote the stability of property values and to protect real estate from
impairment or destruction of value for the general community welfare by regulating the exterior
architectural characteristics of structures and preservation and protection of buildings of
architectural or historical significance throughout the hereinafter defined Architectural
District. It is the further purpose of this chapter to recognize and preserve the distinctive
historical and architectural character of this community which has been greatly influenced by the
architecture of an earlier period in this community's history. These purposes shall be served by
the regulation of exterior design, use of materials, the finish grade line, landscaping and
orientation of all structures hereinafter altered, constructed, reconstructed, erected, enlarged or
remodeled, removed or demolished in the hereinafter defined Architectural District.
1177.05 STANDARDS FOR REVIEW: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS.
The Board of Architectural Review, in deciding whether to issue a certificate of appropriateness,
shall determine that the application under consideration promotes, preserves and enhances the
distinctive historical village character of the community and would not be at variance with
existing structures within that portion of the district in which the structure is or is proposed to be
located as to be detrimental to the interests of the Districts as set forth in Section. In conducting
its review, the Board shall make examination of and give consideration to the elements of the
application including, but not necessarily limited to:
 Materials, texture and color, which shall include a consideration of material compatibility
among various elements of the structure
 Signage, which shall include, in addition to requirements of Chapter 1170, the
appropriateness of signage to the building.
Worthington Design Guidelines
The City of Worthington has sign regulations, the purpose of which is to keep commercial
signage from overwhelming the city’s traditional architecture and its human scale. The
regulations also address safety issues. The guidelines are meant to be flexible and to work handin-hand with the sign regulations. They allow creativity and imagination in signage, while
recommending against some practices that would not be appropriate in Worthington. Colors for
signs in Old Worthington should be chosen for compatibility with the age, architecture and
colors of the buildings with which they are associated. Signs must be distinctive enough to be
readily visible but should avoid incompatible modern colors. Bright color shades generally are
discouraged in favor of more subtle and toned-down shades.
Page 2 of 4
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Avoid using too many colors on a building. Late 19th century buildings should have a maximum
of three different colors (the body color and two trim colors); those from earlier and later periods
should have no more than two. Consider using light and dark shades of the same color when
choosing body and trim colors.
Recommendation:
Staff is recommending denial of this application, as the proposed mural does not follow the
design guidelines, the Architectural District ordinance or the Sign ordinance. A mural in full
view from High St. would change the character of the community by drawing attention away
from the architecture of Old Worthington and to the mural. Consideration should be given to
whether murals should be allowed at all, and if so in what locations. A change to the Code and
the Design Guidelines would be the appropriate way to handle murals if they are desired, rather
than considering on an individual basis.
Motion:
THAT THE REQUEST BY THE OLD WORTHINGTON PARTNERSHIP FOR A
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS TO PAINT A MURAL AT 627 HIGH ST., AS
PER CASE NO. AR 85-17, DRAWINGS NO. AR 85-17, DATED OCTOBER 5, 2017, BE
APPROVED BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS IN THE
STAFF MEMO AND PRESENTED AT THE MEETING.
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627 High St.

Packet Page # 107

Item 8.B.I. Page 7 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 108

Item 8.B.I. Page 8 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 109

Item 8.B.I. Page 9 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 110

Item 8.B.I. Page 10 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 111

Item 8.B.I. Page 11 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 112

Item 8.B.I. Page 12 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 113

Item 8.B.I. Page 13 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 114

Item 8.B.I. Page 14 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 115

Item 8.B.I. Page 15 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 116

Item 8.B.I. Page 16 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 117

Item 8.B.I. Page 17 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 118

Item 8.B.I. Page 18 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 119

Item 8.B.I. Page 19 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 120

Item 8.B.I. Page 20 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 121

Item 8.B.I. Page 21 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 122

Item 8.B.I. Page 22 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 123

Item 8.B.I. Page 23 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 124

Item 8.B.I. Page 24 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 125

Item 8.B.I. Page 25 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 126

Item 8.B.I. Page 26 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 127

Item 8.B.I. Page 27 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

Packet Page # 128

Item 8.B.I. Page 28 of 30

8.B.I. - ARB Appeal - Mural at 627 High Street

MEMORANDUM
TO:

City Council Members
Matthew H. Greeson, City Manager

FROM:

R. Lee Brown & Tom Lindsey

DATE:

October 24, 2017

SUBJECT: Murals
______________________________________________________________________________
As many of you may know, we received a request for a large wall mural on the rear elevation of
House Wine, Candle Lab, ELLI Nail Spa facing the E. New England Ave. parking lot from
Representative Mike Duffey that went before the Architectural Review Board (ARB) on October
12, 2017 and was tabled by the Board. We received yet another request for a large mural on the
south side of La Chatelaine French Bakery and Café by the Old Worthington Partnership (OWP)
that will be on the next ARB agenda on the October 26, 2017 ARB. Both murals are to be
painted on the buildings.
Chapter 1170 (Signs) of the Worthington Planning & Zoning Section of the Codified Ordinances
defines murals as a type of sign. Chapter 1177 (Architectural District) identifies the purpose and
standards for review for a Certificate of Appropriateness to determine that an application under
consideration promotes, preserves and enhances the distinctive historical village character of the
community.
The proposed murals will need ARB approval and approval from the Board of Zoning Appeals
(BZA) for a variance to deviate from the requirement of no more than 4 colors for a sign.
There are currently no existing murals in Old Worthington. The Worthington Design Guidelines
do not currently contain a separate set of standards for murals.
The City is not legally permitted to regulate the content of murals and how they are to be designed.
There are instances where cities have been sued on First Amendment grounds over trying to
regulate the content and design of a mural. We cannot approve a mural in one location, and then
deny another mural in another similar location just because it may have questionable content, or
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that they are not visually appealing to all. However, reasonable time, place, and manner restrictions
applicable to all murals are permitted.
Staff is recommending denial or tabling of all applications, however if there is a push for a vote,
staff would recommend denial of both applications based on the Planning & Zoning Code and the
Worthington Design Guidelines. The proposed murals do not follow the design guidelines, the
Architectural District ordinance or the Sign ordinance. A mural in full view from High St. and E.
New England Ave. would possibly change the character of the community by drawing attention
away from the architecture of Old Worthington and to the murals.
Staff feels that there should be a larger community discussion as it pertains to permitting murals
in the City of Worthington. A greater discussion needs to address the following:
• Consideration should be given to whether murals should be allowed at all, and if so, what
are the appropriate locations
o Citywide or only in boundaries of Old Worthington
• Number of murals to be permitted in Old Worthington
o A limit on number requires a reasonable allocation process and might warrant a
limitation on length of time.
• Visibility from High Street, Granville Street and the Village Green
• Commercial vs. Residential
• Size
• Length of time
o Average cost of murals should be considered in setting any limitation on time.
• Types of buildings murals can be placed on in the future
• Maintenance
A change to the Planning & Zoning Code and the Worthington Design Guidelines might be the
appropriate way to handle murals if they are desired, rather than considering on an individual basis.
Community and resident input is an extremely important part of this process.
After a public discussion, if City Council is so inclined to permit murals, they can direct staff to
draft language to move things forward with certain guidelines and standards that are non-content
and design related. Again, we are not legally permitted to regulate the content and design of the
murals.
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STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

November 2, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

Robyn Stewart, Assistant City Manager

Subject:

Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Staff will overview the Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program (CIP)
RECOMMENDATION
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
The City staff distributed the proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program (CIP) to
the City Council in October 9, 2017. Staff will provide a presentation, which is attached, to
discuss the following:
1. Overview of the Proposed CIP – Staff will present an overview of the
proposed five-year program.
2. Five-Year Financial Forecast for the Capital Improvements Fund – Staff
will discuss the cash flow for the Capital Improvements Fund associated
with the proposed projects and equipment in the proposed CIP.
3. Debt Associated with the CIP – Staff will discuss the City’s current debt
obligations and the planned debt associated with the proposed CIP.
A Resolution to adopt the CIP will be prepared for consideration by the City Council in
December in conjunction with the public hearing and adoption of the operating budget.
The proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program is available on the City’s website
at www.worthington.org/budget.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
The proposed CIP document includes information about the costs of the program and the
proposed funding sources.
ATTACHMENTS
Presentation
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11/3/2017

2018 – 2022
Proposed Capital Improvements
Program &
Debt Discussion

Presentation Goals
• Recap overarching trends in the proposed CIP
• Highlight how City Council priorities are met
• Review the cash flow projections and the
financial forecast for the CIP Fund
• Discuss the City’s current and projected debt
• Discuss the impacts of the CIP’s financial
constraints
• If desired by City Council, discuss specific projects
and equipment
– Overview the 2018 projects and equipment
– Highlight projects and equipment for 2019‐2022

1
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Trends in the CIP
• Investments primarily focused on maintaining
existing infrastructure
• Bond & license tax reimbursement revenue allows
for additional investments in 2018
• Final four years of Community Center/Police Station
debt
• New debt associated with mandated sewer projects
and desired projects
• Building projects associated with age of buildings

City Council Priorities
• Parks Master Plan
– Renovation of McCord Park (2018‐2020)
– Restroom Facility at the Olentangy Parklands (2018)
– Pickleball Courts (2018)
– Playground replacement at East Granville Road Park
(2020)
– Playground replacement at Shaker Square Park
(2021)
– Replacement of Drinking Fountains in parks (2018‐
2020)

2
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City Council Priorities
• Bicycle & Pedestrian Accommodations
– Continuation of Annual Allocation for Improvements
(2018‐2022)
– Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan (2018)
– East Wilson Bridge Road Shared Use Path (2018‐
2019)
– Northeast Gateway Project (2018‐2019)

City Council Priorities
• Connection of Bike Lanes between Northeast
Gateway project and Schrock Road
– Shared Use Path included in Huntley Road Arterial
Improvement (2021)
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City Council Priorities
• Wilson Bridge Road Corridor
– Shared Use Path along East Wilson Bridge Road
(2018‐2019)
– Opportunity for use of TIF revenue for West Wilson
Bridge Road enhancements

City Council Priorities
• Waterlines
– East Wilson Bridge Waterline Replacement (2018)
– Inventory & Assessment of City’s Waterlines (2019)
– Multi‐year Funding for Waterline Projects (2021‐
2022)
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Overview of Proposed CIP
2018
Projects

2019

2020

2021

$3,653,500

$2,442,500

$1,040,000

$1,236,578

$1,265,000

$13,415,558 $19,314,542

$4,890,078

$3,707,500

$10,925,358 $18,274,542

Equipment
Total

$2,490,200

2022

Total

$2,196,500 $37,492,400
$883,000

$6,914,778

$3,079,500 $44,407,178

$25,000,000
$20,000,000
$15,000,000
Projects
Equipment

$10,000,000
$5,000,000
$0
2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

City’s Share of Proposed CIP
2018

2019

2020

2021

Total Cost

$13,415,558

$19,314,542

$4,890,078

$3,707,500

$3,079,500 $44,407,178

City Sources

$10,809,303

$8,239,253 $4,865,078

$3,492,500

$3,054,500 $30,460,634

% City Share

80.6%

42.7%

2018

2019

99.5%

94.2%

2022

99.2%

Total

68.6%

100.0%
80.0%
60.0%
40.0%
20.0%
0.0%
2020

2021

2022
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Expenditure Categories – CIP Fund
Admin
6%
Debt/ Lease Pymts
18%

Projects
59%
Equipment
17%

Expenditure Categories – CIP Fund
(excluding bonded projects)

Administration
9%

2018‐2022 Proposed CIP

Projects
41%

Debt/ Lease Pymts
26%

Equipment
24%
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CIP Fund Revenue & Expenditures
2020

2021

2022

Revenue

$16,878,009

2018

$5,437,052

2019

$5,542,293

$7,849,639

$5,949,131

Expenditures

$12,531,814

$10,333,209

$6,993,435

$5,830,016

$4,959,950

$18,000,000
$16,000,000
$14,000,000
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2020
Revenue

2021

2022

Expenditures

CIP Fund Revenue & Expenditures
(excluding bonded revenue and projects)

2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

Revenue

$7,079,309

$5,437,052

$5,542,293

$5,649,639

$5,949,131

Expenditures

$7,069,711

$5,418,956

$5,543,435

$5,330,016

$4,959,950

$8,000,000
$7,000,000
$6,000,000
$5,000,000
$4,000,000
$3,000,000
$2,000,000
$1,000,000
$0
2018

2019

2020
Revenue

2021

2022

Expenditures
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CIP Fund Expenditures
2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

Projects

$8,569,103

$7,224,253

$3,653,500

$2,442,500

$2,196,500

Equipment

$2,284,200

$1,040,000

$1,236,578

$1,265,000

$883,000

Debt Service

$1,206,251

$1,587,251

$1,612,018

$1,621,350

$1,369,261

$472,260

$481,705

$491,339

$501,166

$511,189

Administration

$10,000,000
$8,000,000
$6,000,000
$4,000,000
$2,000,000
$0
2018

2019
Projects

2020

Equipment

2021

Debt Service

2022
Administration

CIP Fund Expenditures
(excluding bonded projects)

2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

Projects

$3,107,000

$2,310,000

$2,203,500

$1,942,500

$2,196,500

Equipment

$2,284,200

$1,040,000

$1,236,578

$1,265,000

$883,000

Debt Service

$1,206,251

$1,587,251

$1,612,018

$1,621,350

$1,369,261

$472,260

$481,705

$491,339

$501,166

$511,189

Administration
$3,500,000
$3,000,000
$2,500,000
$2,000,000
$1,500,000
$1,000,000
$500,000
$0

2018

2019
Projects

Equipment

2020
Debt Service

2021

2022

Administration
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

Five Year Forecast ‐ CIP Fund
2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

Total Revenue

$16,878,009

$5,437,052

$5,542,293

$7,849,639

$5,949,131

Total Expenditures

$12,531,514

$10,333,209

$6,993,435

$5,830,016

$4,959,950

Fund Balance (FB)

$9,637,718

$4,741,561

$3,290,419

$5,310,042

$6,299,223

76.9%

45.9%

47.1%

91.1%

127.0%

FB as % of Budget
140.0%
120.0%
100.0%
80.0%
60.0%
40.0%
20.0%
0.0%

2018

2019

2020

Fund Balance as a % of Expenditures

2021

2022

Target

Five Year Forecast ‐ CIP Fund
(excluding bonded revenue and projects)
2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

Total Revenue

$7,079,309

$5,437,052

$5,542,293

$5,649,639

$5,949,131

Total Expenditures

$7,069,711

$5,418,956

$5,543,435

$5,330,016

$4,959,950

Fund Balance (FB)

$5,301,121

$5,319,217

$5,318,075

$5,637,698

$6,626,879

75.0%

98.2%

95.9%

105.8%

133.6%

FB as % of Budget
150.0%
125.0%
100.0%
75.0%
50.0%
25.0%
0.0%

2018

2019

2020

Fund Balance as a % of Expenditures

2021

2022

Target
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

Debt Information
Current Debt Obligations
• 2015 Refunding Bonds (Police Division & Community Center
Improvements) Maturing 12/01/2021
•
•
•
•
•

Interest: 1.62%
Original Issuance $4,590,000
Remaining Principal as of 1/1/2018: $3,040,000
Principal Payment Due in 2018: $740,000
Interest Payment Due in 2018: $49,248

Debt Information
Current Debt Obligations Continued
• OPWC 0% Loan Issued 2/15/2008 – ADA Ramps
•
•
•
•

Interest: 0%
Original Issuance $ 156,201
Remaining Principal Due as of 1/1/2018: $78,100.49
Annual Payments: $7,810.06

• OPWC 0% Loan Issued 7/1/2015 – Kenyonbrook Sanitary
Sewer Improvements
•
•
•
•

Interest: 0%
Original Issuance $ 612,816
Remaining Principal Due as of 1/1/2018: $561,747.96
Annual Payments: $20,428

10
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

Debt Information
Current Debt Obligations Continued
• 2017 Various Purpose bonds (Northeast Gateway Design,
Sanitary Sewer Repairs & Bond Anticipation Note Repayment)
•
•
•
•
•

Interest: 2.21%
Original Issuance: $3,960,000
Remaining Principal as of 1.1.2018: $3,745,000
Principal Payment Due in 2018: $220,000
Interest Payment Due in 2018: $82,764.50

Debt Information
Current Projects to be Bonded = $1,058,300
• Community Center South End Roof
• Northbrook Sewer Design

11
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

Debt Information
Future Proposed Debt Issuance Projects
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Northbrook Relief Sewer
Kenyonbrook Sewer Trunk
Oxford Court/SW Addition Sewer Improvement
North Districts Sanitary Sewer Improvements
North Districts Sanitary Sewer Repairs & Lining
West & Industrial Districts Sewer Improvements
Community Center HVAC & Lighting Improvements
Fire Station Roof Replacement
Municipal Building Windows & Door
Waterline Replacement – East Wilson Bridge Road
McCord Park Renovations
Huntley/Wilson Bridge/Worth. Galena Intersection
East Wilson Bridge Road Shared Use Path

$488,000
$1,210,000
$300,000
$500,000
$250,000
$500,000
$1,000,000
$330,400
$138,000
$1,000,000
$850,000
$4,959,956
$800,000

Recurring Projects & Equipment
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Street & Sidewalk Improvement
Arterial Street Improvement
Building Improvement
Traffic Signal Improvement
Urban Forestry Restoration
Security System Improvements
Bike & Pedestrian Improvements
Police Cruisers & Mobile Data Terminals
Community Wayfinding
Small Equipment Replacement
Computers

12
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

2018 Projects (page 15)
Legal Mandates
• Northbrook Relief Sewer Phase II
• Kenyonbrook Trunk Sewer (design)
• Hardy Way Sanitary Sewer Relocation

$488,000
$160,000
$133,000

Essential for Basic Services
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Street & Sidewalk Improvement
Building Improvement Program
HVAC Improvements
Traffic Signal Improvements
Community Center Door Access Controls
Community Center HVAC & Lighting Improvements
Community Center Parking Lot Reconstruction

$900,000
$200,000
$160,000
$50,000
$6,500
$1,000,000
$175,000

2018 Projects
Essential for Basic Services (cont’d)
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Fire Apparatus Bay Exhaust and Heater System
Fire Hydrant Replacement & Painting
Fire Station Roof Replacement
Fleet Garage Floor Drain System & Lift
Fuel Dispensing System and Tank Farm
Municipal Building Roof Replacement
Municipal Building Window and Door Replacements
Old Worthington Street Light & Mast Arm Rehabilitation
SR 315 Pavement Maintenance
Waterline Replacement – East Wilson Bridge Road

$126,000
$50,000
$330,400
$165,000
$175,000
$93,000
$138,000
$85,000
$75,000
$1,000,000

13
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

2018 Projects
Improvements to Basic Service
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Urban Forestry Restoration
CBD Paver Renovation
CBD Holiday Decoration Replacement
Community Center Water Slide Refurbishing
Granby Street Storm Drainage
McCord Park Renovations – Phase I
Storm Drainage Culvert Improvement at North Corp.
Huntley/Wilson Bridge/Worthington Galena (utilities & ROW)

$7,500
$20,000
$45,000
$4,500
$20,000
$200,000
$6,000
$4,501,958

2018 Projects
Enhancement/Discretionary
•
•
•
•
•
•

Bike & Pedestrian Improvements
Community Wayfinding Signage
East Wilson Bridge Road Shared Use Path (design)
Olentangy Parklands Restrooms
Pickleball Courts at Olentangy Parklands
Bike & Pedestrian Master Plan

$100,000
$75,000
$228,000
$120,000
$37,500
$50,000

14
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

2018 Equipment (page 34)
Administration/Information Technology
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Computer Replacement
Networking Equipment Infrastructure Upgrade
Phone Upgrade Program
Public Safety Hardware, Servers & Upgrades
Radios
Server Virtualization
Timekeeping Software/Hardware

$85,000
$150,000
$100,000
$325,000
$100,000
$125,000
$15,000

Fire & EMS
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Fire Hose
Fire Initial Issue
Firefighter Protective Equipment

$15,000
$13,000
$18,000
$45,000

2018 Equipment
Fire & EMS (cont’d)
• Physical Fitness Equipment
• Self Contained Breathing Apparatus

$6,500
$250,000

Parks & Recreation
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
¾ Ton Pickup with Lift Gate (replacement of van)
Community Center Copier
Community Center Fitness Equipment
Griswold Center Chairs (Topping & Case Rooms)
Parks Drinking Fountain Replacement
Pool Equipment
Transit Bus
Turf Mowers (2)

$15,000
$42,000
$20,000
$50,000
$11,700
$10,000
$15,000
$85,000
$19,000
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

2018 Equipment
Planning & Building
• Staff Vehicle
• Work Management Software

$23,000
$125,000

Police
• Mobile Data Terminals – Police
• Police Cruisers (3)

$22,000
$127,000

• Evidential Breath Testing Device (B.A.C. machine)

$10,000

• Furniture – Communication Center

$57,000

• Police Initial Issue

$19,500

2018 Equipment
Service & Engineering
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
2 ½ Ton Dump Truck with Plow & Spreader
¾ Ton Pickup
Mobile Equipment (GPS Mapping Unit & OUPS Locator)
Leaf Vacuum
Loader
Plotter & Scanner
Wide Area Mower & Trailer

$12,000
$170,000
$42,000
$5,100
$75,000
$206,000
$12,000
$75,000
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11/3/2017

For Discussion if Desired

Definition of Capital Item
1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

New construction projects and buildings valued in excess of
$5,000
Major equipment and vehicles valued in excess of $2,500 and with
a life expectancy of 5 years or more. Where a number of non‐
expendable items were in excess of $2,500, they are included
All projects requiring borrowing
All land purchases regardless of value
All land improvements valued in excess of $5,000
Major equipment valued at $2,500 or more required to furnish
new buildings or other projects
Major building improvements that are not routine expenses and
that substantially enhance the value of the structure
All projects which, while maintenance and/or repair in nature,
prolong the life of public facilities
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11/3/2017

2019 Projects (page 21)
Legal Mandates
• Kenyonbrook Trunk Sewer Improvement (construction)
• Oxford Court/Southwest Addition Sanitary Imp. (design)

$1,050,000
$50,000

Essential for Basic Services
•
•
•
•
•
•

Street & Sidewalk Improvement
Building Improvement Program
Community Center Parking Lot Reconstruction
Community Center Fitness Floor Painting
Community Center Locker Room Painting
Community Center North Locker Room Shower Stall Alt.

$900,000
$200,000
$175,000
$14,500
$9,500
$16,500

2019 Projects (page 21)
Essential for Basic Services (cont’d)
•
•
•
•

Community Center Pool Underwater Lighting
Griswold Center Building Window Replacements
Waterline Improvements Inventory & Assessment
Arterial Improvement (Wilson Bridge, Huntley to High)

$21,000
$71,000
$100,000
$300,000

Improvements to Basic Service
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Urban Forestry Restoration
CBD Paver Renovation
McCord Park Renovations – Phase II
Huntley/Wilson Bridge/Worthington Galena (construction)
Community Center South End Renovations Design
Security System Improvements
Selby Park Playground Replacement

$7,500
$20,000
$250,000
$12,348,042
$15,000
$50,000
$185,000
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11/3/2017

2019 Projects
Enhancement/Discretionary
• Bike & Pedestrian Improvements
• Community Wayfinding Signage
• East Wilson Bridge Road Shared Use Path (construction)

$100,000
$75,000
$800,000

2019 Equipment (page 40)
Administration/Information Technology
• Computer Replacement
• Radios

$85,000
$100,000

Fire & EMS
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Fire Hose
Fire Initial Issue
Firefighter Protective Equipment
Physical Fitness Equipment
CAD Display Monitors
Copier/Printer/Fax/Scanner
EMS Tablets
Fire Prevention Tablets

$15,000
$13,000
$18,000
$49,000
$10,300
$7,500
$16,000
$24,000
$4,000

19
Packet Page # 151

Item 8.B.II. Page 21 of 30

8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

2019 Equipment
Fire & EMS (cont’d)
• Medic Vehicle Replacement
• SUV

$327,000
$60,000

Parks & Recreation
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Park Drinking Fountains
Community Center Digital Screens
Griswold Copier
Pool Filter Sand
Turf Mowers (2)

$15,000
$10,000
$10,000
$11,000
$23,700
$12,000

2019 Equipment
Police
• Mobile Data Terminals – Police
• Police Cruisers (2)
• Police Initial Issue

$15,000
$85,000
$32,500

Service & Engineering
• Small Equipment Replacement
• Leaf Vacuum
• Zero Turn Mower

$10,000
$75,000
$12,000
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8.B.II. - Proposed 2018-2022 Capital Improvements Program
11/3/2017

2020 Projects (page 26)
Legal Mandates
•
•
•
•

Oxford Court/Southwest Addition Sanitary Improvement
North Districts Sewer Improvements
North Districts Sanitary Sewer Repairs & Lining
West & Industrial Districts Sewer Study

$300,000
$500,000
$250,000
$200,000

Essential for Basic Services
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Street & Sidewalk Improvement
Building Improvement Program
Traffic Signal Improvement Program
Community Center Window Repl. (art, pottery & childcare)
Community Center South End Door Replacements
McCoy/South Storm Sewer Improvement
Upper Rush Run Stream Restoration

$900,000
$200,000
$50,000
$26,000
$70,000
$85,000
$300,000

2020 Projects
Improvements to Basic Service
•
•
•
•
•

Urban Forestry Restoration
CBD Paver Renovation
McCord Park Renovations – Phase 3
East Granville Road Park Playground Replacement
Fire Station Alerting System

$7,500
$20,000
$400,000
$95,000
$100,000

Enhancement/Discretionary
• Bike & Pedestrian Improvements
• Community Wayfinding Signage

$100,000
$50,000
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11/3/2017

2020 Equipment (page 44)
Administration/Information Technology
• Computer Replacement
• Radios
• Timekeeping Software/Hardware

$85,000
$100,000
$15,000

Fire & EMS
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Fire Hose
Fire Initial Issue
Firefighter Personal Protective Equipment
Golf Cart
Mobile Data Terminals for Fire Vehicles
SCBA Filling Station

$15,000
$13,000
$18,000
$48,000
$25,000
$75,000
$80,000

2020 Equipment
Parks & Recreation
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Park Drinking Fountain Replacements
Community Center Basketball Backboards/Equipment
Community Center Domestic Hot Water Tank Replacement
Community Center Variable Speed Drives
Transit Bus
Turf Mowers (2)

$15,000
$10,000
$30,000
$21,000
$16,500
$87,000
$12,000

Police
•
•
•
•
•

Mobile Data Terminals – Police
Police Cruisers (3)
In Car Video Equipment
Staff Car
Virtual Law Enforcement Training System (FATS)

$22,500
$130,000
$70,000
$25,000
$44,578
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11/3/2017

2020 Equipment
Service & Engineering
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
1 Ton Dump w/ Plow & Spreader
4x4 Utility Vehicle
Air Compressor
Cargo Van
Hot Plastic Applicator
Leaf Vacuum
Pressure Washer
Wood Chipper

$10,000
$85,000
$12,000
$28,000
$30,000
$20,000
$45,000
$6,000
$43,000

2021 Projects (page 29)
Legal Mandates
• West & Industrial Districts Sewer Improvements

$500,000

Essential for Basic Services
•
•
•
•

Street & Sidewalk Improvement
Building Improvement Program
Arterial Improvements (North Huntley and Schrock)
Waterline Improvements

$900,000
$200,000
$290,000
$250,000

Improvements to Basic Service
• Urban Forestry Restoration
• Security System Improvements
• Shaker Square Park Playground Replacement

$7,500
$50,000
$95,000
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2021 Projects
Enhancement/Discretionary
• Bike & Pedestrian Improvements
• Community Wayfinding Signage

$100,000
$50,000

2021 Equipment (page 49)
Administration/Information Technology
•
•
•
•

Computer Replacement
Radios
Timekeeping Software/Hardware
Municipal Building Furniture

$85,000
$100,000
$15,000
$20,000

Fire & EMS
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Fire Initial Issue
Firefighter Protective Equipment
Medic Vehicle
SUV

$15,000
$18,000
$45,000
$330,000
$60,000
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2021 Equipment
Parks & Recreation
• Small Equipment Replacement
• Community Center Fitness Equipment
• Turf Mowers (2)

$15,000
$100,000
$12,000

Police
• Mobile Data Terminals – Police
• Police Cruisers (3)

$23,000
$132,000

2021 Equipment
Service & Engineering
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Backhoe
Leaf Vacuum
¾ Ton Pickup
¾ Ton Pickup
¾ Ton Pickup

$10,000
$90,000
$75,000
$40,000
$40,000
$40,000
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2022 Projects (page 31)
Legal Mandates
• West & Industrial Districts Sewer Repairs & Lining

$250,000

Essential for Basic Services
•
•
•
•
•
•

Street & Sidewalk Improvement
Building Improvement Program
Traffic Signal Improvement Program
Arterial Improvements (High Street, South Corp. to South Street)
Waterline Improvements
Community Center Carpet Replacement

$900,000
$200,000
$50,000
$254,000
$250,000
$135,000

Improvements to Basic Service
• Urban Forestry Restoration

$7,500

2022 Projects
Enhancement/Discretionary
• Bike & Pedestrian Improvements
• Community Wayfinding Signage

$100,000
$50,000
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2022 Equipment (page 53)
Administration/Information Technology
• Computer Replacement
• Radios

$85,000
$100,000

Fire & EMS
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Fire Initial Issue
Firefighter Protective Equipment
Cardiac Monitor/Defibrillators
Vehicle Extrication Hydraulic Tools
Water Rescue Boats

$10,000
$18,000
$38,000
$90,000
$60,000
$25,000

2022 Equipment
Parks & Recreation
•
•
•
•
•

Small Equipment Replacement
Community Center Fitness Equipment
Griswold Fitness Equipment
Parks Wide Area Mower
Turf Mowers (2)

$15,000
$100,000
$20,000
$67,000
$12,000

Police
•
•
•
•

Mobile Data Terminals – Police
Police Cruisers (3)
Police Sedan
Police Sedan

$16,000
$87,000
$30,000
$30,000
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2022 Equipment
Service & Engineering
• Small Equipment Replacement
• Fleet Service Vehicle
• Service Department Sedan

$10,000
$42,000
$28,000
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8.C.I. - Godown Dog Park Parking Lot Expansion

STAFF MEMORANDUM
City Council Meeting – November 6, 2017
Date:

November 2, 2017

To:

Matthew H. Greeson

From:

Darren Hurley, Director of Parks & Recreation

Subject:

Godown Dog Park Parking Lot Expansion Update

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Staff will provide a status report on the expansion of the Godown Dog Park parking lot.
RECOMMENDATION
None - Information Only
BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION
One of the Priority Park Improvement Items from the Parks Master Plan was the expansion
of the parking lot at the Godown Dog Park. City staff has been working with City of
Columbus staff to facilitate the project which was initiated by the support of the
Worthington Organized Off-Leash Friends (WOOF) prior to the group disbanding.
The total cost of the project is expected to be $208,585. The parking lot expansion will add
33 spaces to the existing capacity of 48 parking spaces. Work began last week and is
expected to be completed by the end of the year. Strawser Paving Company was awarded
the contract through the bidding process facilitated by the City of Columbus. Parks and
Recreation Director Darren Hurley will provide an update on the project and answer
questions.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS/FUNDING SOURCES (if applicable)
WOOF provided $30,087 to kick-start the project and the City of Columbus is funding the
balance in exchange for the on-going operations provided by Worthington.
ATTACHMENTS
Images
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ESTIMATE OF QUANTITIES
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LEGEND

CODED NOTES

EMERGENCY
SPILLWAY DETAIL

GRADING NOTES

UTILITY NOTES

PAVEMENT SECTION
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INLET PIPE FROM
DETENTION BASIN
(PER SITE PLANS)

Ø12" INLET
PIPE TO
CDS
CDS 2025-5-C
STORMWATER QUALITY
TREATMENT UNIT

INV=839.09 (SE)
INV=839.09 (W)
DIVERSION
MANHOLE WITH
CONCRETE WEIR
MODIFIED MANHOLE
TYPE 'C' AA-S102
(BY OTHERS)

INV=839.06 (E)

5'-0" TYP.

CONCRETE WEIR WALL
BOTTOM=839.02
TOP=839.52

INV=839.02 (W)

er
wa t

st ar t
s

he

re

www.contechES.com

Ø60" I.D.
Ø12" OUTLET
PIPE TO CDS

FO

R

MA

IN T

E NA NC

00
E C A L L 1. 8

.3 3

2
12
8 .1

FRAME AND COVER

(12'-2"± TYP.)

(DIAMETER VARIES)
N.T.S.

CONTRACTOR TO
GROUT TO FINISHED
GRADE
GRADE
RING/RISERS

DETENTION BASIN SECTION A-A
CASTING PER AA-S112

OUTLET CONTROL STRUCTURE #4 DETAIL
MODIFIED ODOT CATCH BASIN TYPE 2-3

VARIES

NOTE: SEE PIPE
INVERTS ABOVE.

2'-11"

CONCRETE WEIR WALL

Ø12" INLET &
OUTLET PIPES TO
CDS

PERMANENT
POOL ELEV.

OIL BAFFLE

MODIFIED MANHOLE TYPE 'C' AA-S102

SEPARATION
SCREEN

1'-9"

PVC HYDRAULIC
SHEAR PLATE

(2'-0" MIN)

FIXED VERTICAL SEDIMENT ACCUMULATION MARKER

SOLIDS STORAGE
SUMP

VARIES

(4'-0")

KNOCKOUT
OPENING

INLET & OUTLET PIPE
(PER SITE PLANS)

an

INV=839.06 (E)

INV=839.02 (N)

OUTLET PIPE
(PER SITE PLANS)

le

TM

C

GENERAL NOTES
1. CONTECH TO PROVIDE ALL MATERIALS UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.
2. DIMENSIONS MARKED WITH ( ) ARE REFERENCE DIMENSIONS. ACTUAL DIMENSIONS MAY VARY.
3. FOR FABRICATION DRAWINGS WITH DETAILED STRUCTURE DIMENSIONS AND WEIGHTS, PLEASE CONTACT YOUR CONTECH
ENGINEERED SOLUTIONS LLC REPRESENTATIVE. www.contechES.com
4. CDS WATER QUALITY STRUCTURE SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH ALL DESIGN DATA AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS
DRAWING.
5. STRUCTURE SHALL MEET AASHTO HS25 AND CASTINGS SHALL MEET HS25 (AASHTO M 306) LOAD RATING, ASSUMING
GROUNDWATER ELEVATION AT, OR BELOW, THE OUTLET PIPE INVERT ELEVATION. ENGINEER OF RECORD TO CONFIRM
ACTUAL GROUNDWATER ELEVATION.
INSTALLATION NOTES
A. ANY SUB-BASE, BACKFILL DEPTH, AND/OR ANTI-FLOTATION PROVISIONS ARE SITE-SPECIFIC DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS AND
SHALL BE SPECIFIED BY ENGINEER OF RECORD.
B. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE EQUIPMENT WITH SUFFICIENT LIFTING AND REACH CAPACITY TO LIFT AND SET THE CDS MANHOLE
STRUCTURE (LIFTING CLUTCHES PROVIDED).
C. CONTRACTOR TO ADD JOINT SEALANT BETWEEN ALL STRUCTURE SECTIONS AND ASSEMBLE STRUCTURE.
D. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE, INSTALL, AND GROUT PIPES. MATCH PIPE INVERTS WITH ELEVATIONS SHOWN.
E. CONTRACTOR TO TAKE APPROPRIATE MEASURES TO ASSURE UNIT IS WATER TIGHT, HOLDING WATER TO FLOWLINE INVERT
MINIMUM. IT IS SUGGESTED THAT ALL JOINTS BELOW PIPE INVERTS ARE GROUTED.
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LEGEND

SIDE VIEW
DANDY DEWATERING BAG
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FILTER FABRIC INLET PROTECTION

STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE

CONSTRUCTION WASHOUT AREA

POST CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION & MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE

POST CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION & MAINTENANCE NOTES:

TREE PROTECTION DETAIL

SIDE VIEW
(NO SCALE)

TEMPORARY SEDIMENT BASIN
DEWATERING CONTROL SYSTEM
TOP VIEW

SEDIMENT FENCE BARRIER DETAIL

END VIEW
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TEMPORARY
SEDIMENT CONTROL
STAND PIPE DETAIL
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