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First Floor, 345 High Street 
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Applicants, Please Review Your Proposal for accuracy. 

 

Board Members 
 

Alf Beckman Bloch Brown Essman Fairbanks 

    Weigel Jacobs 

 

SID 
(Vacant) 

Graham Palechek Ripperger Whalen  

SID alt 
(Vacant) 

O’Neill  Brown O’Neill  

 

 

I. Roll Call: 
 

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

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

dates: 
 

A. To be available at earliest opportunity (Minutes for November 15, 2016) 
 
 
IV. Properties Seeking COA - New Business 
 

1. 350 North Third Street (German Village) – Signage 
2. 244 Main Street (Rossville) – Connector Building 
3. 302 Main Street (Rossville) – Door 
4. 943 Dayton Street (Dayton-Campbell) – Roofing 

 
 
V. Miscellaneous/Discussion/On the Radar 
 

Property Inquiries: 
o 407 North Third Street – Board of Zoning Appeals; appeal of ADRB decision 

 Meeting Date: January 5, 2017 
 
VI. Adjourn 
 
VII. Guests:   
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To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Ed Wilson, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 1 

350 North Third Street – Signage 
Triangle Signs, Patrick Reist, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    12/6/2016 
Received Application:  11/21/2016 

Impacts:  German Village Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Triangle Signs, Patrick Reist, has submitted a Certificate of 
Appropriateness Application for the property of 350 North Third Street.  The 
proposal involves Signage – installation of signage on existing sign bracket. 
 
The subject property of 350 North Third Street is part of the German Village 
Historic District and is Zoned “BPD”, Business Planned Development Zoning. 
 
This property is also part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory, referenced as 
BUT-600-9 – see attached.  
 
 
PROPOSAL 
Install One (1) new Sign Panel on the existing projecting sign frame. 

 Body is Green with White Letters – PMS 5535 “Green” background 
 
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

 
 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
3. EXHIBIT C: Signage Diagrams 
4. EXHIBIT D: COA Application 
5. EXHIBIT E: State of Ohio Inventory Record 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
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EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT C: Signage Diagrams 
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EXHIBIT D: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT E: State of Ohio Inventory Record 

 



 
 

 

 

To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Ed Wilson, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 2 

244 Main Street – New Connector Building 
Hamilton CORE Fund, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    12/6/2016 
Received Application:  11/22/2016 

Impacts:  Rossville Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Hamilton CORE Fund, has submitted a Certificate of 
Appropriateness Application for the property of 244 Main Street.  The proposal 
involves New Connector Building. 
 
The subject property of 244 Main Street is part of the Rossville Historic District 
and is Zoned “MS-1”, Main Street Core, Form-Based Zoning. 
 
This property is also part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory, referenced as 
BUT-441-9 – see attached.  
 
 
PROPOSAL 
Build a Connector Building between the structures of 244 Main Street and 16 
North D Street. 
 
Painting 

 Doors as SW 6048 – “Terra Brun” 

 Windows, Trim, Gutters as Sherwin Williams - custom paint color. 
 
Siding 

 Hardiplank Fiber Cement Board, 6 Inch Siding – Color is “Sandstone 
Beige” 

 
Roof: Drexel Metals Roofing Systems – Color is “Terra Gotta” 
 
Windows 

 Aluminum Frame with Insulated Glass – Color to match Trim 

 Manufactured by EFCO; Series 403 Window 
 
Gutters: To match the metal trim color 
 
Soffit: Vented Vinyl Soffit – Color to match Trim 
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Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 
1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 

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

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

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

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

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

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

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
3. EXHIBIT C: Elevation Plan of Connector Building 
4. EXHIBIT D1: Paint Samples 
5. EXHIBIT D2: Siding Sample 
6. EXHIBIT D3: Roof Sample 
7. EXHIBIT E: COA Application 
8. EXHIBIT F: State of Ohio Inventory Record 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
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EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT C: Elevation Plan of Connector Building 

  



Page 18 
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EXHIBIT D1: Paint Samples 

 

Shutter Color 

 

 

Trim, Gutter Color (Windows Will Match)  
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EXHIBIT D2: Siding Sample 
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EXHIBIT D3: Roof Sample 
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EXHIBIT E: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT F: State of Ohio Inventory Record 

 



 
 

 

 

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

302 Main Street –Door 
Hamilton CORE Fund, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    12/6/2016 
Received Application:  11/22/2016 

Impacts:  Rossville Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Hamilton CORE Fund, has submitted a Certificate of 
Appropriateness Application for the property of 302 Main Street.  The proposal 
involves Installation of a new Door and transom.   
 
The subject property of 302 Main Street is part of the Rossville Historic District 
and is Zoned “MS-1” Main Street Core, Form-Based Zoning. 
 
This property is also part of the State of Ohio Historic Inventory, referenced as 
BUT-512-9 – see attached.  
 
 
PROPOSAL 
One (1) new door with Transom on D Street side of building (east elevation) – 
Painted in the previously approved colors. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

 
Supplemental Items 
 
Please note that the Ramp portion of the proposal has been approved by Staff as 
an ADA necessity item. 
 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
3. EXHIBIT C: Elevation Drawings 
4. EXHIBIT D: COA Application 
5. EXHIBIT E: State of Ohio Inventory Record 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
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EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT C: Elevation Drawings 
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EXHIBIT D: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT E: State of Ohio Inventory Record 

 



 
 

 

 

To:   Architectural Design Review Board 
From:  Heather Hodges, ADRB  
Subject: AGENDA ITEM # 4 

943 Dayton Street – Roof Replacement 
Bestway Asset Management, Applicant 

Meeting Date:    12/6/2016 
Received Application:  11/23/2016 

Impacts:  Dayton-Campbell Historic District 
 

 

Introduction: 
The Applicant, Bestway Asset Management, has submitted a Certificate of 
Appropriateness Application for the property of 943 Dayton Street.  The proposal 
involves replacement of the roof. 
 
The subject property of 943 Dayton Street is part of the Dayton-Campbell Historic 
District and is Zoned “R-4” Multi-Family Residence District. 
 
PROPOSAL 
Applicant proposes the replacement of the existing roof, which appeared to be a 
gray asbestos shingle; however, the application noted a gray slate. 
 

 Owens Corning Laminated Comp Shingle 
o Black 

 
Based on photography from the Community Development Department digital 
archive, the current state of the roof appears to be heavily damaged and in 
disrepair, arguably urging the need for new roofing to protect the structure from 
the elements and further elemental damage. 
 
Other than this, the front porch roof appears to have modern shingles in a black 
color.  The exact date of the work is indeterminable: the porch roof once matched 
the main roof, circa 1987; and the new porch roof appears in 2013 imagery, per 
Google Streetview. 
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Determining COA Approval: 
In determining whether or not the Architectural Design Review Board will approve 
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Board shall consider:  
 
1. Whether the proposed change will adversely affect or destroy any 

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

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

 

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

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

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

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

 
Supplemental Items 
 
ADRB Policies & Guidelines; and Other Requirements 
There are no significant implications for the ADRB Policies & Guidelines 
concerning this project proposal. 
 
Attachments: 

1. EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
2. EXHIBIT A1: 943 Dayton Street, circa 1987 
3. EXHIBIT A2: 943 Dayton Street, circa 2013 – via Google Streetview 
4. EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
5. EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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EXHIBIT A: Images of the Property 
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EXHIBIT A1: 943 Dayton Street, circa 1987 
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EXHIBIT A2: 943 Dayton Street, circa 2013 – via Google Streetview 
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EXHIBIT B: Location Map 
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EXHIBIT C: COA Application 
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