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	DOWNTOWN COMMISSION

RESULTS
Tuesday, April 24, 2018  -  8:30 AM

111 N. Front Street, Michael B. Coleman Government Center
Hearing Room (Second Floor)

I. Attendance                                                                                                 

Present: Steve Wittmann (Chair); Tedd Hardesty; Robert Loversidge; Mike Lusk; Jana Maniace 

Absent: Otto Beatty, Jr.; Kyle Katz; Danni Palmore 

City Staff:  Daniel Thomas, Daniel Morehead; Jamie Frieze

II. Approval of the April 3, 2018 Downtown Commission Meeting Results  0:37
Move to approve (RL, JM) (5-0)
III. Request for Certificate of Appropriateness 
Case #1  18-4-1                                                                                                 0:50         
Location / Address:  589 W. Nationwide Boulevard
Property Owner:  Municipal Light Plant, LLC 
Applicant:  Connect Realty
Architect:  Sandvick Architects (Cleveland)  Peter Ketterer
Request:  
Certificate of Appropriateness for Municipal Light Plant Renovation and Addition CC3359.05(C)1), CC3359.23

Formerly City-owned property, this project represents the culmination of a Request for Proposal process that had numerous participants.  An historic tax credit project, this is undergoing state and federal preservation oversight.

The proposal was heard by the Downtown Commission on April 3.  The applicant was authorized to proceed with masonry work, but the Commission requested more information on other aspects of the project.  
Discussion:  Staff – use of TIF to improve West Nationwide Blvd.  Question about timing of improvements – staff should investigate.  SW – we need to see those plans.   BD -  roof was delayed because of interior work.  More detail brought, including mid-century modern addition.  JM – question about what was originally there.  PK – new windows will have view through.  Lower glass block will remain, upper portions will allow more visibility.  All of the glass block on the east elevation will be replaced with clear glass of the same dimensions.  The Park Service has approved.  RL – the drawings are very helpful.  PK – overview of the Historic Tax Credit project.  Predominately repair and in kind replacement to the exterior.  



Most significant change will occur on the north elevation of the 1954 addition where the exterior skin will be removed and a new façade more in keeping with the original façade will be built.  The joint between the old and new parts of the plant will become the new entrance to the facility and will create a circulation spine throughout.  This will also handle ADA accessibility.  Multiple entrances to interior parking.  Additional fire separation will be added at strategic points to allow exposure of older elements.  In the old gen (electrical generation) windows will be replaced to match the original.   A simple metal canopy will be added to the original main entrance.   SW – clarification sought on window treatment on the new gen northern façade.  Cut sheets from presentation have been provided as opposed to physical samples.  All of the windows would have simulated divided lights.  Three layers of muntins – exterior, interior and in between, all of which are requirements of the NPS (National Park Service).  The current metal siding on the north new gen is not part of the original addition, we have not been able to locate any record of the original appearance.  In the interior one can see remnants of old windows.  We’ve done a new north elevation that is compatible.   
BD – we will come back in the future when we have more detail on elements such as the lighting of the stacks.  Also with signage. On the main stack.   On the slate roof of the old gen – where there is slate – it will be replaced with slate or repaired.  Elsewhere there is asphalt shingles – these will be replaced with asphalt that has more of a slate appearance – dimensional with shadow line.  BH – lighting options shown, one of which was preferred.  Commission agreed that Option B was preferable – linear fixture at the bottom.  RL – suggest that the cone of light supporting the architecture be more rectilinear, articulating the space between the pilasters.  Also like lighting of monitor A (BD – we also like new gen lighting B).  SW – also lighting of the old entrance .  RL – you could submit to staff with other options x’ed  out.  BD – I’ll provide a clean sheet of the chosen options.     
RL – I still have questions about the site.  Walk us through what is happening between your site, the river and the power facility.  No disagreement, just a lack of understanding.  BD – permanent access easement with City on east side.  High density asphalt for equipment.  Fencing and curb.  Fence (8 ft. tall) to be vertical slats with landscaping that is not too deep in terms of soil (i.e. – ivy, ground cover).  Some trees in planters – no bushes.  SW – come back for signage and landscaping and streetscape along the north side.  Lighting is approved – submit to staff.  I move approval of the project subject to above.  ML – 2nd. 
Results:  Move to approve.  Will come back  for come back for signage, landscaping and streetscape along the north side.  (4-0-1) Hardesty – recusing

Case #2  18-4-2                                                                                              40:00  
Address:  77 E. Nationwide Boulevard                   Hilton Canopy Hotel
Property Owner:  INDUS Hotel 77, LLC                 David Kozaz
Applicant:  Jeffrey L. Brown, atty. Smith and Hale
Design Professional:  Kieffer + Co. Inc. (Lincolnshire, Illinois)
Request:  
Certificate of Appropriateness for graphics for the Hilton Canopy Hotel CC3359.05 C)1) 

There are numerous signs (refer to , the most salient being: 

· A large internally lit blade sign at the top of the building

· A freestanding internally lit pylon (monument) sign near the existing sidewalk

· An internally lit sign “canopy” on the canopy over the main entrance

· Smaller signs directing clients to internal restaurants or other points of interest 
Discussion  Staff presentation.  Hotel is particular about their branding.  TH – some question about the monument sign but with unique setback situation, this makes sense.  ML – move for approval.  JM concern that the large blade sign might obstruct some views from some of the rooms.  
Results Move to approve (5-0)
Case #3  18-4-3                                                                                                    46:50   
Location / Address:  90 W. Broad Street
Property Owner:  City of Columbus, Real Estate Management, Steve Alvarez
Applicant and Design Professional:  Jay Boone AIA, Moody Nolan 
Request:  
Certificate of Appropriateness for new exterior lighting of City Hall. CC3359.05(C)1) 

Discussion:  SA – new exterior LED to illuminate City Hall.  More requests from the public for events and celebrations.  (pink for breast cancer, rainbow for gay pride, blue for police officers, 4th of July, Christmas, etc.).  Working with Daimler and MN to come up with more viable solution.   Goal is to get this in operation by end of the year.  
MN  (Anup Janardhanan) – overview of project.  Mocks ups done .  Parts of City Hall are impacted by both landscape and hardscape in terms of what type of lighting can reach  what part of the building.    Some fixtures in the landscape will be replaced and new fixtures around the base of the building installed.  The lighting will be placed to accommodate grills, ramps, hand rails and the like.  
New lighting will help accent architectural features of the building.  SW – don’t want you to overdo it, subtlety sometimes is better.  A – there will be the capability to light the entire building or mute it.  There is a lot of control from each fixture.  Anticipate doing somewhere between 3000 and 4000 Kelvin.  Street lights are about 2000 K (very orange).  On a normal basis City Hall will be lit white (3000 K)  

Conduits will be painted a color that will match the stone.  Placement of fixtures with respect to the conduits discussed.  Handout of details distributed.  Fixtures shown.  Flower pots, matching some already existing, will both help obscure the source and protect it.  
RL - I think that this is the best that we’ve seen for the lighting of this building.  SW – we don’t want to micro manage this – you will have to figure this out.  ML – a lot of control with this.  AJ – there are two bid levels, one just for the east, west and south sides.  The north would be added in the higher bid package.  RL – approve the whole package.  If you decide not to do the whole thing, let staff know to be reflected in the record.  
Results  Move to approve (4-0-1) Hardesty recusing
IV. Request for Certificate of Appropriateness for Advertising Mural (Temporary Graphic)
Case #4  18-4-4M                                                                                       1:15:30    
Wexner Medical Center ad mural

Address: 88 W. Mound Street

Applicant: Outfront Media  /  Tom Sampson
Property Owner: Kemp, Schaeffer & Rowe, Co., L.P.A.  /  Michael Schaffer
Request:  
Design review and approval for installation of a vinyl mesh advertising mural to be located on the east elevation of 88 W. Mound Street.  Proposed mural –– The James – Wexner Medical Center – “There is no routine breast cancer.”  There have been no prior ad murals at this site.  CC3359.07(D).
Proposals for this location were heard and not approved by the Commission in March and April of 2016 and September of 2017.  By the new Ad Mural legislation approved in March 2016, as a new location the Downtown Commission must approve both location and size, where upon it would become an administratively approvable item (provided it met percentage text and logo criteria).
Dimensions of mural:  17’W x 29’H, two dimensional, non lit

Term of installation: Seeking approval for one month, April 30 through  May 27, 2018
Area of mural:  493 sf              Approximate % of area that is text and or logo:  7.6%
Discussion:  Staff – owner pointed out that at one time this wall had a painted ad, which is barely visible.  The wall is adjacent to a Marathon gas station.   Another site with the James campaign has been administratively approved.  TS – looking to have this up before Race for the Cure on May 19.  Within the % text and logo requirements.  One month term. 

JM – we are not just approving the content, but a new location.   RL – we don’t have an issue with the campaign.  TS – I don’t see any problem with the location.  There is a gas station and a parking garage across the street.  JM – this campaign doesn’t look overly commercial.  We have no control over content in the future.  The Marathon station already is commercially bust and when you add something else.  With the wrong mural it could become commercial overload in an area where you might want to minimize it.   We’re also near the courthouse.  TS – I think that is more a matter of personal opinion.  All we care about  is the current ad.  RL – we are approving the location.   MS – we will always have this problem for the assurances for the next mural.  The City guideline set forth criteria and we comply with all of them.  We’re being told that approval might be based on something you don’t like in the future., which strikes me as being unfair.  We’ve owned this building for over 40 years.  
TS - what does determine an appropriate location?  I can’t figure out what is wrong with this one.  We have other locations that have been approved and I can’t differentiate them.  JM – when this program began we would look at every location and content on a case by case basis.  Artistry and design impact were guiding factors.  Since then, we don’t have the legal basis to review for content.  Now we are concerned with locations being more wide open content wise and we have less control.  SW – we have never approved every location.   
MS – what if we provide you assurances such as deed restrictions that would mean future applications would have to be brought before the Commission?, basically the same function you used to have.  TS – I would be okay with that because we want the location.   If that takes going back to the Commission, we’re okay.  Ml – I’ve never understood the reason for taking away the Commission’s aesthetics  judgement.  We judge aesthetics on buildings, for example.  RL – this program has eroded to the point where it is largely for billboards.   SW – this would be an interesting proposition – to approve a new location subject to their return for subsequent approvals of content.   TS – we do have arrangements with property owners of other sites regarding types of content we won’t have.  Maybe we could take the guideline and make them more restrictive.   Also a question of trust.  JM – coming back is not the norm for us, but there are possible exceptions or special sites.  RL – two things have come up with this site in the past  - one is the proximity to the courthouse and the other is that there is so much visual clutter created by the gas station.  JM – I agree with the commercial clutter.  TS – I think the mural takes away from the gas station.  MS – other ad murals elsewhere downtown are in crowded areas.  RL – we’ve been careful about creating locations around places like  Capitol Square.  The offer of the proposal we would make is that we would talk to the City Attorney’s Office and set up a structure that would allow the signage to pass, but in the future other  ad murals would have to be approved by this Commission.   We could do that with a deed restriction.  RL – I’m going to make an attempt to put something on the table – one caveat, I would like for it to relate more to the architecture of the building.  Aligns with some of the elements on the front – narrower and shorter so that it aligns with top edge of the window and go two thirds of the way over so that it is not so wide.   Looking for more brick.  ML – a little more verticality.  Come down to the head of the first floor windows or the sill.  In other words, it becomes an architectural element that relates to the front of the building.  RL – motion (TS – I don’t want to get to close to the edge because it is old brick and do not want to damage the brick.  SW come over to the edge where the façade brick ends) to the location and the parameters as mentioned, assuming that the City Attorney will agree to the deed restrictions proposed by the owner.  JM – deed restriction if ownership change?  RL – they would still apply.  ML – could we identify what those conditions are?  To bring each new graphic in front of the Commission for review and approval.  RL – on top of all of these, the James mural is approved.  SW – new size with that specific mural and the next mural, you would have to bring back to us and subject to working this out with the City Attorney’s Office.   RL – this would have to be done before this one could go up.  MK – 2nd.  (5-0-1) Hardesty recusing.   
Results  Provisional approval.  Align with lintels. Subsequent submissions to return to Downtown Commission.  Check with City Attorney  about possible deed restriction  (5-0-1) Hardesty recusing
V. Business / Discussion 
                                                                           1:48:58
SW - Most likely we’ll be having a Business meeting  soon, addressing pertinent topics 
Public Forum

Staff Certificates of Appropriateness have been issued since last notification (March22, 2018)
Ad Mural – Bold & Italics
1. A18-3-14 - 580 N Fourth - Seasonal Tent

2. A18-3-15 8 E Broad - Rooftop Generator

3. A18-3-16 McConnell - Columbia Gas Graphic

4. A18-3-17 Huntington Park – Scoreboard

5. A18-3-18 77 S Sixth - Church ramp

6. A18-4-1 17 S High - Potbelly Sign & Awning

7. A18-4-2M - 15 W Cherry - iPhone8 - Outfront
8. A18-4-3M - 35 W Spring- Apple-Lamar

9. A18-4-4M -263 N Front St  - Apple OB
10. A18-4-5M - 56 E Long St  - Apple OB

11. A18-4-6M - 43 W Long St  - Apple OB

12. A18-4-7M 8 E Long Nationwide Children’s Hospital  – OB

13. A18-4-8M - 60 E Spring St  - Huntington AM OB

14. A18-4-9M - 66 S Third - Huntington – OB

15. A18-4-10M - 106 N High - Huntington – OB
Next regular meeting will be on May 22, 2018, the fourth Tuesday of the month (four weeks away).

If you have questions concerning this agenda, please contact Daniel Thomas, Urban Design Manager, Planning Division at 614-645-8404.                                                    1:50:35
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