City of Lorain 
Design Review Board
Meeting Minutes – July 14, 2015 – Lorain City Council Chamber

Chairman Gary Fischer called the meeting to order at 3:35 p.m.

A. ROLL CALL:   Frank Sipkovsky, Kathy Dye, Andrea Neal, Austin Raymond, Gary Fischer and Ralph Bruening were present.

(DRB Administrator Leon Mason and Acting Clerk Greer were also in attendance.) 

B. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES:   Moved by Mr. Sipkovsky, supported by Ms. Neal, to approve and accept the minutes from the June 5, 2015 meeting.  The motion carried.

C. NEW BUSINESS:     
Case #2015-31						                            6140 Broadway Avenue 
  								    Nord Center    
					 		                 Applicant: Best Fence, Matt McMahon

FENCE:
The applicant proposes a 185 ft. by 6 ft. tall shadow box wood fence to separate property from dealership next door.

MATT MCMAHON provided the board members with a site plan detailing the 185 ft. straight line fence on the south side of the property which abuts a mini car dealership to serve as a barrier.  He noted there was a park walkway and the Nord Center seeks a more attractive setting and the survey pins were exposed.  The fence would be one foot inside from the property line all the way down and follow the code (20 ft.) from the street right-of-way. He presented the board with a sample of the board and material to be used (6ft. x 6 inch wide pressure treated yellow pine).  Board members inquired if the fence would be natural or stained.  Mr. McMahon noted it would be kept natural but was not aware what the company had planned.   He noted if nothing was done, the wood would turn gray over time.  The board inquired if anyone from the Nord Center was in attendance; they were not.   Ms. Neal inquired on the selection of fence versus a natural barrier such as arborvitae, etc.  Mr. McMahon added that perhaps this would provide some privacy and containment for their clientele. Chairman Fischer also inquired if McDonalds had a wood privacy fence installed. Mr. McMahon stated that whatever improvement made is better than what is currently there now.   He felt anyone who wandered about would end up in the neighboring auto dealership area.  Chairman Fischer noted that it was within the board’s purview to require the fence be stained either by the Nord Center or the fence contractor.  
(Kathy Dye entered the chamber and assumed her chair at this point.)  
Ms. Neal stated she would like to see a vinyl fence in a taupe color vs. the wood and stain.  Chairman Fischer noted the application was for wood, however; stipulations could be made.  Mr. McMahon asked if the wood could simply be sealed retaining the natural color.   Ms. Neal felt with the color and the location the fence would be intrusive.  Mr. McMahon inquired if a stain would stand out more than the natural gray color.  Chairman Fischer noted that over time it would turn gray.   Mr. McMahon inquired about sealing it which would darken it slightly.   Chairman Fischer noted this would prolong the graying of the wood for awhile.  Mr. McMahon noted the same problem would exist with the stain; it may require restaining every three years or so.  The board noted that was a maintenance issue and other issues could arise regarding the fence.   The board debated this issue for some time on the merits of staining, sealing, etc.   Ms. Dye noted that Taco Bell recently installed a fence and a board was already missing and required maintenance.    Ms. Neal felt a vinyl fence would rectify the problem and require less maintenance as well.   Mr. McMahon agreed but noted the price for vinyl was probably double.  A motion was made by Mr. Sipkovsky to require vinyl fencing but later rescinded.   

Moved by Mr. Sipkovsky, supported by Ms. Neal to deny the application for installation of the wooden fence as submitted.   The motion to deny carried unanimously.

Chairman Fischer inquired if the application was submitted as vinyl taupe colored fencing would be more amenable to the board.   All agreed that they would be in favor of that suggestion.  

Mr. McMahon inquired if he were to change the application to vinyl fencing of a taupe color, would he be required to come back before the board next month.  Chairman Fischer suggested the board make another motion stipulation if the new specifications in a similar style vinyl fence in a taupe color, that it could be approved administratively and not require coming back before the board. 

Moved by Ms. Neal, supported by Mrs. Dye,  to conditionally approve the application should the applicant come back with the recommended vinyl, taupe-colored fencing.  The motion carried. 

Mr. McMahon inquired if this information would be relayed to the building department and he need only comply.   Chairman Fischer noted the building department would have this determination on file.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
CASE # 2015 – 32						   Corner of Driftwood & Colorado Ave.
							HarborWalk
Applicant:  HOA

SIGN:
The applicant proposes to replace an existing wood sign with a new sign compiled of stone and metal materials. 

DARLA COLLINS (HarborWalk Property Manger):   Also with me is Frank Nehls from Nehls Masonry who was hired to construct the new sign.   She noted this would replace an existing sign on the corner of Driftwood & Colorado.  She distributed a packet with pictures and details.  The sign would have three views:  corner of Driftwood and Sunset, and two views on Colorado Avenue (north/south).   She noted the HOA hired an architect/contractor/landscaper to come up with a few designs.  The designs were shared with the residents and the picture is what they chose.  Residents liked the materials being used and the transition into welded steel with black powder coating and the idea of it being a double-sided sign.  She noted the sign is held up with a cantilever – an interpretation of the Bascule Bridge.   The full length of the sign, the brick is 3 feet and then the cantilever of the sign is 6 feet which totals 9 feet in length and 6 feet in height and 4 foot right above the footer.   Underneath, they are going to plant vegetation but are not exactly sure at this point.   Mr. Nehls presented the board with the stone samples for the veneer that will be stuck to the outside of the sign all the way around with corners.   The mortar will have acrylic and mortar to stop shrinkage and cracking.  He noted it would also be sealed on the outside with a non-gloss masonry sealer. The stone on top as a capstone is a sample from Kipton Quarries, specifically cut for this sign (approx. 2 – 3 inches thick).   He stated he would dig the footers down 40 inches deep and #4 rebar all the way through with footer concrete four inches wider than the whole base of the sign itself.   The inside of the base will be constructed of 8 x 8 x 16 inch concrete masonry units (cmu) grouted solid with rebar sticking out of the footer into the cores of the cinder block to create strength for the sign.  He noted when the sign is attached to the base; a metal post will installed with legs sticking into the masonry and tied into the rebar itself. He noted there was no way the sign could ever move away from the masonry itself (Page 4 of packet).   He stated all materials would be ordered locally through Consumer Builders Supply. Ms. Collins also explained how the letters would stand up on the steel as it is a double-sided sign.  She noted they will be using a U channel on top and on the bottom and the letters would be bolted to them giving them support.  The thickness of the U channel and the letter is 1/8th inch.   The materials ordered will take approximately three weeks to come in and they hope to begin working within the month.   Ms. Collins noted there was not lighting for the sign.  She advised that OOPS came out and inspected the site to verify no electrical, gas, water, etc. and it was determined that a gas line was a little close and the HOA decided to move the sign over five feet south.   
CHAIRMAN FISHCHER and the board members felt the sign was very professional and attractive.   

Moved by Mrs. Dye, supported by Ms. Neal, to approve the sign as presented.   The motion carried unanimously.

Chairman Fischer advised the group to come back after they have determined their landscape materials and the ground settles.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
E.	OLD BUSINESS:
Case # 2015-24								       213/235 E. Erie Ave.
									                Black River Community
										    Dan Crivat, Applicant

Signage & Flagpole
Held in abeyance – determination of placement of flagpole and sign as signage.
The applicant proposed signage “Black River Community” to identify the buildings and the flagpole for the complex.

The board suggests the signage for identification of the buildings be numbers only signs as other apartment complexes have done in the past.  
CHAIRMAN FISCHER stated that he visited the site and noted that the buildings are not all a part of one complex. He stated that Village Lighting was located on the corner with an entrance on the side street and the other building abuts that building and is a separate structure.  That building comes out to the sidewalk line and the building closest to the bridge sits back approx. 15 – 18 feet off the sidewalk.  If you’re going to put a ground sign there, you would not see it coming from the east until you are already past the building.  He added that he can see the point of having identification signage on each of the buildings.  There was much discussion on the exact placement of the signs on the buildings.   With the shrubbery being removed, it opened up much more room for the signage on the lower level which could be carried through to the facing building.   He noted the sign would be aluminum panel, a higher quality sign.   Chairman Fischer noted he did have the ability to view an apartment and updated amenities and felt Mr. Crivat has done a very nice job changing the look of that area which is geared towards a more modern, urban loft style which matches the signage appearance and is complimentary to the buildings and thinks “less is more” in this case.   Mr. Raymond had concerns with the typeface.  Chairman Fischer noted the existing numbers would be left on the buildings.   Board members discussed color, font, etc., and noted the applicant was attempting to create cohesiveness as the three buildings had different addresses and different architectural designs.   Chairman Fischer felt the aluminum plate was a good choice.  (Mr. Crivat’s comments were inaudible).  The sign would be approximately ¼ inch thick and would be created by Lakescreen Printing.   Mr. Crivat stated it would be flat to the building and the outside border is red.  Mr. Crivat stated he would not be replacing the shrubbery that was removed and the flag pole would not be landscaped.   Board members discussed the placement of the signage.

Moved by Ms. Neal, supported by Mr. Raymond, to approve the sign as submitted if vertically and horizontally centered between the four lower windows on building #1 (south-facing), building #2 sign shall be placed at the same height as building #1 (west-facing), and building #3 (around the corner) be centered on and in alignment with the existing lower window band for Village Lighting with sufficient spacing in between.  The motion carried with Mrs. Dye voting “no”.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Case # 2015-26									      647 Broadway  Ave.
										         McCohan Building
								      	            Scott Norcross, Applicant
Fence and outer lighting:
Held in abeyance – No representative at last meeting.
Applicant proposes to replace 2 lights on the left/right side of building and a proposed fence at rear of building, paint front face.

SCOTT NORCROSS the owner of the building was present.   He noted that he wishes to withdraw his request for a fence at this time.  He presented the board members with a packet of information depicting the color scheme, fixtures, etc.  The scheme would be white trim (replace the salmon color) letters, scallops with slate/heather gray background and seafarer green for both front and rear door.  The rear balcony would be natural wood with white railings. The fixture will be galvanized gooseneck fixtures. 

The board members agreed with the design and color scheme and felt it very compatible with the area. 

Moved by Ms. Neal, supported by Mrs. Dye, to accept the application as submitted with the fencing withdrawn and galvanized gooseneck lighting.  The motion carried. 

CHAIRMAN FISCHER noted that as long as the style of the letters are consistent what is existing and the colors and if there is another name they wish to fit in there, he inquired if the board was comfortable changing the name on the sign.  Ms. Neal felt he should not have to come back if he stays within that given area and the typeface consistent.  Should there be any question, he urged Mr. Norcross the contact the administrator.   

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
At this point Mr. Josh Jamison approached the board and requested they consider his application to install a 4 ft fence at Brown Bag Burgers as it did not make it on the agenda in time. 

Without objection, Chairman Fischer stated they could consider it under “NEW BUSINESS”

NEW BUSINESS
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
CASE # 2015-33								          4326 Leavitt Road, Ste. A										       Brown Bag Burgers
 								                   Joshua Jamison – Applicant

FENCE
Applicant has a late submission for an application and the board members agreed to hear the presentation by Mr. Jamison.   The applicant is applying to install a 4 ft. square aluminum picket-type fence in the patio area.  It will be similar and complimentary to the fence installed at Starbucks. 

Moved by Ms. Neal, supported by Mr. Sipkovsky, to accept and approve the application as submitted.  The motion carried unanimously.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

F.	CORRESPONDENCE:   Copies of Codified Ordinances regarding signs and flagpoles were included in the packets for informational and reference purposes. Chairman Fischer commented on the powers of the board involving the aesthetics.  He also noted he spoke with Administrator Mason about attempts to add the old Nelis Wallpaper Building listed as a historical building and also a representative from D.C.  He was told that the list was voluminous of buildings already on the national register.  He was also told that if the local district was approved by Council, technically it may already meet all the guidelines and instead of going through a laborious process to apply for each building, if the buildings are considered contributing to the historic district.    He felt these were important things to investigate and will continue to research this matter.   He noted the Nelis Building was the only wood frame building left in the downtown area and thinks it was constructed in 1878.  Mr. Sipkovsky noted that Joyce Arredondo completed a study noting this when she was an employee in Community Development.  Mr. Mason noted this was incorporated in the Design Review Board Chapter of the Lorain Codified Ordinances that were online. 

G.	STAFF/BOARD COMMENTS:   Mr. Sipkovsky inquired on the status of the Hookah Lounge on Oberlin Avenue.  Mr. Mason advised the law department was aware of the situation (comments were inaudible as a microphone was not used.)  Ms. Neal also questioned the status of the West Gate Plaza and the current existing violations and the “head shop”.   Members discussed ways to notify the public of the requirement of bringing any aesthetic changes to the board for approval. Mr. Mason was aware of the various signs erected that were not approved by the board and was also researching various occupancy certificates, etc. as well.   Board members also voiced concern over the repercussions or legal actions that can be taken against those who do not obtain the required approval on various items by the city.  Mr. Mason stated that his inspectors were sent to various locations to take pictures and document violations of this nature.  The intent is to have all parties appear in court on the same date at the same time.  Mr. Mason noted that outside sales were permitted and tents were not considered a structure.  

	Mr. Sipkovsky requested the agenda and packets be forwarded a little more in advance than the day of the meeting.    He noted that last month,  the last item was added that day at the meeting and it took over an hour to discuss.    Ms. Neal noted the representatives were in attendance.  Mr. Sipkovsky suggested that packets and agendas be cut off at least a week in advance so he could review the material prior to the meeting.   Ms. Neal stated that the board opens up the floor for any new business.   Mr. Mason advised the board that the stipulation was included in the ordinance of a cutoff date for agenda items.   He noted the staff has been advised of the process of submitting the agendas.  He would like to begin mailing the agendas out to board members and if an applicant misses the deadline, they are put on the agenda for the next month.   He realizes the city wants to be friendly but not a push over and would like to eliminate the ability for anyone to show up at anytime and say it is an emergency.  Mr. Raymond stated that many boards perform a preliminary staff review whereby the staff will provide recommendations back and it gives the board members an opportunity to look at it.  He noted the addition of the application for Brown Bag Burgers this evening.   He felt where the site was developed and a different situation.  Clerk Greer noted that perhaps a rule could be established whereby consent from a quorum, etc. could be established by the board in those instances –similar to Council’s rule regarding the addition of an item to the agenda.  Chairman Fischer felt that was a good idea and should be considered.   She also noted the agenda was cut in advance to allow the public the opportunity to attend and comment on any issue before the board in accordance with the Sunshine Laws.  Chairman Fischer concluded that a hard deadline was in place and it must be adhered too.   He felt the applicant could come and present their case and the board would have to hold it in abeyance until the next meeting.  Members agreed this conformed to the ordinance and also provided a user friendly atmosphere for the applicants.  Members inquired if the agendas were available online and requested they be posted in accordance with the ordinance specifications.  Mr. Sipkovsky reiterated that the rules for a hard cutoff date be enforced.

	Members discussed the new Dollar Store on Colorado Avenue and also the new building going up on West Erie Avenue.  Mr. Raymond commented that that makes 21 stores in the city.  Chairman Fischer stated the city was looking at revamping the zoning code. 

H. 	ADJOURNMENT:   

Motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Sipkovsky, supported by Ms. Neal.  The motion carried and the meeting concluded at 4:55 p.m.



__________________________________
            CHAIRMAN GARY FISCHER				

DATE: ____________________________
(Attendance/Transcription/Edit/Scan/Distribute – 6.5  hrs – N. G.)
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