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Request Summary

* Property Summary

* ~T0acres

* Two parcels in two different townships
« Parcels cannot be combined - variance

» /Zoned IM w/overlay
* Qverlay covers — Uses, setbacks, building design, landscaping
« Zoning code — Parking, signage, items not specifically addressed
* Most properties in “Central Park” are subject to standards of overlay

* Burns and Scalo; ADB Safegate; Edison Brewery

* Adjacent to City owned conservation, property located in Jefferson Twp, and
similar industrial/office uses
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Request Summary

* Project Summary

* 141,000 sf
* 7500 sf office
* 133,500 sf warehouse

* Use allowed by right

» 38'building height

* 118 parking spaces; 5 semi-trailer parking; 25 loading docks
* No outside storage yards

PLANNING COMMISSION




BSOH HD LLC
RG2S 01417500
ZONED: W

PA025-01 364300 | PAN027-0001 1 1-00 |
FONED: CON ZONED: CON

PUEG25—01 3843-00
ZONED: CON |

N 216" E
2014

5 8541SF E

124.00°
77777777 - GATE
——————— =3 I
1 e
- ,,,,,__-r_'ﬂfsu-———-sw———@"‘”

emop, 207 san prsemen  PROPOSED DETENTION BASIN
OUTSDE OF

BASIN STORAGE AREA}

VALUE RECOVERY GROUP LLC l 5.5

o
/
N

12 =
3 n J
5 4343137 = I
2377 o 1 :
i 1 o -
s T 1 25 LOADING DOCKS | i {
r I g T s I
X 4) H >
L i — .
| | =
| | [
| i [— i
| 1 PROPOSED |
I i BUILDING: — s
_ : { 140,916 S.F. ] 1 RONALD D. BRUBAKER TR
E FFE=902.00 . 017000080800
il I | A ki
| |
A 1 | 3 —
| e P : — I
I | g I = 1
b3 | | == R
= k | 450" —
|
e | -
+ | =
In i —
I | -
I 1
| |
2" |
I |
| |
Nir=r
I

soecs LLLU;M:H?}-HftfHHHﬂ-I-U#-H#WrUHHi ic= s
(AT s i = P

e I = — JEFFERSON THE
SELE ol — == 5 N B5SEEST W 38514 £ e
= | —= = o o
X ouRs £x HDRANT - %
= A\ B _ours
- - o ouRE . [
£x_HDRIE—"""ppop, &' WK EX. RAMP: M= \ \ \—prop, 5* WAk
v
- Ra— ——

- TECH CENTER DRIVE- 60' R/W
EX. SHARED USE PATH PROP, 8 WIDE RAMP

NOTE: REMOVE, REPAIR OLD
RAMPS AND STRIFING AND b
[RESTORE PARKWAY GRASS

ABEA ARBA HOLDINGS LLC
P27 OGS -0
ZONED; W

NCE BLVD- 60' R/W

EX, SHARED USE PATH.

PLANNING COMMISSION

Gahanna




Gahanna |



Owg Ao 25,

(SEE SHEETS L2.00-L2.05 FOR ENLARGEMENT LANDSCAPE PLANS)

PROPOSED BUILDING

L e LELE

L1 m@mrm

'tE-E-HH%IHHHI%HIH H%IHIHH@HI IH&E’@

EVARD

PLANNING COMMISSION

TECH CENTER DRIVE

MATCHLME - SEE BLDG. ENLAG. LANDECAPE FLAN T, SHEET L2.04 N
O O O

. Bl
)

B
ol g5

=

I
TE

—
—= b b

Gahanna



Request Summary

* Requested Variances

* (Central Park Overlay
* 4(C)(1)@a) - Site Planning
« 30'setback for parking areas; 20’ requested
* 4(F)(1) - Site Planning
« 30'drive width; 38 requested
* 5(A)(3) — Building Appearance
*  Main facade 50% brick or stone
* 5(B)(1)@)/5(B)(2)(e) — Roofing
 Clustering and screening of roof top equipment
* 6(A)(1) — Landscaping and Screening
» Foundation plantings
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Request Summary

* Requested Variances

» Zoning Code
* 1109.01(j) — EV parking
* Provide 5 EV ready spaces (conduit)
* 1109.02(a)/(b) — Setbacks
» Uses and structures must be located on same parcel

* Parcels can't be combined
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Request Summary

Variance Criteria

PLANNING COMMISSION

The variance is not likely to result in substantial damage to the essential character of
the neighborhood

The variance is not likely to result in damage to adjoining properties

The variance is not likely to affect the delivery of government services

The variance is not likely to result in environmental impacts greater than what is
typical for other lots in the neighborhood

The variance is necessary for the economical use of the property, and such
economical use of the property cannot be achieved through another method

The variance is not likely to undermine the objectives of the land use plan

Whether the variance is substantial and is the minimum necessary to make possible
the reasonable use of land or structures

The practical difficulty could be eliminated by some other method, even if the
solution is less convenient or more costly to achieve
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Request Summary

* Development Plan Criteria
* Approval
* Plan meets applicable development standards
* |sin accord with appropriate plans for the area
*  Would not have undesirable effects on area
* Consistent with land use character and development of the area
*  Approve with modification
* Disapproval
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Request Summary

 Staff recommends approval
* Use and design consistent with development trends in area
* Burns and Scalo; ADB Safegate
* Use and design consistent with code and land use plan
* Requested variances same/similar with other approvals
* Approval does not appear to create an undesirable condition
* Approval promotes the goals of the land use plan
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