
 
 
 
 
 

New Albany Architectural Review Board 
September 14, 2026 Meeting Minutes – Approved 

 
 
 

I. Call to order 
The New Albany Architectural Review Board held a regular meeting on Monday September 14, 
2026 in the New Albany Village Hall.  Chair Hinson called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. and 
asked to hear the roll. 

 
II. Roll call 
Those answering the roll: 
 Mr. Alan Hinson present 
 Mr. Jon Iten  present 
 Mr. Jim Brown  present 
 Mr. Adam Davie present 
 Mr. Andrew Maletz present 
 Ms. Traci Moore present 
 Mr. Francis Strahler absent 
 Council Member Brisk present 
Having six voting members present the board had a quorum to transact business. 
 
Staff members present: Law Director Ian Bigalk, Planner I Kylie Blackburn, Planning Manager 
Chris Christian, Planner I Lauren Sauter, Planner II Sierra Saumenig, Deputy Clerk Christina 
Madriguera. 
  

 
III. Action on minutes: August 10, 2026 
Chair Hinson asked if there were any corrections to the minutes. 
 
Deputy Clerk Madriguera said that Board Member Traci Moore’s name had been inadvertently 
omitted from the roll call, and that the error had been corrected. 
 
Chair Hinson asked if there were any further corrections.  Hearing none, Board Member Iten 
moved to approve the August 10, 2026 minutes as corrected.  Board Member Brown seconded 
the motion. 
 
Upon roll call:  Mr. Iten yes, Mr. Brown yes, Ms. Moore yes, Mr. Hinson yes, Mr. Maletz yes, 
Mr. Davie.  Having six yes votes, the motion passed and the minutes were approved as corrected. 

 
IV. Additions or corrections to the agenda 
Chair Hinson asked if there were any additions or corrections to the agenda. 
 
Planner II Saumenig answered none from staff. 
 
Chair Hinson administered the oath to all present who wished to address the board. 
 
V. Hearing of visitors for items not on tonight’s agenda 
Chair Hinson asked if there were any visitors present who wished to address the board for an item 
not on the agenda.  Hearing none, he introduced the first case and asked to hear the staff report. 

 
VI. Cases: 
 
ARB-57-2026 Englefield Oil Signage Certificate of Appropriateness and Waivers 
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Certificate of Appropriateness for one relocated monument sign with waivers regarding the sign’s 
placement and quantity of colors for BP and Duchess at 9550 Johnstown Road (PID: 222-
005109). 
Applicant: City of New Albany 

 
Planner I Sauter delivered the staff report. 
 
Board Member Iten remarked that consideration of this application was a no brainer because it 
was the city that requested relocation of the sign.  He asked Planner I Sauter for more detail about 
the sign code and the adjacent properties. 
 
Planner I Sauter explained the application’s relationship to the sign code and further that it is 
consistent with the adjacent properties. 
 
Hearing no further questions, Board Member Brown moved to approve ARB-57-2026.  Board 
Member Moore seconded the motion. 
 
Upon roll call:  Mr. Brown yes, Ms. Moore yes, Mr. Hinson yes, Mr. Maletz yes, Mr. Iten yes, 
Mr. Davie yes.  Having six yes votes, the motion passed and the certificate of appropriateness 
was granted. 
 
Chair Hinson introduced the next case and asked to hear the staff report. 
 
ARB-59-2026 Infinite Church Certificate of Appropriateness 
Certificate of Appropriateness for a new church building for the Infinite Church generally located 
on Walton Parkway between State Route 605 and Bevelhymer Road (PID: 222-004532). 
Applicant: Clare Knecht 
 
Board Member Maletz recused himself from consideration of ARB-59-2026 as he is the 
applicant.  He left the dais and sat in the public seats. 
 
Planner I Blackburn delivered the staff report. 
 
Chair Hinson asked if the Planning Commission will review screening of the parking lot. 
 
Planner I Blackburn answered yes. 
 
Applicant and Architect for the project Andrew Maletz spoke in support of the application.  He 
explained the procedural posture of the application and what next steps will be.  The planning 
commission will review the final development plan.  He referenced the narrative that was 
included in the application, and stated that he was prepared to answer questions.  He 
acknowledged that the architecture is not Georgian, however it is balanced and scaled.  He further  
explained that he took cues from the surrounding architecture and chose restraint in the materials 
and design selection, not over articulate. 
 
Board Member Iten remarked that, in contrast to the east, west, and south elevations which sing, 
the north elevation is lacking. 
 
Board Member Maletz explained that the aesthetic on the north is intentional. It faces the Cedar 
Brook neighborhood and his intention was to be sensitive to the neighborhood which consists of 
smaller homes.  Thus the scale is more modest out of respect. 
 
Board Member Iten confirmed that Mr. Maletz would defend this as four-sided architecture. 
 
Board Member Brown acknowledged that the landscaping was not being reviewed here, but 
asked about buffering. 
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Mr. Maletz indicated areas of buffering and the existing trees and the no-build zone on the 
northern boundary. 
 
Board Member Brown thanked Mr. Maletz and remarked that it is a great looking building. 
 
Board Member Davie agreed and remarked that it was well thought out and placed. 
 
Chair Hinson agreed and stated that he had no concerns other than making sure the parking lot is 
properly screened. 
 
Hearing no further questions or comments, Board Member Iten moved for approval of the 
certificate of appropriateness for ARB-59-2026.  Board Member Davie seconded the motion. 
 
Upon roll call:  Mr. Iten yes, Mr. Davie yes, Ms. Moore yes, Mr. Brown yes, Mr. Hinson yes.  
Having five yes votes the motion passed and the certificate of appropriateness was granted. 
 
The Board wished Mr. Maletz good luck. 
 
Chair Hinson introduced the third and final case and asked to hear the staff report. 

 
ARB-61-2026 Athletic Campus Certificate of Appropriateness 
Certificate of Appropriateness for Phase 1A of the New Albany Plain Local Schools’ Athletic 
Campus project at 6500 New Albany Road (PID: 222-002194-00). 
Applicant: Nathan Gammella, Schorr Architects, Inc. 
 
Board Member Maletz returned to his seat on the dais. 
 
Planner II Saumenig delivered the staff report. 
 
Chair Hinson noted that the informal presentation included metal roofing, but here asphalt 
shingles were used.  He asked whether this was for cost savings. 
 
Applicant and architect for the project Nathan Gamella answered yes and remarked that asphalt 
shingles have a higher resistance to object strikes. 
 
Chair Hinson confirmed the location of netting and that parts of the roof would be netted.  He 
further remarked that a ball strike could damage an asphalt shingle and requested that the team 
reconsider use of metal roofing. 
 
Board Member Maletz remarked that he too prefers metal but asphalt shingles would not show 
dents from ball strikes.  He continued that he appreciated incorporation of his comments from the 
informal presentation, particularly the enclosure of the stairs to the press box.  It is clear that the 
comments were heard and thoughtfully considered. 
 
Board Member Brown agreed that the structure looks great. 
 
Board Member Davie agreed that it is a vast improvement from the first iteration and further 
confirmed that the stairs are enclosed because it was not clear on all of the renderings.  He also 
recommended that the applicant look at water fountains, bottle fillers, and baby-changing 
stations. 
 
Mr. Gammella confirmed that it was enclosed and apologized for the oversight, noting that that 
this is a fast-moving project. 
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Hearing no further questions, Chair Hinson moved to approve the certificate of appropriateness 
for ARB-61-2026, noting that applicants and staff should keep in mind usage of metal roofing, if 
possible.  Board Member Iten seconded the motion. 
 
Upon roll call: Mr. Hinson yes, Mr. Iten yes, Mr. Brown yes, Ms. Moore yes, Mr. Maletz yes, Mr. 
Davie yes.  Having six yes votes, the motion passed and the certificate of appropriateness was 
granted. 
 
The board wished the applicant good luck. 
 
VII. Other business 
Chair Hinson asked if there was any other business to come before the board. 
 
Board  Member Iten asked what was coming. 
 
Planner I Blackburn answered that there was an application to be reviewed at next month’s 
meeting. 
 
VIII. Adjourn 
Having no further business and having completed their agenda, Board Member Iten moved to 
adjourn the September 14, 2026 meeting of the New Albany Architectural Review Board.  Board 
Member Brown seconded the motion. 
 
Upon roll call:  Mr. Iten yes, Mr. Brown yes, Mr. Hinson yes, Ms. Moore yes, Mr. Maletz yes, 
Mr. Davie yes.  Having six yes votes, the motion passed and the meeting was adjourned at 7:42 
p.m. 
 
Submitted by Deputy Clerk Madriguera, Esq. 
 
Appendix 
ARB-57-2026 
 Staff Report 
 Record of Action 
ARB-59-2026 
 Staff Report 
 Record of Action 
ARB-61-2026 
 Staff Report 
 Record of Action 
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Architectural Review Board Staff Report 

September 14, 2026 Meeting 

 
 

ENGLEFIELD OIL SIGNAGE 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS AND WAIVERS 

 
 
LOCATION:  9550 Johnstown Road (PID: 222-005109) 
APPLICANT: City of New Albany 
REQUEST: Certificate of Appropriateness with waivers 
ZONING:   1998 NACO Subarea 3E: Route 62 Commercial Comprehensive Planned Unit 

Development (C-PUD) and Urban Center Code: Village Core Sub-District 
STRATEGIC PLAN:  Village Center 
APPLICATION: ARB-57-2026 
 
Review based on application materials received August 17, 2026. 
Staff report prepared by Lauren Sauter, Planner 
 
I. REQUEST AND BACKGROUND 

The applicant requests a certificate of appropriateness and waivers to allow for the re-installation of one 
monument sign for Englefield Oil’s dual Duchess convenience store and BP fuel station site at the corner 
of Theisen Drive (soon to be renamed Ganton Parkway) and U.S. Route 62. The proposed sign is replacing 
a nearly identical monument sign that will be removed due to the widening of Theisen Drive. 
 
The applicant requests the following waivers as part of this application: 

(A) Waiver to zoning text section 3e.06(8)(f) to allow ground-mounted signage to be freestanding 

when the zoning text requires all ground-mounted signage to be incorporated into the white-

rail fence. 

(B) Waiver to zoning text section 3e.06(8)(h) to allow four colors to be used on a sign when the 

zoning text permits a maximum of three colors. 

 

A certificate of appropriateness for two monument signs with identical waivers was approved by the 
Architectural Review Board for this development on July 8, 2019 (ARB-58-2019). One of the approved 
monument signs is located on the Johnstown Road frontage, and the other identical monument sign is 
currently located on the Theisen Drive frontage and is to be removed by the city due to upgrades in the 
right-of-way. The proposed sign is identical to the existing monument signs except for minor face changes 
and automatic changeable numbers instead of manual changeable copy numbers. 
 

II. SITE DESCRIPTION & USE 

The site is located generally at the eastern perimeter of the Village Center, just southwest of the intersection 
of State Route 161 and U.S. Route 62 (Johnstown Road). The parcel is adjacent to the Plain Township Fire 
Department, the Windsor subdivision, and the recently approved Nationwide Children’s Hospital and 
Edgehill subdivision. It fronts onto both Johnstown Road and Theisen Road, the latter of which is currently 
being widened and extended as Ganton Parkway. As part of the road widening, the subject parcel is 
dedicating 12 feet of additional right-of-way to the city, which causes the existing leisure trail, fence, and 
sign to be “pushed back” as well. 
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III. EVALUATION 

Certificate of Appropriateness 

Per C.O. Section 1157.08(b)(1), any major environmental change to a property located within the Village 
Center, as defined in C.O. Section 1157.07, requires a certificate of appropriateness to be issued by the 
Architectural Review Board. No environmental change shall be made to any property within the city of 
New Albany until a Certificate of Appropriateness has been properly applied for and issued by staff or the 
Board. Per C.O. Section 1157.09, Criteria for Evaluation of Application for Certification of Design 

Appropriateness, and C.O. Chapter 1169, City Sign Regulations, the modifications to the site should be 
evaluated on these criteria: 
 

1. Compliance of the application with the Design Guidelines and Requirements and requirements of 

the Codified Ordinances. 
• Subarea 3E of the 1998 NACO C-PUD zoning text outlines select signage standards in 

addition to those of the city sign code, C.O. 1169. The applicant is requesting two waivers 
from the zoning text. 

• During the time of final development plan approval, the Architectural Review Board and 
Planning Commission approved the development plan with conditions related to the location 
and design of the site’s two monument signs in an effort to maintain the standard design 
established by the Canini Trust Corp Sign Recommendation Plan along U.S. Route 62. The 
Canini Trust Corp Sign Recommendation Plan has become the sign design standard for this 
area. The proposed ground-mounted sign will continue to be centered in between the horse 
fence and the leisure path, which is the recommended design in the Canini Trust Corp 
Signage Recommendation Plan. 

• The sign aligns with other recommendations included in the Canini Trust Corp Signage 
Recommendation Plan and with existing signage in the Canini Trust Corp area. The sign will 
utilize white trim and a white brick base and cap, a standard four-foot height and 
approximately eight-foot width, a black background, and a standard scale for the logos and 
lettering. 

• The existing sign uses changeable copy for the fuel prices. This sign is proposed to use 
automatic changeable prices, which is permitted. 

• Zoning text 3e.06 for ground-mounted signage requires the following:  
 

Quantity  1 per building parcel façade 
(2 total) 

1 monument sign 
(2 total) ✔ 

Area  Max. 50 square feet per side 30 square feet per side ✔ 

Height  Max. 5 or 6 feet   Sign: 2.67 feet 
Total: 4 feet ✔ 

Width  Sign board max. 8 feet Sign: 7.5 feet ✔ 
Illumination External External ✔ 
Colors  Max. 3 colors  4 colors Waiver 

Location Incorporated into horse fence Free-standing Waiver 

 
2. The visual and functional components of the building and its site, including but not limited to 

landscape design and plant materials, lighting, vehicular and pedestrian circulation, and signage. 

• The sign is appropriate for this location and use. The sign is designed to be consistent with 
the existing signage and with other signs generally in the Canini Trust Corp area. 

• As required by the zoning text, the sign will not be placed in “landscaped features.” 
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3. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, site and/or its 

environment shall not be destroyed. 
• The existing sign, leisure trail, and fence are not being permanently removed; they are being 

pushed back due to the widening of Theisen Drive. Approving the certificate of 
appropriateness and waivers will preserve the existing character of the site. 

 

4. All buildings, structures and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. 

The building is a product of its own time and should utilize signs appropriate to its scale and 
style while considering its surroundings. It appears that this sign is scaled appropriately for this 
tenant space and is appropriately designed. 

 

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, 

structure or site shall be created with sensitivity. 

• Not applicable. 
 

6. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a manner that 

if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 

the original structure would be unimpaired. 

• No additions or alterations are proposed that would impair existing structures upon removal. 
 
Waiver Requests 

The Architectural Review Board’s review of waivers is pursuant to C.O. Section 1113.11, Action by the 
Architectural Review Board. Within 30 days after the public meeting, the Architectural Review Board shall 
either approve, approve with supplementary conditions, or disapprove the request for a waiver. The 
Architectural Review Board shall only approve a waiver or approve a waiver with supplementary conditions 
if it finds that the waiver, if granted, would: 

1. Provide an appropriate design or pattern of development considering the context in which the 

development is proposed and the purpose of the particular standard. In evaluating the context as 

it is used in the criteria, the ARB may consider the relationship of the proposed development with 

adjacent structures, the immediate neighborhood setting, or a broader vicinity to determine if the 

waiver is warranted. 
2. Substantially meet the intent of the standard that the applicant is attempting to seek a waiver from, 

and fit within the goals of the Village Center Strategic Plan, Land Use Strategic Plan and the 

Design Guidelines and Requirements. 
3. Be necessary for reasons of fairness due to unusual building, structure, or site-specific conditions. 

4. Not detrimentally affect the public health, safety or general welfare. 
 
The applicant requests the following waivers as part of the application: 

Images: Existing (left) and proposed (right) monument sign for the Englefield Oil site. 
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(A) Waiver to zoning text section 3e.06(8)(f) to allow ground-mounted signage to be freestanding 

when the zoning text requires all ground-mounted signage to be incorporated into the white-

rail fence. 

The following should be considered in the Board’s decision: 
• This waiver was approved by the Architectural Review Board for the existing monument signs on 

July 8, 2019 (ARB-58-2019). The proposed sign serves the same purpose and conforms to the same 
character as the existing signs. 

• The ground-mounted signage is proposed to be freestanding in between the horse fence and the 
leisure trail. The leisure trail and fence are proposed to be moved slightly back into the lot due to 
the widening of Theisen Drive, and the sign will be located in the same place as it currently exists 
relative to the leisure trail and fence. 

• The proposed design is appropriate, as this is the design that is utilized in the Canini Trust Corp 
farther north on U.S. Route 62. It does not appear that any nearby properties utilize monument 
signage that is “incorporated into the horse fence,” though this has been implemented in numerous 
locations in the city. Granting the waiver will ensure consistency in the interchange area and along 
the corridor. 

• The design of the ground-mounted sign will meet the intent of the standard that the applicant is 
attempting to seek a waiver from. The Canini Trust Corp Sign Recommendation plan has become 
the new standard for signs in this area. The proposed signage is centered in between the leisure trail 
and the horse fence, which meets the design recommendations of the Canini Trust Corp Sign 
Recommendation Plan. Other signs in this area have followed this recommendation, and in order 
to ensure consistency with this plan and other signs in the area, the waiver is needed. 

• Granting the waiver would not detrimentally affect the public health, safety, or general welfare. 
 

(B) Waiver to zoning text section 3e.06(8)(h) to allow four colors to be used on a sign when the 

zoning text permits a maximum of three colors. 

The following should be considered in the Board’s decision: 
• This waiver was approved by the Architectural Review Board for the existing monument signs on 

July 8, 2019 (ARB-58-2019). The proposed sign uses the same colors for the same logos as the 
existing signs. 

• The zoning text permits a maximum of three colors, inclusive of black and white. 
• The sign is proposed to utilize black, white, yellow, and green colors. The yellow and green are 

used for the Duchess and BP logos. The black color is typical of the background of Canini Trust 
Corp signage; any other color would not align with the established character of the area’s signage. 

• The sign’s colors will meet the intent of the standard that the applicant is attempting to seek a 
waiver from. Although there are more colors than permitted by the zoning text, none of the 
proposed colors are jarring or overly bright. The sign’s black and white colors are appropriate for 
the area, and the yellow and green are limited to just the logos. 

• The waiver may be necessary for reasons of fairness. A majority of commercial sites only have one 
tenant, and such sites only identify one company on their respective monument signs, when utilized. 
Due to the nature of this site, which has both the Duchess convenience store and BP fuel station, 
there are two companies that must be identified in the monument sign, and more colors are 
reasonably needed. (For signage in the Canini Trust Corp zoning text, there are often two tenants 
identified on monument signs, but the zoning text permits more than three colors.) 

• The city’s sign code allows a maximum of four colors. Numerous other Planned Unit Development 
zoning texts specify that when there is a maximum of three colors, black and white are not counted 
toward the maximum. The number of colors is consistent with surrounding Village Center signage 
and other city sign code. 

• Granting the waiver would not detrimentally affect the public health, safety, or general welfare. 
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IV. SUMMARY 

The applicant requests approval of a certificate of appropriateness with two waivers for the re-installation 
of one monument sign in the Village Center. The sign is nearly identical to the existing monument signs, 
located on the Theisen Drive (Ganton Parkway) frontage and U.S. Route 62 frontage of Englefield Oil’s 
Duchess and BP site. On the Theisen Drive frontage, the sign, along with the leisure trail and fence, is being 
moved back approximately 10 feet into the lot by the city due to road widening plans. The sign aligns with 
the Canini Trust Corp Sign Recommendations Plan and conforms to the zoning text and city sign code 
except for the considerations outlined in the two waiver requests. 
 
The waivers appear appropriate, as they adhere to a consistent architectural character and design of the area 
and match the existing signage on the site. Instead of being integrated into the fence, the monument sign 
will be cohesive with other monument signage in the Canini Trust Corp and with the monument sign that 
is to remain on the U.S. Route 62 frontage. Additionally, while four colors are being used, two of the main 
colors are black and white, which do not create overly bright or jarring signage. The other two colors, 
yellow and green, are used only in the logos that identify the tenants of the site, Duchess and BP. The same 
waivers were requested and approved for the two existing monument signs in 2019. 
 
V. ACTION 

Should the Architectural Review Board find sufficient basis for approval, the following motion would be 
appropriate (conditions of approval may be added): 
 
Move to approve Certificate of Appropriateness application ARB-57-2026. 
 
Approximate Site Location: 
 

 
Source: NearMap 
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Architectural Review Board Staff Report 
September 14, 2026 

  

 
INFINITE CHURCH  

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS  
 
 
LOCATION:  PID: 222-004532 
APPLICANT: Clare Knecht 
REQUEST:  Certificate of Appropriateness  
ZONING:   Comprehensive Planned Unit Development (C-PUD) – 1998 NACO 

PUD Subarea 7C: Oak Grove West Zoning Text  
STRATEGIC PLAN:  US 62 Office Campus 
APPLICATION: ARB-59-2026  
 
Review based on: Application materials received on August 14, 2026 
Staff report prepared by Kylie Blackburn, Planner 
 
I. REQUEST AND BACKGROUND 
The applicant requests review and approval for the development of a new church and parking lot 
along Walton Parkway between State Route 605 and Bevelhymer Road.  
 
Per Section 8 of the New Albany Design Guidelines and Requirements, civic and institutional 
projects must submit a development plan for review by the Architectural Review Board (ARB). 
The plan should include site design, building locations, building form and massing information, 
and a palette of design elements that includes exterior materials, window and door design, colors, 
and ornamentation. Section 8 of the New Albany Design Guidelines and Requirements applies to 
all religious buildings therefore, ARB review and approval is required. All other proposed or 
existing improvements shown on the site plan do not constitute as new buildings and therefore do 
not require ARB review. While the staff report identifies landscaping, parking, signage, and other 
applicable requirements, all proposed site improvements will be evaluated by the Planning 
Commission with the required Final Development Plan application to ensure full compliance with 
all applicable City codes and regulations.  
  
II. SITE DESCRIPTION & USE  
The 7.31 +/- acre development site is located along Walton Parkway east of the Bob Evans building 
and south of the Cedar Brook neighborhood. The site is currently undeveloped with another 
undeveloped lot to the west. It is zoned C-PUD with the Oak Grove West zoning text overlay.  
 
III. EVALUATION 
A. Certificate of Appropriateness 
The ARB’s review is pursuant to C.O. Section 1157.06. No environmental change shall be made 
to any property within the City of New Albany until a Certificate of Appropriateness has been 
properly applied for and issued by staff or the Board. All applications considered by the ARB are 
presented as Certificates of Appropriateness (COAs); however, the scope of the ARB’s review is 
limited to the applicable criteria identified in Section 8(III)(1), as described above for this 
case. Accordingly, while the staff report may provide context regarding other site elements, such 
as landscaping, parking, signage, and related improvements, those items are not within the ARB’s 
scope of approval unless specifically subject to the criteria in Section 8(III)(1). Final approval and 
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determination of compliance for those items remain with Planning Commission during the Final 
Development Plan review: 
 

1. The compliance of the application with the Design Guidelines and Requirements and 

Codified Ordinances.  

▪ The applicant proposes to construct a 46,744 sq. ft. new church building and associated 
parking lot with 267 spaces on the undeveloped site. 

▪ The site is zoned C-PUD and the text uses Office Campus District (OCD) as its base 
code. This means that religious exercise facilities and related uses are permitted within 
the zoning district. 

▪ The Oak Grove West zoning text establishes the following setbacks 
 Setback Requirement  Proposed 
Walton Parkway  65 feet for building and 35 

feet for pavement  
92+/- feet for building and 
35+/- feet for pavement 
[meets code] 

Side Yard 30 feet for building and 15 
feet for pavement  

Well over 30 feet for 
building and 16+/- feet for 
pavement [meets code] 

Northern Boundary  120 feet for buildings and 
50 feet for pavement   

120+/- feet for building 
53+/- feet for pavement 
[meets code] 

▪ Section 8(III.2) of the Design Guidelines & Requirements states that the selection of 
architectural style shall be appropriate to the context, location, and function of the 
building. The style should be based on traditional practice in American architecture 
and as illustrated in the Design Principles and the “American Architectural Precedent” 
section. In general, high-style designs with grander scale are appropriate for major 
structures such as government buildings, schools, and churches. The City Architect 
comments that the size, massing, and style are appropriate given the location in which 
the development is proposed. 

o Walton Parkway is a commercial environment outside of the Village Center. 
The buildings on Walton Parkway do not follow a traditional Georgian 
architecture but a human scale commercial style of architecture.  

o The church’s proposed architecture is intended to blend in with the 
commercial buildings along Walton Parkway while still allowing it to stand 
out as a religious use.  

▪ There is an existing mix of building materials along Walton 
Parkway. Some of the existing buildings, such as Bob Evans and 
7815 Walton Parkway, are composed of red brick with large 
windows, while buildings such as Feazel Roofing and 8323 Walton 
Parkway are white with dark accents.  

▪ The applicant proposes to use white brick, a standing seam metal roof, TPO low-slope 
roof, and painted ornamental steel columns.  

o The applicant proposes white brick for the massing of the building. The City 
Architect states that the use of white brick is architecturally appropriate in 
relation to what exists in the immediate area.  

▪ Section 8(III.3) of the Design Guidelines & Requirements (DGRS) In keeping with 
traditional practice, the entrances to civic and institutional buildings shall be oriented 
toward primary streets and roads and shall be of a distinctive character that makes them 
easy to locate. Embraces shall be scaled and detailed to match the scale and detail of 
interior public space. 



ARB 26 0914 Infinite Church ARB-59-2026 3 of 5 

o The proposed design provides entrances along Walton Parkway that are easy 
to locate on the building, as seen in the image below. 

o  The main entrances are on the sides of the building where the awnings are 
and allow for more direct access from the parking lot.  

▪ Section 8(III.4) of the Design Guidelines & Requirements (DGRS) Civic and 
institutional designs shall follow the precedents of traditional American architectural 
designs, with particular care paid to the proportions of wall height to width; roof shape; 
and proportions of windows and doors, including vertically-proportioned window 
panes. The details and design characteristics of the traditional style selected for a new 
building shall be carefully studied and faithfully rendered in the new building’s design.  

o The proposed church is designed in a way to incorporate the surrounding 
features and the traditional style of the area. The church is using a low/flat 
roof to be more in line with the surrounding commercial areas while using 
vertically proportioned windows. The City Architect has reviewed this 
proposed church building and states that the design is architecturally 
appropriate.  

o The City Architect comments that the applicant has successfully kept the 
overall height of the proposed structure similar to the surrounding buildings 
while still maintaining an expected presence and importance. The applicant 
states that extra design consideration was taken on the north side of the 
building to have a lower roof line along the Cedar Brook neighborhood to 
help have a more seamless transition from the residential to more 
commercial style space. 

 
2. The visual and functional components of the building and its site, including but not limited 

to landscape design and plant materials, lighting, vehicular and pedestrian circulation, 
and signage. 

 

Landscape 
▪ Section 8 (II.2) of the Design Guidelines & Requirements states that site plantings 

and landscaping shall be of an appropriate scale and design, based on or 
complementary to the architectural design of the new building.  

o The applicant has shown trees throughout the parking lot as well as 
the required landscape buffer along the northern property line. A 
detailed landscaping plan will be provided and evaluated by the 
Planning Commission with the Final Development Plan (FDP) 
application.  
 

Lighting and Signage 
▪ No lighting plan has been submitted at this time but will be reviewed by the Planning 

Commission at the time of FDP.  
▪ The applicant has added signage to the plans simply to show the intended placement 

of a future wall sign but has stated that they are not asking for a sign to be reviewed 
at this time. Signage will be reviewed by the Planning Commission at the time of 
FDP.  

 
Vehicular and Pedestrian circulation: 
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▪ The site will add one curb cut onto Walton Parkway as its main entrance. The 
applicant has shown a cross-access easement that has already been established with 
the neighboring property to the west. As seen in the plans, there is a proposed road 
connection to the northern side of the properties.  

▪ The applicant has shown pedestrian walkways on the south and west side of the 
building.  

▪ Per Codified Ordinance Chapter 1167.05(c)(1), churches are required to provide 
one parking spot for every three seats in the main auditorium. The proposed 
church’s main auditorium will seat 800, meaning 267 spaces are required. The 
proposed church meets the parking requirement.  

▪ All vehicular and pedestrian circulation will be evaluated by the Planning 
Commission and City Engineer at the time of FDP.  

 
3. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, site and/or its 

environment shall not be destroyed.  

▪ The site is currently undeveloped.  
  

4. All buildings, structures and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. 
▪ It appears that the applicant has designed the church and site in a way that is 

appropriate to fit in with the style and feel of the surrounding area. The proposed 
building materials align with the architectural design, ensuring sensitivity to the 
established character of the immediate area. 

 
5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a 

building, structure or site shall be created with sensitivity. 

▪    The proposed building and parking lot are sensitive to the existing characteristics of 
the area. 

 
6. The surface cleaning of masonry structures shall be undertaken with methods designed to 

minimize damage to historic building materials. 
▪ Not Applicable. 

 

7. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a 
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential 

form and integrity of the original structure would be unimpaired. 
▪ Not Applicable.   

 
IV. SUMMARY 
The ARB should evaluate the overall proposal based on the requirements in the Design Guidelines 
and Requirements. The New Albany Design Guidelines and Recommendations state that New 
Albany’s goal is to encourage a consistent approach when new public buildings are created in the 
community, and the selection of architectural style shall be appropriate to the context, location, and 
function of the proposed elements. The proposed church design exhibits high architectural quality 
and harmonizes with the neighborhood's existing character. Elements such as the white brick, 
windows, and distinctive roofline draw inspiration from surrounding commercial structures while 
establishing a unique, fitting identity for a place of worship.  
 
This Certificate of Appropriateness approves the architectural design of the proposed church 
building. Approval of this Certificate of Appropriateness does not constitute approval of final 
landscaping, signage, site lighting, stormwater, utilities, engineering, construction, or other 
zoning/building permit requirements, which remain subject to separate Planning Commission 
approval with a Final Development Plan for the site.  
 
V. ACTION 
Should the Architectural Review Board find sufficient basis for approval, the following motion 
would be appropriate.  
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Suggested Motion for ARB-59-2026:  
Move to approve Certificate of Appropriateness application ARB-59-2026 (conditions may be 
added).  
 
Approximate Site Location: 

  
Source: NearMap 
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Community Development Department

RE:      City of New Albany Board and Commission Record of Action

Dear Clare Knecht, 

Attached is the Record of Action for your recent application that was heard by one of the City of New
Albany Boards and Commissions. Please retain this document for your records.  

This Record of Action does not constitute a permit or license to construct, demolish, occupy or make
alterations to any land area or building.  A building and/or zoning permit is required before any work can
be performed.  For more information on the permitting process, please contact the Community
Development Department.

Additionally, if the Record of Action lists conditions of approval these conditions must be met prior to
issuance of any zoning or building permits.  

Please contact our office at (614) 939-2254 with any questions. 

Thank you. 
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Community Development Department

Decision and Record of Action
Monday, September 14, 2026

The New Albany Architectural Review Board took the following action on 09/14/2026 .

Certificate of Appropriateness

Location:  Walton Parkway, New Albany, OH 43054
Applicant: Clare Knecht, 

Application: PLARB20260059
Request: Certificate of Appropriateness for a new church building for the Infinite Church generally

located on Walton Parkway between State Route 605 and Bevelhymer Road (PID:
222-004532).

Motion: To Approve

Commission Vote: Motion Approved, 5-0

Result: Certificate of Appropriateness, PLARB20260059 was Approved, by a vote of 5-0.

Recorded in the Official Journal this

Condition(s) of Approval:
N/A

Staff Certification:

Kylie Blackburn
Planner
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Architectural Review Board Staff Report 

September 14, 2026 Meeting 

 

 
NAPLS ATHLETIC CAMPUS PHASE 1A 

ATHLETIC SUPPORT FACILITIES 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 

 

 

LOCATION:  6500 New Albany Road East (PID:222-002194-00) 

REQUEST:  Certificate of Appropriateness 

ZONING:   Office Campus District (OCD) 

STRATEGIC PLAN: Employment Center 

APPLICATION: ARB-61-2026  

APPLICANT: Schorr Architects, Inc. c/o Nathan Gammella 

 

Review based on: Application materials received on August 21, 2026 

Staff report completed by Sierra Saumenig, Planner II 

 

I. REQUEST AND BACKGROUND 

The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to construct athletic support facilities, 

including a concession stand, home and visitor dugouts, a press box, restrooms, and 

batting/hitting facilities, in connection with the relocation of the New Albany Plain Local School 

District's baseball and softball fields. 

 

Per Section 8 of the New Albany Design Guidelines and Requirements, civic and institutional 

projects must submit a development plan for review by the Architectural Review Board (ARB). 

The plan should include site design, building locations, building form and massing information, 

and a palette of design elements that includes exterior materials, window and door design, colors, 

and ornamentation. Section 8 of the New Albany Design Guidelines and Requirements applies to 

all park and recreation buildings therefore, ARB review and approval is required. All other 

proposed or existing improvements shown on the site plan do not constitute as new buildings and 

therefore do not require ARB review. While the staff report identifies landscaping, parking, 

signage, and other applicable requirements, all proposed site improvements will be subject to staff 

review during the permitting process to ensure full compliance with all applicable City codes and 

regulations.  

 

This project represents Phase 1A of a collaborative site development effort between NAPLS and 

the City of New Albany. As part of this effort, the city currently intends to lease a portion of the 

acreage to the NAPLS, while reserving a portion of the land for public green space. This strategic 

acquisition of the 49.4-acre property reflects a collaborative effort between the city and the district, 

intended to secure the long-term future of the school campus while expanding athletic opportunities 

for students. 
 

The ARB informally reviewed the proposed buildings at the July 13, 2026 meeting. Board members 

offered several comments for the applicant's consideration, including the alignment and roof design 

of the press box, long-term maintenance concerns related to the exterior stairs, restroom quantity 

and placement relative to spectator areas, safety and circulation between fields, parking capacity, 

and durability of the proposed metal roofing. The applicant acknowledged the feedback and 

indicated it would be taken into consideration as the design progresses. 
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II. SITE DESCRIPTION & USE  

The overall site, approximately 49.4 acres in size, is the former Discover Financial Services 

property. The building has since been demolished, and the parcel currently contains only the 

remaining parking lot, detention basins, and landscaping. The surrounding area includes residential 

properties to the north, east, and south and commercial properties to the west.  

 

III. EVALUATION 

Architectural Review Board Review Criteria: Section 8(III)(1) of the Design Guidelines and 

Requirements (DGRs) requires civic and institutional projects to have a development plan submit 

for review by the Architectural Review Board. The Board should evaluate its site design, building 

locations, building form and massing information, and palette of design elements, including 

exterior materials, window and door design, colors, and ornamentation.   

 

A. Certificate of Appropriateness 

The ARB’s review is pursuant to C.O. Section 1157.06. No environmental change shall be made 

to any property within the City of New Albany until a Certificate of Appropriateness has been 

properly applied for and issued by staff or the Board. All applications considered by the ARB are 
presented as Certificates of Appropriateness (COAs); however, the scope of the ARB’s review is 

limited to the applicable criteria identified in Section 8(III)(1), as described above for this case. 

Accordingly, while the staff report may provide context regarding other site elements, such as 

landscaping, parking, signage, and related improvements, those items are not within the ARB’s 

scope of approval unless specifically subject to the criteria in Section 8(III)(1). Final approval and 

determination of compliance for those items remain with city staff through the applicable 

permitting and review processes. 
 

1. The compliance of the application with the Design Guidelines and Requirements and 

Codified Ordinances.  
▪ The applicant proposes to construct a total of 12 buildings including home/visitor 

dugouts, home/visitor dugouts with a press box above, concession/restroom 

facility, standalone restrooms, hitting facility, and a water meter building. 

▪ All buildings are proposed to be white fiber cement board and batten with a dark 

gray burnished CMU wainscot on the walls, and asphalt shingle roofs. The 

proposed buildings are consistent with the established character and architectural 

design of the existing athletic facilities on the school campus and are appropriately 

designed to complement the overall  athletic field setting. 

▪ Section 8 (III.2) requires the architectural style of a civic building to be 

appropriate to the context, location and function of the building and be based on 

traditional practice in American architecture. Public recreation structures may be 

appropriately designed as vernacular buildings or even in the form of traditional 

barns.  

o While the DGR’s generally require four-sided architecture, it provides 

an exception for public recreation structures, which may be 

appropriately designed as vernacular buildings or in the form of 

traditional barns. This flexibility recognizes that recreational structures, 

such as concession stands, dugouts, and press boxes, serve a 

functional, utilitarian purpose distinct from typical commercial or 

residential buildings, and their design is often driven by sightlines, 

operational needs, and orientation toward the athletic fields rather than 

a public street frontage. Because these structures are not principal 

buildings and are designed primarily to support athletic-field 

operations, the same level of façade articulation, fenestration, and 

architectural hierarchy expected of principal buildings may not be 

necessary or practical in every instance. 

▪ Section 8(III.4) of the Design Guidelines & Requirements (DGRS) states civic 

and institutional designs shall follow the precedents of traditional American 
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architectural designs, with particular care paid to the proportions of wall height to 

width; roof shape; and proportions of windows and doors, including vertically 

proportioned windowpanes. The details and design characteristics of the 

traditional style selected for a new building shall be carefully studied and 

faithfully rendered in the new building’s design. 

▪ While the structure is not a traditional civic or institutional building, the 

design incorporates elements consistent with traditional American 

architectural precedent, including the overall roof form, proportions, and 

use of architectural materials. The facades with windows are vertically 

proportioned. The proposed design provides a cohesive and appropriately 

detailed architectural character while maintaining the functional 

requirements of recreational facilities. 

▪ The city architect has reviewed the proposed designs and commented that the 

project reflects an appropriate design approach, consisting of straightforward, 

simple forms that are partially utilitarian and partially stylized in character. The 

City Architect expressed general support for the design but recommended that the 

applicant provide a material sample showing the selected block with the proposed 

mortar, noting that the mortar selection can significantly influence the overall 
appearance of the finished material. Staff recommends a condition of approval 

that the applicant work with the city architect with the selected block and proposed 

mortar (condition #1). 

▪ Below are examples of some of the proposed buildings: 

 

 
South elevation of the concession stand  

 

 
Home dugout with Press Box (field side)  
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South elevation of hitting facility with restrooms 

 

 
2. The visual and functional components of the building and its site, including but not limited 

to landscape design and plant materials, lighting, vehicular and pedestrian circulation, 

and signage. 
 

Landscape 

▪ The applicant provided a Landscape Coordination Plan. The proposed landscaping 

for the site will be developed collaboratively between NAPLS and the city’s 

landscape architecture team. Landscaping for Phase 1A is intended to be limited 

in scope, with the final selection and placement of tree species coordinated to 

ensure consistency with the landscaping envisioned for future phases of 

development.  

▪ This will be reviewed and evaluated by staff during permitting and is not subject 

to ARB approval. 

 

Lighting 

▪ Gooseneck lighting is proposed on most of the buildings. All proposed lighting is 

black and similar in appearance and style. 

▪ There is no proposed site lighting for the development at this time. This will be 

reviewed during the engineering permitting process for compliance with code 

requirements. 

 

Vehicular and Pedestrian circulation: 

▪ The site will be accessed via two curb cuts, with one located along New Albany 

Road East and the other along SR 605. 

▪ The applicant proposes pedestrian connections to both public streets, as well as an 

internal sidewalk network that provides pedestrian circulation throughout the site. 

These internal sidewalks connect the parking areas to the athletic fields and related 

site amenities. 

▪ The applicant proposes 212 parking spaces, which meets the applicable 

requirement of 20 spaces per playfield, plus one space for every six seats in the 

stands. Based on the applicant’s estimate of approximately 600 total seats, or 150 

seats per field, the proposed parking supply satisfies the required parking 

calculation. 

 

Signage 

▪ No signage is proposed currently. This will be reviewed and evaluated by staff 

during permitting and is not subject to ARB approval. 
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3. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, site and/or its 
environment shall not be destroyed.  

▪ The distinguishing original qualities or character of the site will not be destroyed. 

The site is the former Discover property; the previous building has been 

demolished, and the property is currently characterized primarily by a large 

remaining parking lot and detention basins. As a result, there are limited existing 

architectural or site-defining features to preserve. The proposed park use would 

replace an underutilized paved condition with recreational open space and 

associated site improvements, which would enhance the character and function of 

the property rather than diminish any remaining historic or original qualities. 

 
4. All buildings, structures and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. 

▪ The proposed buildings and site improvements are designed as athletic facilities 

that reflect their intended recreational function. The design appears compatible 

with the surrounding area and has been developed with the athletic facility context 

in mind, while also responding to the applicable architectural expectations of the 

DGR’s. 

 
5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a 

building, structure or site shall be created with sensitivity. 

▪ The shape, massing, and detail of architectural elements are appropriate for the 

proposed architectural style and intended use. The applicant has achieved a 

thoughtful design that is visually appealing for athletic facilities. 
 

6. The surface cleaning of masonry structures shall be undertaken with methods designed to 

minimize damage to historic building materials. 

▪ Not Applicable 

 
7. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a 

manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential 
form and integrity of the original structure would be unimpaired. 

▪ Not Applicable 

 

B. Office Campus District (OCD) Zoning District Development Standards Compliance 

▪ The proposed building meets all of the OCD zoning district requirements found in C.O. 

1144 and provided below. 

 

Standard Requirement Proposed 

Minimum Front Yard 

Depth 

55 feet 60+/- feet along New Albany Condit Road 

[meets code] 

182+/- feet along New Albany Road East 

[meets code] 

111+/- feet along Central College Road [meets 

code] 

Minimum Side Yard 

Width 

15 feet There is no side yard for this site as it fronts 

three streets. 

Minimum Rear Yard 

Depth 

20 feet for paved 

area, 40 feet for 

structures 

800+/- feet [meets code] 

Maximum Height 65 feet Tallest building is 40’ (indoor hitting facility) 

[meets code] 

          Note: there is no minimum lot area or lot width for the OCD zoning district 
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IV. SUMMARY 

The NAPLS athletic campus reflects a collaborative effort between the school district and the 

city, offering a relocation site for the district's baseball and softball fields. The proposed 

architecture is appropriate given the intended use of the proposed buildings. These facilities are 

utilitarian by nature, with design driven by sightlines and field orientation rather than street 

presence. The proposed buildings are similar to the existing athletic facilities on the school 

campus and are appropriately designed to complement the overall athletic field setting.  
 

The proposed development meets all applicable setbacks and other requirements, demonstrating 

compliance with zoning standards. 

 

This Certificate of Appropriateness approves the architectural design of the proposed athletic 

support buildings. Approval of this Certificate of Appropriateness does not constitute approval of 

final landscaping, signage, site lighting, stormwater, utilities, engineering, construction, or other 

zoning/building permit requirements, which remain subject to separate staff review and approval 

as applicable. 

 

 

V. ACTION 

Should the Architectural Review Board find sufficient basis for approval, the following motion 

would be appropriate (conditions may be added).  

 

Suggested Motion for ARB-61-2026:  

Move to approve Certificate of Appropriateness application ARB-61-2026 with the following 

condition: 

 

1. That the applicant work with the city architect on final block and mortar selection.  

 

Approximate Site Location:  

  
 
Source: NearMap 
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Community Development Department

RE:      City of New Albany Board and Commission Record of Action

Dear Nathan Gammella, Schorr Architects,

Attached is the Record of Action for your recent application that was heard by one of the City of New
Albany Boards and Commissions. Please retain this document for your records. 

This Record of Action does not constitute a permit or license to construct, demolish, occupy or make
alterations to any land area or building.  A building and/or zoning permit is required before any work can
be performed.  For more information on the permitting process, please contact the Community
Development Department.

Additionally, if the Record of Action lists conditions of approval these conditions must be met prior to
issuance of any zoning or building permits. 

Please contact our office at (614) 939-2254 with any questions.

Thank you.
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Community Development Department

Decision and Record of Action
Wednesday, September 23, 2026

The New Albany Architectural Review Board took the following action on 09/14/2026 .

Certificate of Appropriateness

Location: 6500 E NEW ALBANY RD
Applicant: Nathan Gammella, Schorr Architects,

Application: PLARB20260061
Request: Certificate of Appropriateness for Phase 1A of the New Albany Plain Local Schools’

Athletic Campus project at 6500 New Albany Road (PID: 222-002194-00).
Motion: To approve

Commission Vote: Motion Approval with Conditions, 6-0

Result: Certificate of Appropriateness, PLARB20260061 was Approval with Conditions, by a vote
of 6-0.

Recorded in the Official Journal this September 23, 2026

Condition(s) of Approval:

1. That the applicant works with the city architect on final bloack and mortar selection.

Staff Certification:

Sierra Saumenig
Planner
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