Village of Pittsford
Architectural and Preservati on Revi ew Board
Regul ar Meeting — January 3, 2005 at 6:30 P. M

PRESENT:
Chai rperson: Steve Mel nyk
Menber s: Ken Wil ard
Marci a Watt (absent)
Scott Latshaw
John Li nmbeck
Attorney: Jeff Turner
Bui | di ng I nsp: Skip Bailey
Rec Secretary: Li nda Habeeb
1. Kevin Quinn — 6 Sutherland St. ~ W ndows

Present: Kevin Quinn

Application: Submtted and date stanped 8/25/04, amended on Septenber
9, 2004, and building inspector approved on 8/26/04.

Di scussion: This is a continuation froma previous neeting held open
for the portion of the application dealing with replacement of the 3'd
floor wi ndows on the residence. The Board' s architectural consultant
revi ewed the wi ndows and comrented on the record regarding the w ndows.
The consultant’s opinion is that the wi ndows should be repaired rather
than replaced, as they are original and somewhat uni que. Chairperson
Mel nyk suggested that the applicant consult Historic Pittsford for
further guidance. The applicant expressed his opinion that the w ndows
are deteriorated beyond repair, and he proposed an in-kind repl acenent
of the windows with true divided lites.

Fi ndi ng of Fact:

1. The applicant indicated that because of the extensive deterioration
of the muntins, resin application would not be sufficient in this
i nstance and, therefore, the wi ndows are not repairable.

2. Replacerment windows will be true divided lites.

Motion: Menber Linmbeck made a notion, seconded by Menber Wllard, to
approve the replacenment, in kind, of the 3 wi ndows, based on the
applicant’s representation that the wi ndows are deteriorated beyond
repair, provided that the replacement wi ndows are the exact same style
— all-wood, Marvin windows with true divided lites, and conditional on
the applicant’s submittal of a cutsheet for the w ndows.

Vote: Linmbeck — yes; Wllard — yes; Mlnyk — yes; Latshaw — abstain.

Motion carried. This decision was filed in the Office of the Village
Clerk on January 3, 2005.

2. Sue Kochan ~ 8 N. Main Street ~ Sign
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Present: Sue Kochan

Application: Submtted and date stanped 12/17/04, and buil di ng
i nspect or approved on 12/ 21/ 04.

Di scussion: The applicant is proposing installing two 7"x 21" high-
density urethane signs on the front of her business. The applicant
presented sanpl e drawi ngs of the proposed signs and a photograph

i ndi cating the placenent of the signs on the building. The Board
poi nted out that the lighting being proposed is a new fixture going
into existing canned |ighting.

Motion: Menber Linbeck nmade a notion, seconded by Chairperson Ml nyk,
to approve the application for the signage, as submitted.

Vot e: Linbeck — yes; Wllard — yes; Melnyk — yes; Watt — yes; Latshaw
— yes. Mdtion carried. This decision was filed in the Ofice of the
Village Clerk on January 3, 2005.

3. Lisa Jordan (Mona Lisa’s Villa) ~ 50 State St. ~ Sign
Present: Lisa Jordan

Application: Submtted and date stanped 12/22/04, anended 1/3/05, and
bui | di ng i nspector approved on 12/28/04.

Di scussion: The applicants presented a proposal for a sign that was a
revision of the originally proposed sign. The Board stated that the
application woul d remai n open pending the submttal of a sanple of the
sign which includes the colors.

4., Scott & Jennifer Latshaw — 49 Monroe Ave ~ Porches
Present: Scott Latshaw
Application: Submitted and date stanped 12/ 15/ 04.

Menber Latshaw abstained from participation in this application

Di scussion: The application proposes the construction of a rear
covered porch to replace the existing, crunbling steps, and the
construction of a new front porch to replace the original front porch
whi ch was renmpved in 1955. The applicant presented draw ngs show ng

t he proposed porches and phot ographs of the original residence. Board
menbers questioned the applicant about the change from single col ums
on the original residence to the double colums on the current

proposal

The applicant stated that the material for the proposed col utms has not
been chosen, and questioned the Board about the acceptability of the
use of fiberglass for the colums. It was decided to consult the
Board’'s architectural advisor prior to nmaking a determ nation regardi ng
fiberglass as an acceptable material. The applicant also stated that
he woul d return before the Board to present lighting for the porches.

Motion: Menber Linmbeck made a motion, seconded by Menber Watt, to
approve the application, as submitted, allow ng the applicant the
option of installing the upper roof railings on the front elevation,
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and | eaving open the portion of the application regarding the materia
for the col ums.

Vote: Linbeck — yes; Wllard — yes; Melnyk — yes; Watt — yes; Latshaw
— abstain. Modtion carried. This decision was filed in the Ofice of
the Village Clerk on January 3, 2005.

5. Mario Arena — 26 Eastview Terrace ~ Addition
Application: Subnmitted and date stanped on 10/27/04, revised on
1/ 3/ 05, and buil ding inspector approved on 10/ 29/ 04.

Di scussion: This is a continuation of an open application in which the
appl i cant proposes enclosing the breezeway between the garage and the
house. The Board requested that the applicant provide nore detailed,
scal ed drawi ngs and photographs, indicating nore specific informtion
about the project. The Board toured the site on January 3, 2005.

Board memnbers di scussed the breezeway door, and indicated that it
shoul d not be a replica of the front door of the house, but should be a
secondary door.

Motion: Chairperson Melnyk made a notion, seconded by Menber Linbeck,
to approve the application, as submtted on 1/3/05, based on the
applicant’s representations of said drawi ngs and on the site visit of
1/3/05, with the condition that the breezeway door be consistent with a
secondary door and not a duplicate of the front entry door, and on the
condition that the setback be 12 inches. The door style portion of the
application will remai n open pending submttal of additiona

information fromthe applicant.

Vot e: Linmbeck — yes; Wllard — yes; Mlnyk — yes; Watt — yes; Latshaw
— yes. Mdtion carried. This decision was filed in the Ofice of the
Village Clerk on January 3, 2005.

Menber |tens:

Menmber WAtt reported to the Building Inspector that the “T-Mbile”

busi ness at 4 North Main Street has installed neon signs in the w ndow
in violation of Village Code.

M nut es:

Mot i on: Chairperson Mel nyk made a notion, seconded by Menber Latshaw,
to approve the Decenber 6, 2004 ninutes as anmended.

Vot e: Linmbeck — yes; WIllard — yes; Mlnyk — yes; Watt - yes; Latshaw
— yes. Mdtion carried.

Motion: Menber Linbeck nade a notion, seconded by Menber Wllard, to
approve the Decenber 16, 2004 ninutes as anmended.

Vote: Linmbeck — yes; WIllard — yes; Melnyk — yes; Watt — yes; Latshaw
— yes. Mdtion carried.

ADJ OURNMENT:
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There being no further business, Chairperson Ml nyk adjourned the
nmeeting at 8:30.

Li nda Habeeb, Recording Secretary



