
 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD MEETING 

NOVEMBER 20, 2002 
 

Deputy Mayor Rauber called the meeting to order at 5:33 P.M. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT    BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT 
 
Theodore E. Walker, Mayor       
Theodore E. Rauber, Trustee    
Steven T. Russell, Trustee 
Glenn C. Granger, Trustee  
Timothy M. Peer, Trustee  
 
OTHERS PRESENT 
 
Alan R. Scheg. Village Administrator 
Pamela J. Gilbert, Village Clerk 
John E. Linder, Superintendent of Electric 
 
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Motion was made by Deputy Mayor Rauber, seconded by Trustee Russell and carried 
that the minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held September 18, 2002 
be approved as read. 
 
 
APPLICATIONS: 
 
 
Nothing requiring Board action. 

 
 

 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 

1. Marello – Abbott’s – 138/148 S. Union Street 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber brought everyone up to date on the new design for the deck.  
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I would just like to add that if we need to have any code issues 
addressed we will need to contact our Code Enforcement Officer, Jack Crooks, who was 
unable to make our meeting tonight due to a death in the family. 
 
Art Renauto: The fact that the sidewalk is on an angle, the stair needs to be dead level. 
But we have the maximum riser height so we tried to position the stairs where we 
would have the least amount of problem from one end of the step to the other.  The 
drawings dated November 18th have had changes made to them today and I brought the 
new ones with me tonight.  
 
John Marello: The last meeting I was at was about a month ago.  How come I was not 
notified about the meeting you had a couple weeks ago? 
 
Art Renauto: After your business meeting. You had a chance to review the drawings; 
and as a result of that meeting I revised these drawings to conform more closely to what 
was outlined in the fax that Ted Walker sent to me.  I looked at the drawings yesterday 
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Art Renauto continues: and found a couple of places that needed to be repaired.  So I 
asked our designer to repair those drawings and issue this set, which I gave John a 
copy of today. 
 
 
Trustee Russell: Just so I’m clear these drawings are not being submitted by John. 
 
John Marello: No.  
 
Trustee Russell: What would you like to do, go back to the old set of drawings? 
 
John Marello: I’m fine talking about these drawings. 
 
Trustee Russell: I see that you are uncomfortable with the fact that there were some 
changes to the last set of drawings. 
 
John Marello: Yes, because with some of these changes I am looking at doubling my 
cost. It has a lot to do with things that weren’t there from the beginning.  Where were all 
these laws from the beginning when they approved my deck to be built? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I feel at a disadvantage without having Jack here to speak to 
that. 
 
Trustee Russell: John, do you feel uncomfortable not having Jack here to carry on this 
conversation? 
 
John Marello: I’m comfortable but I know that this is a very expensive proposition 
sitting in front of us.  You’re talking about moving that main beam header.  I’m almost 
better off taking the deck down and let them sit on the picnic tables.  It has gotten to 
the point where I might be better off asking the village how I could make the service 
window accessible with a set of steps, a wheelchair ramp to get into my side door, and 
take my deck down.  If it’s going to be this much of a problem for everybody, we agreed 
on something and I went and did it.  Then we had a meeting in Art’s office and agreed 
on something again.  Then between then and now it changed again.  I wasn’t made 
aware of these changes until this afternoon.  At what point in time is this going to stop?  
I’m not a rich man that I can throw money at a deck.  Now where talking about having 
lamp posts on it.  Who’s paying for it? We talked about how we could dress it up and 
make it look nice.  I also at the same time said maybe the village will be willing to 
participate because we a dressing up the sidewalks. 
 
Trustee Russell: What I would like to do is at least look at the changes made so I could 
get an appreciation for what you’re saying.  I am assuming that with these set of 
drawings your assessment is that it is going to cost more than the prior configurations?   
 
Art Renauto: This is the first drawing that I dropped of on November 6, 2002. 
 
Trustee Russell: So John is this the one that you saw and approved? 
 
John Marello: I saw it and said that if we can get this one approved lets go for it. 
 
Trustee Russell: Can we compare these two maps and understand the changes. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Let’s start with the stairs it looks like you changed it somewhat.   
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Art Renauto: What we have done is because it projected more than the two feet from the 
face of the building into the sidewalk right-of-way; and according to the Handicap Code 
the railing has to project one foot beyond the first nosing of the first step. 
 
John Marello: Is that on every set of steps that you have? 
 
Art Renauto: That would be for all commercial buildings. 
 
John Marello: I mean if a commercial building has ten set of steps going into it then 
every set of steps have to have it. 
 
Art Renauto: Every point of accessibility has to have this; it is not just for wheelchair 
bound people but for people who are blind or have other things that allow them to still 
walk but they need something to hold onto so they can adjust their pace as they go up 
and down the stairs.  The Handicap Code also states that this also has to go a foot 
beyond the last nosing.   
 
John Marello: Is there an opportunity where I can take it down in the winter? 
 
Art Renauto: If you close the stairs. I then would assume you could remove it in the 
winter, but none the less it still means that it will project that additional 12 inches into 
the right-of-way of the sidewalk.  Whether it is a snow removal problem or someone 
might walk into it that’s again a question for this board to discuss. 
 
John Marello: What determines steps into a building? 
 
Art Renauto: First of all legally every set of stairs has to at least the minimum of three 
risers, and the risers could very from a maximum of 7 ¾ inches in height down to 
maybe 4 inches.  In those three steps the proportion of the tread width versus the 
height of the riser is a multiple of any number between 70 and 77.  So if you have 7 ¾ 
inches of rise then you’re going to need 10 inches of tread. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: It sounds to me that this is more of a code issue to discuss with 
Jack.  The other issue is could this be made removable. 
 
Art Renauto:  The railing it self is demountable. I have brought with me a brochure from 
a local company, Rochester Lumber that supplies different parts for different railing 
systems.  As you can see that there are mounting brackets that you could remove and 
then that railing would come off. 
 
John Marello:  I bet we could make it so we could just remove that piece.  But what is 
the issue? Insurance or some guy in a wheelchair turns you into ADA.  If some one goes 
into Diehl’s they don’t have that.  Is it a grandfather issue? 
 
Art Renauto: It would be for any new construction they have to meet these 
requirements. 
 
John Marello: It protrudes one foot. 
 
Art Renauto: It would protrude one foot past the nosing on both the first and the last 
step. 
 
Trustee Russell: Is that an issue? 
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Deputy Mayor Rauber: I believe we said from a DPW aspect that we don’t want this 
sticking way out.   
 
Trustee Russell: But the DPW issue was snow removal? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Right. 
 
Trustee Russell: What if the height of this is far enough to accommodate snow removal 
would it be an issue? 
 
Trustee Granger: So the plow could go underneath it?   
 
Trustee Russell: Right. 
 
Trustee Granger: But if you are required by law to have this it doesn’t really matter if a 
plow can go underneath it or not. 
 
Clerk Gilbert: Based on the Certificate of Appropriateness issued on July 17, 2002 it 
states that step options is to consider five inch riser with the steps not protruding more 
than eighteen inches on the sidewalk. 
 
John Marello: I gave you that but we didn’t know about this railing issue. We came out 
even with all the stoops going down.  We also talked about putting in some type of 
planter so the plow would have a straight run.  So I guess the question is that if the 
plow blade goes underneath the railing, is that an issue?  Were talking about something 
that maybe three feet off the ground. 
 
Trustee Granger: I still go back to that if that is mandated by law than that is our 
problem.   
 
Art Renauto: We double posted it to make it more of a visual because you’ll see a big 
white post standing there.  It is something you’re going to see more readily than just 
this one little pipe sticking out.  We double posted it to protect that protrusion. 
 
Trustee Peer: Does this hand railing have to be this type? 
 
Art Renauto: It has to be smooth and continuous.  You can’t have a section of railing 
here then a gap then another section.  It has to be a continuous smooth railing.  The 
roundness on the ends allows for somebody not to walk right into that rail.  If you’re not 
paying attention and this rail is sticking out you could really hurt yourself.    Do you 
want to move onto another area? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Yes, then we can pick the concerns and document them and 
then decide how to resolve it. 
 
Art Renauto: The width of the stairs is different I initially made the width of the stairs 
four feet wide which does meet the code.  In conversation was asked to increase the 
width of the stairs two feet.  It is six feet now. 
 
John Marello: That is not an issue to me. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: So the issue is then the height difference between one side of the 
stairs to the other side.  This will need to go to Jack because you might be stepping up 
two inches on one side and seven inches on the other. 
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Art Renauto: It will be something less than that 7 ½ inches.  It is all variable according 
to the slope of the sidewalk.  The deck is level but the sidewalk slopes from one end to 
other from 24 to 31 ¾ inches.  The other issue that John brought up earlier is the fact 
that when I first diagramed this we were using the existing structural post and beams 
that are holding up the deck.  In order to determine how far out the stair projected.  As 
it turned out the nosing of the very first step at the sidewalk is approximately two feet 
past the corner of the building.  Then we add the railing which makes it a three foot 
projection.  I was asked to move that whole assembly back in order to not exceed the 
two foot projection.  So as a result what we would be faced with is having to cut the 
existing beam and re-support the deck with new posts and beams.  
 
At this time in the meeting the board, Mr. Marello, and Mr. Renauto discussed the 
support beams and post of the deck. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I have captured the issue you have stated being the cost issue 
with moving that beam.  What else is there? 
 
Art Renauto: The next area that I think that John is concerned about is the lighting? 
Right now he has a wall mounted light fixture which throws light through the entire 
deck and I don’t know how well it lights the stairs. That is another issue that the Code 
Enforcement Officer will have to explain.  If they are not lit properly someone could trip 
and fall. Then somebody is going to have a lawsuit.  The lighting is important, but it 
was not part of the original plan that we did. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Do you have recommendations for the lighting or will that come 
from the Code Enforcement Officer? 
 
Art Renauto: I think the Code Enforcement Officer is going to have to tell us how he 
wants that stairs to be lit?  What we have done here is provided light fixtures where we 
think it’s critical but there may be additional lighting that may be necessary, specifically 
at the point of the stairs themselves. 
 
John Marello: Who would be the Code Enforcement Officer on lighting? 
 
Art Renauto: That would be Mr. Crooks. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: If Jack were here tonight we would be having that dialog with 
him. 
 
John Marello: I had my lighting approved at one point. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: The process that we are following here tonight is getting this all 
down on paper because we are short some key players.  Will have to take a step back 
and get some answers and then get back to you John. 
 
Trustee Russell: If you have a handicap access here why do need the railings there? 
 
Art Renauto: Not all people use the handicap ramp so if a non sighted person wants to 
use the stairs we have to provide the railing for him.  We have brought many 
handicapped questions to different Building Departments. They don’t read it as what 
makes sense they read at as this is what’s in the law. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: What are the issues with the lighting? 
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Art Renauto: One was getting the appropriate lighting for the stairs, the other was the 
objection to the wall mounted fixture didn’t fit into the colonial or Victorian styling that 
was expected.  They wanted something that was more Victorian in nature. That is how 
the lamp posts came into the picture. At the same time we were using those to hopefully 
help assist the lighting pattern for the stairs and the ramp. The other item John was 
concerned about was that on the original drawing we didn’t show any shrubbery along 
the south side of the ramp.  All of the plantings and maintaining them is going to fall on 
someone’s shoulders so the question is why are we doing this? 
 
John Marello: We talked about putting benches and shrubs on that side. I couldn’t do 
anything this past summer not knowing if I was going to have to rip down part of the 
deck to put the lattice up. 
 
Trustee Russell: The originally configuration was a couple of benches with shrubs in 
between.  That is what you’d prefer versus all shrubs. 
 
John Marello: Yes, what we had originally agreed to. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: There has been a change to the rail so that it will not be 
continually posts from top to bottom.   
 
Art Renauto: That is correct; it has a cap rail, with the normal colony bottom rail, and 
vertical spindles. 
 
John Marello: I would like to reuse the 2 x 2 spindles. 
 
Art Renauto: Ted Walker had said to me that he would prefer that they be the turned 
spindles, but that would mean replacing all the spindles. You can redo those much 
more simply. 
 
Trustee Peer: I have no problem with the 2 x 2’s. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: What I thought we would do is just go back and capture all this.  
John has to think about some things and we have issues to back to Jack with.  
 
John Marello: What about the front planters? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Originally, when we talked about this the thought was that as 
long as where going out the two foot and there is the stoop that has always been there. 
Would there be an opportunity to just capture that same plain line all the way up.  So 
that when you come through here with the plow you’re not dumping snow in there.  Is 
there a way to put in a planter type thing that had a sitting space or shrubbery so that 
when the plow came through you just pick a line and keep on plowing, there is no zoom 
into the building and then zoom out. 
 
Trustee Granger: If you did that then there wouldn’t be any changes necessary to the 
steps? 
 
John Marello: But you have that one foot with the railing. 
 
Trustee Granger: I’ll say it again, watch out for it when you’re plowing or take it off in 
the winter.  Write it down on paper that as of December 1st that railing will be taking off 
and that entrance closed. 
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Deputy Mayor Rauber: John, you’re thought on that would be wood versus concrete? 
 
John Marello: Again, when the conversation was brought up I think I heard that the 
village was also saying “This is a way to dress up the sidewalks too”.  My thought was 
“go to it guys”, do what ever you want to do. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: So your thinking will the village want to decorate that one 
stretch in front of your store?   
 
Trustee Peer: Strike it from the plans. 
 
Trustee Granger: We can’t take care of the plants we have. 
 
John Marello: We’ll take care of the plants, who is going to build the whole planter? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I’m not saying we are not going to do.  If there was some 
volunteer organization that wanted to buy the materials and do it as a project and make 
it a community effort. 
 
Trustee Granger: Couldn’t the BOCES kids build something in there carpentry shop? 
 
Trustee Peer: Does anyone have any objection if it is not there? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I don’t think what were asking John to do he’ll run out tomorrow 
and do. He is going to have to do this in phases because he is strapped on finances.  So 
we may say why don’t you fix this section up and when he gets the extra cash fix up 
this one up.  
 
Trustee Russell: So going back to the bushes are we going to note them as optional? 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: What I have here is that John prefers the original option. As for 
the stairs I think the issue is coming out on the sidewalk versus cutting it back. So I 
think were going to need some further dialog with some more people. 
 
Trustee Russell: Jack Linder I have a question for you.  If you use the sidewalk plow 
and you had the handicap rail one foot out does that cause a problem. 
 
Superintendent Linder: Typically I don’t run it but it probable won’t be a problem.  
There are other obstacles that the guys on the plow know where they are.  I don’t know 
if that is a good answer but they know where there at. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Ok, what else is left to discuss? 
 
Trustee Russell: I would like to go back to these lights.  These lights are required 
because? 
 
Art Renauto: Two reasons. Number one the wall mounted fixture is not very attractive; 
the other reason is that the pole lights would assist in lighting directly to the stair and 
the handicap ramp. 
 
Trustee Russell: The Street light that is out front, that is not sufficient? 
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Art Renauto: It’s back a ways from the stairs and I don’t know if the light will travel to 
that point with the tree here.  Grant it the leaves won’t be here in the winter, but they 
will be there in the summer when most people are using the stairway.  So that might 
not be sufficient.  I think Mr. Crooks is going to have to tell us what type of lighting is 
required. 
 
John Marello: If I recall the lighting was approved. I had to come in and tell you what 
the wattage was and it was going to be up to the village to determine whether or not the 
wattage in the flood light was efficient or too much. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber:  The current flood light is providing something for safety it’s not 
what we want to see there all the time.   
 
Trustee Russell: From what I can see from the minutes dated July 17, 2002 it says 
flood light “wait for input from Building Inspector and Board.  Jumping to the deck 
lighting it states “provide illumination requirements for ramp and deck lighting.  It also 
states that this was to be done by the Building Inspector.  So it was left open. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: So to capture all that Jack needs to determine is the stair 
lighting and other alternative lighting for the deck.  
 
John Marello: Do we need it? 
 
Trustee Russell: That is what I am getting at are these needed and being sensitivity to 
your cost issue are they the least cost alternatives to meet the aesthetics that everyone 
is envisioning here. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber:  Are we all in agreement that we don’t like the flood light? 
 
Trustee Russell: I think there is general consensus that everybody does not like it. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: So I think what Art is trying to do is say instead of that maybe 
use this is an alternative.  We left off with Jack Crooks to come up with some different 
fixtures. 
 
Superintendent Linder: The mayor asked me to contact Owen MacEntee, Lang 
Associates who do the layout for the Central Business District lighting and ask that he 
contact John Marello and offer him any support or advice. 
 
John Marello: He did call me, but I told him that he needed to call Jack Crooks. 
 
Trustee Russell: Do you have a problem with the four fixtures here. 
 
John Marello: I have no idea what those four fixtures represent.  They may not be 
efficient, they may be too bright.  What is the cost involved? 
 
Trustee Russell: So for each one of these were the foot prints identified? Cost? 
 
Art Renauto: No. 
 
John Marello: They might be a 1,000 dollar a fixture plus running the conduit and 
electric. 
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Trustee Russell: So I’m going to go back to the minutes again.  Jack had the 
responsibility to identify the foot print so that is where it lies. 
 
John Marello: Is there efficient lighting with the flood light that is out there now plus 
the street light or do we need less. 
 
Trustee Russell: We can’t answer that. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: We have identified issues with the staircase, the sidewalk, stair 
widths, slopes, and cost of moving the stairs back, the planters.  If that were all a 
straight line would the encroachment on the sidewalk be that big of an issue?   
 
Trustee Granger: Wouldn’t it be cheaper to build a planter than removing the whole 
front of your deck? 
 
John Marello; Yes it is. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I also captured what John was saying is there an opportunity for 
some type of volunteer organization to do a project for Union Street. 
 
John Marello: I’m not the only one benefiting; it becomes a benefit to the village too. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I have the lighting which still is an unresolved issue. We really 
need Jack hear for that.  For the lighting of the stairs, other recommendations for the 
foot print and what is the requirement for that. Jack may even need to speak with the 
gentleman from Lang Associates. The shrubs, we prefer the original plans from July 
2002. I feel we have resolved the railing issue: with a cap rail, vertical spindles, reusing 
the 2 x 2’s that you currently have for cost purposes.  What else is there before we walk 
away here today, that we should be addressing. 
 
Trustee Peer: I just have a question in order to accommodate these stairs without 
moving that post and beam the stairs would encroach how far onto the sidewalk? 
 
Art Renauto: Two feet, and plus the railing which would be another foot. 
 
Trustee Peer: Currently those stoops if you go further down your building come out? 
 
Art Renauto: Two feet. 
 
Trustee Peer: So you’re only talking about a foot more. I don’t see a problem with that 
but I would have to look at it. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: Yes, put a mark on the ground and get a visual. 
 
John Marello: Let’s do that. 
 
Deputy Mayor Rauber: I think the mode you’re in is the right one.  Your not running 
out and doing stuff, making stuff, and were not saying definitely that this is it until we 
decide that we all agree. Hopefully, there is an organization out there that wants to do a 
Main Street improvement program. 
 
Trustee Granger: Can I suggest that what ever we are going to do that we set a deadline 
for information back from Jack Crooks. 
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Deputy Mayor Rauber: I think the best process is that tomorrow we call Jack and leave 
a message asking that he has answers to these questions to us by December 4, 2002. 
After we get the information back from Jack then we can decide if we have everything 
we need to meet again with John.  If we do we can meet at the December 18, 2002 
meeting. John will be notified when the board is ready to meet again. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Motion was made by Deputy Mayor Rauber, and seconded by Trustee Peer and carried 
unanimously that the meeting be adjourned at 6:33 P.M. 
 
 


