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PRESENT:
Chris Savacool, Chairman




Dave Arthur



Larry Barnett
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Don Cronk

ABSENT:
Ed Rock
ALSO PRESENT:

Tim Baker, Village Engineer
Ron Carr, Village Attorney

Mayor Joseph Saraceni

Dave Mott, Chairman ARB

Toni Kleist – ARB 

Dean Johnson - ARB

Marie Giannone, Secretary

Minutes from the October 28, 2008 meeting were approved.
Chairman Savacool said that members from the ARB (Architectural Review Board) were present to discuss signage and lighting as it relates to the EDR Project.  Chairman Savacool said this meeting would be an informal discussion to bring ARB up to date and to look for their input.  The minutes will reflect these informal discussions.
Chairman Savacool brought ARB up to date on the build to line:

 Buildout Requirements for Frontage:  For properties fronting East Genesee Street, there would be a 75% minimum buildout requirement on the build-to-line, where either the building or wall/screen would comprise that area.  For properties that have boundaries on the river, a similar 75% buildout on that build-to-line is required; this may consist of a building façade, a street wall (approx. 3’ tall) or a shrub hedge or ornamental fence.

Dave Mott said that getting this to flow from property to property could take a very long time because it would be a significant change to property elevations.

Highlights of discussion (from looking at map):

· No.4 on map is no longer there (was Harrington Fire Station).
· Goal is to eliminate many curb cuts and have access road.
· The Kinney Drug Store was cited as an example of fencing which gives a barrier but has an open appeal – not solid like a boundary.  
· A three foot wall could work with shrubbery.

· Benches could be incorporated for pedestrians which creates a user friendly appeal.

Chairman Savacool discussed signage as it refers to the trails (referring to map).  There would be two frontages – East Genesee and the River frontage.  Access to the buildings would be from the trails.  Highlights of discussions:

· Walking on existing trails has excellent “beehive” lighting.

· Gooseneck lighting would be used for businesses.
· Beehive lights are not good for traffic areas as they can be blinding to traffic.

· Precedence should be set for specific lighting to be used in the future on backs of buildings as it was done on Oswego Street.

· The road going through would be a “slow moving” traffic road, pedestrian friendly, where people could park their vehicles and walk to their destination. This road would not be a “cut through” road.
· Height of buildings would be important so that the view of the river could be seen.

· Closing off some of the curb cuts to align with the same curb cuts on the other side of street would give a “grand entrance” to the view.

· Rite Aid property owners are very impressed with this plan and are encouraged with what has been done so far.

· Could be a problem with placement of dumpsters and loading docks on river frontage properties.

· Traffic along the water could be positive.

· People would drive along the trails.

· If a road could be made along the river, it could possibly run behind the post office. (This could be in place for future use beyond the existence of the post office at this location).
· One potential problem for the road is the Silver Fox building. Could the building actually be moved back 30 feet?  Who would pay?
· Original intention was a one way street along the river to alleviate traffic at the four corners. 
· If a road is put along the river there will not be true waterfront development, where businesses go right up to the waterfront. 

· Even though that is the easiest way to get a road from Denio Street to Lock Street, there are property owners with right of ways that have to be convinced to give up.
· Higher land values would be realized with waterfront development.

· With either scenario there are major obstacles: post office and Silver Fox.
· Drawback of having a road along the water will detract businesses from building there. Example: would a business (restaurant, cafe) want to have people looking out at traffic going by as opposed to river view.

· Possibility that Denio Street could swing around up to Virginia Street (members referring to map).
·  Change texture where traffic should be slower without signage.
· One major obstacle is that this area is a business district and most business will have deliveries via “semi tractor trailer truck”.  
· Would businesses developed in these areas be restricted to a delivery truck.  Are there businesses that do not require “semi tractor trailer truck”.  Consensus was that any business can still get deliveries via “semi tractor trailer truck” because companies consolidate shipments for best delivery prices.
· Do we want to build to accommodate “semi tractor trailer trucks”.  How do we restrict trucks turning at the four corners.  This is a state road.  
· Looking for verbiage for square footage of signs for two frontages.

· There is already verbiage for the corner store fronts, less intensity on the back sides.

· Can lighting be codified for gooseneck type through Zoning.

·  ARB can limit the classification of signs to be internally/externally lit.
Mayor Saraceni asked Tim Baker if there is a drawing laying out the paper street.  Tim Baker said some preliminary work has been done but he did not having the drawings with him for the meeting.  Highlights of discussion:

· Road would integrate with Village Square Plans.
· Redevelop the Rite Aid taking out the first twenty feet of front bay, redo front of building with new façade, making the center road closer to the river.

· Key Bank – possibly cutting off the entrance to the drive thru and making a parking lot.

· B’ville Diner only owns land that the diner is on and possibly 15 to 20 parking spaces.

· Most of the area is owned by Rite Aid.

· Post Office still presents obstacle because area behind building is used for postal trucks.

Mayor Saraceni reiterated that he and Chairman Savacool sat down with the Rite Aid owners and had favorable feedback with them.   Rite Aid people are looking for a commitment from the Village to move ahead with the project.  Mayor Saraceni said the planning board has shown their commitment to this project because of the many times this board has met to keep discussions moving forward.  
Mayor Saraceni also said he wanted to update the board on another development that has taken place which is very encouraging.  He said the Oktoberfest Committee met last week and came up with a mission statement along with a four to five year commitment to support downtown redevelopment which is significant because there may be not very much state money to work with.  The Oktoberfest could generate $60,000 plus a year for four years.  He said the Rite Aid people could then be brought in, showing them the paper street layout and the village’s commitment to the plan which could kick this plan into high gear.  Mayor Saraceni said he could propose to the village board for this fiscal year setting up a capital reserve fund for the redevelopment of the Harrington Fire House.
Recapping the discussion:

· Define trails.
· Build to line – talk it over regarding characteristics – benches.
· Parking lots – will lots go close to road.

· How can this be made to look attractive.

· Is there an opposing look - need visual lanes to see river.

· Dual frontage - architectural building element.
· Inside window lighting.
· Awning specs – because of dual frontage.
· How does awning specs relate to fire codes.
· Trails should be named and dedicated before project proceeds.  Possibility of using historic names for trails.  It would be easier to refer to trail by name.  Include the public in selecting names.
· Signs should be defined, not just a sign that says “parking”.  Should be creative.
The board thanked the ARB members for coming to this meeting and for their informative discussions giving suggestions and input to this EDR project.  Dave Mott said he would bring this up at the next ARB Meeting for their review and discussions.
Chairman Savacool said that he met with Tim Baker to put the paper map into effect to see how traffic flows.  Chairman Savacool said he would incorporate the discussions at this meeting into the paper map.  

Secondly, Chairman Savacool said he will then meet with Ron Carr, village attorney, on this language from these discussions.  Chairman Savacool asked the board if there were any other comments as he said the board has “talked this thing to death” for some time, but he felt they were doing a pretty good job at tackling this.  He said they are trying to focus on intent and having ARB at this meeting was very valuable in that they came up with other perspectives.  

In that regard, Mayor Saraceni said at some point this has to go public and ask for feedback.  Every decision that has been made and every inch of road planned out will be asked “why”.  Mayor Saraceni said he the planning board was doing a great job with this project.  
Ron Carr said his concern in laying out a paper street is that it could constitute the “taking” of property.  Mayor Saraceni said it could constitute division and the paper street has a visual appearance where business, both current and future, can see how it will look.  Chairman Savacool said it is the formality of what the board is trying to do; it is only a visual document to show the intent of what it could look like with future development.   The mayor said if someone saw this paper street and liked it, it is already there and the planning has been done and now they can move forward quickly.  
Discussions followed on the Harrington Fire Department property. 
The meeting continued with the discussion/review of the proposed amendments (draft) to the Village Zoning Laws addressing “Accessory Outdoor Retail Sales; Temporary Outdoor Sales Events and Temporary Storage Facilities”.

Accessory Retail Outdoor Sales
Section 72-14 of Article VII of the Code of the Village of Baldwinsville is hereby amended by adding, thereto, the following new sub-paragraph:

D. ACCESSORY RETAIL OUTDOOR SALES subject to site plan approval by the Village Planning Board, permitting the outdoor sale, renting or display by a retail store (excluding automobile sales and yards used for the sale and storage of lumber, feed, fuel and similar products) of merchandise, goods or equipment that is directly accessory to or associated with the principal retail business of the retail store located on the same property, except that all bulk goods or materials are to be displayed or placed only in the rear yard of the associated property and are to be screened from view by decorative fencing or walls.  All outdoor sales displays shall be located wholly on and within the lot upon which the associated retail store is located.  No outdoor sales display shall extend forward more than twenty (20) feet from the front face of the associated retail building and in no event shall any such outdoor display eliminate or encroach upon otherwise required on site spaces or impede pedestrian access or interfere with the flow of vehicular traffic on the property.
Section 72-28(A) (2) of the Code of the Village of Baldwinsville is hereby amended by adding, thereto the following sub-paragraph:


c.  Accessory Retail Outdoors Sales Uses.

Mr. Carr said he expanded to incorporate the points that had been previously addressed.  He said he still kept the concept of an accessory retail outdoor sales which would be subject to site plan approved by the Village Planning Board.  

Discussion on whether permitting outdoor sales has to be directly associated with the retail business. 
· Crafts are found in hardware stores as this is part of their retail business.

· What is different about selling crafts in a hardware store as opposed to selling an outdoor product in a bowling alley.

· Should the board dictate what can be sold in a retail business.

· The word “principal” in the write up causes confusion.

· This amendment is addressing the primary product and not take on “consignment” someone else’s product to be display (and not having anything to do with primary business).

· To rent out an office would be a zoning violation as it constitutes multiple uses.

· Multi uses occur in retail buildings.  Examples: Colonial Laundromat/Subway/Pottery Shop.  But these have separate entrances.

Mr. Carr said that retail stores can display their wares outside.  

Discussion on the word “principal” in paragraph “D”.    
 Mr. Carr said in the ‘TEMPORARY OUTDOORS SALES EVENT” write up , this is for events on a temporary basis and has a time frame attached to it.  Mr. Carr said for the Accessory Retail Outdoor Sales, the business can display at any time as long as it stays within the 20 feet from the front face of the associated retail building and not encroach on vehicular traffic or pedestrian access on the property.

Mr. Carr said that the temporary outdoors sales event is not necessarily related to any otherwise permitted retail store, shop or business located on the same lot upon which the event is conducted.  

Chairman Savacool asked the board to finalize changes on the Accessory Retail Outdoor Sales writeup.  

The word “principal” is deleted.

Delete “except that all bulk goods or materials are to be displayed or placed only in the rear yard of the associated property and are to be screened from view by decorative fencing or walls”.
It will remain twenty (20) feet.
The “TEMPORARY OUTDOORS SALES EVENT” was addressed.  The board discussed the sixty (60) continuous days for the permit.  Dave Arthur said 60 days may not be sufficient if the event runs all summer/winter.  The permit should be issued for a season which would be a quarter of a year.  Larry Barnett thought sixty days was too long for an event.  
Chairman Savacool was concerned about parking restrictions for such events.  Ron Carr said he covered that under “CONDITIONS” where no more than 10% of parking will be given up for the event. 

Chairman Savacool asked the members to look over the writeup on “TEMPORARY OUTDOORS SALES EVENT” and have comments/additions/deletions ready to discuss at the next regular planning board meeting.  Also, Chairman Savacool said the write up on ‘TEMPORARY STORAGE” will be addressed
Motion to close meeting at 10:00 p.m. was made and carried.
Meeting adjourned at 10:00 P.M.  The next regular planning board meeting is scheduled for December 23, 2008.

Respectfully submitted,

Marie Giannone
Marie Giannone

Planning Board Secretary
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