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July 18, 2014
Dan and Laura Habza
17 Amold Park
Rochester, NY 14607
NOTICE OF DECISION

in the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to complete a project begun by
a previous owner to construct a +/-450SF addition and +/-350SF covered porch on the south

and east sides of the first flioor.

On the premises at: 17 Amold Park

Zoning District: R-2 Medium-Density Residential District
East Avenue Preservation District

Application Number: A-014-13-14

Record of Vote(s): A subcom

M. Warfield Aye (motion
D. Beardslee Nay (second)
B. McLear  Nay

B. Mayer Nay
C.Caretta  Nay

J. Dobbs Nay

J. Schick Nay

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing held July 9, 2014, your

application to establish a subcommittee to review the design was denied. Board members
asked that you retum with a design that incorporates their previous comments.

For questions, contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or peter.siegrist @cityofrochester.qov.

Rochester Preservation Board
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C. Mit¢hell Rowe
SE:h Wd 82 MM 4oz Director of Planning & Zoning
HINNOI/ d
Filing Date: HJ0Y¥ 40 A
3AI3039
Phone: 585.428.7238 Fax:585.428.6137  TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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FINDINGS OF FACT:

A.

In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

Applicant Laura Habza requested that a subcommittee be established to facilitate
project review, since she and Dan have been to the Board four times without
achieving a resolution.

John Lembach, speaking for the board of the Park-Meigs Neighborhood Association,
expressed support for creation of a subcommittee, saying that a resolution is long
overdue. He stated that while the house has historic quality, it is not a landmark, and
that the Association will not be rigid in demanding that the house be retained in its
original condition.

Emmelyn Logan-Baldwin, owner of adjacent 19 Amold Park, urged the Board to
accept an earlier design, which she stated was approved twice before. She feels
that the current design is inappropriate for the style of the house and property. Itis a
huge enlargement of a small house, and it reorients the house away from the street,
which is unlike the pattemn of the other houses on the block. The new, grand
entrance on the south would face what has become a parking area. This is unlike
the eartier design, where cars were to be hidden in a garage at the back of the iot.
Ms. Logan-Baldwin stated that she had a similar challenge on her property and, with
professional design help, is able to tuck her vehicles out of sight. She stated that it is
not the role of the Board to design a project, that the Board has spent enough time
on this project, and that she has not seen a request for a subcommittee in her years
attending hearings.

Ms. Habza responded that the Board should recognize the inaccuracies in the
statement regarding previous approvals. And she stated that the Board has, indeed,
established subcommittees, most recently in May.

Staff explained the recent history of the project and Board review. Board members
questioned why a new design wasn't proposed, given that comments had been given
previously. Members stated that an earlier design, approved for a prior owner of the
property, doesn'’t differ substantially from the current design and that a compromise
may be possible.

Dan Habza stated that he intentionally submitted the same design as before, with the
hope of discussing changes with a subcommittee. He stated that the design already
incorporates Board comments. He stated that the design would be his and Laura’s,
and that he is not asking for the Board to design it.

Board attorney Tom Warth explained his reasoning for a subcommittee, which he felt
is inappropriate at this time.

Members asked the Habzas to make a good-faith effort to incorporate comments,
then return. Members felt they could work out issues without a subcommittee
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Il. RESOLUTION(S):
The Board members once again voted to hold the case open to a future hearing,
pending a redesign of the proposal.

lil. EVIDENCE:

A -  Application

B- Narrative description of components

C- Photos of existing conditions

D- Catalog sheets of windows, stone veneer and roofing

E- Elevations and fioor plan

F- Letters of support from Park-Meigs Neighborhood Association and Scott
Jennings

G- Letter of opposition from Emmelyn Logan-Baldwin and Leroy Allan Baldwin

H-  Appearances by Laura and Dan Habza, John Lembach, and Emmelyn Logan-
Baldwin

|- Site visits by Board members

g:\planning8zoning\bidgzng\zoning\ipb\2015 rpbdecisions\july 2014\a-014-13-14.docx
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July 18, 2014

Mr. David Pelusio
Pelusio Holdings

360 Jefferson Road
Rochester, NY 14623

NOTICE OF DECISION

In the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a 6-car garage
along the east property line.

On the premises at: 474 East Avenue
Zoning District: R-3/0-O High-density Residential District
With Office Overlay
East Avenue Preservation District
Application Number: A-049-13-14
Record of Votes: J. Schick Conceptual approval (motion)

D. Beardslee Aye (second)
M. Warfield Aye

B. Mayer Aye
C.Carretta Aye

B. McLear Aye

J. Dobbs Recused

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing of July 9, 2014, your
application to construct a garage obtained conceptual approval. The Board requested details
on windows, doors, garage doors, lighting and the comice. Your case has been scheduled to
be reviewed at the hearing of August 6.

For questions, contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or peter.sieqgrist @ cityofrochester.gov.
Rbchester Preservation Board
. \ 3\1
C. M I Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning

Filing Date: S€ N Hd 82 1N 410z

Phone: 585.428.7238 Fax: 585.428.6137 TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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. FINDINGS OF FACT:
A. In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

B. Architect Randy Peacock explained that the garage has been reduced from 10 cars
to 6, and that the south wall has been pulied back behind the entrance portico of the
adjacent Perkins mansion, owned by the Rochester Chapter of the American
Association of University Women (AAUW). He stated that the garage would be lower
into the ground than the previous design, and that he had placed stakes on the site
to show the size and height. He also modified the design to refiect the style of the
main building, with a flat roof and a deep comice. Mr. Peacock explained that,
because the building would be near the property line, the east wall must be fire rated.
It would therefore have no openings, so he is proposing false windows to break up
the long wall. The comice, too, must be fire rated, and therefore would be made of
noncombustible fiber cement.

C. Mr. Peacock explained that existing trees and shrubs must be removed to construct
the garage, so he proposes to install new landscaping on the AAUW property. He
also proposes to install landscaping on the south side of the eastern parking lot to
screen vehicles from view from East Avenue.

D. Mr. Peacock testified that the owner had met with representatives of AAUW and with
the neighbors on the west and across the street to the south. He said that positive
comments were received.

E. Mr. Peacock presented a second set of garages, proposed along the north property
line. Each would hold one vehicle, and would enclose a trash corral in between.
The building would be somewhat taller than the main garage in order to provide
code-compliant 8'-2” high garage doors for handicap accessibility. To enclose the
space between the 2-car garage and the main garage, Mr. Peacock proposes to
install a 16" high retaining wall topped with a 5’ high wood fence.

F. Board members agreed that the design of the main garage is much improved.
Members questioned the appropriateness of the false windows on the main garage,
and discussed whether the wall could be better treated with recessed panels,
trellises, break lines in the brick, or be left flat and covered with landscaping.

-Wat

G.—Members-feolt that the-comice-is-teo-heavy-for-the-garage—Mr—Peacoe :

was modeled on the portico at the building’s main enni:e. énd is similar to one at a
new garage across the street. He feels that shadow lines will break up the mass of
the cornice.

H. AAUW president Marilyn Tedeschi testified that her organization had been
concemed with the size and aesthetics of the garage, and about water runoff from its
higher elevation. She reported that the AAUW hosted a meeting with the applicant
and neighbors Amy Tait, Brian and Amanda Donovan, Jennifer Leonard and John
Lembach. The result is that AAUW supports the design of the 6-car garage, but
wants a memorandum of understanding with the applicant to define exactly what will
be provided. She said that drainage off the higher elevation is still a concem. She
also expressed concemn that AAUW had not been informed about the 2-car garage.
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|I. Barbara Hoffman, chair of Friends of Perking Mansion, testified that she had not
known about the 2-car garage.

J. John Lembach, speaking for the Board of the Park-Meigs Neighborhood Association,
stated that he is pleased with the cooperation shown by applicant David Palusio,
which he finds to be very rare. He supports both garage buildings, finding that they
are consistent with the appearance of East Avenue.

K. Mr. Peacock responded that drainage should not be a concem. The site of the
proposed garage is already paved, and rainwater runs off naturally. The garage roof
would collect rainwater in gutters and downspouts and convey it to the sewer
system.

L. Staff stated that the Board is to review only the 6-car garage, not the 2-car garage,
since the public was not notified of the latter. However, Board members expressed
their support of the concept.

Il. RESOLUTION(S):
The Board found that the conceptual design of the 6-car garage and associated site
development is appropriate to the historic visual character of the property and district,
and requested more detail on windows, doors, garage doors, lighting and the comice.
The Board did not vote on the proposal for the 2-car garage, but expressed support of
the concept.

lli. EVIDENCE:

A- Application

B-  Site survey map

C- Proposed site plan

D- Elevations and floor plans of the 6-car and 2-car garages

E- Existing and proposed landscape plans

F- Renderings and photosimulations of the 6-car garage

G- Letters of support from the Park-Meigs Neighborhood Association and neighbors
Brain and Amanda Donovan

H-  Appearances by Randy Peacock, Marilyn Tedeschi, Barbara Hoffman, John
Lembach

l- Site visits by Board members

g:\planning&zoning\bidgzng\zoning\pb\2015 rpbidecisions\iuly 2014\a-049-13-14.docx






W City Hall Room 1258, 30 Church Strest Preservation Board
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July 18, 2014
Ms. Amy Colby
86 Adams Street
Rochester, NY 14608
NOTICE OF DECISION

in the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to remove an existing deck at
the rear of the house and install a new deck and pergola.

On the premises at: 86 Adams Street
Zoning District: R-3 High-Density Residential District
Com Hill Preservation District
Application Number: A-017-13-14
Record of Vote(s): D. Beardslee Approve as submitted (motion)

C. Carretta  Aye (second)
B. Mayer Aye
M. Warfield Aye
B. McLear Aye
J. Schick Aye
J. Dobbs Aye

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing held July 9, 2014, your

application was approved as submitted. A building permit is required, and detailed drawings
must be submitted for code review.

For questlons, contact Peter Slegnst at 428-7238 or pﬁm_ﬂmm_qgm

Rochester Preservatlon Board
C. Mitchdll Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
Filing Date:
SE€:h Wd 82Nrhxiez
Phone: 585.428.7238 | “pax s85.428.6137 TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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FINDINGS OF FACT:

A.

In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

Applicant Amy Colby explained that the Board, at its hearing of October, 2013,
requested drawings of how the pergola and deck would appear in context. She
stated that eartier drawings had shown construction details rather than the overall
appearance. Amy’s father, who will build the project, stated that he's not getting any
younger and would like an approval tonight.

Ms. Colby stated that a replacement window at the south side would be a Pella wood
window, nearly exactly like the existing window

Member Mayer expressed support for the design and appreciation that the stone
walls will be retained

Code reviewer T. Raymond stated that the detailed construction drawings are
needed to obtain a building permit.

RESOLUTION(S):
The Board determined that the design, as presented, is appropriate to the historic visual
character of the property and of the preservation district.

EVIDENCE:

A -  Application

8-  Photographs of existing conditions

C-  Site survey map

D-  Drawings of fioor plan, framing plan, pergola, railing and steps
E- Photographs of similar pergola

F- Rendering of deck and pergola

G-  Catalog sheet of replacement window

H-  Appearance by Amy Colby

l- Site visits by Board members

pb\2015 rpb\decisions\july 2014\a-017-13-14.docx
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July 18, 2014

Mr. Tim Dunkael
307 Market Street, Apt. A
Warren, PA 16365

NOTICE OF DECISION
In the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to legalize the installation of

vinyl windows and mitigate the impact by replacing porch railings with wood railings and by
replacing the brick walkway with concrete.

On the premises at: 1166 Park Avenue

Zoning District: R-2 Medium-Density Residential District
East Avenue Preservation District

Application Number: A-044-13-14

Record of Vote(s): B. McLear  Approve (motion)

B. Mayer Aye (second)
C.Carmretta Aye
D. Beardslee Aye
J. Dobbs Aye
M. Warfield Nay
J. Schick Nay

Please take notice that at its hearing of July 9, 2014, the Rochester Preservation Board
approved your application as submitted. You have already obtained your building permit,
and no further action is needed on your part.

For questions, contact Peter at 428-7238 or peter

Rochester Preservation Board
| |\\;
C. Mitchell Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
Filing Date:
SE:1 Kd 82 Mrhigz
Phone: 585.428.7238  Fax-SBbAUB.6137  TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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I.  FINDINGS OF FACT:
A. In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

B. Atthe March, 2014 hearing, the Board determined that the vinyt replacement
windows, while not considered appropriate to the historic character of the
preservation district, may remain. To mitigate the windows, the Board accepted a
plan to replace porch railings and a brick walkway in front of the property, pending
the Board's approval of the designs.

C. Owner Tim Dunkel presented his plans for the replacement railings and walkway,
and presented a sample of a piece of railing. He stated that the walkway concrete
will be tinted to match the existing concrete.

D. Code reviewer T. Raymond commented that the railing may be only 32° high, as
proposed, since the porch floor is less than 30" above the ground. Mr. Raymond
also stated that a guardrail is needed on each side of the stair, but a subsequent
code review shows that only one rail is needed, as proposed.

E. Member Schick recommended that the bottom rail have a beveled top in order to
shed water.

Il. RESOLUTION(S):
The Board found that the railings and walkway, as proposed, are appropriate to the
historic visual character of the property and preservation district.

Il. EVIDENCE:
A -  Application
B- Elevation drawings of porch and railings
C- Photographs of existing porch and walkway
D-  Photograph of 1140 Park Avenue, the example for porch railings
E- Sample piece of railing
F- Appearance by Tim Dunkel
G-  Site visits by Board members

g:\planning&zoning\bidgzng\zoningypb\2015 mpb\decisions\july 2014\a-044-13-14.docx
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July 18, 2014
Douglas Sutherland
221 W. Division Street
Syracuse, NY 13204
NOTICE OF DECISION

in the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to review plans to patch a
missing comice, and to install an awning at the southeast entry.

On the premises at: 42 S. Washington Street
Zoning District: CCD-B Center City Design District — Base District
Individual Landmark
Application Number: A-053-13-14
Record of Vote(s): D. Beardslee Approved (motion)
B. McLear Aye (second)
B. Mayer Aye
J. Dobbs Aye
C. Carretta Aye
J. Schick Aye

M. Warfield Nay

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing of July 9, 2014, your
application was approved as submitted, as noted findings and resolution below.

please contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or peter.sieqrist@c¢i

Rochester Preservation Board
By: “\1
C. Mitchell Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
Filing Date:
SEh Hd 82 1Pz
Phone: 585.428.7238 Fax: 585.428.6137 TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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FINDINGS OF FACT:

A.

D.

In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

Doug Sutherland introduced partners Tim Stid and Patrick Dutton, then explained
that the National Park Service supports the decision by the State Historic
Preservation Office to repair the parapet as previously presented to the Board. Mr.
Sutheriand reminded Board members that the project is seeking state and federal
rehabilitation tax credits, so the design must be approved by both the Park Service
and the SHPO.

Board members Warfield and McLear expressed concemn with the cornice design,
feeling that there is a better option. Mr. Sutherland agreed, stating that he had
presented a different option to the SHPO. The SHPO reviewer didn’t agree, stating
that the history of the building includes the failed parapet.

Mr. Sutherland presented color and fabric samples for the awning. He stated that
the color is intended to pick up the color in decorative rosettes on the comice.

RESOLUTION(S):
The Board found that the cormice and awning, both as proposed, are appropriate to the
historic visual character of the landmark building.

EVIDENCE:

A -  Application

B-  South elevation and comice details

C-  Photosimulation and color samples of awning
D- National Park Service ‘Part II' approval form
E-  Appearance by Doug Sutherland

F- Site visits by Board members

g:\planning8.zoning\bldgang\zoning\rpb\2015 rpbdecisions\iuly 2014\a-053-13-14.docx



<D~ City of Rochester il

onecity - Rochester

A City Hall Room 1258, 30 Church Strest Preservation Board

@

¢ Rochester, New York 14614-1290
www.cityofrochester.gov

July 18, 2014
Mr. Gary Resch
1032 Park Avenue
Rochester, NY 14610
NOTICE OF DECISION

in the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to remove lattice screens
surrounding a rear deck, and install railings, steps and lattice beneath the deck.

On the premises at: 1032 Park Avenue

Zoning District: R-2 Medium-Density Residential District
East Avenue Preservation District

Application Number: A-065-13-14

Record of Vote(s): C. Carretta  Approve (motion)

D. Beardslee Aye (second)
J. Schick Aye
J. Dobbs Aye
B. Mayer Aye
M. Warfield Aye
B.MclLear Aye

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing on July 9, 2014, your
proposal was approved as submitted. A building permit is required, and may be obtained at
the counter in the Planning & Zoning office. A copy of your approved plans is on file there.
For questions, contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or peter.siegrist @cityofrochester.gov.

Rochester Preservation Board

l

C. Mitchbll Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
Filing Date:
9€ :h Hd 82 nrxiez
3
Phone: 585.428.7238 Fax/b85428)137  TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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.  FINDINGS OF FACT:
A. In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

B. Applicant Gary Resch described the changes from his previous proposal, stating that
the steps would be in the original position, that the railing would be eliminated on the
lower deck, and that the project would be built all of cedar, with no synthetic material.
Newel posts will be 4” x 4” instead of 6" x 6”.

C. Mike Yurcheson, owner of adjacent 1140 Park, expressed his strong support.

il. RESOLUTION(S):
The Board found that the proposal is appropriate to the visual historic character of the
property and the preservation district, as submitted.

ill. EVIDENCE:
A-  Application
B- List of materials
C-  Photographs of an example railing at 1140 Park Avenue
D- Floor plan and elevations of proposed deck
E-  Appearances by Gary Resch and Mike Yurcheson
F- Site visits by Board members

g:\planning&zoning\bidgmg\zoning\rpb\2015 rpb\decisions\july 2014\a-085-13-14.docx
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July 18, 2014

Dr. Wakenda Tyler
41 Brunswick Street
Rochester, NY 14607

NOTICE OF DECISION

In the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to extend a fence +/-35’ along
the north property line, and install a matching gate across the driveway.

On the premises at: 41 Brunswick Street

Zoning District: R-3 High-Density Residential District
East Avenue Preservation District

Application Number: A-001-14-15

Record of Vote(s): B. McLear  Approve (motion)

D. Beardslee Aye (second)
J. Dobbs Aye

B. Mayer Aye

M. Warfield Aye
C.Carretta Aye

J. Schick Recused

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing on July 9, 2014, your
proposal was approved as submitted. A fence permit is required, and may be obtained at the
counter in the Planning & Zoning office. A copy of your approved plan is on file there.

For questions, contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or peter.sieqrist @cityofrochester.qov.

Rochester Preservation Board

ly

C. Mitdhell Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
Filing Date:
gg:h Wd 820 hiol
3
Phone: 585.428.7238  Fax: 585428857~ = TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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I.  FINDINGS OF FACT:
A. In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

B. Applicant Wakenda Tyler testified that the design would exactly match the existing
fence. Member Schick recused himself, having designed the original fence and
terrace.

C. Board members had no questions, and no members of the public spoke.
Il. RESOLUTION(S):

The Board found that the proposal is appropriate to the visual historic character of the
property and the preservation district, as submitted.

ll. EVIDENCE:
A- Application
B- Site plan

C-  Photographs of existing conditions
D-  Appearance by Wakenda Tyler
E-  Site visits by Board members

g:\planning&zoning\bidgzng\zoning\rpb\2015 rpb\decisions\july 2014\a-001-14-15.docx
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July 18, 2014
Ms. Cindy Norbut
1230 East Avenue
Rochester, NY 14607
NOTICE OF DECISION

In the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a +/-23’ x 33' 2nd
floor on an existing garage, extend a wood fence, install a gate across the driveway, and

install landscaping.

On the premises at: 1230 East Avenue

Zoning District: R-1 Low-Density Residential District
East Avenue Preservation District

Application Number: A-002-14-15

Record of Vote(s): C.Carretta  Approve (motion)

D. Beardslee Aye (second)
J. Dobbs Aye
8. Mayer Aye
M. Warfield Aye
B. Mclear Aye
J. Schick Aye

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing on July 9, 2014, your
proposal was approved as submitted. A building permit and a fence permit are required, and

may be obtained at the counter in the Planning & Zoning office. A copy of your approved
plan is on file there.

For questions, contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or m@m@w

Rochester Preservation Board

s

'C. Mitchéll Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
9€:h K g2
Filing Dajg_i nr W
Phone: 585.428.79::5 %ﬁe 585.428.6137 TTY: 5685.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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l.  FINDINGS OF FACT:

A.

G.

In reviewing applications for certificates of appropriateness in a preservation district,
the Preservation Board considers quality of design and site development in terms of
the relationships to the street, building facades and overall neighborhood character.

Randy Peacock testified that the current garage is hidden behind a block wall. The
proposed second floor would be storage for now, but could become a bedroom. The
new space would be connected into the house. The details would match those of the
main house.

Dave Norbut presented information on a new 18’ wide hickory garage door, which
would replace two narrower, metal doors. He would remove the center column and
install a beam to span the opening.

At the driveway entrance on Culver Road, Mr. Norbut proposes to extend a fence to
provide more privacy and to control access with a gate. The fence and gate would
help prevent people from trespassing through to East Avenue

Mr. Norbut stated that sizeable trees would be added along the south side of the
driveway from Culver Road to the adjacent property to the east.

Mr. Norbut explained that he proposes to remove the trees noted as #2, 4 and 5a on
the site plan. He reported that his arborist is concemed that one tree will fall and that
another is split. He stated that he is installing several new trees to mitigate the loss
of the mature trees.

In response to a Board question, staff explained that the zoning code permits the
north wall of the garage to be at the property line.

Il. RESOLUTION(S):
The Board found that the proposal is appropriate to the visual historic character of the
property and the preservation district, as submitted.

lil. EVIDENCE:
A- Application
B-  Site survey map
C- Proposed site plan
D- Plans and elevations of proposed garage expansion
E-  Elevation of driveway gate
F- Photographs of existing conditions
G-  Appearance by Randy Peacock and Dave Norbut
H-  Site visits by Board members

g:\planning&zoning\bidgzng\zoning\rpb\2015 rpb\decisions\july 2014\a-002-14-15.docx
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July 18, 2014
Mr. Tom Trapanovski
735 Park Avenue
Rochester, NY 14607
NOTICE OF DECISION

In the matter of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to install a 6’'H x +/-76LF wood
board fence along the west and south property lines.

On the premises at: 735-739 Park Avenue

Zoning District: C-2 Community Center Commercial District
East Avenue Preservation District

Application Number: A-003-14-15

Record of Vote(s): D. Beardslee Approve (motion)

B. McLear  Aye (second)
J. Dobbs Aye
B. Mayer Aye
M. Warfield Aye
C.Carmretta Aye
J. Schick Aye

Please take notice that at the Rochester Preservation Board hearing on July 9, 2014, your
proposal was approved as submitted. In addition to this approval, a fence pemit is required,
and may be obtained at the counter in the Planning & Zoning office. A copy of your approved
plan is on file there.

For questions, contact Peter Siegrist at 428-7238 or pete

Rochester Preservation Board
{ly
C. Mitchell/Rowe
Director of Planning & Zoning
Filing Date: 9¢ :4 I 82 W‘llﬁl
Phone: 585.428.7238 Fmses:’wﬁ_@ TTY: 585.428.6054 EEO/ADA Employer
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