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Village of Cazenovia Planning Board 

Meeting Minutes 

November 11, 2013 

 

 5 

Present:  Richard Huftalen, Chair; Adam Walburger; Anne McDowell; and Diane Webb. 

 

Absent:  Jennifer Gavilondo. 

 

Others Present:  Henry Brault; Steve Fisher; and Charlie Andrews. 10 

 

* * * * * 

 

R. Huftalen called the meeting to order at 7:35 p.m. and introduced the Board.  R. Huftalen asked for 

any changes to the October 14, 2013, minutes.  D. Webb mentioned a couple of non-substantial 15 

changes.   A. McDowell made the motion to approve the minutes with the minor changes made.  

A. Walburger seconded.  The motion carried 4:0. 

 

* * * * * 

 20 

Northborough Ridge Development, Burton Street, Sign Request. 

No representative was available.  R. Huftalen updated the Board.  After speaking with the developer, 

Ryan Holmes, and Mr. Stokes, the Village Attorney, he believes this request may not be within the 

Board’s jurisdiction because it is a planned unit development.  There is no relevant code section that 

applies to a sign for a planned unit development.  The Village Board would need to get involved to 25 

amend a resolution. 

 

D. Webb inquired if the name of this development has been changed from Northborough Ridge to 

Greenleaf Station.  R. Huftalen answered yes and that might be an issue as well. 

 30 

* * * * * 

 

National Grid, Clark Street, Steel Retaining Wall. 

Henry Brault came forward.  A new proposal has been submitted that shows a buffer area on the side 

and is dated 6/25/13.  R. Huftalen commented that the buffer area does not meet the requirements of 35 

Code Section 180-110. 

 

Mr. Brault stated he will comply with any vegetation requirements. 

 

R. Huftalen pointed out that Code Section 180-110 says:  “a minimum of 6 large maturing trees and 40 

40 medium shrubs for each 100 linear feet to provide continuous coverage” and that is the kind of 

detail needed on the plan. 

 

Mr. Brault reiterated that he would comply with any Village requirements and it is his intent to hire a 

landscaper to clean up the hill and do any plantings or fencing.  He will furnish the landscaper with 45 

the Village requirements.  He believes that plantings may need to wait until spring. 

 

R. Huftalen directed Mr. Brault to produce a drawing that contains the Village requirements.  

Documentation that actually depicts what will be done is needed. 
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 50 

R. Huftalen swung the discussion back to the original retaining wall project.  Mr. Brault stated that a 

sheet-driven wall is the only thing that meets OSHA codes.  A segmented wall does not meet the 

slope-to-grade code.  This is a much safer application.  It also requires less excavation and less soil 

disturbance on the lot.  It will not weaken the hillside (or the mature trees that were previously on the 

site).  There will be less disruption of the hill.  The purpose of the wall is to create more flat ground 55 

storage. 

 

D. Webb asked for a review of the reasons why the wall is requested.  Mr. Brault gave some history.  

A while ago, the Planning Board approved an addition on the existing facility.  In the course of 

putting on the addition, it was noticed that the architect was furnished the wrong sizes of the trucks.  60 

The intent was to store four trucks in the building.  As it was originally drawn, it would only store 

two trucks.  The error was caught during construction.  Drawings got changed and were approved.  

That changed the amount of space in front of the building for outside storage.  The hope was to 

create more outside storage by cutting back the bank and putting in the retaining wall. 

 65 

A. Walburger inquired if the storage area would have a pad.  Mr. Brault replied that it will be 

crushed stone and will not be paved. 

 

A. McDowell asked if the wall would be seen from the road.  Mr. Brault said that not much of it 

would be seen, if any at all.  It is only five feet out of the ground and then with stuff stacked in front 70 

of it, the wall will not be seen. 

 

D. Webb questioned if the Board could give approval for the wall and then see the new drawings 

containing the vegetative buffer.  She wondered what would happen if the new drawings are not 

done.  R. Huftalen answered that the Board would need to pursue legal recourse. 75 

 

Mr. Brault asked if it would be possible to create two projects.  The Board agreed that separate 

projects would not be an option. 

 

Mr. Brault stated that the wall and cleanup of the hill will be done right away, but due to the time of 80 

year, the planting would need to wait until spring. 

 

R. Huftalen said that if the Board takes action tonight, the issuance of a building permit would be 

contingent on having a site plan depicting at least the minimum landscape buffer requirements.  The 

site plan would be needed before the next Planning Board meeting.  No building permit would be 85 

issued until the new drawings with a compliant buffer are submitted.  R. Huftalen polled the rest of 

the Board and asked for questions or comments.  Board members had no objections, questions, or 

comments. 

 

R. Huftalen declared this a Type II action under State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR).  90 

There is no other agency involved.  The approval of this application will not have any significant or 

adverse effect on the environment.  No further SEQR action is required.   

 

A. McDowell made the motion to approve the retaining wall contingent on receiving a site plan 

depicting a compliant landscape buffer.  No building permit will be issued until the new drawings 95 

with a compliant buffer are submitted.  If the landscape buffer is acceptable, a building permit can be 

issued.  All plantings will be done as soon as the ground thaws in spring 2014.  A. Walburger 

seconded the motion.  The motion carried. 
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  * * * * * 100 

 

Scott Shannon, 5 Emory Ave., Addition of New Posts and Railing to Side Porch. 

No representative came forward.  The request is for the addition of two new newel posts and 

wrought steel railing.  Historic Preservation Committee (HPC) recommended approval as presented. 

 105 

D. Webb questioned whether there would be one or two railings.  R. Huftalen believes there will be 

two railings. 

 

D. Webb expressed her surprise that HPC would recommend approval of the railings since they do 

not seem to be compatible with the house. 110 

 

R. Huftalen declared this a Type II action under State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) 

617.5(c)(10).  There is no other agency involved.  The approval of this application will not have any 

significant or adverse effect on the environment.  No further SEQR action is required.   

 115 

R. Huftalen made the motion to approve the application as submitted.  A. Walburger seconded.  The 

motion carried three in favor and one abstention. 

 

* * * * * 

 120 

Cazenovia Club, 4 Ledyard Ave., New Fence. 

Charlie Andrews came forward to explain the request.  The club is proposing to build a fence on the 

northeast side of the club.  They would like to use the same fence material and style that is on the 

Brewster Inn side of the property.  They are planning to install a 6-foot high fence along the island 

border.  The intent is to block from public view from the pier the boats, kayaks, and canoes that are 125 

on the island. 

 

A. McDowell commented that the view is more enticing without a fence on the island and expressed 

her objection to a fence there. 

 130 

Mr. Andrews stated that the trees on the island keep dying.  A. McDowell inquired if a different type 

of tree could be planted that would survive better there. 

 

A. Walburger asked if the fence would be fully contiguous or would be in sections.  Mr. Andrews 

answered that the fence would be in sections. 135 

 

D. Webb encouraged the use of trees for screening instead of a fence.  Mr. Andrews said that this 

dying group of trees is the second attempt to get trees to live there. 

 

A. Walburger suggested planting willow trees or shrub willows—something that likes water and 140 

wetness.  Mr. Andrews said there is some sort of red vine vegetation that grows thick now. 

 

R. Huftalen asked if the existing vegetation would be on the outside of the fence to help hide the 

fence on the park side.  Mr. Andrews answered yes. 

 145 

R. Huftalen conveyed his inclination to follow the Historic Preservation Committee (HPC) guidance.  

HPC recommended approval as submitted.   
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Mr. Andrews added that HPC mentioned planting willow bush type vegetation to help hide the 

fence.  The good side of the fence would be facing toward the park. 150 

 

A. McDowell reiterated her strong opposition to the fence because she really likes the natural look of 

the island and the view of the island is so beautiful.  She continued that if the fence is approved, it 

should be hidden by foliage. 

 155 

D. Webb commented that there are no planting requirements.  R. Huftalen added that it is the 

Planning Board’s job to make such recommendations.  Mr. Andrews stated that it would not be a 

problem if plantings were required. 

 

A. Walburger voiced his reluctance to add requirements and stated that he sees no problem with the 160 

fence as presented. 

 

D. Webb wondered about the purpose of the fence.  Mr. Andrews replied that the Cazenovia Club 

wants to neaten up the island, make it more visually appealing from the park, hide the canoes and 

kayaks from potential theft, and because the evergreen trees keep dying. 165 

 

D. Webb suggested that the Cazenovia Club talk to Don Ferlow of the Cazenovia Advisory 

Conservation Commission (CACC) about plantings that would look nice and would survive there. 

 

R. Huftalen asked if the intent is to build the fence this fall.  Mr. Andrews answered yes. 170 

 

Mr. Andrews volunteered to talk to Judy Gianforte about planting willows. 

 

R. Huftalen declared this a Type II action under State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR).  

There is no other agency involved.  The approval of this application will not have any significant or 175 

adverse effect on the environment.  No further SEQR action is required.   

 

R. Huftalen made the motion to approve the fence as submitted.  D. Webb seconded.  The motion 

carried with three in favor and one against. 

 180 

R. Huftalen asked for any other business to be brought before the Board.  There was none. 

 

D. Webb made the motion to adjourn the meeting.  R. Huftalen seconded.  The motion carried.  The 

meeting was adjourned at 8:21 p.m. 

 185 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 
 

Marlene A. Westcott 190 

Recording Secretary 


