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Village of Cazenovia Planning Board 

Meeting Minutes 

January 13, 2020 

 

 5 

Present:  Rich Huftalen, Chair; Adam Walburger; Stephen McEntee; and Don Raleigh. 

 

Absent:  Anne McDowell and Zach Young. 

 

Others Present:  James Stokes, Village Attorney; Lisa Wennberg; Nate Hickey; Robert Feldmeier; 10 

Carol Feldmeier; David Cox; Ben Lockwood; Kelly Sweet; Phil Byrnes; Pauline Cecere; Anne 

Ferguson; Suzanne Munger; Jerry Munger; Jody Reynolds; Capt. Mike Wright; Karen Reynolds; 

Susan Smith; Bob Ridler; Alex Barnes: Jasmeen Barnes; Paul Silverstein; Sandy Palmer; Suzanne 

Hartt; Bruce Kaiser; Charles Andrews; Howard Krumsiek; Virginia Krumsiek; Kenyon Craig; Sarah 

Webster; and a few others who did not sign in.  Approximately 30 people total. 15 

 

* * * * * 

 

R. Huftalen called the meeting to order at 7:00 and introduced the Board.   

 20 

R. Huftalen asked for any changes to the minutes of December 9, 2019.  R. Huftalen made the motion 

to approve the minutes as submitted.  A. Walburger seconded.  The motion carried with 4 in favor, 

0 opposed. 

 

* * * * * 25 

 

Rocale, LLC (Brewery), 33 Rippleton Rd., Site Plan Review and Architectural Review 

Lisa Wennberg, Project Manager/Marketing Coordinator from Keplinger Freeman Associates, 

Landscape Architecture & Land Planning, came forward. 

 30 

R. Huftalen:  We have representatives here who have submitted some site plan modifications.  They 

have been corresponding with our Village Engineer and have had a meeting with him.  They have had 

a meeting with our Public Works Administrator and the Village Attorney.  This will be their first 

presentation to the Board that is assembled here tonight.  I will turn it over to Nate or Lisa.  Lisa, I will 

just preface that because there are new owners of the brewery and the brewery was an approved PDD 35 

(Planned Development District).  They’ve got some ideas for site plan modifications that they want to 

make.  They have been in correspondence with our Village Engineer.  They have actually responded to 

a number of the initial comments from our Village Engineer.  We are not going to be taking any action 

tonight, but we are going to give the opportunity for the applicants to present the details and likely we 

will set a public hearing for our next regularly scheduled meeting to receive public input.  So with that 40 

little introduction, I’ll turn the floor over to Lisa. 

 

Lisa Wennberg:  We have updated our graphics since we submitted to you guys, so I brought you guys 

a small version.  I can leave this large one if you’d like it. 

 45 

R. Huftalen:  Just for public information, this will all be here on file with the Village Clerk.  
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Lisa Wennberg:  I’m just going to do a brief overview.  This is the first time people are seeing this.  I 

work with Keplinger Freeman.  We are landscape architects.  We are working with Rocale, LLC, in the 50 

redevelopment of the former Empire Brewery facility located at 33 Rippleton Road.  The proposed 

facility will be a continuation of the former uses on the site, which is stated in the Empire Brewery 

resolution:  Our agricultural, light industrial, retail business, and restaurant uses to the extent such uses 

shall be associated with a farm brewery.  Sorry, very lengthy.  So I’m going to do just a brief overview.  

I will go back and explain a couple of the items under each heading.  We’re going to be doing parking 55 

expansion and some pavement improvements, improvements to the entry sign on the road here, 

improvement to some of the site aesthetics, actual farm practices that are going to be implemented and 

maintained.  The main entrance canopy is going to undergo some renovations and improvements.  

We’re going to have some improved site lighting per Village standards.  Interior renovations will 

include the removal of a portion of the second floor to provide a two-story interior space.  They are 60 

going to do some glass replacement and expansion between the restaurant and the brewery to improve 

visibility of the brewery equipment.  There’s going to be a Phase II, which is going to include a 

three-season patio room addition, basically within the footprint of the existing covered patio right now.  

Then they will expand the uncovered portion in the back.  The new owners would like to stress that 

they are really looking to be good neighbors.  They want to run this facility as it was originally 65 

intended as a farm brewery.  The facility uses are mainly going to be restaurant and brewery.  Special 

events are going to be a very small portion of what they are intending to have on the site.  

Improvement of the actual facility signage so that people can see the signage coming up and they’re 

not using neighbor driveways, parking in the road, having to turn around when they are coming from 

this direction.  And they will be limiting the hours for the garbage pickup and deliveries so that it’s not 70 

disturbing anybody.  When garbage trucks come in they’re a little bit noisy and delivery same thing.  

So just an expansion on the items that I just covered.  So the parking expansion and pavement 

renovations, the former facility basically had inadequate parking for the use that was on the site.  We 

are proposing to increase the number of parking spaces to approximately 200; about 25 for employees 

and 175 for patrons.  Some of the pavements are actually going to be improved because they are in 75 

poor condition.  But when the entire facility is done, instead of paving this as a normal asphalt, we are 

proposing to use an oil and stone surfacing to kind of make it fit a little bit better with this type of use.  

We have also included some permeable grass pavers in sections back here, which gives us actual 

parking numbers if the facility needs it.  However, it’s going to appear green when there aren’t actually 

cars parked on it.  Entry sign improvements.  We drove by and we looked at the sign and it looks like 80 

the sign isn’t actually at the Village maximum height, which is five feet per the Code.  At least that’s 

how I read it, and 25 square feet for the actual sign space.  So the sign will actually be improved so that 

it falls within those parameters.  But it will actually be more visible coming from this direction and the 

other direction as well.  They are looking at possibly adding a couple of pillars in this area to kind of 

create a sense of entry so people know that they have arrived where they’re looking to go.  And then 85 

we are going to be adding some landscaping around the sign.  Some improved site aesthetics are going 

to include a solid wood fence proposed down along the south edge of the service area and additional 

evergreen trees for screening between the service area and the neighbor.  And then we are going to be 

adding some stone cobbles in a couple of different sizes basically in front of the facility to kind of 

improve aesthetics for an actual front.  Farming practices:  Existing right now are all the hop trellises 90 

that are out on the site and they propose to actually farm the hops and include a barley area.  And I 

understand the beehives are already on site, so those will actually be established.  And then we also 

have an area for lavender.  And then there are also going to be some other gardens that will be included 

as part of this site improvement.  This existing canopy renovation is basically trying to improve safety 

for patrons.  Right now, it sounds like the canopy kind of slopes down toward the entryway.  So they 95 

are going to redo the entry canopy and it will shed any snow, water, ice off to the side where patrons 

aren’t actually going to be walking.  Lighting:  We will be including site lighting.  Right now there are 
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some bollard lights here, but we’re going to be removing those.  We’ll put in new lighting and include 

bollard lights up near the entrance.  We will follow Village Codes for lighting.  And then the lights will 

also be on timers to adhere to the standards of the Village.  This is our Phase II expansion, which I 100 

think I mentioned.  They’re going to take off the existing canopy and enclose this so that it’s a 

three-season room and then expand.  This is going to be a paver patio area in the back here.  And then 

as part of our documents that we submitted, we did include a letter that basically addressed items that 

the Village Engineer had sent to us.  Do you need me to go over any of those items?  Do you want me 

to read them?  It’s very lengthy. 105 

 

R. Huftalen:  If you wouldn’t mind just summarizing the bullets.  Every one of the Board members got 

copies, but we’ll get it on the record.  Just go through those 12 bullet items and I’d encourage any of 

the Board members to raise questions as Lisa is going through them.  Again, in anticipation of 

presenting to the Board tonight, the applicant met with Jim Stokes (Village Attorney) and John Dunkle 110 

(Village Engineer) and the Public Works Administrator (Bill Carr).  These are issues that were 

highlighted.  If you would just go through the list of issues and give a quick summary. 

 

Lisa Wennberg:  1) Traffic/parking - New peak traffic and parking volumes should be provided 

(including special events).  If there are any increases in projected traffic generation, or parking needs 115 

from the new use, then the Empire traffic and parking study should be updated.  These were concerns, 

so the Village Engineer asked for new peak traffic and parking volumes.  But basically, the proposed 

facility is to be used as the existing facility was to be used.  So we are saying that the use and the 

traffic volume should be very similar to what was already existing on the site.  2) Aesthetics - If there 

are any proposed exterior changes.  This was an aesthetics concern.  Any proposed exterior changes to 120 

the property that will be visible from Route 13 or from Lorenzo.  An updated visual impact assessment 

should be provided.  Really, the only building improvements we’re going to be doing is the small 

canopy.  There’s already a canopy there.  Then basically turning this canopy into a three-season room.  

So we felt that was pretty much very similar and wouldn’t really have an impact from Route 13 or 

from the Lorenzo site.  3) Signage - Any changes to Route 13 or building signage should be presented.  125 

For traffic safety, we recommend a more visible sign on Route 13 be provided, which may require a 

variance.  We will have details of the updated monument sign when we’re all done with that.  And I 

understand that the silo sign has already been removed.  4) Use - Any changes to the use of the 

building, outdoor use areas or open spaces should demonstrate compliance with the conditions of 

PDD zoning and the Ag. District.  As I stated at the beginning, this facility is going to be used for the 130 

same purposes that the existing facility was used for.  5) The Empire noise study should be updated if 

there are any proposed changes to the use of the building and/or the outdoor space that would have a 

potential to generate additional noise.  Nate, I was just going to ask you, they said we were going to 

have possible acoustic music.  I’m not sure if the former facility did the same type of thing on their 

patio.   135 

 

Nate Hickey:  I believe that they did, but I don’t know if it was sanctioned. 

 

Lisa Wennberg:  That may be something that we need to look into for a possible use.  6) Odors - The 

Empire odor study will need to be updated if there are any major changes in beer production, waste 140 

treatment or property usage that could produce odors.  Once again, no major changes to any of those 

items.  We are going to be using it basically the same.  7) Water Usage - Updated peak hour and daily 

water usage rates.  We don’t have those numbers yet, but we are anticipating an actual decrease in 

water usage for this facility.  8) Stormwater - If there are any proposed soil disturbances that will 

exceed one acre and/or if there are any additional impervious surfaces to be created, an updated 145 

SWPPP (stormwater pollution prevention plan) should be provided.  Our office is working on that 
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right now, preparing the SWPPP.  9) Lighting - If there are any changes to lighting for the site, sign, or 

building exterior, an updated plan and photometrics should be presented.  So that is something that we 

are also working on right now.  New photometric plans will be presented as part of the actual 

construction documents.  10) Setbacks, building height, and coverage - Any changes to setbacks, 150 

building height, and site coverage should be noted.  So we have provided that on our zoning chart.  We 

are increasing impervious coverage.  However, the former site had a 10.67% coverage, maximum 

allowable is 20.  With the improvements, we’re at 13.6.  None of the building heights are to change.  

All of the setbacks are actually shown on the drawings per the approved PDD.  11) Operating hours 

and special events - Any changes to the operation hours and the frequency, type and size of special 155 

events should be presented and evaluated.  I believe in our Long Form EAF (Environmental 

Assessment Form) we included hours of operation in there.  Frequency of special events did say it is 

not proposed to be very often.  We may need to discuss with the Board or the Village Engineer as to 

how that gets documented.  12a.) Other approvals/reviews - New York State Parks - If there are any 

significant changes to the site or use of the property, an updated letter from NYS Parks regarding 160 

potential impacts to Lorenzo should be presented to the Village.  No significant changes to the site. 

12b.) NYSHPO (New York State Historic Preservation Office) - If there are any additional areas of the 

property to be developed, an updated archeological assessment and NYSHPO sign off may be needed 

to demonstrate no impact to the pre-contract archeological sites identified in the Empire study.  Same 

thing.  No additional changes that would affect the SHPO.  12c.) Fire Department - The fire 165 

department should review any site and building modifications.  We will be meeting with the fire 

department.  We do have an actual program in the office where we can show the route or the 

navigation of a firetruck on the site, which I had someone in the office prepare today.  We actually 

have a hammerhead in the back here.  This area works as a hammerhead so a truck can get back here 

with no problems.  We have them looped around the parking areas.  We will meet with the fire 170 

department and review that navigation with them as well.  12d.) Madison County Planning - An 

updated GML (comments) from Madison County Planning may be needed for the new project.  I 

assume the Planning Board sends the updated site plans to them for review again as part of this 

process.  12e.) NYSDOT (New York State Department of Transportation) - Any changes to the 

ingress/egress and signage within the right-of-way of NYS Route 13 will require an updated highway 175 

work permit and occupation permit.  We are proposing improvements here and improvements to the 

sign, so we will be preparing a DOT permit.  12f.) Town Sewer District - The applicants will need to 

comply with the Town of Cazenovia’s wastewater discharge permit limits and conditions.  So basically 

the owners have already been coordinating with the Town to basically make sure they are meeting the 

requirements of the facility discharge.  12g.) CACC (Cazenovia Advisory Conservation Commission) 180 

and CPF (Cazenovia Preservation Foundation) - Any changes to open space, trail access, and 

landscaping may be reviewed by CACC and CPF, if deemed necessary.  We agree to that.  The owners 

do have the contact names for both agencies so they can call and run the project by them.  And I did 

forget to mention that we added a nature play area at the end of the parking area in the back here as 

part of this expansion.  I think that was all the questions on the letter. 185 

 

Nate Hickey:  Essentially we are in agreement over trying to maintain the same usage that the property 

has been used for in the past.  Obviously, make some improvements.  We’ve listened to the community 

and some other folks that have frequented the site as well.  The signage at the entrance so people aren’t 

passing the brewery and using neighbors’ driveways as turnarounds.  We are also going to farm as 190 

much of the land as possible.  We’re going to put barley out there.  None of us are farmers.  We’re 

going to look to get some resources and some help to farm.  As well as the hop trellises.  We are going 

to farm as much of the land as we can.  We are looking to improve a lot of the infrastructure, which 

we’ve been doing as we speak.  As far as the brewing operation and the restaurant portion of it, we’re 

looking to throw our own little twist to it--opening up the interior of the building, having it two story 195 
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when you walk in.  So when you walk in, I’m sure a lot of you guys have been there before, when you 

walk in, it’s going to be two stories.  So the office space above is going to be all gone.  So you’re going 

to have views out to the back.  We’re going to have big windows on the right side when you walk in 

and big windows on the left side looking into the brewery so you feel like you’re more in the brewery.  

But then also you get that beautiful landscape that you guys live here for.  As well as the beehive in the 200 

back.  And we did put in a little nature play area for kids, to focus more on kids, towards the Lorenzo 

site so they have a dedicated area so that people know where they can go and where to be instead of 

just running across the property.  We want it to be more designated in that respect.  We are looking at a 

second phase.  We’re looking at enclosing the existing patio with glass, a three-season room, and 

adding a brick paver patio with a little bench rail there to designate that spot as well.  So we’re looking 205 

at putting some boundaries there.  And adding the fencing here to the property, as well, at the ends 

with some evergreens.  Again, just to protect the property to the side, the neighbor.  We are looking to 

be good neighbors and do what we say we’re going to do, which is all on paper right now.  The 

Feldmeiers are the backing behind this property.  They have been involved with this community, 

Syracuse greater community, Little Falls, New York.  They have seven plants across the country and 210 

I’ve been actively involved with each of the communities.  And that’s what we’re looking to do here is 

to be involved with the Cazenovia community, give back to the community, and be a part of it.  I hope 

that we will be embraced.  I know that there have been a lot of challenges, a lot of ruffled feathers with 

this property and we’ve done our best to put our best foot forward and we’re looking to do that going 

forward.  We hope that we can work with everybody and figure out what the needs are and work 215 

together to make this place what it can be and what it should be.  That’s what we’re looking to do.  

 

R. Huftalen:  Thanks, Nate.  I appreciate the sentiment and appreciate the presentation.  As you know, 

part of the history of the site here, the Planning Board has a limited set of tools to oversee the operation 

of the facility.  We’ve just got the recourse allowable to us from the Codes and what we can put in our 220 

resolution.  But I certainly appreciate the sentiment that it will be a different type of operation over 

there.  Just a minor detail from the EAF, you list your hours of operation as Monday to Friday 

11:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m.  The original resolution specifies turning the lights off at 10:00 p.m. Monday 

through Thursday with11:00 p.m. allowed on Fridays and Saturdays.  Is that your intent or was that 

just a detail I noticed going through the EAF? 225 

 

S. McEntee:  It does say Fridays in parentheses.   

 

Nate Hickey:  We can look at that. 

 230 

R. Huftalen:  Any other questions from the members of the Board? 

 

S. McEntee:  I know you mentioned less water usage and less discharge.  Is that because you’re scaling 

back the production in comparison to the last business?  Is that where that comes from?  

 235 

Nate Hickey:  I think it’s going to be less at the beginning.  Obviously, we hope to increase production.  

But it’s going to be less right out of the gates.  Just building up her own beer brands.  And then also it’s 

going to be mostly contract work to fill in those voids.  But it will probably go a little bit less as we 

scale up.   

 240 

S. McEntee:  There were also some issues with discharge with the last facility there.  Has that been 

discussed?  Have you had discussions? 
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Nate Hickey:  Yes.  We have been working with Jim Cunningham on that.  We’ve got our wastewater 

permit doing batch discharges.  We’ve been in contact with Jim Cunningham and working through 245 

that.  We do have our wastewater permit.   

 

A. Walburger:  In general, I see that the plan addresses operational concerns with the last iteration of 

the brewery.  I commend you for that.  I am going to say that you can plan for multiple stages of 

construction.  Your path of least resistance through this Board is to present plans with all phases 250 

fleshed out.  You might as well draw up Phase II.  We are going to get a lot of questions from the 

public of what comes into Phase II.  This is a buyer beware moment.  I would plan for that. 

 

Robert Feldmeier:  We will be showing people what we plan to do in the future.  So those drawings 

will all be done before we even open, I believe.  255 

 

A. Walburger:  Fantastic.  In the nature play area, are there any structures planned for that or is that 

just a new graded open area? 

 

Nate Hickey:   That really just evolved this weekend.  That is more of just a natural as can be play area.  260 

We haven’t really developed that yet.  We haven’t even engaged a third party to design that.  But it’s 

not going to be your typical playground or swing set.   

 

A. Walburger:  I would certainly point out that of all the spots on the site, that one is probably most 

sensitive to starting to influence Lorenzo.  So putting a three-story jungle gym there may not be a good 265 

idea.  I’m very interested to see what will go on with the bollards going up the driveway to improve the 

site lighting and also maintain our requirements.  I noticed that’s a to-be-determined plan right now in 

the plans.   

 

R. Huftalen:  On the subject of lighting, I think that was a comment we heard from the ZBA (Zoning 270 

Board of Appeals) Chair and some of the neighbors that the sign as you . . .  It’s great you’re planning 

on taking the sign to the limits of the Code.  The lighting on that sign was really poor relative to what 

was possible, I think, with good gooseneck lighting.  There is no internal lighting allowed, but I think 

there could have been better treatment. 

 275 

A. Walburger:  And then the continued interest detail and development on the south-facing property 

line with the fence and any additional plantings back there are of interest to the Board as a hot spot 

location.   

 

D. Raleigh:  Does the oil and stone surfacing go back to that south side?  Does it go all the way 280 

around?  

 

Lisa Wennberg:  Yeah, all of the pavement is there.  We haven’t drawn it on, but I assume that we’ll 

probably do all of the pavements.  There is just that one area we don’t have shaded.  But if you look at 

the plan, everything that’s gray there would be the oil stone. 285 

 

R. Huftalen:  Are there any other questions from the Board or Jim?  I sure appreciate all of the 

information you have brought forward.  And we appreciate your approach with engaging the Village 

early on and the neighbors.  I think at this point, the next step will be to set a public hearing, notice it, 

and put up signs.  The next regularly scheduled Planning Board meeting will be February 10 at 7:00 290 

p.m.  And at that point we’ll expect that you will have your most up-to-date plans on file.  Then we 

will give the public an opportunity to weigh in with their concerns and thoughts.  We welcome public 
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input in anticipation of that meeting either in written form or any communication to the Board before 

then is welcome.  I think that’s all we’ve got for this applicant tonight.  Will we need to make a second 

SEQR (State Environmental Quality Review) determination, Jim? 295 

 

Mr. Stokes:  Yes, we will want to revisit SEQR.  

 

R. Huftalen:  Thanks for your submittal.  Any questions from the Board members we’ll be sure to 

engage in anticipation of next month’s public hearing.  If you want to send questions to the Board 300 

beforehand in writing or by email, you can send them to me and Kathy, the Village Clerk.  

 

* * * * * 

 

Housing Visions, The Landing at Burke Meadows, Site Plan Review 305 

R. Huftalen:  We have representatives here from Housing Visions to present again to the Board on the 

application for site plan review.  As many of you are well aware, we’ve seen this application for a 

number of months now and we were looking at it in so far as this Board was asked to make a 

recommendation to the Village Board regarding a zone change.  The Planning Board did make a 

recommendation.  The zone change was effected by the Village Board and the applicant now is back in 310 

front of this Board in order to present details of the site plan.  We will be looking at the details of the 

application again here and the application in total.  I should say that updates that have been made and 

forwarded to our Village Engineer are still under review by the Village Engineer.  We are not going to 

be making any determination tonight because of the nature of the project.  We want to offer the public 

continued opportunity for input.  We will be setting a public hearing for next month.  At this point, I’d 315 

like to turn it over to Mr. Cox.  Please update us with where you’ve been with the project and anything 

else we need to know in anticipation of our future meeting here. 

 

David Cox:  Because it has been a couple of months, I just want to kind of go back and just briefly go 

over where we started and where we’ve come.  So when we originally started, we had a three-story 320 

40-unit senior building in the back and we had five six-unit townhome buildings for a total of 

30 townhome units.  As we went through the PDD (Planned Development District) process with 

feedback and comments, a two-story building was proposed.  So we dropped that to two stories and we 

also reduced the units from 40 down to 33.  So we took a reduction in units there.  And then also on the 

townhomes, they started out as six-unit townhomes.  And it was asked if we could go down to a 325 

four-unit townhome.  We shrunk that down, so now we have four townhomes with four units each for a 

total of 16 units; where there were 30 before. So there’s been quite a reduction in number of units, 

which reduced the amount of impervious area through buildings and parking areas.  Before, these 

townhomes were down pretty close to Evergreen Lane.  They were only about 20 feet off of the 

property line.  Now we have moved them up farther away so that the first building is over 60 feet away 330 

and the next building is 111 feet away.  So we’ve saved a lot of that buffer in there to Evergreen Lane.  

We moved this entrance area up farther from the curb to provide some additional site distance.  With 

that, we increased the amount of the dry pond down here.  So we’re able to reduce stormwater even 

further based on the original design.  We incorporated some additional screening here, some additional 

evergreen trees here, where there are no trees here currently, so we can really buffer to this property 335 

here.  This is all while maintaining a lot of this huge stand of trees in here.  The wetlands back here all 

remain untouched and preserved.  We have about 15 acres here and we are only disturbing 5.29.  So 

about a third of the property is being disturbed and we’re preserving a lot of the rest.  The plan is the 

one that was last presented at the PDD.  So we did not make any changes to the plan.  We just shored 

up with full engineer documents and reports and things like that.  But the alignment, the buildings, the 340 

parking, and everything like that is the same as was last seen with the PDD process.   
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A. Walburger:  Just one question here.  I just want that point of clarification.  The road grade coming 

up to the connection to Emick Lane, this is what was established back in the last meeting?  That sweep 

and this path right past the building? 345 

 

David Cox:  Yes. 

 

A. Walburger:  Okay, just making sure.  Thank you. 

 350 

David Cox:  I’m pretty much done.   

 

R. Huftalen:  We’ve got more particular detail, I guess, on the planting schedule, in particular the 

buffer up against Mrs. Holland’s property, I think was one that was newly added at the end.  And that’s 

going to be mostly evergreen trees that are permanent all-season buffering.  Excellent.  It all looks 355 

pretty familiar.  Any other questions from members of the Board here?  We’ve seen a bunch of this.  I 

think it takes things into a different perspective when we’re viewing it from more of a site plan 

perspective and we are glad to have all this additional detail.  It is useful.  Thanks for putting all of that 

together.  Again, because we’ve had the details in front of us so much, I think it will be quite useful to 

get feedback from Mr. Dunkle, and I know he’s working on that stuff.   360 

 

A. Walburger:  Yes, as a stamped set of plans now, John can give us full plan review.  

 

R. Huftalen:  He was trying to get us some feedback in time for this meeting, but just with the holidays 

and everything, he wasn’t able to pull it off.  Again, I know before we had offered the public 365 

opportunity to comment on the zone change.  We want to afford the opportunity for the public to 

comment also on the details of the site plan.  So I’m going to schedule a public hearing for 

February 10, our next regularly scheduled Planning Board meeting, at 7:05 p.m. or as soon thereafter 

as can be heard, after the brewery operation.  We are glad to accept anybody’s comments in 

anticipation of that meeting and look forward to getting input at that meeting.  Is there anything else 370 

from the Board?  This was the final item on our agenda.  We appreciate it, Mr. Cox.  We look forward 

to discussing it further next month and in the interim. 

 

* * * * * 

 375 

R. Huftalen asked if there was any other business to be brought before the Board.  Hearing none, he 

made a motion to adjourn.  S. McEntee seconded.  The motion carried with 4 in favor, 0 opposed.  The 

meeting was adjourned at 7:46 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 380 

 

 

 

Marlene A. Westcott 

Recording Secretary 385 


