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Village of Pittsford 
Architectural and Preservation Review Board 

Monday August 7, 2017 at 7:00 PM 
 
PRESENT: 
 
Chairperson:  Maria Huot  
Members:  William McBride 

Lisa Cove  
         Scott Latshaw  

 
Village Attorney: Jeff Turner  
Building Insp.: Paul Alguire  
Recording Sec.: Linda Habeeb 
 

  
   Chairperson Huot called the meeting to order at 7:05 pm. 
 
   Conflict of Interest Disclosure 

Chairperson Huot asked if any of the Board members had a conflict of interest with any of the applications 
before the Board, and all Board members stated that they had no conflicts of interest to declare.  

Alyssa Cope, 50 State Street ~ Sign   
Present: Blake Burnett, Sign Language, Inc. 
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 7/17/17. 
Discussion: The proposal is for installation of a single-sided sign on the building located at 50 State Street 
in Northfield Common. Board members questioned the applicant about the thickness of the sign. The 
applicant agreed to modify the application to propose a thickness of 1½ inches.   
 
Findings of Fact: 
 

 The proposal is for installation of a sign on the building located at 50 State Street in Northfield 
Common. 

 The sign will be located on the first floor of the building, attached to the facia of the roof covering 
the porch, and centered between two posts defining the entrance. 

 The sign will be 1½ inches in thickness.    
 The applicant submitted documentation with the dimensions and specifications for the signs. 

 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the application for 
installation of a sign, as modified.  

 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 

~~~~~ 
John Galbraith, 15 State Street ~ Sign 
Present: John Galbraith, Twin Advertising, Inc.  
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Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 7/13/17. 
Discussion:  The applicant is proposing installing a sign and three gooseneck lights on the building located 
at 15 State Street. The sign is made of high-density urethane and will be 1½ inches in thickness. The 
applicant submitted the specifications for the sign and provided a sample of the light fixtures. 
 
Findings of Fact: 
 

 The proposal is for installation of a sign and three gooseneck lights on the building located at 15 
State Street.  

 The sign will be installed on the second floor of the building, centered between the vent and the 
second-floor window.  

 The style of the lights is similar to those installed on other similar signs in the Village. 
 The applicant submitted documentation with the specifications for the sign and lights. 

 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the application for 
installation of a sign at 15 State Street, as submitted.  

 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 

 
~~~~~ 

Meg Rubiano, 36 South Main Street ~ Sign   
Present: Meg Rubiano 
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 5/12/17. 
Discussion: This is a continuation of an open application for installation of a double-sided post-and-panel 
sign at Christ Episcopal Church, located at 36 South Main Street. Board members had expressed concern 
that installing the large sign perpendicular to the street would obstruct pedestrian views of the Village 
streetscape. Ms. Rubiano submitted revised drawings proposing a sign with 63” posts, 30” from the ground, 
to be installed in the front of the building. The location of the sign will not obstruct the view of the Main 
Street streetscape. Board members discussed whether including the church website on the sign is 
prohibited by Village Code. 
 
Findings of Fact: 
 

 The proposal is for installation of a sign in the front of the Christ Episcopal Church, located at 36 
South Main Street. 

 The location of the sign will not obstruct the view of the Main Street streetscape. 
 The applicant submitted documentation with the dimensions, location, and specifications for the 

sign.   
 

Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the application for 
installation of a sign, subject to a determination that text on the sign is permitted by Village Code.  

 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 

~~~~~ 
Jean Williams, 11 Washington Avenue ~ Windows 
Present: Jean Williams, Homeowner; James Vazzana, Attorney 
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Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 7/22/17. 
Discussion:  Mr. Vazzana explained that the applicant replaced the deteriorated wood windows in the 
house with vinyl, energy-efficient windows, without approval from the APRB. Chairperson Huot explained 
that windows are a character-defining feature of the house. She referenced #6 of the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation: “Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than 
replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature 
shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. 
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.” 
Ms. Huot also pointed out that the house was built prior to 1894, and the Board has never approved vinyl in 
a house from that era. Board members concluded by determining that the existing vinyl windows need to 
be replaced with wood windows that match the color, texture, and other visual qualities of the original 
windows.   

~~~~~ 
 
Janice Linehan, 30 Rand Place ~ Free-standing Library 
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 6/14/17. 
Discussion:  The applicant is proposing installing a free-standing library in her yard at 30 Rand Place. 
The cedar post and library will be secured next to a hedge, placed away from the road within the hedge. 
Board members stated that there needs to be guidelines developed for these types of libraries. The 
application is incomplete, so it will remain open, pending submittal of additional information.  
  

~~~~~ 
Craig Miller, 45 Lincoln Avenue ~Window 
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 7/11/17. 
Discussion:  The applicant replaced a vinyl window on the porch with a fiberglass window, without 
approval from the APRB. The porch is not original to the house. Board members stated that the window 
should have been replaced with a wood window to match the other windows on the house. The application 
will remain open.  

~~~ ~~ 
 

Laurie Vahey, 7 Durham Way ~ Roof/Retaining wall   
Present: Laurie Vahey, Homeowner 
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 6/15/17. 
Discussion:  The applicant stated that they are replacing the roof on the house with a Sierra Gray roof from 
Owens Corning. They are not changing the roof material, so this would be considered a repair. They are 
also proposing to landscape the rear yard and to install a hot tub. The project is to dig into the sloping 
terrain and construct a retaining wall that will not exceed the height of the upper level. The hot tub will be 
almost entirely concealed behind the wall. A patio will be constructed on the upper level with a set of stairs 
leading to the lower level. The steps will be located between the hot tub and the house.  
 
Board members noted that the retaining wall will be visible from the canal. The retaining wall will be 
pavers, with limestone stairs.   
 
Findings of Fact: 
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 The proposal is for installation of a patio surface and retaining wall, which will be visible from the 
canal.  

 The specifications for the patio and retaining wall were submitted with the application. 
 The columns will be a simple style, measuring 30” x 30” and 8-12” in width. 
 The wall will be covered by landscaping because of the contour of the terrain.   
 The style and proportion of the patio and wall are compatible with the 1980’s house.   

 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve your application, as 
submitted.   
 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 

~~~~~ 
James Gribbon, 21 South Street ~ Door   
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 7/13/17. 
Discussion:  The Building Inspector explained that the homeowner replaced an original wood door on the 
side of the house at 21 South Street with a fiberglass door, without approval from the APRB. Chairperson 
Huot stated that the door is a distinctive feature of the house. The door should have been replaced with a 
wood door. She also noted that there is no indication of the style of the original door. She referenced #6 of 
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, which states, “Deteriorated historic features 
shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a 
distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities 
and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, 
physical, or pictorial evidence.” 
 
Findings of Fact: 
 

 The house was built circa 1885. 
 The applicant replaced the original wood door on the house with a fiberglass door, without APRB 

approval. 
 The style of the replaced door doesn’t match the style of the house. 
 The Board has allowed fiberglass material for columns, because it is difficult to find wood columns.  

 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to deny the application, as 
submitted.   
 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 

 
~~~~~ 

Lauren Bruckner, 19 Courtenay Circle ~ Siding 
Present: Lauren Bruckner, Homeowner  
 
Application: Submitted, date-stamped, and Building Inspector reviewed on 5/30/17. 
Discussion:  The applicants are proposing replacing their garage door with a steel door. The replacement 
garage door is a different material, but it has similar style and proportion as the existing door. Board 
members explained that the replacement door should have a smooth surface, with no faux grain.   
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Findings of Fact: 
 

 The replacement garage door is similar in style and proportion to the existing door. 
 The replacement door will have a smooth finish, with no grain. 
 The applicant submitted photographs and specifications for the garage door. 
 

Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the application for 
installation of a replacement garage door, as submitted.   

 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 
 
The applicant removed the cedar shake siding on portions of the house located at 19 Courtenay Circle and 
replaced with hardiboard siding. The hardiboard siding has a faux wood finish and a 7” reveal. The project 
has been started, and a portion of the work is completed, without APRB approval. The applicants stated 
that the cedar siding was deteriorated. Chairperson Huot explained that the existing siding should be 
replaced with material with the same detail in the reveal as that which was removed. The Board discussed 
the corner boards not being an acceptable architectural feature for this type of house.  
 
The applicant stated that she has researched the corner board issue with the manufacturer, who stated that 
installation of the hardiboard material requires corner boards. Board members noted that the Board has 
consistently not approved a faux grain finish, and has requested that the finish be a smooth surface.   
The applicants submitted letters of support for the project from neighbors in the area. 
 
Member Huot stated that in historic districts, deteriorated historic features should be repaired rather than 
replaced. When it is determined that the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive 
feature, the new feature should match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where 
possible, materials. It is important to retain the historic character of the house.  
 
The applicant proposed replacing the textured siding on the front of the house, but leaving the sides of the 
house as is.  
 
Findings of Fact: 
 

 The house is a postwar, two-story Colonial Revival house. 
 The proposal is for replacement of the cedar shingles on the house with hardiboard siding.  
 The original reveal was 12 inches, and the hardiboard reveal is 7 inches.  
 The installation of the hardiboard requires corner boards.  
 The hardiboard that has been installed has a textured surface. 

 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to deny the application, as 
submitted.   
 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to deny the modified application 
for installation of hardiboard with a smooth surface on the front of the house, and textured surface on the 
sides of the house.   
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Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 
Motion: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the modified 
application for installation of smooth hardiboard on three sides of the house with corner board finish in the 
same color.    
 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – no; Cove - yes. Motion carried. This decision was filed in 
the Office of the Village Clerk on August 7, 2017. 
 
 
Minutes: 
 
Vote: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the 6/5/17 meeting 
minutes, as drafted. 
 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – abstain; Cove - yes. Motion carried.  
 
Vote: Chairperson Huot made a motion, seconded by Member McBride, to approve the 7/10/17 meeting 
minutes, as drafted. 
 
Vote:   McBride – yes; Huot – yes; Latshaw – yes; Cove - yes. Motion carried.  
 
 
ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business, Chairperson Huot adjourned the meeting at 
10:00 pm.  
  
 
________________________________________ 
Linda Habeeb, Recording Secretary 


