Village of Voorheesville
Zoning Board of Appeals Public Hearing

Village Hall, 29 Voorheesville Avenue App}f@y@d 2/@/25

December 10, 2024

Present: Chairman Jim Giglio, Board Members, Nicholas Duncan, Michael O’Leary, Krystina Smith, Mark Wight,
Alternate Judy Strauss Building Inspector/Code Enforcement Officer Steve Mason, Attorney Rich Reilly and Deputy
Clerk Treasurer Francine Rycheik

Others: Applicant Anthony Berghela, Douglas Miller and Mayor Straut
On the agenda:

Public Hearing:

1. Avrea Variance for signage for 112 Maple Avenue (Romo’s Pizza).

Chairman Giglio opened the meeting at 7:00 pm.
Minutes

The Board reviewed the minutes from the September 5, 2024 meeting. Upon a metion from Board Member Duncan,
with a second from Alternate Board Member O’Leary, the Board unanimously approved the minutes from the

September 5, 2024 meeting.

Public Hearing

Chairman Giglio opened the Public Hearing at 7:01 pm for an Area Variance for 112 Maple Avenue, He asked the
applicant to provide a brief description of the variance request.

A photo of each of the thrée signs, labeled A-C, was provided to the Board by the applicant. Mr. Berghela explained that
his architect ordered the three signs for production without approval of the village, as the architect was under the
assumption that they were included as part of the original village approval. The production of the signs has since been on
hold after being made aware by the village enforcement officer that a variance would be needed. Mr. Berghela indicated
he would be flexible in modifying the Pin Mounted Lettering sigos located in the front (Sign A) and the side (Sign C) of
the building but, if at all possible wants to keep the Blade Sign (Sign B) as originally designed.

Mr. Berghela clarified for Board Member Wight that he has decided to go with the white lettering rather than the black,
on the side, pin-mounted sign presented as sign C.

Board Member Smith indicated that the Zoning Laws are a published requirgment.

Attorney Reilly indicated that the internally illuminated Blade sign as presented (Sign B), black sign with white lettering,
would minimize the white glow lighting that the zoning law intends to avoid.

Resident Doug Miller expressed support for the sign variance request as presented.

Chairman Giglio thanked the applicant and there being no other public comment, closed the Public Hearing at 7:09 pm.
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Board Discussion

"Code Enforcer Mason has determined that the sign submittals have five issues that do not conform to the Village Zoning
Law for Creekside Commercial:

Zoning Law Submitted Request
1. Section 5b All Signs to be externally illuminated (Exception LED signs) Sign B-Internally Illuminated
2. Section 7 Total Sign Area is Maximum 75 sg/ft Total is 87.3 sg/ft
Table 3
3. Building Mounted, Flat with Maximum of 24 sq/ft Sign Cis 70.72 sq/ft
4, Building Mounted, Projecting with Maximum of 4 sq/ft Sign B-12.56 sq/ft
5. Total Number of Signs per establishment is Two. Three signs submitted

Board Member Smith inquired whether the location being a corner lot, would modify any of the requirements. It was
noted that the law is not modified for a corner lot, but the Board all agreed that extra visibility would be helpful for this
location.

A discussion was held on the square footage exceeding the maximum 75 sqg/ ft requirement. Attorney Reilly noted that
signs A and C are both Pin Mounted-Letter signs and not your typical wall signs. He also mentioned that while the signs
as presented exceed the square footage, they are aesthetically pleasing.

CEO Mason noted that the application is a non-referral application for Albany County Planning Board.
The applicant filled out Part I of the Short Environmental Assessment Form.

It was determined that the Zoning Board of Appeals would be the LEAD Agency and the application would be classified
38 Type 2 in regard to SEQRA.

Chairman Giglio went through all the questions of Part 2 of the Short Environmental Assessment Form with fellow board
‘members,

After completing the Part 2 questions, Board Member Smith with a second from Board Member O’Leary, made a
motion that there is no adverse significant environmental impact with the signage request as presented for 112
Maple Avenue (Romo’s).

The vote was Chairman Giglio — Yes, Board Member Duncan — Yes, Board Member O’Leary — Yes, Board Member
Smith — Yes, Board Member Wight — Yes and Alternate Member Strauss — Present.  The motion passed unanimously.

Chairman Giglio reviewed the 5 Balancing Questions for the property located at 112 Maple Avenue with the Board (see
attached).

I Giglio  N. Duncan M OLeary K. Smith M Wight
1. No No No No No
2. Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
3, No No No No No
4, No No No No No
5. Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
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In their discussion the board considered the following factors:

1. The Unique character and location of the property.
. Multi-directional signage is beneficial for a corner lot.
3. The Pin Mounted Lettering Signs as presented, while over the sq/ft requirement, have an aesthetically pleasing
appearance.
4. The Blade sign as presented, black with white lettering, would minimize the white glow lighting that the zoning
law intends to protect.

After additional discussion, Board Member Smith, with a second from Board Member O’Leary made a motion to
approve the Area Variance for Signage as presented for 112 Maple Avenue (Romo’s) based on three factors noted
above,

The vote was Chairman Giglio — Yes, Board Member Duncan — Yes, Board Member O’Leary — Yes, Board Member
Smith — Yes, Board Member Wight — Yes and Alternate Member Strauss — Present. The motion passed unanimously.

At 7:26 PM Board Member O’Leary made the motion that the meeting be adjourned with a second by Board
Member Wight., All agreed; motion passed.

Attachments

Signs A, B and C by AJ Sign Co.

Five Conflicts with Zoning Law

Part 1 of Short Environmental Assessment Form - Applicant
Part 2 & 3 of the Short Environmental Assessment

Area Variance Findings & Decision — 5 Balancing Questions

Schedule of up coming Meetings and Events
‘ Date Day Time Event
January 9, 2024 Thursday 7:00 PM Meeting/Public Hearing
Submitted Respectfully,
9\/; ol ine p\AA M
Francine Rycheik,
Deputy Clerk Treasurer

Date: February 6, 2025
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12/10/2024

RE: 112 MAPLE AVE SIGNAGE SUBMITTALS

THERE ARE 5 CONFLICTS WITH THE ZONING LAW AS PRESENTED IN THE SUBMITTALS.

Issues:

0. 5.) b) Except for LED signs, all signs shall be externally illuminated.
Sign B, 2 sided sign is internally illuminated.
Table 3. Building Mounted, Flat. Maximum 24 sg/ft.
Sign Cis 70.72 sq/ft.
Table 3. Building Mounted , Projecting. Maximum 4 sg/ft.
Sign B is 12.56 sq/ft.
Table 3. Total Number of Signs per Establishment is 2.
Total number of signs submitted is 3.
0.7.) Total Sign Area. Maximum is 75 sg/ft.

Total sq/ft submitted is 87.3 sq/ft



Short Environmental Assessmenit Form
Part 1 - Project Information

Part £~ Peoject luformation. The appifcunt or project sponsey is respensible for the completinn of Park 1, Responses boooine part of the
applieution for approval or funding, are subject to publie review, and may be subject to further verification. Complews Part | based on
informution ourrently availalie, IFadditional research or invostigation would bo neoded to fully respoud w any iton, plowse unower as
thorouglily as possible bused on current information.

Complete all iterns in Part §. You may also provide any additiona information which yon believe will be needed by or useful lo the
lend ugensy; attach additional pages ns neeessary o suppleitent auy item. :

Part 1 - Project and Sponsar Information

Nana of Aetion or Project:

AREA VARIANCE FOR SUBMITTED SIGNAGE

Projeet Loeation (deseribe, and attach o location wap):

112 MAPLE AVE., VOORHEESVILLE, NY 12186

Brief Description of Proposed Aclion:
TO ALLOW THE PROPOSED SIGNAGE AS SUBMITTED.

SEE ATTACHMENT FOR THE 5 ISSUES CEQ HAS NOTED AS CONFLICTING WITH THE
ZONING LAW

Name of Applisant or Sponsor: ANTHONY BERGHELA Telephone: 54 8.542.8444
E-Mail: romospizza@yahoo.com
Addross:
32 DANIEL 8T.
City/POx _ Blate: Zip Code:
SLINGERLANDS NY 12159
Lo Does the propased action only involve Whe legislative adoption of & plan, loca! law, ordinance, Ni} YES
wdiirinistrative rule, or regulation?
If Yes, attach # narralive description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources thal [:]
muy beaffested in the municipality and procesd 1o Part 2. 1f no, coniinue to question 2. Ea'
.2 ])()L?S the proposed potion i’&[]!]il‘t? & permit, approval or funding From any other govenmmen! Agenoy? WO Yis
if Yes, list ageney(s) name and permit or approval: E’ D
3. & Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? A Eﬁm avres
b Tolal aereage o be physieolly distwsbes? ) ucres
¢ Total aereage {projest sile end any contiguous propertics) ovwnd
or sentrolled by the spplicant or project spensor? 1.53 anres

4. Check all land uses that oecur on, are adjoining or near the proposed action:
[THuben [T Rural (non-agricutiure) £ Industrial £ Commercial B Residential (suburban)
[l rorest [ Agrieuliure Adguaiie ] Other(Specify
[] Parkland
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14, Tdentify the typical habitat types that oceur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:
[shoretine [ Forest [] Agriculturaligrasstands  [J Farly mud-suceessional

[Owetland ] Urban lzg.ﬂuhurhun

15 Does the site of the proposed action contain any speetes of ammal, or associated habitats, listed by the State or
Federal government as threatened or endangered?

NO)

o
i

X

16, Is the projeet site Tocated i the 100y ear flood plan?

z

<
]
w

[l

i7. Wil the proposed action create storm water discharge. either from point or non-point sources’!
IT Yes.

o, Will storm water diseharges low 1o adjacent properties?

b, Will storm water discliarges b directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
[l Yes, briefly describe:

Z

=
7

OO0 K

Oz

18, Daoes the proposed action nelude construction or other activities that would result in the impoundment ol water
or other liquids (e g, retention pond. waste lagoon. dam)?
II' Yes, explain the purpose and size of the impoundment:

NGO

YES

X0

completed) for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe:

19 Tas the site of the proposed action or an adjoing property been the location of an active or closed solid waste | NO | YES
managenent factlity?

If Yes, deseribe: o o o E D

20.Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or NO | YES

511

MY KNOWLEDGE

Applicant/sponsor/name: Ao Tucred B3 g (24T Date: /2 / c,/ 7
=

o C— -
Signattre: T - Tille: g St

[ CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE 1S TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF

| PRINT FORM |




Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project: |ROMO'S SIGNAGE ZB-2024-017
Date: |12/1 0/2024

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

Part 2 is to be completed by the Lead Agency.

Answer all of the following questions in Part 2 using the information contained in Part 1 and other materials submitted by
the project sponsor or otherwise available to the reviewer. When answering the questions the reviewer should be guided by
the concept “Have my responses been reasonable considering the scale and context of the proposed action?”

No, or Moderate

small to large
impact impact
may may

| occur r

1. Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning
regulations?

2. Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land?

3, Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community?

4.  Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the
establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)?

5. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or
affect existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway?

6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate
reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities?

7. Will the proposed action impact existing:
a. public / private water supplies?

b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities?

8. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological,
architectural or aesthetic resources?

9, Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands,
waterbodies, groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)?

. 10. Will the proposed action resultinan increase in the potential for erasion, flooding or drainage
problems?

[

NENRNHNIN(NINI NN ENINN
O000000;0000n

11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health?

PRINT FORM Page 1 of2
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VILLAGE OF VOORHEESVILLE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION
Applicant:  ANTHONY BERGHELA Variance No: ZB-2024-017
ROMO'S PIZZA Zoning District; cC
Published Hearing Notice on:  12/3/2024
Notice to County Sent on; N/A
Hearing Held on: 12/10/2024

Property Location: 112 MAPLE AVE

Requirement for which Variance is Requested: SIGNAGE SUBMITTED HAS 5 ISSUES THAT DO NOT

CONFORM TO THE ZONING LAW

Applicable Section of Zoning Code: ARTICLE XII. O. SIGNS

FACTORS CONSIDERED:

1. Whether undesirable change would be produced in character ,
of neighborhood or a detriment to nearby properties: Yes No X

Reasons:

2. Whether benefits sough by applicant can be achieved by

a feasible alternative to the variance: Yes A No
Reasons:

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: Yes No X
Reasons:

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical

or environmental conditions in the neighborhood: Yes No X
Reasons:
5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created: Yes X No

Reasons:




PAGE 2 of 3:
SEQRA DETERMINATION

The Conservation Advisory Council has reviewed the proposed Variance and issued advisory
recommendations concerning potential environmental impacts: Yes No

The ZBA has classified the action under SEQRA, reviewed and/or completed any necessary assessment

form(s) or impact statement(s), conducted necessary reviews and, if required, rendered a determination of

environmental significance or non-significance: Yes No
DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after taking into consideration the above factors, finds that:

[ ] The Benefit to the Applicant DOES NOT Outweigh the Defriment to the Neighborhood or
Community and therefore the variance request is Denied.

[ ] The Benefit to the Applicant DOES Outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or Community.

Reasons

The ZBA further finds that a variance of from Section of the Zoning
Codes is the minimum variance that should be granted in order to preserve and protect the character of the
neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the community because:

CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize adverse
impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following;

Condition No. !:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

(/d/‘;D&%’% //De oL

Ehairperson, Zoning Boaﬁ%f Appeals
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RECORD OF VOTE
MEMBER NAME AYE NAY
Chair T iem (;gg!io ﬁL S—
Member  Naicholas Dopon X
Member Michael O] eery X _
Member \Arul sTine. Sempth X -
Member  Mork \Wight X

Member (AIL.) ‘T"d“f Strauss Present:




ALBANY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD
NOTIFICATTON

RECOMMENDATION DATE: December 19" , 2024

Case #: 16-2412040597
Project Name: Carport - Area Variance
Project Location: 184 Helderberg Parkway

Tax Map Number: 72.10-1-14.31
Referring Agency: Village of Voorheesville Zoning Board of Appeals

Considerations: Area variance for the construction of a two-vehicle carport in the front
- yard. Proposed carport will cover an existing paved area and will be
_ behind the existing barn.

ACPB Defer to local consideration

Recommendation:

1. This board has found that the proposed action will have no impact
‘upon the jurisdictional determinant referring to this case, nor will it
have significant countywide or intermunicipal impact.
Advisory:

Gopika'Muddappa, Senior Planner
Albany County Planning Board

NOTE:

*  This recommendation is rendered in compliance with applicable requirements of Section 239 of New York State
General Municipal Law. Final determination on this matter rests with the appropriate municipal body.

* A recommendation of “APPROVE” or “MODIFY LOCAL APPROVAL™ should not be interpreted as a
recommendation by this body that the referring agency apprave the matter referred. Such recommendation does not
indicate that this body has reviewed all local concerns; rather the referral has met certain countywide considerations.
Evaluation of local criteria is the responsibility of the referring agency.

*  (eneral Municipal Law Section 239 requires that the Jocal agency notify the county within thirty days of its final
action. Please use the OFFICIAL NOTICE OF LOCAL ACTION form that is attached for this purpose,

*  General Municipal Law Section 239 sets forth the procedural requirements for taking local action contrary o the
County Planning Board’s recommendation of objection or conditienal approval,

" Albany County is required to submit a Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permit (MS4) (No. GP-0-10-002)
Notice of Intent (NOI) to comply with the NYS DEC permit for the control of wastewater and stormwater
discharges in accordance with the Clean Water Act. Construction Activity Permit No, GP-0-1-001 issued by
NYSDEC is also required for activity with soil disturbances of one acre or mare. The law is required by the Clean
Water Act to control point source discharges to ground water as well as surface waters,

449 New Salem Road, Voorheesville, NY 12186
TELEPHONE: (518) 655-7932 FAX: (518) 765-3459
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