
 

 

Planning Board (PB) Minutes, 5-6-24  

Village of Sodus Point, NY 
 

 

 

Members Present: William Kedley (Acting for Bruce Evener who was absent), William 

McKee, Janine Fogarty, Mark Costich (zoom) 

Staff Present: Linda Youngman – Clerk (in person), Village of Sodus Point (Kevin 

Druschel - CEO, code enforcement officer) (zoom) 

 

Others present:  Village of Sodus Point (zoom), Christianna Wood (zoom), Carly Straubing 

(zoom), Laurie Verbridge (in person), Bob Burlee, Bob Straubing, Matt Nowak (zoom), 

Christopher Booth, Jen, Kathy Berretta (in person), Patty Burlee, Scott Joanson, Barb Bruech, 

Christy Wood, iPhone6, marcy.peters, tim  Daniel Pope (zoom), Chris Straubing, Carly 

Straubing, Bob Straubing, Charles Straubing,  

Establishment of a Quorum: A quorum of 3 was established with four members in attendance. 

Announcements: Advertisement of the meeting was posted on the Village website and 

also posted at Wayne County Times. 

Call to order: The meeting was called to order by Acting Chair Kedley at 7:00 pm. 

Review minutes from previous meetings: Minutes from 4-15-24 and 4-17-24 were reviewed, 

edited and approved. 4-15-24 minutes - William Kedley motioned to approve, Janine Fogarty 

seconded, the minutes were approved. 4-17-24 minutes – Janine Fogarty motioned to approve, 

Mark Costich seconded, the minutes were approved. 

Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye 
 
The Public is invited to observe 

1. Final Site Plan Review, Christiana Wood, 8429 Sill Shore Rd, to construct a 4’x40’ perma-
nent dock per DEC Permit. (CODE 190-49) 

 
Christiana Wood spoke saying both trustees were in person tonight and that documents requested 
by the PB were submitted including, trustee paperwork, SEQR documents, surveys, DEC paper-
work, and other documents requested. Janine Fogarty asked for clarification on dimensions, Chris 
Woods clarified that the dock would be 4’X40’. Mark Costich asked for clarification about surveys, 
Kedley asked how close the dock was to various shorelines, Christiana said the docks are to be 
parallel (they own the neighboring property and the new dock will be parallel to the existing dock 
and explains the orientation of the newly planned dock). The new dock should make it easier to 
traffic between the docks.  
 
Mark asked if there would be public input, the acting chair said no. Mark Costich said he believes 
the new dock will make it more difficult for neighbors to traffic between the docks. Mark indicated 



the site plan contained a note stating “adjacent littoral lines were reviewed during this survey and 
found to have no adverse impact”. Mark stated no evidence was presented backing up this state-
ment and he did not agree with this conclusion. Christiana Wood said it is just the opposite, the 
new dock was planned to make it easier for traffic between her newly planned dock and the neigh-
bor’s boat house. She said she is legally approved to put the dock where planned. Bill Kedley said 
the PB wanted to have the lift located where it would not adversely the neighbors. Bill McKee 
motioned to approve the dock as submitted, Kedley said the approval should add that it meet the 
shoreline survey, Fogarty seconded, the motion passed. 
 
Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-nay, Fogarty-aye 
 
2. Final Site Plan Review, Bob Burlee, 7051 Overlook Dr, to construct a residential structure 

per stamped plans and site plan. (190-49) 
 
Bob Burlee spoke saying he had given copies of the plans to the SP Village offices. He said they 
had submitted everything that the CEO needed. McKee said the location of the garage has 
changed since the last PB meeting – Bob Burlee said it was moved per the PB comments at 
previous meetings. Bob Burlee said they met the neighbor’s requests. Janine Fogarty motioned 
to approve per the updated site plans, Kedley seconded, the motion passed unanimously.  
 
Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye 
 
3. Planning Board Review, Bob Straubing, 8506 Greig Street to operate a bar per business 

plan and floor plan. (CODE 190-8) 
 
Charles Straubing spoke saying The Trestle will be a speak-easy type tavern with top-of-the-line 
stereo equipment. They will not be a restaurant but they will serve some prepared foods. They will 
have liquor and bar foods and they will have jazz and live music, open Thurs to Sun, 11-11 pm. 
They do not plan on having approved parking on their property. Kedley confirmed they would not 
have approved parking.  
 
Fogarty asked about a kitchen area – the CEO said they have not submitted final plans and he 
could provide the PB with future and final plans. Fogarty asked about a deck, Charles said there 
is no deck right now. The CEO said they would provide plans for a future deck. Fogarty said there 
would be a patio but there is no plan submitted for a wooden deck – Charles Straubing said they 
were not asked to submit any paperwork for anything like that. Fogarty asked if the steps would 
be pavers to the sidewalk. McKee asked about French doors and steps saying not all layout was 
submitted with the plans and outside patio. Kedley asked how many steps from the French doors 
and sidewalk – they said there was only one step currently. Kedley asked about operating hours 
– they would be Thurs-Sun, 11-11 pm. Kedley asked that the business keep their bands within 
those hours so they would not be disruptive to neighbors. Charles Straubing said they would close 
at 11 pm so there would not be music past those hours. Kedley said they needed to get ZB ap-
proval on parking. 
 
Mark Costich said he was not involved in prior discussions but he questioned about the patio and 
not providing parking at the rear of the building. Charles Straubing said they had no interest in 
that. Mr. Straubing said they do not own the right of way (ROW) near the business. Mark Costich 
said the PB did not have a site plan. Charles Straubing said they are not providing parking, there 
would be no parking in the back. Bob Straubing said there was some concern from neighbors 
behind Papa Joe’s – Papa Joe’s had not provided parking and he doesn’t know what else they 
should do. Fogarty and McKee had no further comments and this case is not open for public 
comment. Janine Fogarty motioned to approve the plans for zoning review as submitted, McKee 



seconded, the motion passed. Kedley said the signage was submitted and it meets with current 
code.  
 
Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-abstain, Fogarty-aye 
 
The Public is invited to speak  
 
4. Preliminary Site Plan Review, Matt Nowak, 7992 Lake Rd, to construct a 58’x88’ residential 

structure per plans. (CODE 190-49) 
 
Mark Costich asked the CEO if a house in an approved sub-division needed to come to the PB. 
The CEO said it was a condition of the sub-division approval to return. 
 
Matt Nowak said he wanted to build a new house for himself and his family. McKee said it was 
supposed to be a single-family structure but the plans look like a rather large residence. Matt said 
he had four kids and he wanted them to have sufficient private space. Fogarty asked the CEO if 
it would be a single-family structure, Kevin responded that it would be. Kedley asked if there was 
sufficient clearing for the structure and said it would be better along the Lake Road to keep trees 
around structures. Matt said he was aware of the necessity to maintain existing trees along Lake 
Road but added there are a lot of dead trees in that area and they are being removed. Kedley 
asked the size of the culverts around the drive – Matt said they were 24 inches. Mark Costich 
asked about garages – Matt Nowak said his kids visited often and they needed lots of garage 
space. Mark Costich said it will be a beautiful home. Mark asked about runoff and asked Matt to 
take another look at runoff prevention. Fogarty and McKee had no further questions.  
 
Kedley asked for public comments. Phil Leone said he thought it would be great to have this new 
home approved.  
 
The CEO said the PB should approve the final building plans at the next PB meeting in two week’s 
time. He added that he is waiting for surveys to be submitted finalizing the specific location of the 
house which may result in combining the current lot with the adjacent lot. Matt said he owned both 
lots and wants to build on the hill. Kedley said there might be some minor shifting of the location. 
Mark Costich asked if the PB had to approve sub-divisions. CEO indicated yes, at such time as a 
subdivision may be requested. Applicant will need to return for that. Kedley confirmed that Matt 
had preliminary approval and the PB would see him in two weeks. Janine Fogarty motioned to 
preliminarily approve the submitted building plans, Kedley seconded, the application was ap-
proved unanimously. 
 
Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye 
 
5. Preliminary Site Plan Review, Christopher Booth, 7451 Irwin Street, to a construct a 30x32 

(2) story single family structure per plot drawing 20’ from road right of way where 25’ is required 
and allowing 31% lot coverage where 30% is allowed. (190-11, 190-49) 

 
Daniel Pope spoke for Mr. Booth saying they propose to build a single-family structure (small 
cottage) per plot drawing 20 ft from ROW where 25 ft is required and 31% lot coverage where 
30% is allowed. Rear and side yard setbacks are also non-compliant due to the small lot size. 
They would put parking in front to have it be away from other properties. There would be natural 
wood columns in front, small bedroom in the back. Also, there will be a small crawl space. Fogarty 
said it will be a cute house, McKee had no questions. Mark Costich asked about the clearance 
and setback for parking. Mark asked about setbacks, Daniel Pope said it was a larger lot as shown 



on the blueprint maps. The CEO confirmed that it would be 31% lot coverage where 30% is per-
mitted. Mark said the garage to the North may be too close. The CEO said the 2023 survey showed 
the sub-division and the lot coverage was shown on the plans. The CEO reviewed the 2023 survey 
plans, Mark Costich said the planned cottage should be allowed. McKee said the plans should be 
submitted to the ZB. Mark Costich asked again about setbacks, Dan Pope said it would be 10ft to 
the N. Dan Pope said there are several options to be considered. The CEO said the driveway and 
location of the cottage should be located to optimize the lot coverage. Fogarty confirmed the code 
for lot coverage. Kedley asked about the floor plan and second floor, Dan Pope said there would 
be a master suite upstairs with half being a dorm room and half a suite. There would be a window 
in the front. Other space would be storage and a bath area. Mark asked if the variances could be 
confirmed relative to the possible parcel subdivision and code requirements. 
 
Kedley opened for public comment on the application. There were no public comments. Fogarty 
motioned to recommend the site plan to the ZB for construction of a cottage 30x32, 20 ft from 
ROW where 25 ft is required and 31% lot coverage where 30% is allowed, McKee seconded, the 
motion passed. 
 
Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye 
 
Other Business: 
 
• Change work order for Carly Straubing, 8441 Lummis to allow for fence extension 
 

Carly spoke saying they had approval to build a fence but after it was installed, it was learned that 

the fence was installed well beyond that which was approved including a portion that covered a 

neighbor’s property. That part of the fence was removed. They are now asking for approval for a 

fence extension to include the fenced areas as it has been installed. Kedley asked a number of 

questions about exact location of the planned extensions. Chris Straubing said it would be about 

4 1/4ft panel (about 35’). Fogarty asked about the 4ft “in the front” approved by the ZB, Kedley 

confirmed that they were supposed to have 4ft height in the front for the internal fence with the 

rest of the fence being approved by the ZB at 6ft. Fogarty said the PB preferred only 4 ft fences 

and expressed concern that fences are sometimes approved for the 4 feet but then put up at 6ft 

and put in areas beyond approved areas – Fogarty said it was just a lot of fence.  

 

McKee said the contractor said what would be done and then he built something that was not 

approved. The Straubings said it was another contractor. McKee said whatever was built should 

meet with the PB’s and ZB’s approvals. Mark Costich said the ZB approval was for a 6ft fence, the 

PB’s recommendation was for a 4ft fence. Fogarty asked the CEO if the motion now needs to go 

to the ZB, the CEO confirmed that it would need to go to the ZB. The ZB approved the fence to be 

6ft, 100 ft on both E and W perimeters. The CEO outlined various options open to the PB. Fogarty 

said she preferred the PB to be consistent with their original approval. Kedley said the request for 

the fence extension is for 6 ft. He said we could recommend not allowing the extension or say it 

should be at 4ft.  

 

Mark Costich motioned the extension of the fence would be recommended for 4 ft in height as 

originally approved by the PB, McKee seconded, the motion passed unanimously. 

 

Votes: Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye 



 

Motion to adjourn: Motion to adjourn was made by Fogarty, McKee seconded, the motion 

passed unanimously. The meeting was adjourned by Bill Kedley at 8:20 pm. 

 

The next PB meeting will be May 20, 2024 unless plans change. 


