Village of Skaneateles
Planning Board Meeting
September 8, 2011

In the matter of the application submitted by Ovid Neulander to vary the strict application of Section
225-14(d), 25ft. distance to lot line, to add a swimming pool to the rear yard at the premises located at
58 East Elizabeth Street in the Village of Skaneateles.

Present: Bruce Kenan, Chairman Douglas Sutherland, Member
Toby Millman, Member Megan Keady, Member
Elaine DuBois, Clerk to the Planning Board
Riccardo Galbato, Attorney for the Planning Board
Mr. & Mrs Neulander, Applicants
Tom Welsch, Design Pool & Spa, representing the applicant

Absent: William Eberhardt, Member

Chairman Kenan opened the meeting at 7:37pm.

Tom Welsch introduced himself and gave a presentation. He said, “This is the pool we are proposing
and as you know it is in conflict with the side set offs for the property, which is a unique shape, as you
can see. It's very narrow as it joins Elizabeth Street and wide in the back. We have proposed this
location for the pool for a number of reasons, obviously for aesthetics and for use by the family. And we
have attempted to keep it within the set off of what has aiready been honored by this existing garage.
So our set off to pull from on this side is in fact less than the distance from the garage to the side yard.
We didn’t want to put the pool too close to the garage; we don’t want anyone thinking it would be a
good idea to jump from the roof into the pool. So we want to be mindful of those safety issues. There is
currently and existing fence here {shown on diagram) next to the property. The new fence would be
closer to the house that that. We felt that aesthetically it is not a visible issue for neighbors. As you well
know in that section of town the lots are quite narrow. With a 25ft. setback that would allow a 10ft.
wide pool were we to do that in that particular location. The pool is 424 sq. ft. and the deck is 314sq. ft.
which is essentially a 3 ft. perimeter of deck around the pool though we have, as you can see, it's a very
free form pool, there are a couple sections were we ran straight lines for the deck for aesthetic reasons.



This is an in ground gunite pool. The deck is a cantilever deck. This drawing shows an edge that actually
would not be seen. The deck covers the pool wall and is cantilevered over.

Chairman Kenan said, “The issue before the Board is the side yard setback.”
Mr. Millman asked, “So lots 16 & 17 are under the same ownership today? It's an “L"?

Mr. Welsch said, “Correct, it's an “L”

Mr. Welsch said, “We certainly did look at that, but there are some trees there that we hate to remove.
We are also mindful that the further we move the pool from the house the less the aesthetic value is.
We have always found that the closer the pool is to the home the more it’s used. We also are mindful
that unless we moved it well behind the garage it still wouldn’t meet setback. | didn’t see a way to
configure it in a way that didn’t still have me in the same distance from the side line.”

Mr. Sutherland asked, “Can you describe the fence once again. How high is it, what’s the material?”

Mr. Welsch said, “It will be to code; 4ft. high, vertical distances that meet code. It would be aluminum,
self closing, self-latching gate to code. There will be an alarm on the pool of course. Main drains are
also code compliant. “ He showed a picture of the type of fence he described.

Mr. Millman asked about the fence that exists currently.

Mr. Welsch said there is a very short length of 6ft. white wooden fence existing near the property line
and shown on the diagram.

Mr. Millman clarified that that existing fence would not be removed.

Mr. Welsch said, No it wouldn’t be removed. He only put it in to show it exists now. He said, “It also
serves as a barrier to line of site so what we are doing won’t be offensive to the neighbors.”

Mr. Millman asked, “Has there been any conversations with the immediate neighbors?”
Mr. Neulander said, “No, but we will.”
Chairman Kenan asked, “Anything else? Does anyone have a proposed motion?”

Mr. Millman said, “l move that we recommend the Zoning Board of Adjustments approve the variance

as request by Mr. Neulander at 58 East Elizabeth Street for side yard setback subject to notification of
the neighbor to the East.

The motion was seconded hy Mr. Neulander.

The vote was 4-0 in favor of the motion. The motion was declared passed and the meeting closed at
7:46pm.



