
Department of Planning, Zoning, & Historic 
Preservation 

SUMMARY OF MINUTES 
THE CITY OF BINGHAMTON  

THE COMMISSION ON ARCHITECTURE & URBAN DESIGN 

MEETING DATE: December 2, 2025 LOCATION: City Hall; 38 Hawley St, Binghamton, NY. 13901 

CALLED TO ORDER: 12:20 p.m. RECORDER OF MINUTES: Shalin Patel 

 

 

ROLL CALL 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: PRESENT: ABSENT: 

John Darrow (Chair) X  

Mary Ellen Mauro X  

David Whalen X  

Daniel Nead (Vice-chair) X  

Brian Haas X  

Jonathan Weissberg X  

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: TITLE & DEPARTMENT: 

J. Berling Director, Planning Department 

S. Patel City Planner, Planning Department  

Robert Cavanaugh Councilmember, 3rd District 
 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

MOTION: to approve August meeting minutes as presented 

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: D. Nead VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

 

MOTION: To TABLE approval of November meeting minutes due to an error with date of the meeting 

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: M.E. Mauro VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

 

BUSINESS ITEM 

ADDRESS: 24 Bigelow Street CASE NUMBER: CAUD-2025-041 

REPRESENTATIVE: Chris Harvey (Harvey Construction) 
DESCRIPTION FROM AGENDA: The applicant, Harvey Construction, would like to demolish an existing 
garage at abovementioned property and replace it in kind. 
 
Determination of Historical Significance  

DISCUSSION POINTS & THOSE SPEAKING:  

• Applicant would like to demolish existing damaged garage and build a new one on the exact 

location, with exact dimensions. 
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VOTING 

MOTION: Act as Lead Agency under SEQRA 

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: D. Nead VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S):  
 

MOTION: To declare this project as Unlisted action  

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: D. Nead VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

MOTION: To issue a Negative Declaration under SEQRA. 

FIRST: M.E. Mauro SECOND: J. Darrow VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

 

SEQR EAF Part 2 - Impact Assessment. The Lead Agency is responsible for the completion of Part 2. 
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. When answering the questions the 
reviewer should be guided by the concept “Have our responses been reasonable considering the scale and 
context of the proposed action? 

TYPE OF ACTION 
Unlisted 

CAUD should make a motion to (1) declare 
intent to act as lead agency, and to (2) define 
the type of action under SEQR. The Chairman 
should then open the public hearing or set the 
date for the public hearing on the case. 

LEAD AGENCY 
Commission on Architecture and Urban Design (CAUD) 

Or, motion to defer lead agency to the Planning 
Commission 

 
 

NO OR SMALL 
IMPACT MAY OCCUR 

MODERATE TO 
LARGE IMPACT MAY 

OCCUR 

Will the proposed action create a material conflict with 
an adopted land use plan or zoning regulations? (No) 

 

Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or 
intensity of use of land?  (No) 

 

Will the proposed action impair the character or quality 
of the existing community?  (No) 

 

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

(No) 
 

 

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? 

(No) 
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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? 

(No) 

 

Will the proposed action impact existing: 
             A. public / private water supplies? 
             B. public / private wastewater treatment utilities? 

(No) 

 

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

(No) 

 

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

(No) 

 

Will the proposed action result in an increase in the 
potential for erosion, flooding or drainage Problems? (No) 

 

Will the proposed action create a hazard to 
environmental resources or human health? (No) 

 

EAF Part 3 - Determination of significance.  For every question in Part 2 that answered “moderate to large 
impact may occur”, or if there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action may or 
will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please complete Part 3.  Part 3 should, in 
sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that have been included 
by the project sponsor to avoid or reduce impacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency 
determined that the impact may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed 
considering its setting, probability of occurring, duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. 
Also consider the potential for short-term, long-term and cumulative impacts. 

BASED ON THE ABOVE, MOTION:  Negative Declaration  

MOTION: To approve the application as presented and finding no historical significance 

FIRST: D. Nead SECOND: J. Darrow VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

 

John Darrow commented, for a full disclosure, 3i Graphics + Sign (the applicant for 73 Court St) does the 
printing and banners for the Binghamton Shriners Antique Show which he is a part of. Other than that, there 
is no relationship with the business, and it does not appear to present a conflict of interest. 

 

BUSINESS ITEM 

ADDRESS: 73 Court Street CASE NUMBER: CAUD-2025-040 

REPRESENTATIVE: John Farnsworth (3i Graphics + Signs) 
DESCRIPTION FROM AGENDA: Installation of a new 14’ x 3’ extruded aluminum backer panel with 10’ x 2’ 
halo lit channel letters. 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness  

DISCUSSION POINTS & THOSE SPEAKING:  

• Haas asked the applicant the difference between an internally lit sign and what they are requesting. 
Are the letters translucent? 
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- Farnsworth replied, the letters are a little translucent. The letters are 3 sided, 2 sides and a face, 
while the back is open, so they have a glow behind them, which is what makes them lit. 

- So not having backside of the letters is what makes it a halo lit set of characters instead of it 
being internally lit (Haas). 

VOTING 

MOTION: To approve the design of the sign as presented 

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: D. Whalen VOTE: (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

 

BUSINESS ITEM 

ADDRESS: 40 Whitney Ave CASE NUMBER: CAUD-2025-042 

REPRESENTATIVE: Nick DiRenzo (DiRenzo Brothers Construction) 
DESCRIPTION FROM AGENDA: The applicant, 44 Whitney Ave LLC, would like to demolish the existing 
single-family house located at abovementioned address. 
 
Determination of Historical Significance  

DISCUSSION POINTS & THOSE SPEAKING:  

• The applicant owns a number of parcels (42, 44, 46 ,48 Whitney Ave) to the north of the property in 
question. 

• The Commission requested more visual pictures of the interior of the property to make a 
determination – structure compromised, roof compromised, etc.  

• The applicant stated he is planning to build a new facility once demolition is completed, though did 
not have plans ready at the moment to present it to the Commission (DiRenzo). 

• Whalen commented, the commission would like to see visuals of the house showing that it is 
unhabitable and presents structural issues that are beyond repair. 
- Darrow would like to see visuals other than the carport in the rear to see why an approval be 

granted to demolish the house. 

• Weissberg commented, usually we discuss about uniqueness of a structure and wanting to 
preserve it, but there is nothing unique about the structure being presented. 

VOTING 

MOTION: To table the project until a special CAUD meeting 

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: J. Weissberg VOTE: PASSED (6-0-0) 

AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None 
 

ABSTENTION(S): 
 

 

Special CAUD meeting is scheduled for Monday, December 08, 2025, at 12:00 PM. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Motion to adjourn. TIME: 

FIRST: J. Darrow SECOND: M. E. Mauro VOTE: (6-0-0) 
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AYE(S): J. Darrow, D. Nead, M.E. 
Mauro, D. Whalen, B. Haas, J. 
Weissberg 

NAY(S): None ABSTENTION(S): 

 

 


