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Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

December 5, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
* John Jensen Board Member

Jim Presley Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
Randy Robinson Board Member
Carly McConnell Recording Secretary

Others Present Marvin Rethmel CEO
Dave Oliver CEO

Public Present Leonard Wood = Robert Mori
Sylvia Mori James White
Todd Craig Paula Robinson
Jennifer Spears Judith Cagle
Bill Reed Don Mclntire

Donna Mclntire
Public Hearings: Called to order 7.01 PM.

Marc Rottman and Debbie Meritsky Special Use Permit Application #2000-030.
Location of proposed property 8329 Old Bath Road, Hammondsport, New York. Owner
of the property is Robert and Edna Dorsey of 601 Pennsylvania Ave NW, Bldg 406,
Washington DC. The applicants are Marc Rottman and Debbie Meritsky of 1594 S.
Taylor Rd., Cleveland Heights, Ohio. The proposed project is to turn the Octagon house
into an owner occupied Bed and Breakfast within a 5 year plan. The property is currently
zoned residential and current use is residential. Mr. Magee read into the minutes a letter
of the legal notice of the public hearing that was placed in the Corning Leader. Adjommg
property owners received notice of public hearing.

The Attorney of record is Bill Reed. Applicants were unable to attend the pubhc
hearing due to the weather. The Applicants phoned into the public hearing to answer
questions from the Board or Public.

Questions/Concerns from Public:

Mr. Mclntire hopes the Special Use Permit goes through. Mr. White said the
applicants had a good definition of their plan and hope they stick to that plan. Mr. White
also asked the applicants if they had any intention of expanding beyond a Bed and
Breakfast. They said no.

Board Questions/Concerns:
Board had no questions.

Public Hearing: Closed 7:09PM




Public Hearing: Opened 7:10PM.

Mori Minor Subdivision Application # 2000-023. Location of proposed property is
9370 County Route 70 in Hammondsport, New York. Owners of the property are
Robert and Sylvia Mori. The proposed project is to subdivide the total 338 acres into 3
lots of 1) 14.538 2) 18.08 3) .462 They will sell parcel 1, retain parcel 2 and transfer -
parcel 3. The application is complete. Mr. Magee read into the minutes a letter of the
legal notice of public hearing that was placed in the Corning Leader. Adjoining property
owners received notice of the public hearing,

Public Questions/Concerns:
Public had no questions.

Board Questions/Concerns:
Board had no questions.
Public Hearing: Closed 7:13PM

Public Hearing: Opened 7:14PM

Todd Craig Minor Subdivision Application #2000-008. Proposed property is located
on VanAmburg Road, Hammondsport, New York. The owner of the property is Todd
Craig of 5910 Strickler Road, Clearance, New York. The purpose of the project is to
divide the 57 acres into 1) 28.52 2) 28.5 The purpose of the project for is for convince of
both lots. Mr. Magee read into the minutes a letter of the legal notice of public hearing
that was placed in the Corning Leader. Adjoining property owners received notice of the
public hearing,
Mr. Craig brought in a copy of the paid taxes.

Public Questions/Concerns:
Public had no questions

Board Questions/Concerns
Board had no questions

Public Hearing closed 7:17PM.

Public Hearing: Opened 7.19PM

Paula Robinson Minor Subdivision Application # 2000-031. The proposed property is
8839 County Route 87, Hammondsport, New York. Owner of the property is the Estate
of David L. Sick (deceased). The Executor is Paula Robinson of the same address.
The proposed project is to divided the total parcel of 34.06 acres into 1) 25 2) 19.06.
The current zoning is agriculture and use is agriculture with abandoned vineyards. The
purpose is to settle the estate of David L. Sick. Mr. Magee read into the minutes a letter
of the legal notice of public hearing that was placed in the Coming Leader. Adjoining
property owners received notice of the public hearing. The property has a Town Road
that has been abandoned. Mr. Magee read into the minutes a letter received by David




Buckley, Highway Superintendent regarding the usage of the road as a private road. The
private road has met the requirement of the center line being a 50 foot right away. This
needs to be shown on the survey.

Public Questions/Concerns:
Public had no questions

Board Questions/Concerns:
Randy asked if the right of way went all the way to Route 87. Paula said no.

Public Hearing closed 7:20PM

Public Hearing: Opened 7:22PM

Judith Cagle Subdivision Application #2000-032. Location of proposed property is
8949 Telegraph Rd., Hammondsport, New York. The owner of the property is Judith
Cagle of the same address. Purpose of the project is to divide the 4.22 acres into 1) 2.22
2) 2. The applicant is going to sell 1 parcel and retain the other. Mr. Magee read into the
minutes a letter of the legal notice of the public hearing that was placed in the Corning
Leader. Adjoining property owners received notice of public hearing. The subdivision was
missed on the tax rolls; but were paid by Ramona Burley.

Public Question/Concerns:
Public had no questions.

Board Questions/Concerns
Board had no questions.

Public Hearing closed 7:31PM

REGULAR MEETING: Opened 7:35PM

A. Pending Subdivision:

1. Wilbur Wheeler: Surveyor did not get the survey done in time for
meeting.

2. Wilbur Earley: Waiting of Survey.

3. Mike Cook/Corner Stone: A violation was received. Mr. Magee is going
to contact Terry Debuck and Attorney Flynn.

4. Claude Hughes: The Board received notification that the survey has not
been completed.

B. Marc Rottman and Debbie Meritsky Special Use Permit Application #
2000-030. Mr. Magee explained that the law requires it be exercised with in 6 months of
being granted. Mr. Magee will contact Attorney Flynn to see if a Special Use Permit can
be granted with contingencies; subject to excerising the Special Use Permit within 6
months of receiving the certificate of occupancy. Mr. Jensen suggested that it be granted
based on completion of steps in the Site Plan Review.

a. SEQR PART II-Completed for Rottman and Meritsky.
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Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate),
and other supporting information and considering both the magnitude and importance of
each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this Special Use
Permit will not result in any large and important impact on the environment. I, Jim Presely
make a motion that a negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by John Jensen.
Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

A negative declaration was prepared.

Findings:

Applications are complete

Positive support at Public Hearings

Meets Town Codes

No negative impact found in SEQR

Deed convenient mitigated per document in file
Permitted use in residential district.

Mrs. Fitzpatrick made a motion to approve findings and was seconded by Mr. Jensen.

It is the determination of the planning Board that the Special Use Permit application of
Marc Rottman and Debbie Mertisky meets the requirements of the Special Use Permit law
with compliance as to be granted status for approval or disapproval. 1, John Jensen make
a motion to approve the Marc Rottman and Debbie Mertisky Special Use Permit with the
contingency that it is subject to the exercising the Special Use Permit within 6 months of
receiving the Certificate of Occupancy and the project is to be completed within 5 years.
I, John Jensen instruct the chairman to sign the survey. Mr. Presley seconded.
Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

C. Moni Subdivision Application #2000-023

a. SEQR PART II-Completed for Robert and Salvia Mori

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate), and
other supporting information and considering both the magnitude an importance of each
impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this subdivision of land will
not result in any large and important impact on the environment. I, Jim Presely make a
motion that a negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by Bob Magee. Magee-aye,
Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

A negative declaration was prepared.

Findings:

Application Complete

Meet bulk requirements of Town and State

No negative comments at Public Hearing

No negative impact on SEQR

Small non-conforming parcel to be annexed to neighbor.
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Mr. Magee made a motion to approve findings and was seconded by Randy Robinson.

It is the determination of the planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Robert and Sylvia Mori meets the requirements of the subdivision law with compliance as
to be granted status for approval or disapproval. 1, Betty Fizpatrick make a motion to
approve the Robert and Sylvia Mori Subdivision with the contingency that the
non-conforming parcel be annexed to the neighbor. 1, Bettty Fitzpatrick instruct the
chairman to sign the survey. Seconded by Mr. Robinson. Magee-aye, Presley-aye,
Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye. >

D. Paula Robinson Subdivision Application #2000-031.

a. SEQR PART II-Completed for Paula Sick

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate), and
other supporting information and considering both the magnitude an importance of each
impact, it is reasonably determined by Planning Board that this subdivision of land will not
result in any large and important impact on the environment. I, Jim Presely make a motion
that a negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by Bob Magee. Magee-aye,
Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

A negative declaration was prepared

Findings:

Application Complete

Meet bulk requirements of Town and State

No negative comments at Public Hearing

No negative impact on SEQR

Letter from the Supernintendent of Highway, Dave Buckley-sufficient for intended use
Applicant has 50 foot roadway along the private roadway on the survey

Drve exceeds 250 foot minimum requirement

Mr. Presley made a motion to approve findings and was seconded by John Jensen.

It is the determination of the planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Paula Robinson meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient compliance
as to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. I, John Jensen make
a motion to approve the Paula Robinson Subdivision with the contingency that the deed
and survey cover all right of ways. I, John Jensen instruct the chairman to sign the survey.
Mrs. Fitzpatrick seconded. Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye,
Fitzpatrick-aye.

E. Judith Cagle Subdivision Application #2000-032

a. SEQR PART H-Completed for Judith Cagle

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate), and
other supporting information and considering both the magnitude an importance of each
impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this subdivision of land will
not result in any large and important impact on the environment. I, Jim Presley make a
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motion that a negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by John Jensen. Magee-aye,
Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

- A negative Declaration was prepared

Findings:

Application Complete

Meet bulk requirements of Town and State

No negative comments at Public Hearing

No negative impact on SEQR

Mr. Jensen made a motion to approve findings and was seconded by Mr. Presley

It is the determination of the planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Judith Cagle meets the requirements of the subdivision law with compliance as to be
granted status for approval or disapproval. I, Jim Presley make a motion to approve the
Judith Cagle subdivision and instruct the chairman to sign the survey. John Jensen
seconded. Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

F. Todd Craig Subdivision Application # 2000-008

a. SEQR PART II-Completed for Todd Craig

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate), and
other supporting information and considering both the magnitude an importance of each
impact, 1t is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this subdivision of land will
not result in any large and important impact on the environment. I, Jim Presley make a
motion that a negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by John Jensen. Magee-aye,
Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

A negative declaration was prepared.

7 Findings:

Application Complete

Meet bulk requirements of Town and State
No negative comments at Public Hearing
No negative impact on SEQR

Mr. Jensen made a motion to approve findings and was seconded by Mr. Presley

It is the determination of the planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Todd Craig meets the requirements of the subdivision law with compliance as to be
granted status for approval or disapproval. I, Jim Presley make a motion to approve the
Todd Craig subdivision and instruct the chairman to sign the survey. John Jensen
seconded. Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

Mr. Presley made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Magee seconded and the meeting
was adjourned.
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Meeting Adjourned 9:10PM
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Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

November 14, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Jim Presley  Board Member

Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
Carly McConnell Recording Secretary
Others Present ~ Dave Oliver CEO
Public Present John McCarthy Claude Hughes
Durinda Hughes Marc Rotman
Debbie Meritsky Judith Cagle

Jennifer Spears Michael Cook
Charles M. French Jr. Leonard Wood
Marc Morrell Attyn, Bill Reed
Wilbur Early

Public Hearing: Cailled to order 7,01 PM,

Mike Cook Minor Subdivision Application # 2000-020. Location of proposed
property is 8333 Evertt Road Hammondsport, New York. The owner of the property is
Mr. Mike Cook of 7578 Hardscrabble Road, Addison, New York. The proposed project
is to divide the total 8.02 acre parcel of land to 1) 1.779 acre parcel to be annexed to lands
of Frank Adams Sr. 2) 4.736 acre parcel to be annexed to a 0.0918 acre parcel to Mr.
Withie. 3) 1.0610 parcel to be annexed to lands of Charles and Linda French. Mr. Magee
read into minutes the Legal notice of Public Hearing posted in the Coming Leader.
Property owners have been notified.

Board Questions/Concerns:

Jim Presley noted that the survey says conveying and annexing the parcels. Lots are
currently non conforming, but would be conforming with the annexing of the lots.
Concession will be need to be put on with the granting of the subdivision.

Jim Presely made a motion to declare this a minor subdivision. It was seconded by
Betty and all was in favor.

Public Hearing Closed at 7:15pm

Regular Meeting: Opened 7:16pm

A. Marc Rotman and Debbie Meritsky Special Use Permit Application # 2000-030.
Location of proposed property is 8329 Old Bath Road, Hammondsport, New York.
Owner of the property is Robert and Edna Dorsey of 601 Pennsylvania Ave NW, Bldg
406, Washington DC. The applicants are Marc Rotman and Debbie Meritsky of 1594 S.
Taylor Rd., Cleveland Heights Ohio. The proposed project is the turn the octagon house
into an owner occupied Bed and Breakfast. The property is currently zoned residential
and current use is residential.




Mr. Rotman stated that they are looking to restore the home and add a maximum of 7
parking spaces, Debbie Menitsky asked the Board for an extension of the Special Use
Permit; because their project plan is going to take approximately 5 years to complete. Mr.
Rotman said that they plan on doing most of the work on their own and the site plan
review has the construction plan broke down year by year. Mr. Magee pointed out that
Marvin Rethmel, CEO stated that the Special Use Permit must be used with in 6 months.
The Board is going to advise the Town Board to take this issue into consideration; when
they make any-¢hanges to Town Code. John suggested consulting with Attorney Flynn, to
see if a Special User Permit is granted that contingencies could be placed on it stating that
when a number of steps have been completed the Specidl Use Permit could be given out.

The deed currently has restrictions placed on it by Mr. Paul Wood. A letter has been
placed in the file from Mr. ' Wood indicating that he had no objections to the Bed &
Breakfast.

They applicants are in the process of purchasing the property and does not want to
continue on with the buying process if the Special Use Permit is not granted.

Public Hearing will be set for December 5 for Site Plan Review and Special Use
Permit.

B. Paul Robinson Subdivision Application #2000-031. The proposed property is
8839 County Route 87, Hammondsport, New York. The owner of the property is the
Estate of David L. Sick (deceased). The applicant is Paula Robinson the Executor or
8839 County Route 78, Hammondsport, New York. The proposed project is to divide
parcel of 34.06 acres into 1) 15 acres 2) 19.06 acres. The current zoning is agriculture
and use is agriculture and abandoned vineyards.

An abandoned road is located between lots 1 and 2 and is privately maintained. Mr.
Magee stated that the land does not abut another roadway. According the law, frontage
can be from a private road that meets the specifications. Mr. Magee will supply Paula
with the Specifications and have Dave Buckley, Highway Superindentant lock at the road
and respond in writting.

Paul Robinson has supplied a copy of Dave Sick’s Will showing the right away. Mr.
Magee says the survey that was done in 1986 shows a 16 to 20 foot roadway. Paula
needs to ask the surveyor for 5 copies of the survey with a drawing showing the roadways
has a 50 foot right away.

Jim made motion to declare a minor subdivision and was seconded by Betty
Fitzpatrick. All were in favor.

When a corrected survey and positive feedback from Dave Buckley then a Public
Hearing can be set.

C. Judith Cagle Subdivision Application # 2000-032. Location of proposed
property is 8949 Telegraph' Rd., Hammondsport, New York. The owner of the property
is Judith Cagle of the same address. Purpose of the project is to divide the 4.22 acres into
1) 2.22 acres 2)2 acres. Mr Magee said old survey can'be used, it just needs to be
updated and show subdivision,

John made a motion to declare a minor subdivision. It was seconded by Bob Magee
and all were in favor.




When file is complete a Public Hearing can be set.

D. Wilbur B, Wheeler Subdivision Application #2000-029. The location of
proposed property is 8085 Winding Stairs, Hammondsport, New York. The owner is
Wilbur Wheeler of Box 461, Hammondsport, New York. The proposed project is to
divide the 345 acres into 1) 165 acres 2) 140 acres 3) 40 acres. It is currently zoned as
agricultural and is current use is residential and vacant farmland. Dave Oliver, CEO said
that the town has a right of way on this property. The Board has asked that a copy of the
information be sent to Mr. Wilbur and Paul Wood.

Jim Presley made a motion to declare a minor subdivision. "It was seconded by Randy
Robinson and all were in favor.
When file is complete a Public Hearing can be set.

E. Wilbur Earley Subdivision Application #2000-028. The location of proposed
property is 381 East Lake Rd., Hammondsport, New York. The owner is Wilbur and Ann
Earley of 377 East Lake Rd., Hammondsport, New York. The purpose of the project is
to divide the 2+ acres into 1) 3/4 acres 2) 1 3/4 acres. Current zoning is residential
(Keuka Lake Shoreline Subclassification) and current use is residential. Road frontage
will be met onRoute 54 arid the square footage will be met.

Jim Presley made a motion to declare this a minor subdivision. It was seconded by
John and all were in favor.

E. Cornerstone Fund Subdivision Application #2000-027. The proposed property
is 8676 Lockwood Rd., Hammondsport, New York.” The Owner of the property is
Cornerstone Fund, Po Box 822, Bath, New York. The applicant is Mike Cook from
Comerstone Funding. The proposed project is to divide the total 76.509 acres into™1) 20+
acres 2) 2+ acres 3) 30+ acres 4) 5 acres 5) 20+ acres. The 76.509 acres is currently on
one deed. The total acres are going tobe divided into4 acres and 1 acre to be annexed to
another lot. This application needs to be split into 2 applications for Subdivisions.
Subdivision 1-Hueunman and Subdivision 2-Bailey. “The Planning Board made watved any
further sketch plan review upon ok from CEO.

Jim Presley made a motion to declare Subdivision 1 and Subdivision 2 minor
subdivisions. John Jensen seconded all were in favor.

F. Claude Hughes Subdivision Application #2000-020. Location of proposed
property is 8651 Res. Rd. in Hammondsport, New York. Owners of the property Claude
and Durinda Hughes. Original application had the owners dividing the total 120 acres into
3 parcels and now they would like to divide into only 2 parcels. The survey will need to
be done to reflect the sketch plan drawing.

John Jensen-made a motion to declare a minor subdivision with 2 parcels based upon
change to application. Jim Presley seconded and were in favor,

F. Rolland/Smolos Subdivision Application # 2000-026. The location of property
is Longwell Cross Rd in Hammondsport, New York. The owners of the property are
Roy and Kay Rolland of 131 Cody Drive, Thurmont, Maryland. The proposed project is




to divide the total 106.27 acres into 3 parcels of 1.) 16.5 2.) 11. 483 3.} 78.261.

Current land use residential and agricultural. The property is zoned agricultural. Attorney
John McCarthy is the attorney handling the subdivision. Kathy Harter, Town Assessor
contacted the Board with regarding ongoing subdivisions and were not contacted
recorded on land contract dates. Mr. Magee stated that the County does not consider a
transfer of land until last payment is paid. Mr. McCarthy stated that the land contracts
were sold back in the 70°s. Mr. Magee stated that the Subdivision Laws went into effect
December 30, 1985. If any of these parcels were recorded and filed after this date, then
they should be subject to the Subdivision Laws. Mr. Magee said the Board need to consuit
with the attorney on this issue. and will request an answer back by December 5, 2000.

Correspondence:

A. Mark Morell - Mr. Magee response to Mr. Morrell’s letter (attached to
minutes); who was present. Mr. Magee spoke to Attorney Harry Willis at the New York
Planning Federation Conference. Attorney Willis requested the information regarding this
issue and the file to him. He will responsed with some answers by the end of the year.

ZBA Opinion:

B. James George - Set back Variance on property 7353 Brewer Rd., Bath, New
York. Jim Presley made a motion, that the Board did not have enough information to
form an opinion. Randy Robinson seconded and all were in favor.

Old Business:

A. Dr. Bourke - Maintenance agreement is acceptable and will be addressed
November 21, 2000 by the Town Board. Road construction, maintenance agreement and
the bond needs to be approved by the Town Board. An amendment has been made for an
increase in the bond. Conditions for the approval of the subdivision will require lot 2 to
have 250 feet of road frontage.

a. SEQR PART Il - Completed for Dr. Bourke.
Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate), and
any other supporting information and considerating both the magnitude and importance of
each impact, it is reasonably determined by Planning Board that this subdivision of land
will not result in any large and important impact on the environment. I, Jim Presley make
a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by John Jensen. Magee-aye,
Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye. '

A negative declaration was prepared.

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of Dr.
Bourke meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient compliance as to be
granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. I, John Jensen make a motion
to approve the Dr. Bourke Subdivision as submitted and under the conditions that the
maintenance agreement, road construction and bond get approved by the Town Board and
that both lots have 250 feet of road frontage. Randy Robinson seconded. Magee-aye,
Presely-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.




Presely-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

B. Mike Cook Subdivision Application # 2000-020
a. SEQR PART II - Completed for Mike Cook.

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF (Parts 1, 2 and 3 if appropriate), and
any other supporting information and considerating both the magnitude and importance of
each impact, it is reasonably determined by Planning Board that this subdivision of land
will not result in any large and importat impact on the environment. I, Jim Presley make a
motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by John Jensen. Magee-aye,
Presley-aye, Robinson-aye, Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

A negative declaration was prepared.

Findings:

No negative environment impact

No negative concerns

Application complete and in order

Meets Minor Subdivision Requirements
Meets requirements of State and Local Laws
No negative commentary at Public Hearing

John made a motion to approve findings and was seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick.

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Mike Cook meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient compliance as to
be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. 1, John Jensen make a
motion to approve the Mike Cook Subdivision as submitted, and instruct the Chairman to
sign the survey. Bob Magee seconded. Magee-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye,

Randy Robinson made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Bob Magee seconded and all was
in favor.
Meeting Adjourned 10:05 PM,

Respectfully Submitted,

Robert Magee, Chairman

e
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November 2, 2000

Town of Urbana Planning Board
4] Lake Street
Hammondsport, NY 14840

Dear Boa;d Members:

On January 24, 2000. I submitted an application for a subdivision of my property at 182
East Lake Road to the CEO Mr. Oliver and the only response I have received to date is a
letter asking me to explain why I have no deed restrictions on my deed and why my
survey map is all in one parcel.

I purchased this property from Ms. Scutt with no deed restrictions and with only one
deed. Iask you as the Town Planning Board to please resolve the issue of deed
restrictions on my property for Mr. Oliver so I can move forward with my subdivision.

Thank you for your anticipatéd attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

My ol

Mark Morrell

396 May Street

Bath, New York 14810
776-4586



Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

October 31, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Jim Presley Board Member

Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
Randy Robinson Board Member

Brian Flynn Attorney

Carly McConnell Recording Secretary
Others Present Dick Gardiner Town Supervisor
Public Present Michael Vangelder

Matt Tobias

Max Tobias

Public Hearing: Reconvened at 7:10 PM.

Crown Atlantic Special Use Permit Application # 2000-05. Location of proposed
project is Greyton H. Taylor Memorial Drive in Hammondsport, New York. The owner
of the property is Lillian Taylor at 8843 Greyton H. Taylor Memorial Drive in
Hammondsport. The application is prepared by Nixxon Peabody LLP, Clinton Square,
PO Box 31052, Rochester, New York. The land is going to be leased by Crown Atlantic
Company LLC. The proposed project is to construct a guided cellular tower to transmit
digital cell phones. Attorney Flynn received a call from Bob Brigdorf of Nixxon Peabody
LLP that they were unable to attend tonights meeting and that they were still looking into
alternative sites. From the conversation Attorney Flynn believes they are still looking into
other sites and that they company is overly committed for this year.

Mr. Magee learned at the Planning Board Conference that a Board must consider view
corridor in the SEQR Process. Mr. Magee informed the Board and Public that Mr.
Harry Willis will be putting on a meeting at the County Public Safety Building regarding
Cell Tower Applications. Mr. Magee asked the neighbors that if they place the tower in a
more southwest locations; if it would have less of an impact on them. Matt and Max
Tobias said that would be acceptable to them. Mr. Magee has also talked to Lillian
Taylor, who stated as of today she has not been contacted regarding the new site. The
CEO will be asked to contact the Mr. Burgdorf to see if they are going to rescind their
application.

Jim Presley made a motion to close the public Hearing and it was seconded by Randy.
Public Hearing Closed 7:30pm.

Public Hearing: Reconvened 7:32pm

Hough Site Plan Review Application # 2000-070. Location of proposed property is
Route 54 in Hammondsport, New York. Owner of the property is Lin Hough of 6499




Burton St., Bath, New York. The proposed project is to construct a 42 x 100 concrete
and steel mini storage building. Mr. Lynn Hough (applicant) was not in attendance.

Mr. Magee updated the Board on his conversation with Tom Person, NYS DEC
Region 8 Water Engineer. Mr. Magee summarized what Mr. Person said as follows; salt
sites are handled on a case by case basis. Runoff will not be an issue with DEC, ground
water is a problem. Construction or encapsulation does not solve the problem, it simply
extends the time that it takes to eliminate the symptoms. Mr. Person was quoted as saying
“You can’t just leave it there.” The general procedure for salt sites:

1. Evaluate site (Backhoe and examine soil)
2. Mitigate - New water supply and new salt storage site.
3. Redemption- Removal is a method {(can be used as road fill )

Mr. Gardiner stated that Steuben County maybe willing to move the building and has
no problem with resoiling. The county will supply the digging equipment and the dig for
no cost.

Jim Preslely made a motion to close the public hearing and it was seconded by Betty
Fitzpatrick. All in favor.

Public Hearing Closed 7:50pm

The Board will have a work session/special meeting on November 7, 2000 at Clark
Specialty Company’s Board Room.

Randy Robinson made a motion to close the meeting and Bob Magee seconded.
Meeting was adjourned 8pm.

Respectfully Submitted,

Robert Magee, Chariman




TOWTL Of (U,rbana

41 Lake Street
Hammondsport, NY 14840
Town Clerk (607) 569-3743 Code Enforcement Officer(607) 569-3707

October 31, 2000

Mr. Thomas Pearson
NYSDEC Region 8
6274 E Avon-Lima Road
Avon NY 14414-9519

Dear Tom,

| have compiled my notes from our telephone conversation and itemized your
recommendations as follows:

Site Evaluation Determine the depth of salt infiltration into the soil.
Test neighboring wells to determine extent of aquifer infiltration.

Mitigation Relocation of road salt storage to to proper storage facility”
Supply Public water to affected wells

Remediation Remove contaminated soils to a secure landfill and regrade™”
* A NYS approved salt storage facility went into service in 1997

Remove soils could be used in conjunction with current road reconstruction,
providing that it was mixed with other fill materials and disburse over the length
of the roadway.

*

Please let me know whether this is an accurate summation of our conversation. f
not, please advise as to any correction. Thank you for your attention and advice in
this matter.

Respectiully,

Robert Magee, Chairman

Town of Urbana Planning Board
Lake and Main

Hammondsport NY 14840




TOWTL Of (Urbana

41 Lake Street
Hammondsport, NY 14840
Town Clerk (607) 569-3743 Code Enforcement Officer(607) 569-3707

October 31, 2000

Mr. Thomas Pearson
NYSDEC Region 8
6274 E Avon-Lima Road
Avon NY 14414-9519

Dear Tom,

| have compiled my notes from our telephone conversation and itemized your
recommendations as follows:

Site Evaluation Determine the depth of salt infiltration into the soil.
Test neighboring wells to determine extent of aquifer infiltration.

Mitigation Relocation of road salt storage to to proper storage facility”
Supply Public water to affected wells

Remediation Remove contaminated soils to a secure landfill and regrade**
* A NYS approved salt storage facility went into service in 1997

Remove soils could be used in conjunction with current road reconstruction,
providing that it was mixed with other fill materials and disburse over the length
of the roadway.

R

Please let me know whether this is an accurate summation of our conversation. [f
not, please advise as to any correction. Thank you for your attention and advice in
this matter.

Respectfully,

Robert Magee, Chairman

Town of Urbana Planning Board
Lake and Main

Hammondsport NY 14840
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Division of Water, Region 8

€274 East Avon-Lima Road, Avon, New York 14414-9519
Phone: (716) 226-5445 « FAX: (716) 226-8078

Website: www.dec.state.ny.us

Robert Mc¢Gee, Chairman

Town of Urbanna Planning Board
Lake and Main

Hammondsport, NY 14840

Dear Mr, McGee,

The summary of your notes of our phone conversation are accurate, with one correction:

NYS DEC REGION 8

D

ECEIVE

0CT 31 2000

iAoo1

John P. Cahlll
Commissioner

Determining the depth of infiltration of salt into the soil does not always require the installation of wells.
Simple excavation with a backhoe will show white deposits to the depth of gross contamination. This is
generally more accurate than improperly installed monitoring wells which could miss contamination all together.

The site will naturally remediate itself now that the salt piles have been removed. As long as public water will be
supplied to the affected homeowners and any gross resxdual contamination is properly taken care of, the

immediate problem should be considered resolved.

Sincerely,

o/ (faei

omas W. Pearson PE
Regional Water Engineer
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Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

October 3, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Jim Presley Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
Brian Flynn Attorney
Carly McConnell Recording Secretary
Others Present Marvin Rethmel CEO
Public Present Michael Vangelder  Sparky Campbell
Peter Berie Bob Brigdorf
Jered Fletcher Matt Palras
V. Spagnoletti John McCarthy
Fred Vanfleet James Vanfleet
Max Tobias Matt Tobias

Public Hearings: Called to order 7:09 PM.

Hough Site Plan Review Application # 2000-070. Location of proposed property is
Route 54 in Hammondsport, New York. Owner of the property is Lin Hough of 6499
Burton St., Bath, New York. The proposed project is to construct a 42 x 100 concrete
and steel mini storage building. Mr. Magee read into minutes a letter that was received by
the Board from Mr. Lin Hough regarding his objectives of the property. Mr. Magee also
read into the minutes the legal notice of Public Hearing that was placed in the Corning
Leader. Adjoining property owners received notice of Public Hearing.

Questions/Concerns from Public:

Mr. Mike Vangelder a property owner across the street from the proposed project; can
not see any problem with the building and/or the size. He does have a concern regarding
the old salt storage facility that was once there. A test was done on the residential land
from Sears Brown Corporation; that was requested by Mr. Spagnoletti’s office (Steuben
County Department of Public Works). A remedy to the situation has been offered and the
project will take place sometime in the spring. Mr. Magee read into the minutes the report
from Sears Brown Corporation that was forwarded to Mr. Spagnoletti.

Mr. Spagnoletti commented on others tests that have been done to determine the levels
in Cold Brook and found no elevated levels. Both ends of the pipe that crosses Route 54 |
had elevated levels of salt. Three wells in Hammondsport have been affected. The county
and town both used that property to store salt. Mr. Magee asked Mr. Spagnoletti if any
other salt storage facilities in the county had similar problems. Mr. Spagnoletti stated that
homes in the Wayne, Pultney and Prattsburg areas have seen elevated levels in the water.
Mr. Magee asked what steps were taken in these areas to remedy the problem. Mr.
Spagnoletti stated that in Prattsburg and Wayne new water wells have been drilled. In




Pultney they are still deciding on what to do and are working with the town to get
everyone fresh water.

Board Questions/Concerns: ‘
John Jensen questioned what effect if any would building on this site have to do with
the situation of the elevated salt levels.

Mr. Hough stated that he does not have to build here. He has tatked to engineers and
has been told that there is nothing he can do and nature will take it’s course. He will go
¢lse where and leave the property the way it is and not build. He feels that everyone knew
this was an issue and feels it should have been addressed before this.

Attorney Flynn suggested that with the general and specific questions in front of the
board that the public hearing be recessed until a further date. To give the Board a chance
to talk to State Authorities and to get answers or places to go to find the answers.

Public Hearing: Recessed unti! October 31, 2000 at 7:00PM

Crown Atlantic Special Use Permit Application # 2000-25. Location of proposed
project is Greyton H. Taylor Memorial Drive in Hammondsport, New York. The owner
of the property is Lillian Taylor at 8843 Greyton H. Taylor Memorial Drive in
Hammondsport. The application is prepared by Nixxon Peabody LLP, Clinton Square,
PO Box 31052, Rochester, New York. The land is going to be leased by Crown Atlantic
Company LLC. The proposed project is to construct a guided cellular tower to transmit
frequencies for digital cell phones. Mr. Magee read into minutes the notice of Public
Hearing posted in the Corning Leader. Property owners have been notified. A lease
agreement drawn up by Nixxon Peabody LLP, dated August 25, 2000 was received.

Robert Burgdorf of Nixxon Peabody LLP, reviewed the site specifics of the project.
Stating it would be a guide tower with open lattice work. The base has a equipment
building that would be unmanned with no water or sewer. Electric and phone will be
installed at the building. The building and guided wires will be surround by 6 foot chain
link fences.

Public Questions/Concerns:

Max Tobias an adjoining land owner had the following questions:
How many towers do you have with houses around them?
Does cellular cause any health problems?

Do the towers attract lightning?

Will radio or television be effected by the tower?
Will the tower have strobe lights on it?

Is any other site being considered for the project?
Can you use someone ¢lse tower?

Has an environmental test been done?

Major concern is the appearance.

XN R WD~
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Mr. Robert Burkdorf responded the following way:
1. Towers are located in many locations. A lot of them are located in residential
areas.
2. No, and technical information regarding this has been provided to the board. It
is on the same frequencies as UHF television broadcasting. It is on the B
band from 880 to 890 megahertz, which is similar to phone, radio and
television.
The tower does attract the lighting, but it is grounded. The tower draws it in.
No, it is protected by the FCC.
5. The tower will have slow pulsing red lights at night; that are approximately a
40 watt bulb. The FAA could require a strobe light.
6. Engineers tested the area and found no towers in the search area. They
approached the landowner and Lillian told them were the site would be.
7. No, because no other towers are in the area.
8. Yes, as part of Crown Atlantic internal process.

bW

Matt Tobias an adjoining land owner believes that it does not have to be in someone’s
backyard; when other areas in this area had towers on it. He can understand why she did
not want it in her own backyard; that is why they live in the country.

Board Questions/Concerns:

Attorney Flynn questioned if there was a significant gap in service. Robert Burkdorf
stated that for data service you can not have any gapping. This area has a big gap and
needs to have the service.

Board Member Jim Presley is an adjoining landowner to the property owner, but not to
the proposed project site. Jim raised the questions as to the possible use of the old radio
station site,

The Board will recessed the Public Hearing, to give the applicant time to explore the
possible site. If for any reason they would not be in any position to make the meeting;
they would need to notify the Town Clerk in writing to recess for a later date.

Public Hearing: Recessed until October 31, 2000 at 7.00PM
REGULAR MEETING OPENED:

a. Minutes were reviewed from September 5, 200. Jim Presley made a motion to #ceept
as amended. John Jensen seconded. Minutes approved.

b. Minutes were reviewed from September 19, 2000. Jim Presley mad a motiento accept=.

as amended. Betty Fitzpatrick seconded. Minutes approved.

B. OLD BUSINESS:




A. Craig: Craig asked for an extension. He is approaching the 180 days for the

completed survey. Mr. Magee made a motion to grant him a 90 day extension.
John Jensen seconded. Magee-aye, Jensen-aye, Presley-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye.

. Bourke Update: Mr. Magee has given Dick Gardner a copy of the Bond,

because the Town Board is who makes the decision on the Bond. Attorney
Flynn is in possession of the original Bond. David Buckley has responded
verbally and has been unable to respond in writing. Attorney Flynn believes the
Board should have a formalized document from the contractor regarding the
construction of the road. The maintenance agreement is unacceptable. The
agreement does not state who is going to do what. Mr. Magee is going to
contact Dr. Bourke by writing to clarify the road requirements, and to have his
lawyer contact Attorney Flynn regarding the road, bond and maintenance
agreement. The town need to have more specifications from the contractor on
the road. Mr. Magee stated that no certificate of occupancy is going to be
issued until road is developed and completed with in one year.

. Scutt Subdivision: Bob Magee has meet with Judy Hunter at County Clerk’s

Office regarding the issue of applicant not meeting the conditions on a
subdivision that is granted. He does plan to have another meeting with her.
Bob has also been in contact with the Attorney for the Department of State,
Mr. Harry Willis. Mr. Willis is aware of the questions, but has been unable to
get back to Mr. Magee. Mr. Presley asked Attorney Flynn for his position on
this situation. Attorney Fiynn responded by saying that the Board should let it
sit right now, as long as the CEQ is keeping it on status. Attorney Flynn also,
stated that Mr. Morrell can not do anything with the land. Attorney Flynn
stated that the Board should let Dave Oliver handle it his own way. The state
recommends a hearing for rescinding the subdivision.  Attorney Flynn stated
he has seen the deed and they are not in there. Mr. Campbell asked the Board,
if the law stated that when this situation happens that the subdivision be
throwout. Mr. Magee stated that Attorney Flynn has not shared his opinion
with the board, therefore leaving them in the dark. Mr. Magee also said that
the Board previously voted to take whatever steps needed to rescind the
subdivision and if the Board has the power to rescind then it will move them,
s0 it can move forward. Mr. Magee will keep looking into how to handle this
situation. Mr. Jensen believes that until the Board gets different council from
Attorney Flynn; the Board should not go forward. Mrs. Fitzpatrick would like
to get more information on this situation for this case and any in the future.
Mr. Magee suggested to set a side the deed to enforce Scutts to adhere to
conditions. Mr. Magee feels that the Board is going no where with this case.
Mr. Campbell stated 1995 subdivision was never filed and the 1989 was filed 3
months late and the restrictions were filed. Mr. Campbell would like some
more concrete information and action taken on this case. Attorney Flynn
stated recommends an acknowledgement claim to be place on the subdivision
with constituencies. Attorney Flynn stated his advise is trying to protect the
best interest of the town in this case. '

D. Mori: Survey is completed.




E. Hughes: Nothing done on requirements made from the Board.

F. Concept/Site Plan Review Ronald Smith: Mr. Smith started to build a walk in
cooler over an existing well. Terry Debuck placed a stop work order on him
and sent Mr. Smith’s plans to the Health Department. The Health
Department responded by saying he could not do the addition according to his
plan. Mr. Magee made a motion to acknowledge change, but not to have a
site plan review due to the change not significant to warrant the review. John
Jensen seconded and all was in favor.

G. Mr. Jenser inquired as to see if the Board has gotten any response for the July
letter that was forwarded to them regarding the 99 supplement to

Comprehensive Plan. At this time the Board has not had any response.

NEW BUSINESS:

A. Rolland/Smolos Subdivision Application # 2000-026. The location of property
is Longwell Cross Rd in Hammondsport, New York. The owners of the
property are Roy and Kay Rolland of 131 Cody Drive, Thurmont, Maryland.
The proposed project is to divide the total 106.27 acres into 3 parcels of
1)165 2)11.483 3)) 78.291. Current land use residential and agricultural.
The property is zoned agricultural. Attorney John McCarthy is the attorney

. handling the subdivision. John Jensen made a motion to declare a minor

- subdivision and was seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick. Magee-aye,
Fitzpatrick-aye, Jensen-aye. The Board advised Attorney McCarthy to obtain
the application for minor subdivision and provide the Board with the a letter
of attorney of record. Attorney McCarthy was also advised that if the
application was completed 10 days prior to October 31; a public hearing could
be set for this date.

Bob Magee made a motion to adjourn the meeting. John Jensen seconded and all was in
favor.

Meeting Adjourned 10:00 PM.

Respectfully Submitted,

|
\
Robert Magee, Chairman
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Steuben County Department of Public Warks
3 East Pulieney Sguare
Bah, NY 14810
RE: Ny, 37826 - Water Quality Evaluation 15683

Dear Mr. Spagnoted,

- " ' . e . . )
As requested by Steuben County, we have preparsd the tollowing surmunary of findings to assist Steuben
County »ith the evaluation of water quality frorm two individual (residertial) water supplies located in the
V:ilage of Hammondsport, Town of Urbana. Roth residential suppiies for 8211 Winding Stair Road and 8094
Back Valley Road are focated at 8094 Back Valley Road.

The Sear-Browr. Group (SBG) collected samplss in the moming on June 9, 200C in the presence of the
Fomeowners and Steve Catherman from the Steuber County Departmen: of Public Works. The grab-samples
vere takea from water fixtures inside the homes. Neither residence has a water weatment system, so thess
samples are [iksly 16 ropresent water quality conditions at the we!] heads. Samples were submirted to Life
Science Laboratories, Inc. (LSL), 2 New York Srate Departmen: of Health certified ladoratory, for aralysis,

L5L completec analysis on June 14, 2000 for sod:ur, chloriCe, bromide and alkaliniry. Thess analytes were
s¢elected by Sear-Brown because they can facilitate discrimination of tmpacts from road sak, naturally
ovearring brine, and septic systems / laadill leachate. ~ .

Tre water quality signature of dissolved road salt is a chloride ro bromide ratio of greatar thar 3300 with a
iow alkalinity (tess than 300 mg/L). In contrast, natuszlly oecurring brines fourd in association with methane
33 exhibita crlorids 1o bromide ratio in the range of 100-150 mg/L and also exhizit a low alkalinity.

Seotic sysierss may imoact an elevated aikalinity to grotndwaters in asscciation with elevated salinity.
Similarly, landfiil leachate imparts a high alkalinity {ofter. greater than 1000 mg/L) and chlorids 1o bromide
75108 varying widely between roughiy 80-30C0, dzpending upon composition of the was:e stream,

T3 analytical results available for the two impacted wells are summarized in Table 1. A previous analysis
took prace in Septemkber of 1997 and February of this year, ty GHM Environmental. These test results were
arovided by the Steuben County Department of Public Works 2nd are also included in Table 1.

Table 1
8211 Winding Stair Road 8094 Bacx Valley Road
L Sample Date S/19/97  2/22/00 8/9100 2122100 6/9/00
Sodium (mgiL) 427 8Se 49¢ §2¢ 470
Crloride (mg/L} 1330 610 2C40 980
Bromide (mg/L) 0.39 0.15 Q.45 0.16
Alkalinitv {mg/L as CaCQ,) 150 ) 150
Chlorige/Brormide Ratio 2432 4057 4533 6125

2,3
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Neither the Eavironmental Protection Agency (EPA) nor New York State seta maximum conrtaminant level
for sodium. For heaithy persens, the sodium content of water is unimportant, because the sodium intake from
table salt is much greater; but for persons placed on 2 \ow-sodium diet because of heart, kidney, or circulatory
ailments, or eamplicatians of pregnancy, sodium can be 3 factor. Tre usual low-sodium diets allow for 20
mg/L sedium in drinking water. Test results for Soth residences ind:cate higher than normal concenations of
sodium for local groundwater.

The National Secondary Drinking Water Regulations (ot secandary standards) promulgated by the EPA
recommerg the chloride conceatration in drinking water to be Jess than 250 mg/L. Chloride concsnirations in
2xcess of about 250 rmg/L usually produce 2 agtizeable taste in ¢rinking water, and may indicate
sontamiration. Test resulis for both residences indicafe higher than norma. concentratior.s of chlorides for
drinking water.

Alkalinity in excess of 500 mg/L as CaCQ; also indicates possible contamination by crganic wastes. Test
resclis for both residences indicate normal zikalinity concentrations for drieking water.

A chioride to bromide ratio greater than 3000 indicarcs the presence of road salt. Test results for both
rssidences indicate chloride to bromide ratios in excess of this treshold.

In summary, the available test rasults incicate contamination of local groundwater by road sait that may be
related to a nearby sbandoned salt sterage facility. As suggested by Steve Catherman by phone, the simplest
remecy o address the impacts may be 10 tie the two residences into the municipal supply system. We look
forward to providing continued assistance 1o Steuben County, If you have any questions or require additional
information. piease call ms.

Very truly yours,

% Lot Gotn.
William M. &oodman, Ph.D.

Projec: Manager Senior Hydrogeologist

L 0BS5S 16568 1c0s 51001 doc




Lillian T aylor
gg43 Greyton };O ngﬂc‘)‘g lglemorial Drive E
X
Hanunondsport, 14840-0458 @ E nv E
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geptember 11, 2000 SEP 2% 2000 |
B
Deborah pierce, Town Clerk
Town of Urbana
41 Lake St PO BoxX 186
HammondSport, NY 14840-01 86
Application of Crown Atlantic Company LiC approva._l 10
construct and operate cellular telephO communications
facility off Greylo H. Taylor Memorial D ve (forrnerly Know
as Bully Hill Road) ¥ the Town of Urbana york, Tax Map
No. 90 00- 1-48
Dear Ms. pierce:
1 am the own f the property being lease for e above
referenced project This letter is 10 potify any jntereste arty that 1
authorize 4 consent (0] plicatio y necessa
governmental approvals for the project.
very truly yours
Lillian Taylor _
LT:jim
cc. Robert gurgdorf, Nixon peabody LLP




"TOWN OF URBANA
PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 19, 2000

Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Jim Presale Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
Carry McConnell Recording Secretary
Others Present David Oliver CEO

SPECIAL MEETING
Opened 7:04 PM

A. NEW BUSINESS
1. Claude Hughes Subdivision Application #200-020. Location of proposed
property is 8651 Res. Rd. in Hammondsport. Owner of the property is Claude
F and Durlnda C Hughes. The proposed project is to subdivide the total 120
acres into 3 lots of 1) 102 acres 2) 14 acres 3) 9 acres. John Jensen made a
motion to declare this a minor subdivision and was seconded by Betty
Fitzpatrick. Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Jensen-aye. Durinda
Hughes was advised by the board to complete the following:
a. A signature from both landowners on the original application. The
application was returned to Durlnda to get the required signature.
Portions of the SEQR to be completed.
c. A letter of authorization from Claude stating that Durlnda has the
authority to represent him with all matters required this subdivision.
d. Survey is needed
e. The 9 acres parcel is to adjoin lands of Ray Hughes.

2. Mori Subdivision Application # 200-023. Location of proposed property is
6370 County Route 70 in Hammondsport. Owners of the property are Robert G
and Sylvia L Mori. The proposed project is to subdivide the total 33.8 acres into
Jlotsof 1) 14.538 2) 18.8 3).462. Betty made a motion to declare as a minor
subdivision and was seconded by John. Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye,
Jensen-aye. The Board advised Mr. and Mrs. Mori that parcels 3 needs to be
annexed to lands of Fred and Barbara Smith advised Mr. and Mrs. Mori.

Betty made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Bob seconded all was in favor,
Meeting Adjourned at 8PM

Respectfully Submitted,

Robert Magee, Chairman




Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

September 5, 2000

Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
James Presley Board Member

Randy Robinson Board Member
Carly McConneil Recording Secretary

Public Present Stewart Campbell

Lin Hough
Michael A. Cook
Dr. Frank Bourke
Peter Berie

Bob Burnsdorf

REGUARL MEETING

Opened 7:06 PM

a. Minutes were reviewed from August 1, 2000. Jim Presley made a motion to accept as
amended. John Jensen seconded. Minutes were approved.

b. The Board would like to reconfirm that any draft copies of the minutes should not be
made public until they have been reviewed, approved and signed by the chairman.

A. CORRESPONDENCE:

a.

Correspondence from Dave Oliver regarding Morrell property. He has spoken to
the Department of State as to who has the final ability to enforce subdivision
laws. Dave has spoke verbally and has nothing in writing. Bob Magee is going to
contact the Association of Towns Attorney or Attorney of the State Department;
for a request of a written documentation involving the violations of the State
Subdivision Laws.

Correspondence with Attorney Flynn: Attorney Flynn was unable to attend the
meeting tonight and would like to arrange an executive session with the Board on
September 25 or 26. The Board is unable to meet on proposed dates. Mr. Magee
1s going to contact Attorney Flynn with proposed dates of September 12 or 19.
Correspondence from Urbana Town Council has not been received from the letter
that was forwarded on to them; in July regarding the proposed 99 supliment.

B. OLD BUSINESS:
a. Ward Subdivision: Mr. Magee is going to contact Judy Hunter at the county to

make an appointment in regards to this situation.

b. Dr. Frank Bourke: Dr. Bourke requested an extension to complete the

requirements for the minor subdivision for additional 60 days. John Jensen made
a motion to grant the extension and seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick. Magee-aye,
Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye and Presley-aye Mr. Magee is going




to submit a request to Dave Buckley, Town Highway Superintendent to review
the specifications of the proposed roadway and to respond with in 10 days in
writing. Mr. Magee is also going to submit a request to Attorney Flynn to review

the maintenance agreement and escrow agreement with a writing response with in
10 days.

Dr. Bourke stated that McConnell and Muller have done a survey. Also, Ray
Kolo has made the same specifications to the proposed roadway that was used for
the original roadway that was built 5 years ago. He stated that the bond might
have to be increased for $1000 to cover the turn around.

C. NEW BUSINESS:

a. Michael Cook Subdivision Application # 2000-020. Location of proposed
property is Evertts Road in Hammondsport, New York. Owner of the property is
Michael Cook of 7578 Hardscrabble Rd., Addison New York. The proposed project is to
subdivide the existing property of approximately 6 acres into 3 lots of approximently 1.}
S50 acres 2.) 1-1.5 acres 3.) 4-4.5 acres. CEO Dave Oliver and CEC Marvin Rethmel
have reviewed the application. Mr. Magee made a motion to declare a minor subdivision
of 3 parcels. John was seconded. Magee-aye, Jensen-aye, Robinson-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye
and Presley-aye. Marvin Rethmel is to assist Mr. Cook in completing the application
process and notify Mr. Magee when done. After completion Mr. Magee will have the
Town Clerk arrange a Public Hearing.

b. Lin Hough Site Concept Review Application #2000-017. Location of proposed
property is Route 54, Hammondsport, New York. Owner of the proposed property is Lin
Hough of 6499 Burton St., Bath, New York. The proposed project is to construct a 42 X
100 concrete and steel mini storage. Building to be build to match existing buildings on
property. Mr. Hough stated that the building will have no store frontage. No electric or
septic is required for the building. John Jensen has made a motion to accept Concept
Review. Jim Presley seconded and all-aye. Mr. Rethmel is to assist Mr. Hough in
completing the application for Site Plan Review. When application is complete Mr.
Magee will instruct the Town Clerk to post a Public Hearing for a Site Plan Review.

c. Crown Atlantic Company LLC Application #105-9- (B) (2). Location of
proposed project is Greyton H. Taylor Memorial Drive. The owner of the
property is Lillian Taylor at 8843 Greyton H. Taylor Memorial Drive. The
application is prepared by Nixon Peabody LLP, Clinton Square, PO Box 31051,
Rochester, New York. The land is going to be leased by Crown Atlantic
Company LLC. The zoning district is currently agricuitural. The proposed
project is to construct a cellular tower for the transmission of digital cell phones.
The construction is a guided tower with a base equipment shelter of 12 X 30 to
hold all electronic equipment. The electric to the tower is being proposed to be
place underground. The guide wires and shelter will be surround by a wire fence.
The Board requested a letter from Lillian Taylor giving authority to Nixon
Peabody LLP to file application. Jim Presley made a motion to accept submission
as both Concept Review and Special Use Permit and to set a public hearing for
October 3. Betty seconded the motion and all was in favor.




Jim Presley made a motion to adjourn the meeting. John Jensen seconded and all was
in favor.
Meeting Adjourned at 9:20PM

Respectfully Submitted,

Robert Mé'geﬁfairman
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Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

August 1, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
James Presley Board Member

Randy Robinson Board Member
Carly McConnell Recording Secretary

Public Present Mark Morrell

REGULAR MEETING:
Opened 7:10 PM

a.

b.

Minutes were reviewed from June 19, 2000. Mr. Magee made a motion to accept
as amended. Mr. Presley seconded. Minutes were approved. _
Minutes were reviewed from June 27, 2000. Mr. Jensen made a motion to accept
as amended. Mrs. Fitzpatrick seconded. Minutes were approved.

Minutes were reviewed from July 6, 2000. Mr. Jensen made a motion to accept as
amended. Mr. Magee seconded. Minutes were approved.

A. NEW BUSINESS: X

a.

Gregory Dyer Site Plan Review Application # 2000-021. Location of proposed
project is 8539 State Route 54 in Hammondsport, NY 14840. Owners of the
property are Richard and Mary Roller. The proposed project is to add a 26 X 26-
foot garage to property. Mr. Presely made a motion to waive sit plan review. Mr.
Jensen seconded the motion. All were in favor. :

Mr. Jensen read into the minutes a letter to the Urbana Town Council and a copy
was placed in the correspondence file. Mr. Presley made a motion to send it the
Town Board and Randy seconded the motion. All were in favor.

B. OLD BUSINESS:

a.

John Jensen and Jim Presley were present at the Urbana Town Board Meeting on
July 18, 2000; when a letter was read from a resident concerning the Scutt
Subdivision. Mr. Jensen made a motion to respond back to the Town Board in a
letter that is supported by minutes and attachments. Bob seconded the motion and
was in favor.

C. Mr. Magee feels that the Town Planning Board is still left with out the knowlege to
enforce conditions. Not just in regards to the Scutt Subdivision but others, like Ward
subdivision that was not properly filed and the Shuart conditions were illegal filed.

“Mr. Magee would like to be able to seek council and get a response to these and other
matters.




®

Mr. Jensen suggested a letter to Atty. Flynn to suggest to establish a method of
communication to deal with situations in timely matter. Mr. Magee stated that
council should be available to attend meetings. A motion was made by John Jensen
to compose and send a letter to Atty. Flynn to deal with the fore mentioned concerns.
Bob seconded the motion and all was in favor.

D. Sign Law: The Board reviewed the sign laws. Bob Magee will make amendments
and prepare the final draft. John Jensen made a motion to recommend it to the Town
of Urbana Board with the amendments. It was seconded by Mrs. Fitzpatrick and all
was in favor

Bob Magee made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Betty Fitzpatrick seconded it and all
was in favor.
Meeting Adjourned at-9:30PM

Robert MagWan
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Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

July 6, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member

Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member

Carly McConnell Recording Secretary
Board Absent Jim Presley Board Member

Randy Robinson Board Member
Others Present Marvin Rethmel CEO
Public Present Judith Obrochta

Lida Westervelt

Ronald Smith

Atty., Robert Plascov

John Weaver

PUBLIC HEARING — Ronald Smith Special Use Permit Application 2000-018 and Site
Plan Review Application # 2000-017

Purpose of the Special Use Permit is to operate and restaurant and possible catering
business from the old Moose Club building in Pleasant Valley. Bob Magee read into the
minutes a letter that was received by Terry and Diane Peacock.

Marvin Rethme! CEO stated that Mr. Smith would be required to have 48 parking spaces
at this location (38 customers and 10 employees) and he meets this requirement.

Questions from the Board:

Bob Magee questions the Marvin Rethmel as to interior floor plans and if one has been
submitted. Mr, Retmel stated that none has been submitted at this time. Bob asked Mr.
Smith if any remolding was going to be done and that it was he understanding that the
kitchen was dismantled. Mr. Smith stated his plans were to basically clean the place up
and that the equipment in the kitchen and the bar was taken out and would have to be
replaced. No further Questions from the Board.

Questions & Comments from the Public:

Judith Obrochta wanted to go on recording stating that she is for Mr. Smith’s plans. Lida
Westervelt is glad to see the building is going to be used and sees it as a gift to that area.
John Weaver from the Church has no concerns with project and sees no reason for a
barrier to be put up between the two properties. He did state the fact that the bar is
against Church beliefs, but sees not problem with them replacing it. No further
comments from the Public.

Mr. Smith went on recording stating that the building lends a lot to the public. Moose did
a lot for the community and he is also willing to help the community. He occupancy size
is 206 in the main room and 135 in bingo room.
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Mr. Magee informed the Public Hearing on Mr. Jensen previous discussion on excusing
himself on any discussion on this application, due to the proposed business being similar
to his own.

Public Hearing Closed 7:16PM

Respecifully Sp¥mitte.

Robeft Magee, ‘(:hm'ﬁl




/ Ny ‘ Y e i L__‘\\:/“L——'U\VJ—r—":"—r \‘I
’/31 \‘t y k’ -.._,-Ti_h - U !, ’
g Terry & Diane Peacock JUN 27 7060 I I
N ANTIQUES AT THE WAREHOUSE - i
. SO ' 8091 County Rte. 88 '
Hammondsport, NY 14840

Shop-(60T7) 569-36% Home-(6QT) 569-2812

Tetre 25, 2000

- Sown oF Clemane

7%/4/(//\(/ ~ Ea AT TN
A tr e O DS PORT; ALY [EFYD

LDexe Sirs:
| Zr REFEREMCE 70 7TH#E rrarrere.
LBEFoE Yoy '/?EZ—’—/Q—@D/M.G— %N4cb \S;f/??a‘.’s
BPPLICHTI/ON 7O OPCHore & Tocsrsatetrs s
T THE Fofrrecx /VOJ-S€' 6766(23 OKS FEfE
s 7;5?954&-’7' B _Eoan . ‘ -

Qe e CIICE AASHETEDLSY /)y
Frvor OF TS PRoTETT Bxcr ocrc >
AOPE THF7T Dcy Ldocre Cr0E THESYS $rse
Facd COXNS/DenI770 ), |

Snvaerer >,

Sy v 2 P

/pé_/'k?c:a <




Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes
June 27, 2000

Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
Randy Robinson Board Member
Others Present David Oliver CEO
Public Present Kelly Carver
Eric Carver
Dave Frascella
Shannon Frascella
Pat Brown

Robert Whitney
John G. Giess D
PUBLIC HEARING - John Giess, Madison & Paul Reality (Stinson Woods) Minor

Subdivision Application # 2000-019.
Public Hearing Opened 7:10PM

The location is on Hutches Road in Hammondsport. This is minor subdivision for the
purpose of offering the lots for sale. It current use is agriculture and it is zoned
agriculture. He is proposing the division of the current lot of 31. 222 acres into 4 parcels.
1.)10 2)3.4 3.)2.7 4)15.1. Dave Oliver reported that submissions are made and
meet all requirements.

All proposed lots meet bulk requirements and have an excess of 250 feet of road frontage.
Board Questions: none

Public Questions: none

Public Hearing Closed 7:15PM

PUBLIC HEARING — Kelly Carver Minor Subdivision Application # 200-016.
Public Hearing Opened 7:16PM

The proposed property is for the subdivision is located at 8699 Longwell Road in
Hammondsport, NY, 14840. They are proposing to divide the total 47.441 acres into 2
lots. 1.) 5.000 2.) 42.441 It current use is residential and it is zoned agriculture with a
house and 2 barns. The purpose is to sell both lots to the same party.

Both lots exceed bulk requirements and have excess of 250 feet of frontage and 2 acres.
Watershed report sated it was inspected and failed the original inspection. It is requiring
a remedy to the situation. The Carver’s received a letter from the Watershed inspector
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allowing them to go ahead with the closing with the requirement that at an escrow
account was establigshed to get the needed repairs completed.

Board Questions: none
Public Questions: none
Public Hearing Closed 7:20PM

A. REGULAR MEETING:
Opened 7:21PM
a. SEQR PART II - Completed for Madison & Paul Reality Minor Subdiviston.

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF, (Parts I and 2 and 3 if
appropriate), and any other supporting information, and considering both the magnitude
and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by Planning Board that this
subdivision of land will not result in any large and important impact on the environment.
I John Jensen make a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared. Seconded by
Betty Fitzpatrick. Roll Call Vote: Jensen —aye, Magee-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Robinson-
aye.

A Negative Declaration was prepared.

Finding:

No negative environmental impact

No negative concerns

Application complete and in order

Meets Minor Subdivision Requirements
Meets requirements of State & Local Laws

A motion was made by John Jensen to accept the findings and Betty Fitzpatrick seconded
it. Al were in favor.

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Madison & Paul Reality meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient
compliance as to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. I John
Jensen make a motion to approve the Madison & Paul Reality subdivision as submitted,
and to instruct the Chairman to sign the survey. Bob Magee seconded. Roll Call Vote:
Jensen-aye, Magee-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Robinson-aye.

b. SEQR PART 11 - Completed for Kelly Carver Minor Subdivision
Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF, (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if

appropriate), and any other supporting information, and considering both the magnitude
and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that
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this subdivision of land will not result in any large and important impact on the
environment. I John Jensen make a motion to that a Negative Declaration be prepared.
Seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick. Roli Call Vote: Jensen-aye, Magee-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye,
Robinson-aye.

A Negative Declaration was prepared.

Findings:

Application was complete and in order

No Negative environmental impact

Meets Minor Subdivision Requirements

Mecets Requirements of State and Local Laws

No Negative comments were made at Public Hearing

The watershed report is filed on in record.

A motion was made by Mr. Jensen to accept the findings and Mrs. Fitzpatrick seconded
it. All were in favor.

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Minor Subdivision application of
Kelly Carver meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient compliance as
to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. I John Jensen make a
motion to approve the Kelly Carver subdivision as submitted, and to instruct the
Chairman to sign to survey. Betty seconded. Roll Call Vote: Jensen-aye, Magee-aye,
Fitzpatrick-aye, Robinson-aye.

B. OLD BUSINESS:

a. Dr. Frank Bourke called Mr. Magee to request a Bond of Conformance to build
the road after the subdivision was declared. The board decided that any Bonds
would have to go to Brain Flynn. Dave Oliver and John Jensen agree that Dr.
Bourke needs to provide his plans on building the road and will need to describe
specs. Dave believes the Board needs to have him adhere the section 93-18 in the
codes regarding the building of the road and strongly suggest that Dr. Bourke
inform the Board on how the utilities will be put in. John Jensen would like Dave
Buckley Highway Superintendent to inspect the locations and decide if a engineer
is needed.

b. Charles Ward and Randy Weaver Minor Subdivision Application # 99-020 was
filed with the County Clerk prior to the Public Hearing on June 6, 2600, The
county assessor submitted a copy of the RP-5217 that was dated by Mr. Carver on
May 5, 2000 and the Deed dated May 2000. Bob Magee proposed that
Application #99-020 Charles Ward and Randy Weaver Minor Subdivision is
postponed and no further action until Board consults with Attorney Flynn, Mr.
Magee will also notify the Ward’s of this that the process will be on hold until the
Board until this situation is resolved. He will also send a letter to the Watershed
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Inspector to advise him on the situation and to ask him not to issue any permits
until resolved.

John Jensen made a motion 10 adjourn the meeting and Betty Fitzpatrick seconded it.
Meeting adjourned 8:25PM

Y.
Robert ﬁle, Chairman




Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes
June 19, 2000

Board Present Robert Magee Chairman

Jim Presley Board Member
Randy Robinson Board Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board Member
John Jensen Board Member

Others Present Marvin Rethmel CEO

SPECIAL MEETING - 7:00 PM
Richard Jacquier Special Use Permit Application # 2000-010
A. Concerns from the Board

Lol ol Al

oo

Does he have a lot big enough to do what he wants to do?
Screening for neighbors

Erosion control

Need for water in the building (this issue has been raised at Public
Hearing.

Area seems over crowed for amount of cars he is proposing

Not the place to intensify this type of work

People stopping along road to look at the cars-traffic hazard
Possible screening the road traffic to sales lot

Portable sign

B. Comments for the Board

L.

W

Bob went to look at the location and feels a couple of cars would be
ok.

Bob feels a specific location of cars to be assigned to stop traffic from
stopping to view to lot from the roadway.

These concerns are not only current but will remain with the property.
Enforcement of these restrictions.

CEOQ — Marvin Rethmel note section 105-29A6 regarding the parking.
Stating that car lots are not specified in this section.

The Board will grant the Special Use Permit when conditions have been met. A
certificate of compliance will be required the Town Building Inspector. Mr. Magee made
a motion to grant this Special Use Permit application upon conditions; listed below.
Proper screening with a 6 foot fence for neighbors above and below.

2. Proper placement of cars.

Not to disrupt flow of traffic on roadway.

A 25-foot setback with screening and green space on roadway side.

Limit of 3 cars.

Planting, 1andscaping and erosion control.

There will be not further expansion of business on property.

L.

NowneWw
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8. A provision of any violation of these conditions and/or other codes, the Board
will zeek to rescind.
Jim Presley seconded the motion. Jim-aye, John-aye & Bob-aye. Randy-na & Betty
substained.

SEQR PARTII
A. FINDINGS:

a. Small impact to community do to on site storage of petro laced
products and used tires may cause migated circumstances.

b. Commercial use in predominately residential neighborhood.

c. Jim Presley made a motion to declare no significant environmental
impact. Bob seconded. Jim-aye, John-aye, Bob-aye, Randy-aye &
Betty-aye.

d. Negative declaration needs to be issued.

Richard Jacquier - Site Plan Review Application # 99-030

The purpose of the application is to expand his current tire business. In Response to a
request by the Town Planning Board; Mr. Jacquier submitted a response that was read
into minutes and attached. Referring back to Mr. Jacquier response, the findings and
additional conditions of the board are as follows:
(24) No tires should be visible and stored in a screened Dumpster.
(25) No visible auto parts or junk vehicles per Town Code.
(26) Proper storage of hazardous waste,
(27) Number of licensed vehicles will not exceed three.
(28) Parking spaces are to be per code (9 feet x 9 feet)
(29) According to Terry Debuck no water shed requirements are needed.
An additional condition is that a 6-foot fence is required for all residential
neighbors.

8. Roadways are to be screened with planting and green space in an area from
the road and in 25 feet.

Bob made motion to approve as discussed with all conditions being met prior to issuing
of occupancy certificate by the Town Building Inspector. Jim seconded. Jim-aye, John-
aye, Bob-aye, Randy-aye and Betty abstained.

NAUME DN

Dr. Frank Bourke — Minor Subdivision Application # 200-015

Dr. Bourke has requested that the Board waive the requirement for the 250-foot road
frontage. The Board referred to Section 93-28 A&B to exceptions. It was the Board’s
decision that he did not show an extraordinary hardship. It was discussed it if the Board
should be allow him to put the road between lots 1 & 2 into lot 3 without going to the
back. In the Subdivision papers from the Church it says they all have the right to drive
on the right away and are all-responsible for maintenance. Jim Presley made a motion
that we waive the requirement of the 250 foot road frontage, because the scope of this
project does not warrant the need to go more than 100 feet.  Jim-aye. Bob-na, Randy-
na, & Betty-na. Motion not carried.
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Bob made a motion to grant the subdivision based upon conditions and submission of
such. Conditions are as follows:
1. He provides 250 foot road frontage in the prescribed roadway
2. He provides a copy of the maintenance agreement.
3. He provides a copy of the design of the driveway with turn around revisions
per 93-18L
4. He follows construction standards he received from through the Board from
David Buckley- Town Highway Superintendent.
5. A performance Bond must be prepared.
Jim seconded the motion. Jim-aye, Bob-aye & Betty-aye. Randy-na

Ronald Smith — Concept Review. John Jensen after hearing concept review and it being
very similar to Mr. Jensen’s business, he has recused himself from discussion and
voting of Ronald Smith’s project.

A Public hearing can be set up for the Special Use Permit and Site Plan Review, On
Thursday, July 6, 2000.

The next meeting is June 27, 2000. Bob made the motions to adjourn the meeting.
Seconded by Randy. Meeting adjourned at 9:30PM

Respectfully Submitted,

Kobert M@K




- Janurary 7, 2000

From: Richard Jacquier
To. Town Planning Board

re: NOTES AS REQUESTED BY PLANNING BOARD FOR SITE REQUIREMENTS

Once a tire is determined to be worthless it will be processed (cut up) into trash and go
QE[ into a proposed dumpster on a weekly basis. Used tires to be stored on racks inside once
determined to be sellable. - No fivos Should ke V&ibl . Sfoed in a
dumpslerr Scresred duvinpssr .
Unrepairable vehicles (junk) once determined as such will be taken to approved scrap or
dismantler as provided by DMV Law. Auto parts either will be determined as good or .
2_( junk. Good parts are to be stored inside building once processed. Junk disposed of in u,f\l] ¢ -
accepted way as garbage or salvage. Nlg V15 ( ble ﬁ pa rts no a
| Vehicks 7 48wn code /
. Environmentally hazardous materials such as batteries, petroleum products or other fiuids
7 6 will be used with accepted practice of containment within garage. All used materials are
‘ returned to supplier Wl'tf SORN the new replacement materials as is provided for by Law.

Propr Shieg 0y hazardows Wosie .y ngt,, e 4
Number of vehicles on premises for repair or service by season, .

27 -economy/and-space. Average turnover of vehicles at this time is 1/2 hour.

Sicensed
2 ¢ Ingress and egress by existing drive. Parking spaces persite-plan. Con@ thons |

29 No plans for water Bab Wil & uﬂff:] to Lo rﬁ - commericval bds pn
ol 4 rgpaic | Oodes , ofc w| referene. 1o code —> Serbaci
Department of Motor Vehicles Registered NYS Repair Shop, Official Inspection Station-

50  Auto, Official Inspection Station- Motorcycle, Registered NYS Dealer, dba Business
certificate, NYS tax ID.

Z/ No waste water or septic applies. Restroom as needed on premises in house,
/ fihished date scheduled for November 1989~
3 3 Erosion to be limited by planting of vegetation. Ditch to be cleaned out as neccessary.
4) all condipons musk be met pria to
b | SSLeen 9 of occ LLpPa r\ca_g b@‘ Tawn Bdg

jr\s Pe cton

52 P




Town of Urbana-
Planning Board Minutes -
June 6, 2000

Board Present Robert Magee - Chairman

" John Jensen
Botty Fitzpatrick -

Board Member
Board Member- -

ReoonlmgSeemta!y

Public Present. Ed Fitzpatrick .
Kelly Fitzpatrick
Mrs. Leroy Archer
Mr. Leroy Archer
John G. Giess
Mark Morell.
Atty, Robert Plaskov
Joe Hamilton
Richard Jacquier
Virginia Holmes
Pastor Jenks -
Bonnic Ward

Shannon Freschefla .
Joe Hamilton -

Eric Carver

Kelly Carver-
Richard Fairchild

Dr. Gurdup Kmdlas
Ron Smith

. Randy. Weaver

Julic Jacquicr
Dr. Frank Bourke

Mary Lou Jenks
Charles Ward

PUBLIC HEARING - Richard Jacquier Special Use Permit Application # 2000-010 -

Called to Order 7:20 PM.

Richard and Julic Jacquier were present for the Public Hearing. They are requesting a
Special Use Permit to expand current business to sell up to ten-used autos: ' The location: -
18 at his residence at 7320 Co. Rt. 89, Bath, NY.

It was brought to the attention of the Board at a Site Plan Review-Public Hearingon
Feb. 2, 2000; the intention of Mr. Jacquicer to scll used autos. At that time it was -
determined that a Site Plan Review could not be completed until a Special Use Permit -

was grantod.

" Question from the Board:
Betty Fitzpatrick questioned the need for water at his facility. Bob Magee asked what -

purpose would the 4X5 Copy Change Sign have?

Question/Concems from the Public:-

Ed Fitzpatrick raised concems on the additional traffic on the hill caused by the used
auto sales and where the customers are going to park. He would also like to see a fence-




between the two properties; because he does not want to see it. Kefly Fitzpatrick was .
also concemed about parking of customers and traffic backing into road. -

M. Richard Jacquier response was that he did not need any more water. to scll used.
autos. The sign would be to alert the public of the business and/or any specials. The
sales lot has been set back 100 yards to give customers more room. He made a point on
stating that a used auto sales business open on this property in 1985 and was that way -
when he purchased the property.

John Jensen asked the CEQ’ if a determination has been made on the minimum number

of parking spaces needed for customers. Marvin-Rethmel replied that only two spaces .
were needoed; according to the size of the sales office. One space in required for per
overy-50 square fect. Mr. Jensen belioves lot size and not the size of the office should

determine it

The Board is concerned with the number amount of customer parking: .
Public Hearing closed 7:28 PM.-

PUBLIC HEARING - Dr. kaBoutkeMinmSubdmmnApphcahon#ZOOO—OlS
Public Hearing opened 7:30 PM -

Dr. Frank Bourke was present for the Public Hearing.  The location of this subdivision
is on Rt. 54 across from Ira Davenport Memorial Hospital and adjacent to the Harvest
Baptist Church. Dr. Bourke’s address is 145 E. Second St., Coming;, NY 14830. This--
project is to take the existing 59 acres and divide them into 4 parcels. 1) 2.236 2)2.236
3) 34.631 4)20.316.

Mr. Magee brought up that there has been concems that this project is a major.
subdivision instead of minor subdivisions as it was declared at the last meeting. Mr.

. Magee explained that the previous owners did the original subdivision. A lot was sold to

the Baptist Harvest Church and Dr. Bourke purchased the balance of land. Mr, Magee
read into the minutes a request for waiver that was received on May 25, 2000 for Dr.
Bourke. (sce attachments).

Betty Fitzpatrick and John Jensen had no questions. Mr. Magee proposed the idea of

entering the property off Rt. 54 on the existing roadway, in front of lot .1 and then furning
left towards Hammondsport: Giving additional access to lot 3. Mr. Magee also inquired -

as to how mmuch roadway Dr. Brouke was willing to put in.

Public Questions/Concerns:
Pastor Jerks from the Harvest Baptist-Church read into minutes a letter-of concem .

from the church.  (8o¢ attachment) Dr. Gurdup Kundias stated the fact that he noeds have:

access to his lot in order to build his office.and use the property; if a public roadway is
not provided: Dr. Kundlas asked if E.ot 2 could be sold if not public access is provided:

John Jensen responded by saying that the Board 1s still trying to working on the



subdivision and will be able to answer that question at a later date. Virginia Holmes is
concerned about the effect this will have on her well; which is located on Lot 4. She
questioned the Board to see if they had the authority- to say what can go on-a lot or not.
Mr. Maggee addressed Mrs. Holmes by stating that the Town of Urbana reserves the right-
to review site plans for properties.. He also requested that she provide the Town Clerk
with a copy of casement for the well.

Dr. Bourke responded by claiming a road was of no value to him. He would be -
willing to put in 100 foet of road. He requested a clarification on improved roadway and
where in the codes does it specify you that you need an improved roadway. He said he

- had asked for this a the previous meeting. Bob Magee read into the minutes the code -

regarding the roadway. Dr. Bourke stated that he is trying to do a subdivision with a..
right away to the sel] the lots: Then the buyer would be responsible for the improved
roadway. Dr. Bourke wanted the record to show that he is requesting a waiver on the.
improved roadway and only have a right away at this time.-

DaveOhversuwstedfmmfmmauontobccollectedon the clevation and grad for-
the property.

Public Hearing closed 8:07 PM

PUBLIC HEARING -~ Charles Ward and Randy Weaver Minor Subdivision Application -
# 99-020
Public Hearing opened 8:10 PM-

Charles and Bonnie Ward and Randy Weaver were present at the public hearing. The
location of the subdivision is 439 East Lake Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. Mr.
Charles and Bonnic Ward'’s address is 575 Freeman St., Coming, NY 14830. Mr. Ward
mpmpmmghamﬂfeﬂofhupmpeﬂytoﬂwadpmmgpmpmyfm'abachﬁeld
The lot would be conforming now and after the subdivision. It would create an illegal
parcel; but would legitament by annexing to the adjoining property. Before amoxing the:
Weaver property is non-conforming. The annex would make it more conforming. Mr.
Ward has been in contact with the watershed inspoctors. .

NoquesﬁonsﬁmnﬂteBomdmdmomﬁmﬁowbﬁcwm-pmsemwask :
questions.
Public Hearing closed 8:15 PM- ..

A. REGULAR MEETING :-
Opened 8:22PM
a. Minutes were reviewed from April 18, 2000. Mis. Fitzpatrick made a motion to. .
accept as amended. Mr. Jensen seconded. Minutes were approved. '
~ b. Minutes were reviewed from May 25, 2000. Mr. Jensen made a motion to accept as.
amended. Mrs. Fitzpatrick seconded: Minutes were approved.




B. NEW BUSINESS:
8. Kelly Carver Application # 2000-015SD — Eric and Kelly Carver, 8699 Longwoll

Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. This is the actual property. of the proposed .
subdivision. They are proposing to divide the total parcel of 47.441 acres into 2

lots. 1) 1.5 2) 42.441. Both lots would be sold to the same party. Current use.is
residential and is zoned as agricultural. Purchaser questioned whether the
subdivision was required. Bob Magee responded, yes. No questions from the
board. It mests all requirements for Road frontage and precxisting set backs..
John Jensen made a motion to declare a minor subdivision. Betty Fitzpatrick
seconded. Jensen-aye; Fitzpatrick-aye, Magee-aye. A motion was made to have .
the Town Clerk set a Public Hearing when the application was complete. 'Mrs. -
Fitzpatrick seconded. Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Magee-aye. .

. Minor Subdivision Madison and Paul - Application # 2000-019 — John G. Gicss, -

President of Madison and Paul Reality, Po Box 308, Prattsburg, NY 14873, -
Actual location of subdivision is Hutches-Road; Hammondsport; NY 14840. He
is proposing to divide the total 31.222 acres into 4 parcels. 1) 10 2)34 3)2.7 4)
15. The purpose would to offer the-lots for sale. Current use is agriculture w/}-
cabin and is zoned agriculture. Bob questioned the frontage for lot 4 and if the-
cabin had a well and septic. Mr. Giess responded that it had 266.3 feeton.
Hutches Road. Also, that the cabin has a well and septic that was inspected in
March. All the bulk requirements are meet. John Jensen made a motion to have
the Town Clerk sct a Public Hearing when the file is complote. Betty Fitzpatrick
second. Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Magee-aye

. Ronald Smith Special Use Permit-Application #200-017- and Sitc Plan Review .

Application # 200-018 — Ronald Smith, 7641 Nerth Maine St., Kanona, NY
14856. Actual location is Pleasant Valley Road, Hammondsport,. NY 14840..
Purpose is to open a timited night restaurant and banquet facilities: Cusrrent owner
is Soldiers and Sailors Memorial Hospital. Attached is release from Soldiers and

Sailors Hospital for M. Smith to apply for the above applications: Current useis - -

empty building (former membership club) and is zoned as agriculture. John
Jeasen questioned the need for a Dumpster. Mr. Magee inquired to know if this .
could be a possible bar setting after hours. Mr. Smith said he had no need for the
dumpster and a bar setting was possible.. Mr. Rethmel does not see any. concerns
for the Board on site plan review. The Board sees none for the Special Use
Permit. With in 15 days the Board needs to determine if a Site Plan Review is.
required for Public Hearing. John Jensen made a motion for the Town Clerk to -
set a public hearing on the Special Use Permit. Betty Fitzpatick second. Jensen-
aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Magee-aye. Mr. Jensen made a motion for he Site Plan
Review-Public Hearing to be held with the Special Use Permit. Mrs. F!lzpamck

seconded. Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Magee-aye -

C. ZBA OPIONS: None

D. OLD BUSINESS:




a. M. Bob Magee has sent two letters to Atty, Flynn on-the Scutt Subdivision.  The
latest letter requested a response by June 6, 2000. To date no response has been
reccived. Mr. Magee will compose another letter-to indicate the need for a.
response, the apparent lack of response and ability to be present at meetings. Mr.
Magee will ask for a time to meet with Atty, Flynn and the Board Members for a
conference to establish procedures: to which the Board should stand by. Mr. -
Jensen did converse with Atty, Flynn earlier today and had suggested that he meet

b. Sanford Subdivision Application # 99-025 - This was granted with the condition

that upon annex to Shuart parcel they needed to file with in 60 days as 2 parcels.
Letter received from Kathy at the County Tax Acessor’s Office states this has not

been done and it is filed as 3. parcels. Marvin is going to look into this. _ .

CEO REPORT:
a DmOhmmcommmgammhndscapmglaws. Currently what we haw
now is unenforceable. We noed to have something with more definitions.

. SIGN LAW:

a. Bob Magee is working on it. -

'Ithoardhasmadnﬂndecmnnmwocaedmﬂ:dte SncleRev:cwandRomld
Smith will be notified in writing,

Bob Magee made a motion to hold another mecting between now-and June 27, 2000
Betty Fitzpatrick seconded Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Magee-aye. Bob will contact
the absent Board Members to determine a date.

| BeﬂyFﬂzpaﬂwkmadeammmadjomnmememgatlomPM Bob Magee.
second. Meeting Adjourned. .
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DEED-WARRANTY with Lien Covenant

TII15S INDENTURE, Made the /“TA‘ day of September, Nineteon
Hundred and Elghty~Eight

BETWEEN VIRGINIA L, HOLMES, currently residing at 7574
Route 54, R. D. #2, Bath, New York, 14810

party of the first part, and

FRANCIS HOLMES and VIRGINIA L. HOLMES, husband and
wife as tenante by the entirety, currently
residing at 7574 Route 54, R. D. #2, Bath, New
York, 14810

parties of the second part,

WITNESSETH, that the party of the first part, in consideration
of —=—ww—- ONE DOLLAR ($1.00) lawful money of the United States,
and other good and valuable consideration, paid by the parties
of the second part, does hereby grant and release unto the
parties of the second part, their heirs and assigns forever,

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND, situate in the Town of
Urbana, County of Steuben, State of New York, bounded and
described as follows: Beginning at a point on the soBtheast
line of New York State Route 54 said point being S 46° 04" 44" W
2.02 feet from a concrete monument; thence 5 29~ 18' 13" E along
the west line of Lane as recorded in Liber 997 Page 586, 306.00
feet to an iron pipe; thence § 759 36' 35" W along lands of
Stratton as recorded ip Liber 863 Page 853, 431.45 feet to an
iron pipe; thence N 27° 18' 03" west along lands of Stratton,
87.08 feet to an iron pipe gn the southeast line of New York
State Route 54; thence N 46 04' 44" east along the southeast
line of Route 54, 427.70 feet to the point of beginning.
Comprising an area of 1.874 acres.

BEING the same premises conﬁeyed to Frances A. Leighton on
March 2, 1984, by Warranty Deed recorded in Liber 1048 at Page
338 in the Steuben County Clerk's Office.

BUBJECT to all easements and rights of way of- record.

SUBJECT TO AND CONVEYING all the rights of Frances A.
Leighton pursuant to an agreement made on the 20th day of
August, 1979, by and between William S. Shill and Georgia T.,,
Shill and Charlea H. Taylor and Florence Taylor relatiypwto &p
right of way of ingress and egress to a well and pipe ;hteqagn
the premises of Shill., L=
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BEING the same premises conveyed to Virginia L. Holmes, by
Executor's Deed from Pather Albert Ryan as Executor of the Last
Will and Testament of Frances A, Leighton, dated September 6,
1985, and recorded in the Steuben County Clerk's Cffice
September 12, 1985, in Book 1066 of Deeds at Page 877.

Together with the appurtenances and all the estate and
rights of the party of the first part in and to said premises,

To have and to hold the premises herein granted unto the
parties of the second part, their heirs and assigns forever:

And said party of the first part, covenants as follows:

PIRST. That the parties of the second part shall quietly
enjoy the sald premises;

SECOND. That sajid party of the first part, will forever
WARRANT the title to said premises,

THIRD. That, in Compliance with Sec. 13 of the Lien Law,
the grantor will receive the consideration for this conveyance
and will hold the right to receive such consideration as a trust
fund to be applicd first for the purpose of paying the cost of
the lmprovement and will apply the came first to the paymont of
the cont of the improvement before using any part of the total
of the name for any other purpoce,

IN WITNESS WHEREOP, the party of the first part has
hereunto set her hand and seal the day and year first above
written,

ECEIVE

JUN -7 2000

——

IN PRESENCE OF L
. v £3s.
VIRGINIA L. HOLMES '.",'\g w2 foid
wm ]
STATE OF NEW YORK) o S -
) 88.3 “s = 2
COUNTY OF STEUBEN) pat=] = =
vt ax -
on this _/S day of September, 1988, before the":\j o3
subscriber, personally appeared, VIRGINIA L. HOLMES, to me
personally known and known to me to be the same person
described in and who executed the within instrument and she duly
acknowledged to me that she executed the same, ,
. / , / . - .
%fﬁfm//m k pd /‘ff &)
MOTARY PUBLIC
AN\‘N?'D NOTARY pusine Ok
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Town of Urbana
Planning Board Minutes

May 2, 2000
Board Present Robert Magee Chairman
James Presley Board Member
John Jensen Board Member
Randy Robinson Board member
Betty Fitzpatrick Board member :
Diane Costello Recording Secretary
Others Present Marvin Rethmel CEO
' David Oliver CEO

Public Present: David Pearce
Gurdup Kundles, MD
Shaher Tahir
Ashur Tahir
Jack Allen
Fr. Frank Bourke
Ron C. Smith
Atty, Robert Plaskov

PUBLIC HEARING - Pearce Major. Subdivision Application #2000-06SD, Called to order at 7:11 PM.
Mr. Pearce’s address is 8631Bully Hill Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. Parcel # 104.00-01-071.211.
This parcel is currently zoned Agricultural. This is an ongoing subdivision. Mr. Pearce is now defining
Lots #9 to be 8.803 out of the larger of all the Major Subdivision parcels leaving Lot #5 at 118.170 acres.

There were no questions from the Board Members. There were no questions or comments from the CEO’s
and there was no one there from the public with any questions. Mr. Presley made a Motion to close the
Public Hearing at 7:16 PM and Mr. Jensen seconded it.

A. REGULAR MEETING was called to order at 7:17. Minutes to the 4/4/00 meeting need to be
amended. Two lines need to be deleted. John Jensen made a motion to accept the minutes as amended and
Mr. Magee seconded it. Minutes were amended 5/3/00 and signed by the Chairman and submitted to the
Town Clerk.
B. Old Business
a. Subdivisions

1. Craig - No new submissions

2. Bourke - Reed Farm. All submissions seem to be in other than the survey. Mr. Jensen made a
motion to leave the decision up to the Town Clerk and the CEO in charge to deem when all submissions are
in and set a Public Hearing at that time. Mr. Robinson seconded that motion. The Clerk was left a note to
do so. :
3. Bourke - Townsend. A new application has been submitted. Minor Subdivision application
#2000-015. The Board Members reviewed a new sketch plat showing Parcel# 131-1-39.3 divided in to 4
parcels. The total being 59 acres. Lot 1} 2.0 acres, Lot 2) 2.0 acres, Lot 3) 32.8 acres and Lot 4) 21.2
acres. Current land use is recreational. The two 2 acre parcels are intended to be sold to doctors. The first
2 acre parcel has sufficient road frontage. The second 2 acre parcel needs 250' of accessible road frontage.
A job estimate for a roadway was submitted for his file and seems to be sufficient as far as the Town




requirements. The question remains to be, “Does the entire 250" of roadway need to be completely
developed or can it be properly developed as far as accessto a parking lot and the rest of it left as a right of
way?” The Board saw fit to go ahead and allow Dr. Bourke to have a survey done as is. He was sent.an
approval letter stating his preliminary sketch plat was accepted and to submit a survey. Again a motion
was made by Mr. Jensen to allow the Town Clerk and CEO to deem when the submissions were complete
with survey and set up a Public Hearing at that time. It was seconded by Mr. Presley and a note was left
for the Town Clerk to do so. In the mean time board members will search the code book for specifics on -
the readway.

It is noted that Dr. Bourke has asked for a waiver on developing the entire 250 foot of roadway but will
stand by any decision that the board provides to any length that it has to be; 50 foot to 250 foot,

Motion was made by Mr. Presley to accept the Preliminary Sketch plat and proceed toward a Minor
Subdivision. Mrs. Fitzpatrick seconded the motion. Mr. Magee - aye, Mr. Robinson - aye, Mr. Jensen -
aye, Mrs. Fitzpatrick - aye, Mr. Presley - aye.

4. Ward - No new submissions

5. Scutt - No new submissions. There was discussion on a letter Mr. Jensen wrote at the 4/18/00
meeting. Mr. Magee was to put together a letter for the attomey to answer. It is about Mr. Scutt’s last
subdivision. The conditions had not been met. The Board would like Mr, Magee again to reformat the
letter to Attomey Flynn asking him what to do about a subdivision that has not complied with the
conditions set forth at the time the Subdivision was granted. Section 93-9B states that if the conditions are
not met the subdivision is to be null and void and stricken from Public Record. The Board needs to know
from the attorney how to enforce this. '

b) Special Use Permit

1. DeLancey Bed and Breakfast Application #2000-011

SEQR Part Il was completed.

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF and any other suppomng information and
considering both the magnitude and the importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the
Planning Board that this Special Use Permit will not result in any large and important impact on the
environment. A motion was made by Randy Robinson that a Negative Declaration be prepared. It was
seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick. All agreed.

It is determined by the Planning Board that all requirements have been met by Mrs. DeLancey for
her property to be used as a Bed and Breakfast and is now deemed to be granted status for Special Use

_ approval or disapproval. Mr. Magee made a motion to approve the Special Use Permit for the DeLancy

application based upon the Findings attached. The motion was seconded by Mr. Jensen with the
stipulations listed below. All agreed. -
FINDINGS and CONDITIONS:

Accept the Special Use Permit under Section 105.9A, 2-C.

File submissions were complete

Watershed Report was favorable to this usage

Meets ail requirements of a Special Use Bed and Breakfast

No negative impact on the environment

No negative comments from the public at the Public Hearing

Can supply off street parking

The Board is requesting that because of the width and the length of the driveway customers use
the Eastern end of the drive for the Entrance and the Western end for an Exit. There will be one way
traffic only.
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There will also be no extra sign

A motion was made by Mr. Jensen to accept the findings pertaining to the DeLancy Special Use Permit and
Mr. Magee seconded it. All Board Members agreed to the findings listed above.

2, Tarpin Bed and Breakfast Special Use Permit Application # 2000-004

New parking plans have been submitted in order to accommodate somewhat of a widened tum
around for customers. Mrs. Tarpin only needs two spaces to accommodate customers but if both spots are
filled it looks like they still may have to back out on to the Main Street.

SEQR Part Il was filled out.

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF and any other supporting information and
considering both the magnitude and the importance of each impact it is reasonably determined by the
Planning Board that this Special Use Permit will not result in any large and important impact on the
environment. Mr. Jensen Made a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared and Mr. Presley
seconded it. All agreed.

It is the determmation of the Planning Board that the Special Use Permit for the Tarpin Bed and
Breakfast meets the requirements and is to be granted status for approval or disapproval. John Jensen
made a motion to approve and Betty Fitzpatrick seconded it. All agreed.

FINDINGS and CONDITIONS:
" All submission are in and file is complete.

This Special Use is permissible under Section 105.10, 2-A

No negative impact

There is adequate off street parking

Watershed report was favorable for this use

There were comments from the public concerning the traffic flow

The sign is to be on the Tarpin porch and non intrusive to the neighbors
Mr. Jensen made a motion to accept the findings. Betty seconded it. Bob - aye, Robinson - aye,

‘Fitzpatrick - aye, Jensen - aye and Presley abstained.

¢) Concept/Site Plan Review

1. DeLancy - Based on the thorough review of the Site Plan during the meetings for The Special
Use Permits Mr. Jensen made a motion to turn the Site Plan observation over to the CEO’s for compliance
and waive any further site plan review. This motion was seconded by Randy Robinson. All were in
agreement accept for Mr. Presley’s abstention.

2. Tarpin - Again, based on the thoroughness of the Site Plan during the proceedings for The
Special Use Permits Mr. Jensen made a motion to waive any further site plan review and tum it over to the
CEQ’s for Tarpin’s compliance of the laws, findings and conditions that were documented. Mr. Robinson
seconded that motion. All were in agreement accept Mr. Presley abstention from the vote.

3. Wheels and Wood - The application was resubmitted in a neater fashion so that the Board and
the Public could read it legibly. There was discussion about the drawings not being made in proper
proportion or to scale. He wants to sell 10 cars at a time. John would like to see a tax parcel map and Bob
would like to have photographs taken. The Board decided to make a motion to go ahead with the Public
Hearing on the Special Use Permit only. This will move the project along to the next step. It is possible
many things will be answered as the Public is allowed to participate. The Board will not waive a site plan
review of this project. Mr. Presley made a motion to have the Town Clerk set up a Public Hearing for Mr.
Jacquier on June 6%; 2000 and Mr. Magee seconded it: The vote went as follows: Jensen - aye, Fitzpatrick
- opposed, Robmson - opposed, Magee - aye and Presley - aye. Public Hearing will be set for June 6", .

d. ZBA Opinions - None
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e. Planning Issues

1. Sign Laws - The Town Board has asked the Planning Board to finalize the draft on sign laws
that Dave Oliver submitted quite some time ago. The Planning Board does not feel that they themselves
have seen the law in it’s entirety. So, Mr. Magee is going to put the law together with the additions and
changes that Mr. Oliver has proposed and submit in draft form to both-the Planning Board and The Town.
Board at the same time for review. The Town is proposing it go to Public Hearing on June 20™, 2000.

2. Comp Plan - Still no response from the Town Board on the Planning Board submission of the
amended Comprehensive Plan. ‘

C. New Business
Diane Costello’s resignation was recognized and accepted.

Mr. Magee made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:18PM and it was seconded by Mr. Presley.
Meeting was adjourned.

After open discussion of some of the upcoming projects the Chairman was reminded that the Board had not
finished the motions and findings on the David Pearce Major Subdivision.

A Regular Meeting was reopened at 9:35PM on 5/2/00.

SEQR Part If was filled out.

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF and any other supporting information and
considering both the magnitude and the importance of each.impact it is reasonably determined by the
Planning Board that this subdivision of land will not result in any large and important impact on the
environment. John Jensen made a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared and Randy Robinson
seconded it. All Board Members were in agreement. Negative Declaration was prepared and left for the
Town Clerk.

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Major Subdivision Application of David
Pearce meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient compliance as to be granted status for
consideration of approval or disapproval. Betty Fitzpatrick made a motion to approve the Major
Subdivision of Mr. Pearce and Mr. Presley seconded it. All Board Members were in agreement. The
survey maps were signed and sealed.

Findings: Application is complete
Meets all requirements of State and Local Laws '
" No negative impact on the environment
No negative comments from the public
Betty Fitzpatrick made a motion to accept the findings and Mr. Jensen seconded it. All agreed.
Betty made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:55 PM. Mr. Jensen seconded it. Meeting adjourned.

Respectfull u})fmitted,

Robert Magee, Chajfman

Next meeting: June 6, 2600




TOWN OF URBANA PLANNING BOARD MEETING - APRIL 27, 2000

PRESENT: Robert Magee, Chairman ABSENT: Randy Robinson
Jim Presley, Member :
John Jensen, Member
Betty Fitzpatrick, Member
The meeting was convened by Chairman Robert Magee, at 4:30 EM.E.D.T.
Robert Magee noted, for the record, that at a meeting held April 18, 2000, a Public heanng was held
regarding a Minor Subdivision for Max Tobias, Application # .
The Board discussed and reviewed the information that was presented at the Public Hearing.
Upon review of the Submissions, the Board found the following concerns W1th the Tobias
applicatior:

1. Granting the Subdivisions would create two substandard lots.
2. The Applicant indicated that it was his intention to annex the substandard parcels to the
larger portions of the lots to create conforming lots.

The board completed the SEQR, Part 2 and it was determined that this project would not have any
adverse environmental effect. Betty Fitzpatrick made a motion that based upon this review, a
Negative Declaration be prepared and filed. Second - Bob Magee. Roll Call Vote:

Robert Magee - Aye ‘

Jim Presley - Aye

John Jensen - Aye

Betty Fitzpatrick - Aye

The Board prepared the following findings: .

1. The application was complete and met applicable State and Local regulations

2. No negative concerns were raised at the Public Hearing

3. No adverse environmental concemns were found during SEQR Review.

4. Granting the Subdivisions would create two substandard lots. This could be mitigated by
requiring the applicant to annex the substandard parcels to the larger lots.

John Jensen made a motion to accept these finding. Second - Betty Fitzpatrick. All voted “Aye”.

Betty Fitzpatrick made a motion that the Board approve the Tobias Minor Subdivision, approval
contingent upon the Applicant annexing the substandard parcels to the larger parcels and further
contingent upon the Board receiving copies of amended deeds indicating this annexation within
Sixty (60) days of this approval or the Subdivision will be deemed voided. Second - Jim Presley.
Roli Call Vote:

Robert Magee - Aye

Jim Presley - Aye

John Jensen - Aye

Betty Fitzpatrick - Aye

Robert Magee made a motion for adjournment, seconded by John Jensen. All voted “Aye”. The
meeting was adjourned at 5:00 pm

APPROVED

Robert Magee, Chairman




Town of Urbana Planning Board

e Minutes 4/18/00
Board Present; Robert Magee Chairman
' John Jensen Member
James Presley Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Member
Diane Costello Recording Secretary

Randy Robinson Member, arrived at 8:30 PM

Also in attendance: Marvin Rethmel CEO
David Oliver- ' CEO

Max Tobias Sr.

Max Tobias Jr.

Robert Plaskov, Attorney
Dominic DeLancy '
Nancy DeLancy

Diana Tarpin

Mr. and Mrs. James Berry

PUBLIC HEARING: Tobias Minor Subdivision Application # 2000-02SD

7.:06 PM - Max Tobias Sr. and Max Tobias Jr. were present for the Public Hearing. The location
of this subdivision is at 9195 Bully Hill Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. Tax map # 30:1 and
30.2. This project is to reconfigure two existing lots. Lot #1 will gain 1.5 acres from lot #2
making it a 8.25 Acre parcel and Lot #2 will gain 1.75 acres from Lot #1 making it a 12.75-Acre
lot. The actual figures after the survey come to Lot#1 with 8.536 acres and Lot #2 with 12.322
acres. This project will give road: frontage to-one parcel-that only had an access road and even up
the back of the parcels more uniformly, '

There were no question from-the Board Members and there was no one present from the
Public to ask any questions. It was noted to Mr. Tobias that is this is granted it will be contingent
upon annexing the 1.5 acre parcel to-the deed-30.1 and the 1.75-acre parcel to-deed 30.2.

Public Hearing was closed at 7:12 PM.

PUBLIC HEARING: Eddy Majer Subdivision Application # 2000-01SD

Opened Public Hearing at 7:15 PM. Atty. Plaskov was in attendance for Mr. Russell Eddy.

Mr. Eddy’s address is 202 Varian Lane, Rochester, NY 14624. The address of the parcel #
103.00-01-025.200 is 8807 Randallville Road, Bath, NY 14810. The original Lot size is 30 acres
and has been divided in to 5 parcels. 1) 5.008, 2) 5.008, 3) 5.008, 4) 7.415 and 5) 7.415. The
intent of Mr. Eddy is to sell the 5 acres as bare land. No question from the board and no one
from the public was present to ask any questions.




Public Hearing for Russell Eddy was closed at 7:17 PM.

Before convening for the next Public Hearing the Board-went ahead and filled-out for The Eddy
Major Subdivision SEQR Part II.

Upon review of the information recorded on the-EAF-and other supporting information, and
considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, 1t is reasonably determined by the
Planning Board that this subdivision of land will not result in any large and important impact on
the environment. John Jensen made a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared. Mr.
Presley seconded it.

Negative Declaration was filled out at that time and handed to Atty Plaskov. A copy was put in
the file. |

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Minor Subdivision for Russell Eddy meets
the requirements of a Major Subdivision law with sufficient compliance as to be granted status for
consideration of approval or disapproval. John Jensen made a motion to-approve the-Eddy Major
Subdivision as submitted and to instruct the Chairman to sign the survey. Betty seconded it and
all'were in favor.

Findings:

Application is complete and in order

No negative environmental impact

Meets Major Subdivision Requirements

Meets requirements of State and Local Laws

No negative comments were made at the-Pubhic Hearing.

A motion was made by Mr. Jensen at accept the findings and it was seconded by Mrs. Fitzpatrick.

PUBLIC HEARING: Nancy DeLancey - Special Use Permit Application # 2000-011

Public Hearing was called to order at 7:.33 PM. Nancy and Dominic DeLancy were .
present. The DeLancy’s would like to open-a Bed and Breakfast also called “ELMCROFT” at
8361 Pleasant Valley Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. This is deemed applicable under Section
105-9 A, Residential District Section 2-C. As we requested a-full watershed report was in the file
stating that there is adequate water and sewer for the use applied for under this permit. There will
be no sign: Submissions for size of parking spaces-and driveway have been done. Because the
drive is only 12' wide 1t will have to be a one way driveway. There were no questions from the
Board and there-was no one-in-attendance-from the Public to ask any questlons \

Public Hearing was closed at 7:40 PM.

PUBLIC HEARING: Diana Tarpin - Special Use Permit Application # 2000-004

Public Hearing was called to order at 7:45 PM. Diana Tarpin, along with Mr. & Mrs.
James Berry were present. Ms: Tarpin would like-to open-a Bed and Breakfast at her residence,
8260 Main Street Extension, Hammondsport, NY 14840. This area is zoned residential and is
applicable under Section 105.10, 2-A, calling it 2 Boarding House. There is a letter in‘the file




from Terry DeBuck, Watershed Inspector deeming the residence water and septic adequate for
the use intended. Mr. Jensen-asked-about the parking area: Ms: Tarpin-indicated that the parking
would be between the garage and the house. Mr. Rethmel has measured the area and it is large
enough to accommodate the amount of spaces needed. There is no turn around and she indicated
that the customers would have to back out of the spaces and that they would be at an angle.

There will be a sign on the porch facing the street. Mr. Magee read in to the minutes a letter the
Board received from Marion S. Searle. ‘A copy of the letter will be attached to these minutes.
She is a neighbor and strongly objects-to this business-being next door. - Her concerns are about
parking and lighted signs.

There were-no more questions from-the Board so the floor was-opened to the-public. Mr. Berry
wanted to address his concern with the parking but wanted to make it clear that he was not at all
against the-application. Ms. Tarpin-had already addressed the-parking:situation but all feel that
backing in to a street may cause problems and that there may have to be a turn around situated
somewhere-on the property for customers to use.

Mr. Berry also had some general questions about Special Use Permits such as, can someone else
move in and change the type-of business. Mr. Magee-answered that with a“No”. And if the
residence were to sit unused as a Bed and Breakfast, how long would the Special Use Permit be
in effect. Mr. Rethmel looked-up-the-answer-and thetaw states that it would-be Gmcnthsanq the
Special Use Permit would expire.

Public Hearing was closed at 8:03 PM.

REGULAR MEETING: Opened at 8:04 PM.
Minutes were reviewed-from-3/23/00 - Mr. Jensen made a motion to accept as written and
Mrs. Fitzpatrick seconded. Minutes were approved. Minutes were reviewed for 3/28/00.
Mrs. Fitzpatrick made a motion to accept and was seconded-by Mr. Presley: They were approved
as written and both were submitted to the Town Clerk.

ZBA Oplmons

I; William-Hewson - Demclition-Application-#2000-030. After discussion of'this case the
Board decided and filed the paperwork for “No Opinion™ on this matter.

2. Michael Evarts - Asking for a Variance to'remove-one-parking space-to increase his deck
area. The discussion on this was very lengthy. The secretary was asked to file a denial of
Variance for several reasons. A copy will be attached to-these minutes. The secretary
dropped them to the Chairman 4/19/00 for his review. '

Old-Business Subdivision - Pearce- CEQ Oliver stated that the- survey was in-and that Deb was
setting up a Public Hearing for 5/2/00.
Craig - Waiting for survey

Special Use Permit - Jacquier
Mr. Magee and Mr: Rethmel have to meet-with-Mr. Jacquier on this matter. -




Mr. Jensen made another submission to the Board dated 4/12/00. This matter has to do with the
Scutt Subdivision. There seems to be no way to issue a violation when a subdivision does not
comply with conditions set forth at the-time the subdivision was granted. Mr. Jensen would like
to see the Board request the Town attorney to examine the facts in this particular case and make a
determination as to how to proceed in making this subdivision comply or be thrown out. Mr.
Jensen made a motion to have a letter written to Atty. Flynn relaying this information and it was
seconded by Mrs. Fitzpatrick. All agreed. Mr. Magee offered to draft this letter and he was

- advised that we would appreciate a written response before.us at the May 2™, 2000-meeting.

Chairman Magee would like to look into purchasing & Regional' Map Program to be used.by the
board. The cost is $99.95. He will have to read further information on it to make sure it would
be usefiil to the Board and compatible withi at least one of thé Computers at the Town Hall. A
motion was made by Mr. Jensen to allow Mr. Magee to look in to this further and purchase it if
he felt it was to the Board benefit. Mr. Piesley seconded'it and all the Board Mémbers were in

- agreement.

Sign Laws - Mr. Magee brought up the topic of Mr. Rethmel issuing a “Stop Work Order” to
Mike Doyle on a large barre! sign he was going to put out without applying to do so. There
seems to be no way to enforce the sign laws as they are written now. Mr. Rethmel has given Mr.
Doyle 30 days to apply for a Sign Permit. At that time the board will discuss what procedure
must come next.

Recording Secretary, Diane Costello has submitted-her resignation with a Sopy given to each
board member and left for the Town Clerk. Her last meeting will be May 2™, 2000.

Meeting was adjourned at 9:59.
Paper work was filled out and more light discussions were held.

Next Regular Meeting: 5/2/00

Respectfully Submitted,

Chairman, Robert Magee




Special Meeting:

At this time Mr. Jensen was asked to leave the table: John has submitted a letter to the

.-Board asking for a Jurisdictional Determination be made under Section 88-4D of the Town Code

Book that he not have to apply for a Site Plan Review to re-surface his deck on Route 54 His
letter will be attached.

Inlight of this letter it has brought to the' Board’s-attention that any-project-not deemed as
a repair on Route 54 be looked at by the Board under the Concept Review Laws. The Board
decided-to-amend-the-Concept-Review Poticy-adding a dottar amount to theproyectthatwould
include both materials and labor of $2000:00. The revised Policy is attached and will be -
submitted-to-the Fown Clerk.

1.-- James Hiel - Site Plan-Review-Application#2600-035 s asking to-be waived.This
relates to The Vinehurst Inn at 7988 State Route 54, Hammondsport, NY 14840: He
wants to reconstruct a-gableroof end-on an-exasting roof.- CEQ’s botirreconmrended-,that
it be waived. He is making no major changes. James Presley made a motion to waive the
SitePlamrReview and Betty‘Fszatrrck seconded-it—All the board members wereimr favor.
Mr. Magee signed the waiver portion of the form and left it for the Town Clerk. -

2: . JohmJensen - Mr. Jensenrwrote a tetter to the board-asking it to overtunrthfrCEO’
decision to make him apply for a permit because he lives on Route 54 and is replacmg his
concrete deck and patio-wittra wooden one: The-board-had a lengthy discussion trying to
decide if this was a repair or was it construction/reconstruction. Betty;, Randy and Bob
after reading the code amd interpreting the type of project-that Mr. Jensen-was going to
proceed with all agreed that Mr. Jensen’s project was not a repair. Mr. Presley would
have catted it ““simple mamtermance”: tis deemed as construction and‘s}muitfabrderby the
CEOQ’s decision for him to file an application with the Town Clerk for a Site Plan Review.
The secretary will writeaJurisdictional Determinationin writing to-Mr- }ensen*am, will
attach it to the minutes of this meeting,

The tssue-of the-amendment tothe ConceptReview Poticy canrmow be voted-on:- MrPrgsley
made a motion to amend the Policy: State Route 54 project below the $ amount of $2000 will not
tave to come before the Planmng Board: It-wilt-be up to the €EQ’s discretion asto whether a
Site Plan Review is necessary. See attached Policy Revision dated 4/19/00. Betty seconded the
motiom: All-were mragreement.

Other New Business:

Mr. Jensen submitted a memo dated-4/12/00 to-the Planming Board~ attached - recommending
that the second meeting a month (Work Session) be dropped from the calender considering the
work=session was used wisely and the Board came up with and submitted to the Town Board a
Comprehensive Plan that has not been responded to as of yet. Without the approval of the Town
Board the Planning Board carr notmove forward to amend zoning laws and code issues. “The
Board decided to vote at this time. Mr. Jensen made a motion to drop the work sessions from the
Planning Board calender and Mr -Prestey seconded it. The entire Board was in agreement.
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Zoning Board of Appeals

March 19, 2000

Per Application for a Variance #2000-014 for Michael Evarts please note the following
suggestions:

| We, The Urbana Planning Board, ask that you look at this project very carefuily.

1.

This location already has substandard parking area.

2. We believe this project will take up more than one parking space.

3. There is no hardship shown.

4. We were unable to find the previous folders to investigate as to whether stipulations and
conditions were already set previously that would not allow this application to be
processed.

5. If he intends to increase parking in another area we would possibly look at this in a
different manner. With the information that we received it does not look as though he is:
considering any increase in parking area but is intending to increase his seating area.

I3
Chairman, Robert Magee




To:  Urbana Planning Board

Ir

FEGEIVER
i St

From: John Jensen TAH
75 Shethar St. I m APROT3 000

Hammondsport, NY 14840

Date: April 11, 2000

Re:  Jurisdictional determination per section 88-4D of Urbana Town Code.

T am writing this letter under Section 88-4 D of the Town Code because I disagree with

. the CEO's opinion that in order. to.resurface.and raise.the elevation of part of an existing,...... ..

deck and patio seven inches, a site plan review is required.

In order to accommodate my young grandchildren, I want to re-surface part of an existing
deck and the abutting concrete patio located on the lakeside of my cottage (101 E. Lake
Rd.). The simplest and best method seemed to be to place another deck over part of
existing deck at a height of one stair step (@ 7"). There would be no change in
deck/patio size; there would be no encroachment into any yard or setback; there would
be no change of use or intensity of use. This modest change does not fit the criteria for
site plan review established in section 88-4 A, B, and C of the Town Code. This work
would more appropriately be considered repairs and therefore should be exempt from site
plan review (per Section 88-5B of the code).

I request a jurisdictional determination (in writing) in this matter from the Planning Board
per Section 88-4 D of the Code.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

John Jensen
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April 19, 2000

Planning Board Concept Review Policy Revision

Currently it 1s the policy as per the Town Code, to subject all projects that require a Permit to a
Concept Review and, depending on the-outcome; a full Site Plan Review. This process has been
found to be cumbersome and time consuming for the Board, the CEQ, the Town Clerk and the
applicant. In'an attempt to streamline-this process the Planning Board resolves as a-matter of
policy the following: )

Until further notice, thé Town-of Urbana Planning Board defers its review of the-applicable
projects to the Town of Urbana Code Enforcement Officer(s) except that the Board shall require
a Concept Review in the following circumstances:

Any projects requiring a Variance.

Any projects requiring a Special Use Permit.

All projects on Route 54 from the Bath line to the Wayne line, other than those under the
construction cost of $2000. This figure is to be derived: at by combining: proposed material and
tabor. This amendment of 4/18/00 does not include signage.

All projects in-the-Industrial District.

All multiple unit dwellings.

All projects involving more than one structure.

Any structure larger than 10,000 square feet.

Any projects that the Planning-Board-has been made-aware of by the CEO or any other person(s)
that have specific circumstances that may warrant an in depth review.

In an effort to track the effectiveness of this procedure-the Board requests that the CEO post a list
in the Clerk’s office displaying the Permit number, type, location, project description and
applicant’s name for any permit issued and update it each time a new Permit-is-issued.
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Submission to Planning Board by member (John Jensen)

4-12-00

RE: Working sessions. (our 2nd meeting each month)

As you will recall, we started having a second meeting each month in order to work on
planning issues and code recommendations. Since we were going to meet anyway, we
scheduled some “limited” regular business at this time as well. During 1999, we used this
extra meeting wisely by putting together a supplement to the Comprehensive Development
Plan. I say “wisely” because the Comp. Plan is the basis for development codes (Zoning,
Subdivision, and Site Plan Review). Therefore it must preceed the these codes.

We finished and sent our recommended Comp. Plan Supplement to the Town Board for
review, amendments, and approval in December of 1999. They must be giving it a careful
review, as we have not heard anything to date. Since our Zoning and Subdivision Codes
are based on the Comp. Plan, and since the Town Board has on its table a significant
update with revised goals and recommendations, I feel that we should not formulate any
recommendations for code changes tiil we see the final revised and approved
comprehensive plan supplement.

Therefore, I move that we discontinue our “work session” meetings as well as any
discussion of code changes until we receive the updated and approved Comprehensive
Plan from the Town Board.
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Submission to Planning Board by member (John Jensen)
4-12-00
Re: Scutt Subdivision of 1989

As you will recall, last September a group of residents reported that the above subdivision
had not complied with the conditions under which it was approved. Basically, deadlines
had not been adhered to and certain restrictions were not entered onto all resulting deeds.

Believing this to be an enforcement issue, our board referred this matter over to the CEO.
Months later, the CEO reported to us that there was not an enforcement mechanism in the
Code for him to compel compliance or to cite violators of the Subdivision law. Iwrotea
letter to the CEO suggesting the enforcement provisions were to be found in Sections
93-29, 93-30, and 93-31 of the Town Code. Some time later he told me that he went over
my letter with the Town Attorney and the Attorney agreed with him that he had no
authority to enforce the Subdivision Code. Although 1 personally feel the CEQ is the one
who should enforce the code (by citing alleged violators and therefore letting the court
determine guilt or innocents) it appears that there will be no enforcement of conditionally
approved subdivisions unless the Planning Board does it.

Therefore, I make a motion that our attorney be directed to examine the facts in this
matter to determine if an adequate case for violation of the conditional subdivision
approval can be made; and, if so, that he take all appropriate steps under Section 93-9 of
the Town of Urbana Code to nullify the above subdivision and to have the piat stricken
from the Steuben County records.
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Town Of Urbana
Planning Board
41 Lake Street
Hammondsport NY 14840

Mr. John Jensen
75 Shether Street
Hammondsport, NY 14840

Date: May 1, 2000

Dear Mr. Jensen,

9 As you requested the Urbana Town Planning-Board has made-a Jurisdictional
Determination in the matter of waiving a Site Plan Review at your East Lake Road

property.

The Board finds that the Code Enforcement Officer’s decision was rightfully made
and in order to-proceed with-the resurfacing-of your deck and patio you will have to
apply for a Site Plan Review if you have not done so already.

Respectfully, /(/ "

Chairman, RobertMagee>




Town of Urbana.

Planmng Board Minutes

April 4, 2000

Chairman

Board Present: Robert Magee
Randv Robinson - Member
John Jensen Member
Betty Fitzpatrick . Member
James Presley Member

Others Present Dave Oliver
Marvin Rethmel CEO -

Diane Costello

CEO

Recording Secretary

Domenic Carisetti
Laurie-Stroutz

Todd Craig Mark Morrell

Frank Teall Atty. Robert Plaskov
Walt Grabowski Dan Tarpin

Patrice DeMay Calvin Stroutz
Nancy DeLancy Dominic Calabresi

A. Review of the Minutes from 2/1/00-Carisetli Public Hearing.- A motion was made by Mr. Magee to approve
and was second by James Presley. All Agreed.

Review of the Minutes from 3/7/00-James Presley made a motion te accept and John Jensen seconded it. All
board members were in agreement.

{Minutes for 3/23 and 3/28 were not voted upon)

B. 01d Business - Subdivision

1. Bourke - Reed Farm - No new submissions.

2. Bourke - Mr. Magee had a new sketch map changing the proposal to a Minor Subdivision. The Board
Had not scen this plat before. There was a short discussion but feel if he is changing it that it may
Have to be resubmitied as a new application.

3. Ward - No ncw submissions

4. Tobias - Public Hearing orginally had been scheduled for 4/4 but was not advertised. It wifl now be
left for the Clerk 1o schedule for 4/18/00.

5. Russell Eddy - Same as above. Atty. Plaskov had not received a notice that the Public Hearing had
Not been scheduled. 1t was a Public Hearing for a Preliminary Sketch Plat Review. To avoid further
Hold ups the Board waived the Preliminary Sketch Plat. Review and the Public Hearing scheduled on
On 4/18/00 will be the final Public Hearing. The survey’s have already been done and are submitted.
A ro# call-vole was taken. Betty-aye, Randy-aye; Mr-Jensen- abstamed, Mr; Presley-aye Mr. Magee
aye. Final Public Hearing will be sct for 4/18/00.

6. Morrell - No update

7. Todd Craig - Present. Application #2000-0085D. Todd Craig, 5910 Strickler Road, Clarence, NY

14031. This will be called the Craig Subdivision located on Van Amburg Road, Hammondsport.
Parcel # 133.00-01-009.200. This area has been zoned Agricultural. The entire parcel is made up

Of 57 acres. Mr. Craig would like to divide it in to two parcels both 28.5 acres each. No access road
is proposed. The only question asked was what his plans are to do with the parcels. He answered they -
were raw land. He wishes to divide them as is and sell both parcels. A motion was made by Mr.
Presley to accept this as a-Minor Subdivision. Mr: Magee seconded it. Mr. Craig was verbally given
The go ahead to have a survey done as is. To then bring 5 copies of the survey to the Town Clerk and
A public hearing would be scheduled at that time. The Minor Subdivision declaration was filed out at




that time and handed to Mr. Craig. A copy went in to his file,
8. Pearce - Mr. Pearce was not present but submitted a letter stating that he did not have a survey vet but
was in progress. As soon as it is done he ‘will submit it to the Town Clerk for Public Hearing.

Concept Site Plan Review - Carisetti Application #99-021

The Carisetti Corporation, 124 Haverling Street,-Bath, NY. 14810. ‘Their Special Use Permit was granted
#99-029 and we are now proceeding with discussion on The Site Plan. Mr.. DeMay and Mr. Carisetti were both
present. The Board members had been asked to bring their Site Plan questions to this meeting. Mr. Jensen ask
about parking. His concern was that if there was an overflow that they would put another parking lot too close to
the neighboring properties. Mr. Carisetti responded that they had already put in more parking spots than was
necessary according to the CEQ’s. Mr. Jensen also.ask them-to_please screen their. dampster sites. . Mr. Presley
wanted to know if they would be-receiving buses and if their was parking to accommodate them. They feel that
they do. No questions from Betty, Randy or Bob.

Wheels and Wood - The Board does not feel that Mr. Jacquier has legibly filed out his application.
There are many strike outs and initials. Mr. Magee said that he would notify Mr. Jacquier of this matter and then

we will set up a Public Hearing.

Special Use Permit - Nong

"ZBA Opinions - None

Planning Issues - 1. Sign Laws - Still have to table. We don’t have enough time. - None
2. Comp Plan - Mr. Jensen expressed his displeasure in not hearing anything from the Town
Board yet on their submission. - None

C. New Business - Subdivision - None
Concept Site Plan Review - Ridley - Dong

- Morrell - Excavation Permit Application # 2000-024 and 2000-025. These are separate
applications for above the road and below the road access. Mr. Morrell was present to answer all questions. At
this time he is not planning on building on the plot above the road. He only wants access to his property. After
answering all the boards questions he seems to already have complied with NYSEG requirements and DOT.
requirements. Even the amount of earth he was moving did not warrant a permit from the Planning Board of any
kind. Both applications were returned to the CEO’s for their suggestions of the possible reguirement of the project
to be engineered and a copy submitted to the Town. All Board members were in agreement that we will require
nothing of Mr. Morrell. There was a motion by Jim Presley that there would be “No Findings”on either one of
these applications. Randy seconded it. Roll call vote: Magee - aye, Fitzpatrick - aye, Jensen - aye, Robinson - aye,
Presley - aye. :

Special Use Permit

1. Tarpin - Application # 20006-004. Diana Lee Tarpin, 8260 Main Street Extension, Hammondsport,
NY 14840. This is the actual location of the proposed Bed and Breakfast. Dan Tarpin was representing Diana
Tarpin. They are proposing 2 Bedrooms be open-for rent. Marvin Rethmel has already looked over the site and .
there seems to be ample parking. The board would like dimensions-of driveway and parking: spaces for both.
customers and personal/employee parking: Mr. Presley had no questions. Mr Jensen ask if they were going to
serve breakfast only. He answered “Yes”. No other Board members had questions. Matvin noted that they were
pre-existing Non conforming set backs and they all seemed to be appropriate for this project. . Site Plan Review and
Special Use Permit Public Hearing will be st for 4/18/00 in scquence.. The secretary will submit a letter to the
Watershed Inspector to have him file a copy in this file saying that it conforms to the needs of this use.

2. DeLancy - Application #2000-011 Bed and Breakfast. Nancy DeLancy, 8361 Pleasant Valley Road,
Hammondsport, NY 14840. This is possible under Section 105-9A 2,C. The DeLancy’s would like to start with
the use of 2 bedrooms for the Bed and Breakfast and increase to 4. Parking requirements need 4 spaces for.
customers. No sign is going to be put up. There were no questions from the Board but they requested a better
drawing at their earliest convenience with the lineages of the parking spaces and driveways.. Also, a letter will be




requested of the Watershed Inspector 1o have on file that they have adequate water and septic to do this projecl.
Public Hearing will be set for April 18, 2000 for. Special Use and Site Plan Review.

ZBA Opinions - None
Planning Issues - None

At this time the Board began work on The-Carisetti Corporation Findings pertaining to their Site Plan Review
Application # 99-021.

Findings had-to do-with:

1. The screening of dumpsters

2. No encroachment on yard area especially parking near neighboring properties
3. Discussion of whether to ask for a landscape artist’s plan for the entire arca..
4, Proper screening along residential borders.

These actual findings will be drawn up and attached by Chairman Magee.

John Jensen made a motion to accept-the findings for The Site Plan Review as proposed to the Chairman and it
was seconded by Robert Magee. Roll Call Vote: Fitzpatrick- aye, Magee - aye, Jensen - aye, Robinson - aye,
Presley - aye.

We again apologized to Mr. Oliver that we have not had time to go over the sign issues and would try in the near -
future.

Meeting was adjourned at 10:40 PM.

Respectfully Submitted,

7:“ esberi Magee/Chairman

Public Hearings - Tobias, Eddy, Tarpin, DeLancy 4/18/00
Work Session possible afterward. -

Next Regular Meeting 5/2/00
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wown of Urbana Planning Board

Minutes
March 28, 2000
Ohjv Present: Robert Magee, Chairman
}) James Presley Member
Betty Fitzpatrick, Member

Randy Robinson, Member
Diane Costello, Recording Secretary

Also in attendance: Marvin Rethmel, CEO

Benjamin Ridley

PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Magee opened the Public Hearing at 7:05 PM, in the matter of the Ridley Special Use
Permit, Application # 2000-013, Benjamin Ridley, Jr., 9024 Glen Brook Road, Hammondsport,
NY 14840.The Special Use Permit will pertain to parcel #089.00-01-032.000. Mr. Ridley would
like to remove an old pole barn and replace it with another building of the same square footage to
be used as a recording studio. This business will be called “Windfall Recording.”

This‘is an agricultural district and can be approved for this use under Section 105-9, B, C, V &
W. Mr. Ridley was present to answer any questions. There were no questions from any of the
board members present and no one was present from the public to ask any questions.

James Presley made a motion to close the Public Hearing at 7:09 PM and it was seconded by
Betty Fitzpatrick.

A regular meeting of the Planning Board convened at 7:10 PM.
New Business: Special Use Permit-Ridley Application # 2000-013.
SEQR Part I completed.

Motion#1 Ridley Special Use Permit:

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF, (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if
appropriate), and any other supporting information, and considering both the magnitude
and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that
this permit will not result in any large and important impact on the environment.
Robinson made a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared.

Seconded by Fitzpatrick. Roll call Magee-aye; Presley-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye; Robinson -
aye.




Findings: Application is complete
Meets requirements of State and Local Law
No negative environmental impact
No negative comments from the public.
The Board would like to note that this business will be run on such a small scale
that it will attract very little attention from the public.

Motion #2- Ridley Special Use Permit:

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Special Use
application meets the requirement of the law with sufficient compliance
as to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. Mr. Presley made a
motion to approve the Special Use Permit, and to instruct the Chairman to file the
appropriate paper work as to provide Mr. Ridley with the Permit. Randy Robinson
seconded it. Roll call Magee-aye, Presley-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Robinson - aye.

Motion made by Mr. Magee and seconded by Mrs. Fitzpatrick to accept the findings. Roll call
vote: Magee - aye; Fitzpatrick - aye; Presley - aye, Robinson - aye.

Negative Declaration was prepared and left for the Town Clerk.

Chairman Magee will draw up a form for this type of approval grant of a Special Use Permit to be
kept in the files to be used for furthur decisions of this nature.

The next order of business would be Mr. Ridley’s Site Plan Review. Mr. Ridley and Marv
Rethmel have already spoken and drawn out the regulated design Mr. Ridley will need to follow.
The Board waived the Site Plan Review requirements and will leave it in the hands of the Code
Enforcement Officer to be sure all regulations are followed. Again, this usage business usage will
be so small and so far out of town that The Board feels there will be little to no difficulties
concerning this Special Usage.

Old Business: Carisetti Corp-Special Use Permit #99-029,
After reconvening the Public Hearing on 3/23/00 the Board will now work on completing the
application requirements.

SEQR Part 1I was completed.

The consensus of the Board was that this area is zoned agricultural and what better use in this
area in the field of agriculture would a farm winery be. This is called Viticulture and is in it’s
proper place. It is a natural progression of agriculture and desirable to follow the trend.

Motion #1 - Carisetti Corp Special Use Permit:
Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF, (Parts 1 and 2 and 3) and any other

supporting information, and considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is
reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this Special Use Permit will not result in any




large or important impact on the environment. Motion was made by Betty Fitzpatrick that a
negative declaration be prepared. It was seconded by Mr. Magee. Roll call vote: Magee - aye,
Fitzpatrick - aye, Presley - aye, Robinson - aye.

Motion #2 - Carisetti Special Use Permit:

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Special Use Application meets the applicable
requirements of the law and is in sufficient compliance as to be granted status for consideration of
approval or disapproval. Chairman Magee made a motion to grant the Special Use Permit, based
on the findings logged below, and Mr. Robinson made a second. The chairman was directed to
draw up all documentation to grant this permit. Roll call vote: Magee - aye, Fitzpatrick - aye,
Presley - aye, Robinson - aye.

Findings:

1. Application was complete and met all local requirements.

2. Report from Code Enforcement Officer indicated that plans, as submitted would comply
with Town Bulk and' Area requirements.

3. Environmental Assessment Review indicated no adverse concerns.

4. Proposed District is zoned Agriculturat. It has a mix of active agricultural, commercial
and residential uses. ‘

5. Several neighbors raised concerns, both verbal and written.(Attached to the minutes of the

Public Hearing Minutes) Each concern was addressed by the applicant verbally and
supplemented with a written response.

6. The primary concerns were potential depletion of the water table and disposal of waste
water.
7. The applicant supplied documents from Peter Landry, Comell University and Paul Bauder,

KWIC that indicated that there was adequate water and that the septic system would be
required to meet both KWIC and NYS Board of Health standards.

8. An adjoining property owner indicated that their well supplied water at such a rate that it
had to have a restrictor placed on the intake.

9. The applicant addressed questions regarding property values by submitting a document
from a local realtor that indicated that such-a project may increase adjoining property
values.

10.  Concerns regarding hazardous ingress/egress along Rte 54 were addressed by the
applicant who indicated that they would alter their plans and limit all ingress and egress to
The Fish Hatchery Road.

11.  The applicant indicated that they would screen the project from adjoining properties by
leaving existing vegetation and/or planting adequate vegetative cover.

12.  The Board recognizes that this is zoned Agricultural and is an active vineyard. Farm
wineries are both a natural and common outgrowth of viticulture. History indicates that
that exact scenario was the primary reason for the development of this region, and
therefore is desirable.

Chairman Magee made a motion to accept these findings and Randy Robinson seconded it. Roll
call vote: Magee - aye, Robinson - aye, Presley - aye and Fitzpatrick - aye.
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Site Plan Review of Carisetti Corporation will be discussed at the 4/4/00 meeting.

Tobias Public Hearing was not advertised for the 4™ of April sa the Board notified the Urbana
Town Clerk to advertise the Public Hearing for Tobias on Aprit 18, 2000. Also, Mr. Russell
Eddy’s Public Hearing was moved to April 18, 2000 because of no advertisement. Mr. Pearce
submitted a letter stating that he had oot received a notification of what he was to do mext. Mr.
Magee was going to phone him and verbally let him know that we told him to go ahead with a
survey at the last meeting. We were under the assumption that he already had it surveyed and
scheduled a Preliminary Sketch Plat review for 4/4/00. The secretary left a form of notification
with the Urbana Town Clerk to atso notify Mr. Pearce of this imformation i writing.

Next Meeting: 4/4/00
2 - Public Hearings scheduled for 4/18/00

Respectfully Submited,

| il Rl @




Town of Urbana Planning Board

Minutes
March 28, 2000
Present: Robert Magee, Chairman
James Prestey Member

Betty Fitzpatrick, Member
Randy Robinson, Member
Diane Costello, Recording Secretary

Also in attendance: Marvin Rethmel, CEO

Benjamin Ridley

PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Magee opened the Public Hearing at 7:05 PM, in the matter of the Ridley Special Use
Permit, Application # 2000-013, Benjamin Ridley, Jr., 9024 Glen Brook Road, Hammondsport,
NY 14840.The Special Use Permit will pertain to parcel #089.00-01-032.000. Mr. Ridley would
like to remove an old pole barn and replace it with another building of the same square footage to
be used as a recording studio. This business will be called “Windfall Recording.”

This is an agricultural district and can be approved for this use under Section 105-9,B,C, V &
W. Mr. Ridley was present to answer any questions. There were no questions from any of the
board members present and no one was present from the public to ask any questions.

James Presley made a motion to close the Public Hearing at 7:09 PM and it was seconded by
Betty Fitzpatrick.

A regular meeting of the Planning Board convened at 7:10 PM.
New Business: Special Use Permit-Ridley Application # 2000-013.
SEQR Part II completed.

Motion#1 Ridley Special Use Permit:

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF, (Parts T and 2 and 3 if
appropriate), and any other supporting information, and considering both the magnitude
and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that
this permit will not result in any large and important impact on the environment.
Robinson made a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared.

Seconded by Fitzpatrick. Roll call Magee-aye; Presley-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye; Robinson -
aye.
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Discription of Windfall Recording
9024 Glen Brook Rd.
Hammondsport, N.Y. 14840
(607)569-9390

Windfall is a full service professional recording service
specializing in complete music production.This includes
all areas of album production,including final mastering.
Other services include:

Demo tapes

Radio spots & PSA’s

Archiving & Restoration

Location recording

Small run CD duping

Sound for picture

Sound for multi-media

The main goal of Windfall is providing groups as well
as individual artists a world class facility in a creative
environment.Tracking,over-dubs and final mixing can
take place without the traditional distraction of urban
CHAOS!Sessions can last from one day for demos,to
many days for album length projects.Re-mixes can be
done without artists present due to powerful automation
currently available.Many services can even be done over
the internet. Ple: t-me with any questions.

i Thank you,

hl we 15 om0 L Benjamin Ridley

T




Robert and Jessie Johnson

23335 Three Bridge Rd.

¢ Powhatan, Va. 23139
February 18,2000

Debbie Pierce, Town Clerk

41 Lake St.
Hammondsport, N.Y. 14840-0186

Dear Debbie,

We understand that a winery and retail store are proposed for the property located
between Rt 54 and Fish Hatchery Rd. As a property owner on Fish Hatchery Road, we
have some concerns and misgivings. We are concerned about the value of our property
declining, about the amount of water this type of business would use and how it would
affect our water supply, the increased traffic on both Fish Hatchery Road and Rt 54.. Also
since some wineries have failed in the past few years, should this one also fail, would we
be left with "eyesore" vacant buildings? We are opposed to this proposal for the above
mentioned reasons.

Smcerely

> ‘ DE@EHVE‘

R;ert and Jess%)-h%gﬁau

FEG 24 00
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7459 Fish Hatchery Road

@E@EUVE

Hugh E. and Kathieen R, Hincey FEB 15 2000

¥

i

€

Bath, NY 14810

February 15, 2000

Concerns over rezoning for a proposed winery and retail store at the
property between Rt 54 and the Fish Hatchery Road near the

intersection of Rt. 54 and Co. R 88, Hammondsport, NY.

1. water table - We have lived at 7439 Fish Hatchery Road for 21 years,
7 months and never had a problem with our well.

2. sewage -

3. traffic congestion - Because of the nature of the road, cars have a
tendency to go at high speeds. 'With the volume of traffic increasing is it
going to create more hazardous conditions?

4. noise

5. odor

6. Our property valuc - a local real estate broker told us that the value

of our property will deerease with rezoning,

We moved to this tocation because the arca was zoned and we wanted

the rural setting for our family. Tf this property is rezoned does it mean

that we {or future owners] of our property can get this land rezoned this
casily?

We assume all the town zoaing board members live in a rural setting,

How would any of you like this or something comparable going up

across the street from your home?
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Glen Sincerbox
7506 Fish Hatchery Road, Bath, New York 14810
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Robert Magee, Chair FEB 15 & . _/ Februuary 10, 2000

Town of Urbana Planning Boa |
Urbana Town Office
Hammondsport, New York 14840

RE: Carisetti Corporation, Rennaissance Wine Cellars
Dear Mr. Magee,

I am the owner of property directly ajoining the above-captioned project,
Application Numbers 99-021 & 99-029. I have reviewed the Applicant's submissions,
and while I am not opposed in pnnclple to the proposed development, I do have
geveral que*tlons ‘afid ToHceTis 48 to the proposed projeéts impacton my property.
The majority of my concerns relate to issues of water quality, water quantity, and
solid/liquid waste treatment and disposal. I am also concerned about the ultimate
gcope of the project which is not addressed in the Applicant's submissions. In
particular, could the Board address the following areas?

Application for Concept Review, No, 99-021
Intended Usage": "Business"” is indicated, however I beheve the correct usage
will be "Industrial”. In the Applicant's i I
the operatlons to be conducted include "the manufacture, packaging, and
sale of... wines." I believe that Manufacturing is an “Industnal enterprise,
even if it is based upon agricultural materials.

"Variance Required": Applicant submits that the property is currently zoned as
Agricultural. If the Proposed Use is Industrial, will a Zoning Variance
be required for the project?

be entered as "Industnal'f"

"12. List names of persons...": no data is supplied. Please add my name to the
list of property owners affected by this project.

pplication for Was ment System Construction Permi
"Other Sites": 1 beheve the prOJect as presented combines both "Industrial” and
"Commermal components

Is there a well or water supply...' Apphcant md1cates not sure" Clearly this
is not acceptable.

D . . [y o 9 .o .
Concerning the two emstmg barns "bordering a nght of way": Apphcant proposes
utilizing one barn as a "winery” and the other as a "retail store" with excavation
for parking in between. The cited "right of way" is on my property and is , in fact
my residential driveway. Such Industrial/Commercial uses of these ex1st1ng
buildings is totally unacceptable. The Applicant has neither contacted me with
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regard to this proposal, nor sought my permission to make any changes or’
improvements to the Right of Way. Is this document a current proposal, or
has it been superceded by the document of the same title dated 11/1/99?

"The production area will include a floor drain that feeds into a dry well for
process water..."

"Directly outside the production area will be the grape pressing operation.”:

How does the Applicant propose to treat and dispose of the industrial waste from
these two sources? The Applicant's submission does not contain engineered plans
for waste treatment. Will the Applicant be required to obtain a SPDES Permit prior -
to operating the proposed winery? ’

Envir n i -
"A3. Soil type": Is "Sand gravel" the correct description? What is the soil
composition in terms of standard NYS Soil Suveys classification?

"A8. Depth of water table": How was this value derived? I believe my water table
(and immediate neighbors) is significantly lower than 30 feet.

"Blg. Vehicular trips per hour": If only 6 trips per hour are anticipated, why are
"69+" parking spaces provided with "16+ acres to put in more parking if
needed"?

"B12. Surface liquid waste/type of liquid waste": Is this permissible for industrial,
- "sewage, wastewater"? If so, how much liquid waste will be discharged
- in this manner? . o

"BlS.ISubSu'rfa'ce liquid waste disposal": Is "septic, drywell" consistent with
standards for disposal of industrial winery wastewater?

"B16. Solid waste": Is it true that the proposed project will not generate any
 solid waste? How does the Applicant plan to dispose of grape pumace
. from the "grape pressing area"? How much grape pumace will be generated
- annually? Will the Applicant tilize diatomaceous earth filtration, and if so, -
how will the spent DE be disposed of? '

"B19. Odors"; Can this be established without details of proposed liquid and solid
waste managment plans? Lagoons or ponds can be very offensive. Also
piles of rotting grape pumace (e.g. currently along SR 54) can produce
serious odor, insect, and mold spore problems.

"B23. Water usage": How was this calculated? Is 100 gallons per day a
realistic value? I believe the "Retail operation" alone will use much more
than this, and the winery will certainly use vastly more. What is the .
maximum annual number of gallons of wine to be produced at the proposed
winery? What is the maximum tonnage of grapes to be processed annually?
The drought of the last two years has seriously limited my water supply.
Will the proposed winery be able to access enough well water for its
operations without damaging the quality and/or quantity my water source?

"C4. Proposed zoning": Shouldn't this be Industrial?
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"C12. Traffic": If the proposed action will not generate significant traffic above
present levels, why are "69+" parking spaces being provided, as"well as two
driveways "to reduce the possiblity of accidents and slowdowns.

I am concerned that the proposed project may adversely affect my groundwater
both in terms of quality and quantity. I am also concerned that unless managed
in a carefully-planned and precise manner, that the proposed winery may create = .
significant odor and traffic problems for me and my neighbors. Particularly with
regard to waste treatment, the Applicant's paperwork raises more questions than it
answers. I regret that until my questions and concerns are answered to my
satisfaction, I shall strenuously oppose this project.

Sincerelyﬂ




ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND CONCERNS
THE CARISETTI CORPORATION
APPLICATION #99-021-99-029
REPORT #2

These answers are an addendum to the first report based on additional input from the
following resources:

Paul Bauter - Keuka Watershed Improvement Cooperative
Todd Miller - US Department of the Interior - US Geological Survey
Robert Deuel - Owner Four Star Realty

1. The original estimates for estimated water usage are revised based on conversations
with Paul Bauter who worked on the recent redesign of Vinifera Wine Cellars waste
system. That system is a 990 gpd discharge based on annual sales of 25,000 cases. We
foresee that level of volume in about 10 years and not in 4 years as originally stated. The
system designed for us at this time will handle 990 gpd. When we foresee our level of
business exceeding 25,000 cases, we will apply to the Town Planning Board to review
our situation at that time to go to the next step. We will use a standard septic system with
a leach field. The leach field will be located at least 200 feet from any neighboring water
supply. A preliminary leach site is established by KWIC based on percolation testing.
There will be two traps on the waste line from the winery before the septic system - one
inside the wine cellar to trap DE and one outside to trap skins, seeds, and stems from the

grape press.

2. Backing up the comments of Peter Landre is Todd Miller of the US Geological Survey.
In speaking with Mr. Miller by phone, he indicated that the range of water we expect to
use (even to a maximum of 2500 gpd) will have little impact on amount of available
water and the water level in the aquifer on which the land sits. He confirmed that a
distance of 200 feet from the nearest residential well should result in negligible
interference on any surrounding wells.

3. On March 21, 2000, Mr. Demay and | decided not to pursue construction of an
entryway on Route 54 into the winery. Upon further review, we both feel that an
entryway on Route 54 would be treacherous as well as confusing for travelers heading
north. All entry and egress will be on the Fish Hatchery Road only and we will work with
the Town Code Enforcement officer to establish a suitable sized and safe driveway.




4. In a letter to our company from Bob Deuel, in his opinion, there should be no reduction
in any properties in the immediate or adjacent area to the proposed winery based on both
the current commercial influence in the area and the fact that we adhere to all local
building codes.




2/15/2000 The Carisetti Corporation Application #99-021 and #99-029
Documentation of Questions and Concerns
What is your intented production the first year you are in business at this location?
Is this going to be enhanced over the next five years and by how much, if so?
This information will help in answering many of the other questions to follow.
It was suggested that there is a possibility of reports generated by Cornell that may document
usage of water and production of waste created by a wmery of this size that may be attainable in

order to help with these projections.

WATER & WASTE:
Where and what is your water source?

What do you project as water usage over the course of your production?
For the first year......vs....... five years?

What do you project as your waste production (pumice, etc...)?
For the first year......vs...... five years?

How will you dispose of that waste? (Consider site, odors and pests)

Does the DEC have regulations on the disposal of waste mater and what are they?

How will waste water be handled?

Will there be DE to deal with? If so how do you intend to handle it?

TRAFFIC:

Will the increased traffic flow and slow moving vehicles increase the accident rate for this already

treacherous section of highway on Route 547

There are several hidden driveways and problems also on the Fish Hatchery Road. We need to
see the design of how incoming and outgoing traffic will flow.

Will the Right of Way used by Mr. Sincerbox be used for business traffic flow? If not, what will it
be used for, if anything? '




MISCELLANEOQUS:
Will the surrounding residents property values decrease?

Should this business be labeled “Industrial™
What soil type covers this location?

Of the three existing buildings which ones will be removed and which ones will stay. What will be
the use of the ones that are left standing?

Will there be industrial waste to be disposed of?

What vegetation will be removed and why?

What vegetation will be planted, where and why?

Do you intend to SELL food?

Summary:

The main question seems to stem from the concerns of the neighbors that have existing wells that
have supplied them with sufficient water supplies and have never run out, even during a drought.’
Is there any action of recourse for them in the fiture if the Winery drys their wells? And what

exactly is the possibility.of this happening?

Can a cap be put on their water usage?
Questions gathered by:

Diane M. Costello
Recording Secretary, Urbana Planning Board
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March 8, 2000
Town of Urbana Planning Board AXEDAND AILED

Attn: Bob Magee, Chairman

c/o Town of Urbana

4! Lake Street

1{ammondsport, NY | 4840-0816

Re:  The Carisetti Corporation
Our File No.: J99.135

Dear Mr. Magec:

In follow-up 1o our teiephone conversatian on March 3" this is to advise you that { have
met with my clients and have reviewed the questions gathered by Diane M. Castello,
recording secretary for the Town of Urbana Planning Board. 1 am forwarding to you at
this time a draft prepared by Mr. Carisetti of responses to those concems as well as a
letter from Peter Landre, Water Quality Specialist for Cornell Cooperative Extension.
My clients are able to address all necessary concerns and would like this matter Emmptly
scheduled for the next available date. My clients prefer either March 16" or 17" oran

evening on March 21, 22™, 23", or 24", Please call me as soon as pessible to schedule a
date and time for this special meeting,

If. upon your'mvicw_, you believe my clients may need additional information | would
appreciate being !_mu‘ﬁcd. Again, our goal is to fully satisfy all concerns at the next
meeting aad obtain site plan approval as well gs the special use permit.

Thank you for your time and attention 10 this matter.

Very truly yours,

William B

WBJ/Im U

ce: The Carisetti Corporation — Atn:

Domenic Carisetti
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Cofneu' Cooperative Extension I

Tel: 316 5385123
_‘-m_—- -.m——_“—".p'— 110 Court Sureet .
Pepn Tan, NY 146271130 Pax: A1 536»5\1"
Y‘ ty yatep@ece eernell.
2/259/00

Patrice 3. Demay
206 Fairview Drive
Bath, New York 14810

Dear Mr. Demay:

Thank -our inquiry regarding water supplies for your proposed winery on NYS
Route zdouuforﬁ;o}immnn:wzspogr?vdlsey After ?eviewing the soils in the Steubcn County
Soi) Survey, the soils on your property are Howard gravelly loam and Ovid Silt Joam, the
primary soils being Howard. These soils, and the parent materials on which ll'.uey were
formed, are considered to have an excellent potential for groundwater prcduction because
of the glacially washed sand and gravel materials. Water yields of grester than 100
gallons per minute and up to 500 gallons per minute are not uncommon for these types of
water bearing materials. The actual water yields for your property may vary significantly
depending on a number of hydrogeological factors (composition of sand and gravel,
depth of material, and well recharge area), however, the likelihood of high yields is great.

Not far up the valley, New York State sited the State Fish Hatchery precisely because of
the excellent water production and water quality found in the Hammondsport valley.
Another information source is local well drillers familiar with the specific area. They

might be able to give a more precise estimate of well depths, water yield and areas on
your property to site the well.

Sincerely,

/Z/M‘" —
Peter Léndre, NMEGEIVEMN
Water Quality Specialist i all

Helping You Put Knowledge tn Work

Corne!, Couprradve Fonrmion mevk i8S e profram wid Ak avitent spguetunities NYY Caile A, d .
3 h ” vItes uniie X Cailrye of Agri-azure and Lie Scianl s, NYI Codege of M ubogy
NYS Coltlige of Velorturr Medicuie sl COMeN UToverdty O ofuraGwn SECanpion siacnons, row oty governing bodies, snd 1 § Degarment of M':r.'ru“: :tmm-.:::




ANSWERS TO QL'EST‘IONS AND CONCERNS

ORATION
THE CARISETTI] CORP
APPLICATION #99-021AND ¥ 99-029

- : ction because
i aining to our intended product
1. We do not want {0 address any Ques’ BHE 5 th:tt ca?'t be used by our competitors.

we consider this to be proprietary information

] xt 10
However, we prefer 10 address ous estimated average daily water usage for the ne

years:

Year 1-2: 500 gallons per day
Year 3-4: 1000 gallons per day
Year 5-6: 1500 gallons per day
Year 7-8: 2000 gallons per day
Year 9-10: 2500 gallons per day

Usage is based on the foilowing documented information provided by Pa_ul Rqsscll, PE,
JR Engineering P.C., 579 Filkins Road, Newark NY 14513 Mr. Russcllixs a llcense<_1
cogineer in the states of New York, Pennsylvania, and Florida. He practiced consulupg
environmental engineering for 37 years after graduation from Renesselaer Polytechnic
Institute, He is president of JR Engineering 2.C., a civil/environmental consulting firm.
He has been responsible for the desiga of wastewater treatment systems for Widmer
Wine Cellars, Taylor Wine Company, Welch Foods and other wine and grape processors.

a. About 100 gallons of wastewater is generated per ton of grapes pressed.
b. About 15 gallons of wastewater is generated per case of wine produced.

NOTE: The letters by Peter Lancre and Todd Miller will be inserted here as well as any
documentation from local well drilless,

2. Water source will be from a drilled well located at least 300 feet from the nearest

residential well. Projected water usage is listed above and also includes estimated usage

for retail store. In every instance of water usa

_ ge, the most recent technology used to

cwonscrve water will be employed for toilets, appliances, winery process egzipmcnt, etc

an:I expect that by Year 10 we will be able to tap into the pipeline from Hammondspoﬁ
use any water from the well as an emergency back-up system.

3. These are the types of liquid waste we will gencraie:

a. Domestic sewage (wiiets)
b. Washwater (dishwasher and sink from retail store, rinsing wine bottles)

¢. Process washwater (cieani ' ' .
orcssss) (cleaning winery equipment such as tanks and grape




. d 1each
isting of a septic tank anc 1%,
urface system consisung uka Watershe
a subs ~cifications issued by the Ke an begin.

te discharge will be into .
fi d by them before any discharge ¢

i ' ictly adhere 10 S
4 This system will str
gﬂmmission and, as such, must be approve

4. These are the types of solid waste we will generate:

ing
¥ the surfaces of grape pressii ,
‘:lw;i?ge removed by 8 bask_et stramcr_lqcaw:; in
umulated and then tilled into the soil In 0

a. Skins, seeds, stéms t_Jmt get
equipment. This maten
the plant drain system, acc

. ' wers
Y}mﬁes a problem, we have assurances from area grapegro

. * * .
to dispose of this materi 1 on their ‘{me'yards, away fr;n'; r;:i:ﬁt;liomasn
b. Grape pomace removed during the pressing operation or akie
| 11l be handled in the same manner.

5. Regulatory agencies conceming waste disposal:

There were questions pertaining to DEC involvement, the nee;l Jt:; eSPDI:'.S
permits, EPA, etc. Typically the Town Code Enfomement person work';%i ;\qn;' \
Watershed Inspector administers rules periaining to domestic sewage. bsurface
Department of Health administers the processing of approval gpphcauons for subs
disposal systems. The DEC discharges the State SPDES permit system for surface waste
discharge. Pomace is not considered to be a surface discharge and, as such, we do not
‘require a SPDES permit. However, ‘we will comply with all State rules and regulations
pertaining to this operation.

6. We will use DE (Diatomaceous Earth) in our operation. It will disposed of in the
garbage and carted to the landfill. We expect to use less than 25 ibs each week. Our main
preference for filtering wines is crossflow filtration, which uses no DE.

7. The NYS DOT will construct the entrance into the winery from Route 54. We are
working with them on sign placement to minimize traffic problems on Route $4. The
Town of Urbana will work with us on the entrance/egress from Fish Hatchery Road to
minimize traffic problems there. The Right of Way next to Mr. Sincerbox house will not
be used for business traffic flow. The open brown barn will be enclosed on the side
facing the right-of-way and a door installed on the side facing the entrance to Route 54 on
our property. That building will house empty glass bottles. The gray barm doors facing the
right of way will be enclosed and a door instailed on our side for access. This barm will
house farm and groundskeeping equipment. Any usage of the right of way will be
minimal. The small green house on Route 54 will be removed.

8. [n speaking to area realtors (a letrer is forthcoming from Bob Deuel to that effect),

bqsed on our plans to build a nice looking winerv with nice landscaping, property values
will not decrease and in fact should increase. Undeveloped land near Heron Hill Winery
is now selling for $2000/acre almost as much as developed vineyard property. Homes on
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' at site. The wanery will be upscd y
s eramhasis e b pw’?'eﬁ?wﬁi? :tnorc:e\%?ll feature tiled floots, c‘?:ndeg::;;;::::
B tasting ma@?ﬁ’g gﬂ'cgemtion siated for removal would be nw;‘ ¢ g:m s
carved tasting Cofl:;m t'h: E;cauty of the land. The Route 54 s}ope wi e ey
brush m‘? d;\m Htalchcry side. Part of the Niagara vineyard will be removed othe ¥inen
will J:e‘ nuzw middle of the vineyards to take advantage of the beautiful vie
;;nl;; lllObinstm Vineyards, next 1o the old Taylor winery.

i at
10. We do intend to sell food. We will sell packaged cheeses, chocolates, ltalian pastry
the retail store. We will also feature hot snacks with the wines.

The wholc point of why we are doing thif.: wjngry needs to be emphasll_zcd. ?Nc arc: l'rll"his
business to create jobs for people with disabilities and peopic on public ass;smn e
winery will be a teaching winery, ap extension of Corning Community. Col 385: 1o wrain
people in the necessary vineyard and winery skills to qbtam cmpioyment at any wanery,
not just ours. We feel we are doing our industry a service that is long overdue. Cur reason
for locating on this property is that _at one time Hammondsport was the center of the
Finger Lakes wine industry but has since lost that distinction with the demise of '{‘aylor
Wine Company and the shift of wineries to Seneca and Cayuga Lakes. Both of us worked
in Hammondsport during its heyday as the center of the wine industry and we would like
to see-some of that excitement return here. We are very community oriented. Ten percent
of our gross sales stay in the Bath/Hammondsport community to support those
organizations that seek to reclaim human potential. Our winery will be built by people
with disabilities and people on public assistance because we believe in building our
organization from the ground up. We put out monev where our mouth is. We cashed in
our [RA's to buy this land because we belteve strongly in our mission. We will be the
best neighbor and are seasitive to your concerns. It is not our intention to alienate our
neighbors. Our intention is to create community wealth and this is where we want to be.

,F;@Eﬁv
Hde
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Town of Urbana Planning Board
Public Hearing - Carisetti Coryp.
March 23, 2000

Board Present: Robert Magee Chairman
Randy Robinson Member
John Jensen Member
Betty Fitzpatrick Member
Diane Costello Recording Secretary

Public Present: Howard Shipp Mary Shipp
L. Alan Whitaker Phyllis Whitaker
Kathleen Hiney Betsy Carisetti
Charmaine L. DeMay Marianne Simons
Patrice S DeMay Glen Sincerbox
Dominic Carisetti Bill Joint

Public Hearing was reconvened at 7:06. First Public Hearing was on 2/15/00 and was recessed to
give applicants time to respond to questions compiled by the Board secretary with the concerns of
the Board and residents of the neighboring properties.

Public Hearing: Carisetti Corp, Site Plan Review Application #99-021 and Special Use
Permit #99-029. The Corporation address is 124 Haverling Street, Bath, NY 14810. The
location of this project is located on Rte 54 between Hammondsport and Bath. The intent is to
run a producing winery and small retail shop selling wines and packaged food items.

The main concerns from the first hearing were related to water, waste and property value, A
letter was written to our Town Watershed Inspector requesting his help in obtaining a historical
record of usage of water in a producing winery. Chairman Magee read the response to this letter
from Terry DeBuck referring us to a Water Quality Specialist, Peter Landre. Letter attached.
Also attached is a letter attained from Robert E. Deuel, Broker/Owner for Forest H. Clark Reality
stating that he felt no property assessments would change. Also a letter is attached from Peter
Landre evaluating the types of soil that are located on their parcel of land potential groundwater
production.

At this time Mr. DeMay took the floor and responded to the questions issued to kim by the board.
The water issue was addressed first. The information they were provided with concerned an
aquifer providing more than adequate water supply for everyone in the valley. Regulatory
agencies will be involved in the setting up of systems for use of all incoming and discharge water
matters by this facility.

Information supplied to them suggests that if there wellis 200-300 foot from anyone else’s in the
valley they should have no effect on their water supply. They intend to use from 500-999 gal
water per day.
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Septic tank and leach field will be designed by Paul Bauder through The Keuka Watershed. Solid
waste will be screened first inside the winery, diminshing the waste. They have spoken to other

grape growers that will use the remainder of the solid waste on their own property or it will.go to
a landfill.

Traffic: Ingress/Egress. They have decided to move the incoming traffic to The Fish Hatchery
Road. They felt, after watching traffic go up and down Route 54 that_ it would .cause less of a
traffic hazard to move both incoming and outgoing traffic to the Fish Hatchery Road.

The right of way was discussed for Glen Sincerbox and will not at all be used for the public.

The Carisetti Corp ask another realtor to evaluate the properties adjoining their property to
consider a depreciation in their property value. They have assessed, with the looks of the winery
that The Carisetti Corporation wishes to construct, that there will be no great impact or change of
value to the surrounding properties.

The question of “Will it be classified as Industrial” was passed to Marvin Rethmel to answer.
The classification has not yet been determined but this is an Agricultural District and can not be
zoned as Industrial but with a Special Use Permit this parcel itself could possibly be deemed
Industrial.

Soil classifications were discussed.

The little green building will be removed. The other 2 buildings will be used, one for storage and
the other for lawn tools and odds and ends.

The older landscape will be left in tact and ragged shrubbery will be removed. New vegetation
will be planted such as flower beds.

They will sell packaged food. They will not be runhing a restaurant.

Mr. DeMay closed by stating they desire to be a teaching winery. The people they intend to
empioy will come right from this area. They want to help provide people with no training to get
another job in this type of business. They want to work closely with Steuben ARC and the local

employment agencies. They want in no way to work against the community in any negative way.

The Board was asked if they had any questions for Mr. DeMay or Mr. Carisetti:
Betty-no questions, Randy-no questions, John-no questions, Bob-no questions

Questions were asked of the public.
Mr. Shipp ask if the Concord Vineyard would stay. Yes.

Whitakers expressed again their concern over the water but admitted they have more than enough
pressure and supply. They ask if any of the water could be reclaimed. The response was that
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there would be so little that it probably would not make much of a difference but they would look
in to it. '

Glen Sincerbox again ask if it was going to be classified as Industrial. Again, at this time it will
yet need to be determined. 1If it is deemed as Industrial The Carisetti Corp. says they will apply to
whatever conditions are set upon them. Glen also ask about employment. The Carisetti Corp. is
probably going to employ about 4-5 full time employees and try their best to be a teaching winery.
There will be employees pulled from ARC and surrounding college students. There is a possibility
of 15-20 employees in a years time.

The public was assured that there was an architectural drawing done for the building,

The owners are involved in working with Corning Community College. College students can
conduct experiments and projects and have hands on wine making experience.

Both Mr. Carisetti and Mr. DeMay have worked in the Wine Industry for many years and also
have teaching experience.

The next decision by the Board needs to be whether to grant the Special Use Permit and what it
will be classified under. Then there is the actual Site Plan to review. There will be no decision
made this evening. Chairman Magee advised everyone that the Board needs to fill out a SEQR
and the questions raised during these two sessions really need to be discussed among the board
members at length and to possibly make a physical visit to the site before reaching a final decision.

Mr. Joint made a plea to the Board to be as expedient as possible. They would like to begin
serious business. If there are any questions please get ahold of himself, Mr. DeMay or Mr.
Carisetti as soon as possible. They desire to work with the Board and will answer any and all
questions quickly. Plea was noted.

Mr. Magee made a motion to adjourn and was seconded by Mr. Jensen. Public Hearing was
adjourned at 8:01PM. ~

Planning Board met after the ic Hearing to decide how to proceed from here.

Respectfully

Chairnfan, Rothért Ma@
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Town of Urbana

~
. 41 Lake Street
' P.0. Box (86
Hammondsport, New York [4840

Office of Code Enforcement

==aF
03122100 SECEIVE)
' 1 a4
To: Town of Urbana Planning Board ’5"}31 s e ,2
41 Lake St. ;‘ﬂjl MAR 22 ety
Hammondsport N.Y. 14840 l | = |
From: Watershed Inspector, Town of Urbana : -

Re; Carisetti Corporation
Special Use Permit

Dear Planning Board Members,

In response to your letter to me dated 3/13/2000, in which you request
information concerning water usage for the proposed winery, | can only refer you to the
letter from Peter Landre, Water Quality Specialist which is attached to this letter and to
the response from The Carisetti Corp., in which the state that the average daily water
by their year 8-10 will be 2500 gallons per day.

X )

Based on the water usage of 2500 gallons per day, and on information supplied
by Mr. Pau! Bauter, Watershed Manager, the wastewater system will need to be
designed by a licensed design professional and approved of by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation.

Sy Sk

Terry DeBuck, Watershed Inspector
Office of Code Enforcement

(607) 569-3707 Cffice of Cade Enforcement Fax (607) 569-2412
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2/25/00

Patrice S Dem&y
206 Fairview Drive
Bath, New York 14310

Dear Mr. Dermay:

-our inquiry regarding water supplies for your pfogosed winery on NY$
11;::: ﬂw;mmgwffwﬁy After Esviewing the a0ils in the Steuben Coung‘
Soil Survey, the soils on your property are Howard gravelly loam and Ovid Silt Joam,
"primary soils being Howard. These soils, and the parens materials on which d?cy were
formed, are considered 10 have an excellent potential for groundwater preduction because
of the glacially washed sand and gravel materisls. Water yields of grester than 100
galions per minute and up to 500 gallons per minute are not uncommon for these types of
water bearing materials. The actual water yields for your property may vary significantly
depending on a number of hydrogeological factors (composition of sand and gravel,
depth of material, and wel] recharge area), however, the likelihood of high yields is grear,

Not far up the valley, New York Suate sited the State Fish Hatchery precisely because of
the excellent water production and water quality found in the Hammondsport valley.
Another information source is local well drillers familiar with the specific area. They

might be able to give a more precise estimate of weli depths, water yield and areas on
your property to sits the well.

Sincerely,

/Z%&-‘ =
Peter Landre, IR
Water Quality Specialist R

Helping You Put Knowledye 1o Wark
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REALTY

ROBERT F. DEUEL

Licensed Read Fstite Broker/Owner

43 GENEVA ST,
BATH. NY 14810 807-776-8542 FAX

15 March 2000

PHONE 607-775-2181

Tz Whom it May Concern:

The construction of a Winery, located between Rt. 34 and Fish
Hatchery Road, in the town of Urbana., presently owned by
deminic Carisiti. Tax Map % 131.00-01-090.12.

3ased on the current commercial influence in the area, Re:

Plesant Valley Inn, Vinehurst Motel, A+ Mini Mart. In my opinicn,

there will be no reduction in the property values to any
residence- in the immediate or adjacent areas. Given anv devel-
opment is done per any governmental codes orlaws.

e

qufﬁs ruly: .
C A e flboe it

Robert E. Deuel

Broker/Quwner
Forrest H. Clark Realzy
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Town of Urbana Planning Board

Minutes
March 7, 2000
Present: Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Member

Betty Fitzpatrick Member
Randy Robinson.- Member
James Presley Member
Diane Costello Recording Secretary

Also in attendance:
Marvin Rethmel CEO
David Oliver CEO
Atty. Robert Plaskov
Benjamin Ridley Jr.
Dawvid Pearce
Mr. Morrell

A. Review of Minutes: No one had the Minutes for the February 1™ meeting with-them so they
will be resubmitted and voted upon at the next regular session on April- 4%, 2000.

Minutes from February 15%, 2000 need to be amended. There was a-motion from-Mr. Magee
to accept the minutes as amended and was seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick. All agreed.

Regular session of the Board was brought to order at 7:08 PM.

B. Old Business:

I. Wendlandt Subdivision, Application # 99-023. Applicant Richard Wendlandt, 8519
Draper Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. Public Hearing was held on February 15, 2000.
Board proceeded with Part IT of SEQR and completed.

Motion #1 - Wendlandt Subdivision. Upon review of the information recorded on the
EAF and other supporting information, and considering both the magnitude and importance of
each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this subdivision of land will
not result in any [arge and important impact on the environment. James Presley made a motion
that a Negative Declaration be prepared and it was seconded by John Jensen. Roll call vote,
Fitzpatrick-aye, Presley-aye, Jensen-aye, Magee-aye, Robinson-aye.

Motion #2 - Wendlandt Subdivision. It is determined by the Planning Board that the
Minor Subdivision of Wendlandt meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient
compliance as to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. Mr. Presley
made a motion to approve this subdivision as submitted and to instruct the Chairman to sign the
survey. Beity Fitzpatrick seconded the motion. The vote went Jensen-aye, Presley-aye, Magee-




aye, Fitzpatrick-aye and Robinson-aye.

Findings:

Application is complete and in order.

No negative environmental impact.

Meets Subdivision Requirements.

Meets requirements of State and Local Law.

No negative comments were made at the Public Hearing 2/15/00.

There was a.motien-by-JohnJensen and seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick that the findings be
accepted. All were in agreement.

Negative Declaration was filled out, Notification was givén to the Wendlandts and to the
Assessor.

2. Bourke-Reed Farm - No new submissions
3. Bourke-Major Subdivision - No new- submissions

4. Sanford Subdivision, Application #99-025. Edgar J Sanford, 129 West Lake Road,
Hammondsport, NY 14840.

SEQR Part II completed.

Motion #1 - Sanford Subdivision: Upon review of the information recorded in thé EAF
and any other-supporting information -and considering both-the magnitude-and-the importance-of
each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that this subdivision of land will
not result in any large or important impact on the environment. James Presley made a motion that
a Negative Declaration be prepared. John Jensen seconded it Magee-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye, Jensen-
aye, Robinson-aye and Presley-aye.

Motion #2 - Sanford Subdivision: It is the determination of the Planning Board that the
Minor Subdivision application meets the requirements of the subdivision law with sufficient
compliance as to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. Mr. Magee made
a motion to approve the subdivision as submitted, with contingency listed below and to instruct
the survey to be signed. James Presley seconded the motion. Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye,
Robinson-aye, Magee-aye and Presley-aye.

Findings:

Application is complete

Meets requirements of State and Law

No negative environmental impact

No negative comments from the Public Hearing on 2/15/00

Meets all requirements of subdivision other than the size of the lot. This and the Shuart parcel are
originally conforming lots when combining lands above and below the road. The contingency of
granting this subdivision is that it be annexed to the Shuart property within 60 days of granting




. this subdivision. Mr. Sanford and The Shuarts will be notified as to this contingency and that a
R copy of the deed for The Shuart’s will be brought in to the Urbana Town Clerk’s office to be on
file also within 60 days of annexation. Basically this division is being done to solve an
encroachment problem. James Presley made a motion to accept the findings and John Jensen

seconded it. All agreed.

A negative Declaration was filled out along with Notification to Mr. Sanford and to the Town
Assessor for both Mr. Sanford and Robert & Patricia Shuart.

5. Ward - No new submissions
6. Tobias - Application # 2000-02 SD. Set up Public Hearing for 4/4/00 at 7 PM.

Concept Site Plan Review

I. Carisetti Corp - One more neighboring property owner submitted a letter and it will
be placed in the minutes of this meeting. A list of questions was developed and given to The
Carisetti Corp after the Public Hearing on 2/15/00 to be reviewed and answered. They have not
yet been resubmitted. A letter will be drawn up for Mr. DeBuck, the Watershed Inspector for
Urbana, asking if he can provide the board or the Carisetti Corp with water usage figures for a
winery producing the equivalent amount of wine that The Carisetti Corp intends to produce. A
copy of that letter will be contained in the minutes to this meeting.

. 2. Wheels’n’Wood - Mr. Jacquier has applied for a Special Use Permit. See below.

r
' Special Use Permit - None
ZBA Opinions - None

Planning Tssues - 1. Sign Laws - At the work session on 3/21/00 these will be reviewed and
finalize.
Z. Comprehensive Plan - Still have had no response from the Town Board.
Another letter will be written to Mr. Gardner and
Attached to the minutes of this meeting.

C. New Business

Subdivision:

1. Eddy- Russell Eddy, Application # 2000-01 SD. 202 Varian Lane, Rockester, NY
14624. Atty. Robert Plaskov was present to represent Mr. Eddy at this preliminary Sketch Plat
Review. There was only one question for Mr. Plaskov and that was if there was any intention by
Mr. Eddy to develop any or all of the parcels. The answer was no. There are 5 plots of raw land
to be sold as such. ) of 5.008 Acres, 2) of 5.008 acres, 3) of 5.008 acres 4) of 7.415 acres and
5) of 7.415 acres. Mr. Magee made a motion to accept the application as a Major Subdivision and
it was seconded by James Presley and all Board members were in agreement. Atty Plaskov was
told that he and/or Mr. Eddy would be hearing from the Board in a couple days as to how Mr.
Eddy needs to proceed from here. Board members were told to bring final questions to work

‘ ~session aitdrmay be pdssivle tim"a Publit- Hearing ddutd be ErtdrApt 02000,




2. Morrell - Nothing was submitted in our packets.

3. Craig - Application# 2000-008. Todd Craig, 5910 Strickler Road, Clarence, NY
14031. Property Site is on Van Amburg Road, Parcel # 133.00-01-009.200 and currently zoned
Agricultural. The original parcel is 57 acres. They want to divide it in to two parcel. One of
28.5 acres and the second also 28.5 acres. Applicant was not in attendance. Preliminary Plat
Review will be scheduled for 4/4/00.

4. Pearce - Application #2000-006 SD. David L. Pearce, 8631 Bully Hill Road,
Hammondsport, NY 14840. This is an on going Major Subdivision. Mr. Pearce was in
attendance. This will be Lot#9 and will contain 8.750 acres out of existing Lot #5 which will
become 118.223 acres. Questions were asked of Mr. Pearce and were sufficiently answered. Mr.
Presley made a motion to accept the plat as is and it was seconded by Mr. Jensen to allow this to
continue as a Major Subdivision. All Board members were in agreement. Mr. Pearce was
verbally given the go ahead to have the property surveyed with no changes from the sketch plat.
He will be notified in writing of the date that his Preliminary Plat Review will be scheduled.

Concept/Site Plan Review - None

Special Use Permit -
1. Tarpin - No one was present. Schedule again for next session,

2. Wheels’n’Wood - Mr. Jacquier submitted an application that specified no particular
business. His application will be returned by CEQ Rethmel and he will be advised
that he needs to specify the businesses that he intends to run at that location.

3. Ridley - Application #2000-009. Benjamin R Ridley, 9024 Glen Brook Road,
Hammondsport, NY14840. Mr. Ridley wants to remove the old building structure
and put up a new one to contain a recording studio. Parcel#089.00-01-032.000.
Special Use Permit pursuant to Sec 105.9, Section 2B. Service Business is applicable
under a Special Use Permit. Mr. Ridley will need 8 parking spaces and will need to
bring dimensions of his driveway, turn around and specify these on a sketch plat. He
will also need to-submit a written letter of intent by March- 10 to the Town Clerk in
order to schedule a Public Hearing. The Board would like to do a Site Plan Review
simultaneously with the Special Use Permit Hearing.

4. PeLancy - Application #2000-011. Nancy J DeLancy, 8361 Pleasant Valley Road,
Hammondsport, NY 14840. Ms. DeLancy is applying for her residence to be used as a
Bed and Breakfast. She was not in attendance. Under Zoning Law, Section 105.10
Residential District, Section A, Part 2A, this is applicable. CEO Rethmel will potify
Ms. DeLancy to be present at the April 4® meeting and instruct her on complying with
the Urbana sign laws.




ZBA Opinions - Olynk
1. Olynk - It was determined that the Board did not have enough information to give an
Opinion. Form was filed with no opinion given.

Planning [ssues -

At work session we need to discuss the Work Sheets Mr. Jensen drew up as a rough draft
to improve the flow of procedures in certain cases.

Sign Laws need to be reviewed.

A discussion on “Dumpsters” was requested.
Meeting was adjourned at 8:55 PM.

Work Session: 3/21/00
Next Regular Meeting 4/4/00

Respectﬁ;lly Submyjtted,

Robeft Magee,. Cw
Town of Urbana | ing Board

de
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Robert and Jessie Johnson
2333 Three Bridge Rd.
Powhatan, Va. 23139
February 18.2000
Debbie Pierce, Town Clerk
41 Lake St.
Hammondsport, N.Y. 14840-0186

Dear Debbie.

We understand that a winery and retail store are proposed for the property located
between Rt 54 and Fish Hatchery Rd. As a property owner on Fish Hatchery Road, we
have some concerns and misgivings. We are concerned about the value of our property
declining, about the amount of water this type of business would use and how it would
affect our water supply, the increased traffic on both Fish Hatchery Road and Rt 54.. Also
since some wineries have failed in the past few years, should this one also fail, would we
be left with "eyesore” vacant buildings? We are opposed to this proposal for the above
mentioned reasons.

S AT TR

L
s DE@EUVETH

FER 2 & 2000

Sincerely, = _ g/~




Town of Urbana Planning Board
41 Lake Street
Hammondsport, NY 14840

Memo To: Terry DeBuck
Town Watershed Inspector

Re: The Cansetti Corporation
Special Use Permit # 99-029

March 13, 2000

Dear Terry,

During the Public Hearing February 15, 2000 for The Carisetti Corporation many of the
neighboring property pwners were in attendance. Their major concern was on the projects water
usage. -

We would like to ask you how we can approach this situation and give the neighbors some sort of
historical statistical water usage in a winery with production equivalent to what they intend to
pursue. The partners of The Carisetti Corporation made reference during the Public Hearing that
their usage should be approximately what a household of four members would use. There is no
way that we can ease the minds of the neighboring property owners with out more information on
this subject. :

We are aware that Cornell may have this type of information. We are in hopes that you can
answer that question and if they can is it possible for you to acquire it from them. We realize that
Mr. Carasetti and Mr. DeMay are the only persons that can give you the figures pertaining to their
intended production and would ask if you would work with them to obtain some concrete figures
so that they can be presented at the continuation of the Public Hearing.

Without this information there is a possibility they will not be able to reconvene or continue on
this project that they have whole heartedly pursued over the past year.

We request a written response to this letter before our next work session on March 21, 2000.

Respectfully,
Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Member

Betty Fitzpatrick Member
Randy Robinson Member
James Presley Member

de
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Robert and Jessie Johnson
23335 Three Bridge Rd.
Powhatan, Va. 23139

February 18.2000
Debbie Pierce, Town Clerk

4] Lake St.
Hammondsport, N.Y. 14840-0186

Dear Debbie,

We understand that a winery and retail store are proposed for the property located
between Rt 54 and Fish Hatchery Rd. As a property owner on Fish Hatchery Road, we
have some concerns and misgivings. We are concerned about the value of our property
declining, about the amount of water this type of business would use and how it would
affect our water supply, the increased traffic on both Fish Hatchery Road and Rt 54.. Also
since some wineries have failed in the past few years, should this one also fail, would we

be left with "eyesore" vacant buildings? We are opposed to this proposal for the above
mentioned reasons.

Smcerely 23{/
Ro%ert and Jessx ohnson
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Town of Urbana Planning Board
41 Lake Street
Hammondsport, NY 14840

Memo To: Terry DeBuck
Town Watershed Inspector

Re: The Carisetti Corporation
Special Use Permit # 99-029

March 13, 2000

Dear Terry,

During the Public Hearing February 15, 2000 for The Carisetti Corporation many of the
neighboring property pwners were in attendance Their major concern was on the projects-water
usage, v

We would like to ask you how we can approach this situation and give the neighbors some sort of
historical statistical water usage in a winery with production equivalent to what they intend to

"pursue. The partners of The Carisetti Corporation made reference during the Public Hearing that

their usage should be approximately what a household of four members would use. There is no
way that we can ease the minds of the neighboring property owners with out more information on
this subject.

We are aware that Cornell may have this type of information. We are in hopes that you can

. answer that question and if they can, is it possible for you to acquire it from them. We realize that

Mr. Carasetti and Mr. DeMay are the only persons that can give you the figures pertaining to their
intended production and would ask if you would work with them to obtain some concrete figures
so that they can be presented at the continuation of the Public Hearing.

Without this information there is a possibility they will not be able to reconvene or continue on
this project that they have whole heartedly pursued over the past year.

We request a written response to this letter before our next work session on March 21, 2000.

Respectfully,
Robert Magee Chairman
John Jensen Member

Betty Fitzpatrick Member
Randy Robinson Member
James Presley Member
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J Town of Urbana Planning Board
)/ Minutes
February 15, 2000

Present; Robert Magee, Chairman
John Jensen, Member
Betty Fitzpatrick, Member
Jim Presley, Member
Diane Costello, Recording Secretary

Also in attendance: Marvin Rethmel, CEO

In attendance for Wendlandt Subdivision:
Kristine Porter
Richard Wendlandt

PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Magee opened the Public Hearing at 7:07 PM, in the matter of the Wendlandt
Subdivision, Mr. Wendlandt and Kristine Porter were the attending parties.

Application # 99-023, Richard Wéndlandt, 8519 Draper Road, Hammondsport, NY

seeking a Minor Subdivision of Parcel #105.00-01-017.000 consisting in entirety of 19.522 acres
and dividing it in to two separate parcels. One of 2.0 acres and the second of 17.522 acres.

The application is complete and all submissions are in.
Meets all zoning requirements, per CEO.,

The survey was accepted as is and there were no further questions from board merrllbers.
No one else was in attendance for this matter and so there were no questions from the public.

John Jensen made a motion to close the Public Hearing at 7:10 PM and it was seconded by Betty
Fitzpatrick.

In attendance for Sanford/Shuart Subdivision:
Robert Shuart
Patricia Shuart

PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Magee opened the Public Hearing at 7:12 PM, in the matter of Application #99-025,
Sanford Subdivision. Mr. and Mrs. Shuart have a letter on behalf of Mr. Sanford to represent
him in this matter of the Minor Subdivision of property located at 129 West Lake Road,
Hammondsport, NY 14840. Parcel #104.15-01.022.00 is a .399 acre parcel to be divided in to a
..015 acre parcel and a .384 acre parcel. The smaller of the parcels will be purchased and annexed"




®

in to the Shuart’s deed. This action is taking place because of a boundary discrepancy and is
acceptable by both parties involved.

The report from CEQ, Dave Oliver states that all submissions are in and file is complete.

There were no questions from the board and no one else from the public was present to ask any
questions. It was stated and agreed {ipon by Mi. Shiiart that lie would provide a copy of his deed
to the Town Clerk for the file after he has annexed the .015 acre parcel to his existing parcel.

Motion was made by Mr. Magee to close the Public Hearing and seconded by Mr. Presley The
Public Hearing was closed at 7:24 PM.

In attendance for Carisetti Corporation Hearing:
Patrice DeMay
Dominic Carisetti
Hugh Hiney
Kathleen Hiney
Alan Whitaker
Phyllis Whitaker
Jack Wood
David Mays
Glen Sincerbox

PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Magee opened a Public Hearing concerning The Carisetti Corporation Site Plan
Review Application #99-021 and Special Use Permit Application #99-029 at 7:26 PM. The
Corporation address is 124 Haverling Street, Bath, NY 14810. The location of the project is
about half way between Hammondsport and Bath on Rte 54. It also has road frontage on the Fish
Hatchery Road. This location is the intended site for a Winery and Retail Shop. The letter of
intent was read for the public by Chairman Magee. A copy will be submitted with the minutes of
this meeting. A few things have changed and it was noted as Mr. Magee read, that the two story
building has now been changed to two separate one story buildings because of a fire code concern
which means the entranceway may have also changed.

Glen Sincerbox had submitted a three page letter to the board prior to this Public Hearing and
Chairman Magee also read them to the public. A copy of those pages will also be attached to the
minutes of this meeting. Mr. Magee answered several of the questions that the Board could
supply and then allowed Mr. Carasetti and Mr. DeMay to answer other questions.

After several other questions were brought up by the surrounding neighbors it became obvious
that The Carisetti Corp and The Planning Board needed more time to address the issues, All
questions and concerns were tape recorded and handwritten. Both will be submitted to thé Town
Clerk with the Minutes of the Public Hearings. Mr. and Mrs. Hiney also submitted questlons and
concerns in writing to the board. They, also, will be attached.
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At this time Chairman Magee made a motion to have the recording secretary compile in writing all
the questions brought up during the course of this Public Hearing so they may be answered in
writing by The Carasetti Corporation. Mr. Presley seconded that motion. All Board members
were in agreement.

Normally the Public Hearing would be closed at this time but in view of all the concerns and the
desire to adaquetly answer the questions and concerns of the public Mr. Magee made a motion to
recess the Public Hearing and reconvene after The Carasetti Corporation has had a chance to
review and answer all or as many questions as possible to the best of their ability. The neighbors
in attendance will be notified of time and date Public Hearing will reconvene. Mr. Presley
seconded the motion. All Board members were in favor. Public Hearing was recessed to a until
Carasetti Corp can respond. Meeting recessed at 8:34 PM.

It was agreed upon that the questions would be compiled by the end of this week and submitted
to Mr. Magee to pass along to The Carasetti Corporation for their attention to this matter.
A Work Session followed.

Mr. Magee and Mr. Jensen were invited over to the Town board meeting just previous to the
Public Hearings to discuss the Comprehensive Plan the Board had submitted to them.

Mr. Jensen had some preliminary work sheets to distribute to the board members for them to look
over for Minor and Major Subdivisions.

A note was left for the Town Clerk to distribute the Minutes of the Jacquier Public Hearing to

" the Board-fembers irfimtediately so ey 'cant- 1ok thenr over dlosely ‘and-be'ready-atreMath 77,

2000 meeting to make a decision on"how to proceed.

Sign Laws still need to be discussed.
Tarpin-Special Use Permit. Needs to be notified to be present at the 3/7/00 meeting.

Next Regular Meeting is March 7,2000 7 PM

Respectfully Submitted,
st ’I

Robert!f\dage ; Chairman-
Town of Urb lanning Board




SITE PLAN REVIEW fomT e e
TOWN OF URBANA ' '

THE CARISETTI CORPORATION
124 HAVERLING STREET
BATH, NEW YORK 14810

PHONE: 607-776-4181 | _ 70_09% 7 -

FAX: 607-776-2322 —
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF INTENDED PROJECT

The Carisetti Corporation is an S Corporation registered in the State of New York.
Principals are Domenic and Betsy Carisetti; Patrice and Charmaine DeMay. The
Corporation was established in 1997 to provide technical consulting to the wine industry.
In March 1999 and May 1999 the Corporation was granted permission by the Federal
Department of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms and the New York State Liquor Authority
respectively to operate a winery DBA Anawim Wine Cellars and Renaissance Wine
Cellars. The current location of both wineries is 6838 Industrial Park Road in the Town
of Bath on-site within the Steuben Arc complex. The mission of The Carisetti
Corporation is to provide employment for residents of Steuben County transitioning off
public assistance as well as residents of Steuben County with disabilities in the
manufacture, packaging, and sale of premium altar, sparkling, fruit, and table wines.
Altar wines, intended for use by Churches within New York State, are produced under
the Anawim Wine Cellars brand. Sparkling, fruit, and table/sparkling/fruit wines are
produced under the Renaissance Wine Cellars Brand.

The parcel of land sought for purchase by the Corporation is intended for use as a winery
and retail store. Existing vineyard property on site will remain and grapes will be used
both for employee training and in wine production. Intended usage is for business
purposes. The Corporation is in partnership with Catholic Charities of the Southern Tier,
Steuben Arc, and Corning Community College as a commercial site for the designated
population with the intent to provide job training and development for employment in the
wine industry in addition as a viable commercial operation. The principals of the
Corporation, Domenic Carisetti and Patrice DeMay, formerly winemakers for The Taylor
Wine Company and DeMay Wine Cellars respectively, with a combined 50 years of
Finger Lakes area vineyard and winery experience, seek to renew interest in the
Hammondsport area as a viable grape and wine-producing region.

The location is ideally suited for our purposes and provides an excellent base of tourism
for people entering or leaving the Keuka Lake Wine Trail, Glen Curtiss Museum, and
local Hammondsport/Bath businesses. Our intention is to build a new two-story winery
on the premises, at a point about mid-way within the property that offers the highest point
for scenic purposes. The lower level of the winery, built into the hillside using poured
concrete for the walls and ceiling, will house the production area. The higher level will
house a retail operation. Architectural style will be a Normandy/Tuscany European
design reflecting the Renaissance Wine Cellars theme. The production area will include a
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floor drain that feeds into a dry well for process water, a laboratory for testing wines, an
employee bathroom that feeds into a septic system, designated warehouse space for case
goods and general floor space for winery equipment such as tanks, filters, pumps, etc.
One steel entryway door and one steel overhead door provide entrance and egress from
the production area. Directly outside the production area will be the grape pressing
operation. The retail operation will consist of handicap accessible bathrooms (separate for
men and women), an office area, a tasting counter, and room for retail food and non-food
items for sale. The retail store is entered from the side facing Route 54 to allow that the
front view of the winery be seen from travelers on Route 54 and a allow visitors a clear
view of the hillside facing the Fish Hatchery Road. The retail entryway will be handicap
accessible.

Cars traveling on Route 54 will enter from Route 54 and exit from the Fish Hatchery
Road. Cars entering from the Fish Hatchery Road will enter and exit the property from
the Fish Hatchery Road. Parking is located at an area away from the winery, on the
property. Landscaping will complement the winery operation. Most of the existing
vineyards will remain in operation except for that portion removed to make room for the
winery.

Existing shrubbery and non-ornamental plants along the hillside parallel to Route 54 and
along that portion of Route 54 that provides an entryway to the property will be cleared to
allow a better view of the winery and vineyards. Existing trees that affect parking

patterns or flow both into or out from the winery will be selectively removed, as needed.
It is our intention to interfere as little as possible with existing vegetation that would lend
itself to the enhancement of the property.

Signage will be placed on the property for those motorists on route 54 and the Fish
Hatchery Road. The Corporation seeks the assistance and approval of the DOT, Urbana
and Bath Town Boards concerning additional signage on Route 54, CR88, Route 17 (86),
Route 390, and Route 15. '

There are three existing buildings on the property. The smallest of the three buildings will
be removed to allow for entrance into the parking lot. One of the two remaining buildings
will be used for dry storage of empty glass bottles and vineyard equipment. The other
building will be used for maintenance and landscaping tools and equipment.

DA Cansetti
11/1/99




Hugh k. and Kathleen R, Hiney

7439 tish Hatchery Road
Bath, NY 14810
February 13, 2000

Concerns over rezoning for a proposed winery and retail store at the
property hetween Rt 34 and the Fish Hatehery Road near the
intersection of Ri. 54 and Co. Rt 88, Hammondsport, NY.

L. water fable - We have lived at 7439 Fish Hatchery Road for 21 years,
7 months and never had a problem with our well,

2, sewage -

3. traffic congestion - Because of the nature of the road, cars have a
tendency to go at high speeds. With the volume of traffic increasing is it
going to create more hazardous conditions?

4. noise
3. ador

6. Our property value - a local real estaic broker told us that the value
of our property will deerease with rezoning,

We moved to this location because the area was zoned and we wanted
the rural sctting for our family, [f this property is rezoned doces it mean
that we jor future ewners] of our property can get this land rezoned this
casily?

e assume all the town zoning hoard members live in a rural setting.
How would any of you like this or somcething comparabie going up
across the street from your home?
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Glen Sincerbox
7506 Fish Hatchery Road, Bath, New York 14810
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Robert Magee, Chair :

Town of Urbana Planning Boaj
Urbana Town Office
Hammondsport, New York 14840

) Februuary 10, 2000

RE: Carisetti Corporation, Rennaissance Wine Cellars
Dear Mr. Magee,

I am the owner of property directly ajoining the above-captioned project,
Application Numbers 99-021 & 99-029. I have reviewed the Applicant's submissions,
and while I am not opposed in principle to the proposed development, I do have
several quostions and concarna 48 to the proposed project TifHpact of My property”
The majority of my concerns relate to issues of water quality, water quantity, and .
solidliquid waste treatment and disposal. I am also concerned about the ultimate
scope of the project which is not addressed in the Applicant’s submissions. In
particular, could the Board address the following areas?

licati -

"Intended Usage": "Business” is indicated, however I believe the correct usage
will be "Industrial”. In the Applicant’s ipti n ject,
the operations to be conducted include "the manufacture, packaging, and
sale of... wines.” I believe that Manufacturing is an "Industrial” enterprise,
even if it is based upon agricultural materials.

"Variance Required”: Applicant submits that the property is currently zoned as
Agricultural. If the Proposed Use is Industrial, will a Zoning Variance
be required for the project?

Zoning B 1 ication
"7. Proposed use of premises”: If a" winery" is the proposed use, should this item
be entered as "Industrial"?

"12. List names of persons...": no data is supplied. Please add my name to the
list of property owners affected by this project.

L ALlOI] 10 S LEWQLL CALIMNENL DO YSLOLL QLIS LI 1011 eIl
"Other Sites": I believe the project as presented combines both "Industrial” and
"Commercial" components.

“Is there a well or water supply...": Applicant indicates "not sure”. Clearly this
i3 not ac_ceptable. : L o

?

Concerning the two existing bains "bordering a right of way": Applicant proposes
utilizing one barn as a "winery" and the other as a "retail store” with excavation
for parking in between. The cited "right of way" is on my property and is , in fact
my residential driveway. Such Industrial/Commercial uses of these existing
buildings is totally unacceptable. The Applicant has neither contacted me with
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regard to this proposal, nor sought my permission to make any changes or
improvements to the Right of Way. Is this document a current proposal, or
has it been superceded by the document of the same title dated 11/1/99?

"The production area will include a floor drain that feeds into a dry well for
process water..."

“Directly outside the production area will be the grape pressing operation.”:

How does the Applicant propose to treat and dispose of the industrial waste from
these two sources? The Applicant's submission does not contain engineered plans

for waste treatment. Will the Applicant be required to obtain a SPDES Permit prior

to operating the proposed winery?

Environmen i vi
"A3. Soil type": Is "Sand gravel” the correct description? What is the soil
composition in terms of standard NYS Soil Suveys classification?

"A8. Depth of water table":. How was this value derived? I believe my water table
(and immediate neighbors) is significantly lower than 30 feet.

"Blg. Vehicular trips per hour”: If only 6 trips per hour are anticipated, why are
"69+" parking spaces provided with "16+ acres to put in more parking if
needed™?

"B12. Surface liquid waste/type of liquid waste": Is this permissible for industrial,
- "sewage, wastewater"? If so, how much liquid waste will be discharged
in this manner?

"B13. Subsurface liquid waste disposal™: Is "septic, drywell" consistent with
standards for disposal of industrial winery wastewater?

"B16. Solid waste": Is it true that the proposed project will not generate any
solid waste? How does the Applicant plan to dispose of grape pumace
from the "grape pressing area"? How much grape pumace will be generated
annually? Will the Applicant utilize diatomaceous earth filtration, and if so,
how will the spent DE be disposed of?

"B19. Odors": Can this be established without details of proposed liquid and solid
waste managment plans? Lagoons or ponds can be very offensive. Also
piles of rotting grape pumace (e.g. currently along SR 54) can produce
serious odor, insect, and mold spore problems.

"B23. Water usage": How was this calculated? Is 100 gallons per day a
realistic value? I believe the "Retail operation” alone will use much more
than this, and the winery will certainly use vastly more. What is the
maximum annual number of gallons of wine to be produced at the proposed
winery? What is the maximum tonnage of grapes to be processed annually?
The drought of the last two years has seriously limited my water supply.
Will the proposed winery be able to access enough well water for its
operations without damaging the quality and/or quantity my water source?

"C4. Proposed zoning": Shouldn't this be Industrial?
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"C12. Traffic"; If the proposed action will not generate significant traffic above
present levels, why are "69+" parking spaces being provided, as well as two
driveways "to reduce the possiblity of accidents and slowdowns."

I am concerned that the proposed project may adversely affect my groundwater
both in terms of quality and quantity. I am also concerned that unless managed
in a carefully-planned and precise manner, that the proposed winery may create
significant odor and traffic problems for me and my neighbors. Particularly with
regard to waste treatment, the Applicant's paperwork raises more questions than it
answers. I regret that until my questions and concerns are answered to my
satisfaction, I shall strenuously oppose this project.

Sincerely,.
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2/15/2000 The Carisetti Corporation Application #99-021 and #99-029
Documentation of Questions and Concerns
What is your intented production the first year you are in business at this location?
Is this going to be enhanced over the next five years and by how much, if so?
This information will help in answering many of the other questions to follow.
It was suggested that there is a possibility of reports generated by Cornell that may document
usage of water and production of waste created by a winery of this size that may be attainable in

order to help with these projections.

WATER & WASTE:
Where and what is your water source?

What do you project as water usage over the course of your production?
For the first year......vs.......five years?

What do you project as your waste production (pumice, etc...)?
For the first year......vs.......five years?

How will you dispose of that waste? {Consider site, odors and pests)

Does the DEC have regulations on the disposal of waste mater and what are they?

How will waste water be handled?

Will there be DE to deal with? If so how do you intend to handle it?

TRAFFIC:

Will the increased traffic flow and slow moving vehicles increase the accident rate for this already

treacherous section of highway on Route 547

There are several hidden driveways and problems also on the Fish Hatchery Road. We need to
see the design of how incoming and outgoing traffic will flow.

Will the Right of Way used by Mr. Sincerbox be used for business traffic flow? If not, what will it
be used for, if anything?
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MISCELLANEOUS:
Will the surrounding residents property values decrease?

Should this business be labeled “Industrial™?
What soil type covers this location?

Of the three existing buildings which ones will be removed and which ones will stay. What will be
the use of the ones that are left standing?

Will there be industrial waste to be disposed of?
What vegetation will be removed and why?

What vegetation will be planted, where and why?
Do you intend to SELL food?

Summary:
The main question seems to stem from the concerns of the neighbors that have existing wells that

* have supplied them with sufficient water supplies and have never run out, even during a drought.

Is there any action of recourse for them in the future if the Winery drys their wells? And what
exactly is the possibility of this happening?

Can a cap be put on their water usage? ,




Town of Urbana Planning Board
Minutes
February 1, 2000

Present: Robert Magee, Chairman
John Jensen, Member
Randy Robinson, Member
Betty Fitzpatrick, Member

James Presley, Member
Diane Costello, Recording Secretary
Others present: Marvin Rethmel, CEQ Dominic Carisetti

Dave Oliver, CEO Patrice DeMay
Rick Jacquier Max Tobias
Ed & Kelly Fitzpatrick Dan Steinkohl

- Herb Buckley
Dave Buckley

A. Review of Minutes from 1/13/00 were accepted, signed and submitted. First motion was
made to accept by John Jensen and seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick.
Minutes from Public Hearing on 1/18/00 were accepted. Motion made by John
Jensen and seconded by Betty Fitzpatrick. Minutes from 1/11/00 needed to
Amended by deleting one line. Bob Magee made a motion to accept them as
amended and Betty Fitzpatrick seconded the motion. The Minutes were amended
and resubmitted for the Chairmans signature on 2/15/00.

Public Hearing - Richard Jacquier, Concept Review #99-030
Site Plan Review #99-108

Chairman Magee opened the Public Hearing at 7:15 PM, in the matter of Richard Jacquier,
Wheels’n”Wood, 7320 County Rte 89, Bath, NY 14810. Mr. Jacquier wants to construct a new
buildiing on his property and move his existing business in to it. This business is a pre-existing,
non-conforming Auto/Tire Business. Rick also builds wood cabinets. This property is currently
zoned as Agricultural although the area has grown up into a small residential area.

. Mr. Magee went down through a list of questions that had already been given to Mr. Jacquier to
be answered in preparation to this hearing. It addressed many of the Boards concerns about his
intent for the future of his business. The list of questions should be attached to this set of minutes
and the tape recording of this public hearing.




There were Standard Review questions then questions specifically involving this project.

Major Issues:

1) Tires- Storage and Disposal: Response: All tires will be stored inside the new building. The
disposal of tires will be in a timely manner depending on need. During different times of the year
it may be necessary to dispose of them more often than another. A dumpster will be installed on
the premises, tires will be cut and put in to the dumpster for disposal.

Ed Fitzpatrick ask how soon the tires that were already there would be removed. Mr. Jacquier
answered that it would be as soon as the weather permits.

2) There may be a question on signs. Marvin Rethmel will have to work with Rich on complying
with the sign laws.

3) How many cars will be located on the premises at one time: Response: The vehicles that he will
be working on should be in and out as soon as they are scheduled and work is done. He was
reminded that there are to be only 2 unregistered vehicles on the premises at any one given time.
Anything that is deemed as junk will be promptly removed along with used parts, oils and
hazardous matenials. Rich noted that these items would be disposed of as the state law requires
them to be.

Dunng this discussion Rich mentioned that he had a Dealers License. This means that he can buy
and sell cars. He was informed by Marvin Rethmel that his pre-existing, non-conforming business
did not include the sale of cars on that property. That if he intended, which he testified that he
already had been selling cars, it would be necessary for him to apply for a Special Use Permit
from the Town of Urbana in order to do so. This would be a new addition to his existing business
not addressed under the pre-existing, non-conforming business that he is now running.

Ed Fitzpatrick ask if he was repairing autos mechanically only or was he also doing paint and
body repair. Rich responded that less than 25% of his auto business was body repair. The
concern was on hazardous waste and smell of paint fumes. Rich says that he is already complying
with the standards of doing this sort of business and the disposal of hazardous waste.

4) Ingress/Egress-There is already a 2 driveway on the premises other than the small one by the
road that he is now using. That will no longer be used for business purposes; the other drive will !
be used. It seems to be sufficient for the new intended use. For the size of the new building and
the business use there needs to be sufficient parking available of 8 parking spaces. Mr. Rethmel
has observed the drawings and the site and determined that there is sufficient parking and that he
will continue to make sure that the parking standards are met.

5) Are there plans for running water? Response: No. Bathroom facilities are provided for
employees at the residence also located on the property.
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6) Mr. Magee ask what permits and licenses he is in possession of in order to run his business.
Response: NYS Dealers License

DBA

NYS Motor Vehicle Inspection

NYS Sales Tax Certificate

Registered Repair Shop

7) No waste water will be a problem considering no water will be at the new building location.

8) There is a potential erosion problem There is a deep cut on the bank near his shop.

Response: Rich is looking in to vegetation that will deter erosion, such as vetch. Itis
undetermined at this time. Rich stated that he would plant something on that bank
to keep it from eroding further.

Questions from the Board: Betty ask about parking spaces. There are really no specific-
regulations on how and where to park. Mr. Rethme! stated that they do have a specific size that
they need to be and it varies depending upon if they are angled or not. There is no specified
distance required from the lot boundary. It is possible they can park up to the neighbor’s lot.

At this time Kelly Fitzpatrick was allowed to ask her questions. The Fitzpatrick’s are neighbors
of Mr. Jacquier. Her first question was if someone had staked out the site for the building and
was it a proper distance from the neighboring properties. Marvin Rethmel answered “Yes” that

he had done.that. .She made a request to the Board that there be a fence constructed between

their two properties for visual protection. The Board has noted the request.

Mrs. Fitzpatrick then ask how far away the parking area was going to be from their property.
Again Mr. Rethmel approximated the distance at about 24 foot from their property line. Mr.
Rethmel also stated that the zoning set backs for side yards in an Ag District is 20 foot.

Her next question was on the height of the building. There was no clear answer to this question.
Her concern was with lighting. They now have what they feel is a problem with Mr. Jacquier’s
current lighting. It is shining in to their home windows at night. Rich told them if there was a
problem that he would lower the lighting to the point that it would not bother them. He did not
specify any new lighting on the building that was going to be built but that he would keep that in
mind.

Herb Buckley ask about this business’s driveway; that it has been a traffic hazard in the past. Mr.
Magee mentioned that we had discussed earlier in the hearing that the use of the other existing
driveway should improve the traffic flow in and out of the business.

There were no further questions from the board or the public. Public Hearing was closed at
7:50 PM. Mr. Jacquier was informed that the Board was required by law to notify him with in 60
days as to how to proceed.

A Regular Meeting of The Planning Board was opened at 7.53 PM
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B. Old Business

a) Subdivision
Wendlandt- All Submissions in. Public Hearing set for 2/15/00 7PM
Bourke - Reed Farm Appl # 99-028 -Waiting for survey
Bourke - Townsend Major Subdivision Application #99-027

Chairman Magee did not send a correspondence to Dr. Bourke. He contacted him by
telephone to inform him of the Board’s decision. They can not proceed as is. He
expressed to Mr. Magee that he would like to delete parcels 2 and 3, and make parcel #1
larger. This would change his application to a Minor Subdivision. The board listened to
Mr. Magee but are still unable to proceed with anything at this time.

Sanford - Application#99-025. Public Hearing set for 2/15/00 7:15PM
Ward - No new submissions

b) Concept/Site Plan Review

Carisetti Corp. Appl# 99-021. Mr. Carisetti and Mr. DeMay were
present. The final draft of the building plans are now on file in the Town Clerk’s office.
They stated that Terry DeBuck was involved before the final plans were completed. The
most recent change was building a second building to be constructed 50’ away from the
original one and now a one story building. Questions were directed to them as to who
was going to.build the structure and if they had decided on planting additional vegetation
between properties. They are going to try to incorporate charity organizations in building
the structures and there is a good possibility no further vegetation may be needed to screen
their property from the neighboring properties. Approximately one half of the vineyards
that are presently on the property will be removed. .The other half will be taken out a
section at a time and replanted.

Motion was made by Mr. Magee to accept the Site Plan Review and it was seconded by
Jim Presley. All were in favor to proceed with a Public Hearing. Public Hearing was
set for 2/15/00 7:30PM.

¢) Special Use Permit - Carisetti Corp Appl# 99-029 A

Motion was made by Mr. Magee to proceed with a Public Hearing for the above
application and it was seconded by Mr. Presley. All of the Board was in favor to set the
Public Hearing immediately following the Carisetti’s Site Plan Review Public Hearing on
2/15/00 7:45PM.

d) ZBA Opinions - None

e) Planning Issues
1. Sign Laws - A short discussion took place on points Dave Oliver would like
Reviewed. Mr. Magee ask the board members to look over his
Comments and be ready to discuss them at the next work session.




2. Comp Plan - There has been no response from the Town Board on the
Supplement provided to them. The secretary and chairman
will construct a letter to Mr. Gardner to ask for their response.

C. New Business
a) Subdivision - Tobias Application # 00-02 Minor Subdivision

Max Tobias, 9195 Bully Hill Road, Hammondsport, NY 14840. Map # 30. ]
currently zoned as Residential, plans on reconfiguring 2 parcels. This parcel
will be divided in to one 6.75 acre parcel and another 1.75 acre parcel. The 1.75
acre lot will be added to the neighboring lot. This will free a land locked parcel.
No new driveways will be necessary and no new structures will be constructed.
There is a narrow bottleneck located near the far end of one of the parcels that
needs to be observed by one of the Code Enforcement Officers making sure there
is enough width for access. Dave Oliver will notify the Town Clerk when all
submissions are in.

Subdivision - Eddy Application # 00-01 Major Subdivision
Russell Eddy, 202 Varian Lane, Rochester, NY 14624, Map #103.00-01-025.200.
Motion was made to make this a Major Subdivision Application by Mr. Magee and
Mr. Presley seconded it. All were in favor. Sketch plat was reviewed and it was

e deemed.that Mr. Eddy could be notified to come in for a preliminary Sketch Plat .

review. Mr. Plaskov, as his representative, will be notified in writing to come
before the Board on 3/7/00.

b) Concept/Site Review - Cranmer Application # 00-003 Var
This is postponed until after the ZBA opinion is addressed.

c) Special Use Permit - Tarpin Application # 00-004
Dtana Lee Tarpin, 8260 Main Street Ext., Hammondsport, NY 14840 located in
the residential district would like to open a Bed and Breakfast. Notification will be
sent to her to appear.before the Board on 3/7/00.

d) ZBA Opinions- Cranmer. Application # 00-003 Var
Ivan Cranmer, 46 Maple Street, Savona, NY 14879 would like to tear off and

. rebuild a bathroom and smail bedroom at his cottage located on 368 East Lake Rd,

Hammondsport, NY 14840. There seems to be nothing in this application that
states why this application will not meet code. Mr. Magee will discuss the matter
With Terry DeBuck. The Board finds that there first needs to be a determination of
percentage of building space based upon the lot size. The Board’s opinion is that
there is nothing in the application that shows a hardship warranting a variance.
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e) Planning Issues

Reminder:

Other Notes:

Additional New Business: Dave Oliver has a new application in on Scutt.

Scutt wishes to subdivide a parcel that had come before the board several years
ago and may have some former activity that was not completed. Some discussion
took place to help Mr. Oliver in proceeding with this application.

Other Additional New Business: John Jensen wanted to discuss the feasibility
studies going on in the area pertaining to the possibility of installing a public
sewage system in the Valley. The Board’s decision was to have Mr. Jensen draft
a letter to The Town Board of Urbana asking them to consider joining in

with the other studies in examining the feasibility of The Village of
Hammondsport becoming a part of the entire project. The concerns of the Board
were that if the Town does not combine efforts with the other industrial
participants it may never be financially feasible for the Village to provide this
service to it’s residents. The entire Board was in agreement for Mr. Jensen to
draft a letter and bring it before this board on 2/15/00.

Next Regular Meeting - March 7%, 2000

Public Hearing - February 15, 2000 Wendlandt
Sanford
Carisetti

Next Work Session - Following Public Hearings 2/15/2000




Town of Urbana Planning Board

Minutes
January 18, 2000
Present: Robert Magee, Chairman
John Jensen, Member

Betty Fitzpatrick, Member
Randy Robinson, Member
Diane Costello, Recording Secretary

Also in attendance: Marvin Rethmel, CEQ
David Oliver, CEO
Leonard French

PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Magee opened the Public Hearing at 7:02 PM, in the matter of the French Subdivision,
Application # 99-031 Leonard D and Donna French, 7809 Van Ness Road, Hammondsport, NY
seeking a Minor Subdivision of Parcel #104.00-01-045.110 consisting in entirety of 59.998 acres
and dividing it in to two separate parcels. One of 46.683 acres and Two of 13.305 acres.

The application is complete and all submissions are in, per Dave Oliver, CEQ.

The survey was accepted as is and there were no further questions from board members.
No one else was in attendance.

John Jensen made a motion to close the Public Hearing at 7:08 PM and it was seconded by Betty
Fitzpatrick.

A regular meeting of the Planning Board convened at 7:09 PM.

New Business: Subdivision - French Application #99-031, Leonard and Donna French,7809
Van Ness Road, Hammondsport, NY is completed as follows.

SEQR Part I completed.

Motion#1 French Subdivision:

Upon review of the information recorded on the EAF ,(Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if
appropriate), and any other supporting information, and considering both the magnitude
and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the Planning Board that
this subdivision of land will not result in any large and important impact on the
environment. Robinson made a motion that a Negative Declaration be prepared.
Seconded by Fitzpatrick. Roll call Magee-aye; Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye; Robinson - aye,




Findings: = Application is complete
Meets requirements of State and Local Law
Meets subdivision requirements.
No negative environmental impact
No negative comments from the public.

Motion#2 French Subdivision: . :

It is the determination of the Planning Board that the Minor Subdivision
application meets the requirement of the subdivision law with sufficient compliance
as to be granted status for consideration of approval or disapproval. John Jensen made a
motion to approve the subdivision as submitted, and to instruct the Chairman to sign the
survey. Randy Robinson seconded it. Roll call Magee-aye; Jensen-aye, Fitzpatrick-aye,
Robinson - aye.

Motion made by Mr. Magee and seconded by Mr. Jensen to accept the findings. Roli call vote:
Magee - aye; Fitzpatrick - aye, Jensen - aye, Robinson - aye.

Survey was signed and sealed

Negative Declaration was prepared

Notification in writing was prepared and left for the Town Clerk to send to The French’s
Notification to the Assessor was completed.

Meeting was adjourned at 7:30 PM.
A short work session followed the meeting.

Next Meeting: 2/1/2000 7 PM




‘Town of Urbana Planning Board
Minutes
January 13, 2000

Present: ~ Randy Robinson Deputy - Chairman
John Jensen, Member
Diane Costello, Recording Secretary

Also in attendance: Marvin Rethmel, CEQ
Leonard French
Tim Slayton (Son of neighbor, George Slayton)

PUBLIC HEARING - Leonard French, 7809 Van Ness Road, Hammondsport, NY

Deputy Chairman, Robinson opened the meeting at 4:40 PM. There were not enough members
present to have a quorum. The only person present from the public was Tim Slayton and he
noted that his father had no.probelm with this subdivision for French #99-031.

This meeting is recessed until January 18®, 2000 at 7PM.

Meeting was adjourned at SPM.

Deputy CHairman

Chairman
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Town of Urbana Planning Board
Minutes
January 11, 2000

Present: Robert Magee, Chairman
John Jensen, Member
Randy Robinson,” . Member
 Betty Fitzpatrick, = -Member

Diane Costello, Recording Secretary

Others present: Marvin Rethmel, CEO
Dave Oliver, CEO
Lucy Knapp

Regular Meeting of The Town of Urbana Planning Board was opened at 7:10 PM

A. Review of Minutes from 12/7/99 were accepted, signed and submitted. First motion was
made to accept by Mr. Robinson and seconded by Robert Magee.
Minutes from Public Hearing on 12/16/99 need to be amended. The order in
which Motion #2 and the finding on Deegan were transposed. After that
amendment Betty Fitzpatrick made a motion to accept them as amended and
Randy Robinson seconded the motion. The Minutes were amended 1/12/00
and resubmitted for the Chairmans signature on 1/13/00.

B. Old Business
a) Subdivision
1. French - Application#99-031 -Public Hearing set for 1/13/00 at 4:30 PM.
2.  Bourke - Reed Farm Appl # 99-028 -Waiting for survey
3.  Bourke - Townsend Major Subdivision Application #99-027

Chairman Magee wrote to Dr. Bourke after the last regular board meeting, December 10,
1999 explaining to Dr. Bourke the sections of law pertaining to private access roadways that have
to be met before the Board can take further action and requested his short term and possible
long term intentions for the Major Subdivision. Dr. Bourke did respond in writing of his intention
as best as he can at this time. He also states that there are no “Phases” connected to this plan.

Atty. Brian Flynn received a letter from Dr. Bourke’s attomey proposing a written 1
promise for Dr. Bourke to sign but Atty Flynn does not find it acceptable. A letter will be written |
to Dr. Bourke immediately informing him that the Board can not proceed without a driveway
installed or for him to post a Bond for the installation of one.

4. Sanford - Application # 99-025 - All submissions came in today. It will be
addressed on the agenda at the next meeting.

5. Ward - Application #99-020 - No New Submissions

6. Wendlandt - Application# 99-023 - No New Submissions
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b) Concept/Site Plan Review

1. Carisetti Corp - Application#99-021 -New Parking Lot sketch submitted and
exterior colored drawing had been submitted. A fire wall was found to be needed
inside the one building site. The partners have decided to physically divide the
building. Those drawings will need to be submitted. We believe that they have in
fact now closed on the property but they were not in attendance at this meeting to
verify that information.

2. Wheels and Wood- Application #99-108 - Need completed Site Drawing.

A questionnaire was given to Mr. Jacquier on specific questions the Board and
CEQ’s are concerned with. He answered it and submitted it. Public Hearing will
be set as soon as all other submissions are in.

¢) Special Use Permit - None
d) ZBA Opinions - None
e) Planning Issues
1. Sign Law - Dave Oliver has submitted to the Town some
recommendations that the Board will review at a later date.
2. Comp Plan - The Comprehensive Plan has been submitted to the Town.
The Town of Urbana has it on their agenda to review 1/17/00.

C. New Business
a) Subdivision - None
b) Concept/Site Review - None
¢) Special Use Permit - None
d) ZBA Opinions - None
e) Planning Issues - None

Mr. Robinson made a motion to adjourn the meeting and Betty Fitzpatrick seconded it. The
meeting was adjourned at 8:35 PM.

Reminder:  Next Regular 'Meeting - 2/1/00
Public Hearing French - 1/13/00 at 4:30 PM
Next Work Session - 1/18/00 (May possibly postpone til 1/25/00)

Iygert Mag V, hairman




