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Work Session Began:  6:30 p.m. 

Meeting Began:  7:00 p.m. 

Place:  Community Conference Room, Greece Town Hall 

 

 

Present 

Alvin I. Fisher, Jr., Chairman 

Richard C. Antelli 

Christine R. Burke 

John Geisler 

Jamie L. Slocum 

Michael H. Sofia 

William E. Selke 

 

John Gauthier, P.E., Associate Engineer 

Christopher A. Schiano, Esq., Deputy Town Attorney 

Michelle M. Betters, Planning Board Secretary 

John T. Caterino, Planning Assistant 

 

Absent 

 

Scott R. Copey, Planner 

 

Additions, Deletions and Continuances to the Agenda 

 

 

Announcements 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Old Business 

 

New Business 

 

SITE PLANS 

Old Business 

New Business 

1. Applicant: Eastman Kodak Company 

 Location: 2400 Mount Read Boulevard 

 Mon. Co. Tax No.: 090.05-1-14.11 

 Request: Site plan approval for proposed improvements to an existing 

parking area on approximately 1.27 acres 

 Zoning District: IG (General Industrial) 

 

The following is a synopsis of the discussion pertaining to the above-referenced 

request. 

Ronald Talarico, representing Eastman Kodak Company, presented the application. 

Mr. Talarico:  This is an existing graveled area that we propose to pave and stripe for parking.  

Currently, the parking pattern there is haphazard.  This area is located in Eastman Business 

Park (“EBP”), in what formerly was known as the KPM section of Kodak Park.  The parking 

area is just east of Building 318 and is southeast of Building 350, which are two large buildings 

with a lot of available space that Kodak is trying to lease.  We found that it is important for 

prospective proposed tenants to know where their parking spaces would be.  Most users want 

the parking to be close to the building.  We would like to upgrade that graveled area. 

Mr. Fisher:  To give the Board members a better idea of where this is located, we have an 

aerial photo to show if you not familiar with the site. 

Mr. Caterino:  Our Building staff and zoning staff had no comments.  The Fire Marshal asked 

to protect any hydrants using bollards if they are located in the parking lot.  The Monroe 

County Department of Planning and Development and the Monroe County Development 

Review Committee had standard advisory comments for this type of project.  We had some 

last-minute comments regarding layout and striping of the parking area, curbing, curb stops, 

a question about handicap access ramps between handicap parking spaces and the sidewalk, 

and better identification of whether some areas intended for walking will be striped or raised 

sidewalk.  There was a question regarding the location of handicapped parking spaces; the 

location on the plan was selected because it was closest to the building. 

Mr. Gauthier:  The biggest concern that we had was discussing how to handle the storm water 

runoff.  If this project was located anywhere other than in EBP, it would be a pretty 

straightforward process.  There would be some form of mitigation for storm water quality and 

quantity.  Any small project would have green space or infiltration or something like that, and 

would file a permit.  Runoff from EBP goes into a pipe system that flows to a permitted water 

treatment plant at King’s Landing; any runoff that goes to directly into that system is exempt 

from the usual requirements.  We suggest either mitigating storm water on-site, as they 
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would if they were outside EBP, or demonstrate that all the storm water runoff, under all 

conditions, would enter the industrial sewer and go to Kings Landing; at this time, Kodak has 

chosen the latter.  Kodak’s drainage and industrial system are relatively complex, and have 

had some negative history.  We had to explore this issue and make sure that this was not 

making conditions any worse for the residents in the Koda Vista neighborhood, which is below 

EBP; they have had flooding in the past.  We have reached an agreement and they are going 

to demonstrate to us that all this runoff will go to King’s Landing.  There are a few minor 

details that can be worked out; we will be meeting this Friday.  We recommend adding a 

condition of approval that the applicant demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Town that all 

runoff will be directed to King’s Landing and not enter the Town’s storm water system. 

Mr. Geisler:  Where is Building 319? 

Mr. Talarico:  It is directly north of this lot.  Building 318 is to the west, and Building 315 is 

to the northwest. 

Mr. Geisler:  Will Buildings 318 and 315 be using this parking area?  What is Building 318 

used for? 

Mr. Talarico:  Building 318 has a mix of uses right now, but there is empty space that Kodak 

wants to lease.  A small corner of Building 315 is used by the George Eastman Museum 

because there is cold storage. 

Mr. Geisler:  How many parking spaces?  Where does the storm water go now? 

Mr. Talarico:  We propose 98 parking spaces.  Phase 3 of the parking lot, with more parking 

spaces, probably won’t happen. 

Mr. Gauthier:  A good portion of the storm water infiltrates into the ground.  The portion that 

runs off goes to the industrial system today.  We are going to go through how some of the 

improvements have been made there, and make sure that it is not dependent on pumping.  

In the past, the Town complained to Kodak about the runoff because depended on pumping, 

and there is a finite limit to how much storm water can be pumped effectively.  Kodak’s runoff 

was causing a problem because we have a bottleneck in our drainage system, and the 

pumping created a bottleneck when it couldn’t keep up with the rate of runoff, which caused 

the Koda Vista folks to have problems.  The sewer is a pretty good size, and it will be enhanced 

further with this development.  We will make sure that the runoff from this new paved area 

goes into the industrial system and does not go into the Town’s drainage system; if that turns 

out to not be achievable, Kodak will have to come back to the Board. 

Mr. Selke:  This Board’s approval will go along with what our engineering will approve. 

Mr. Fisher:  The plan will not be signed until it has been demonstrated that the drainage has 

been handled satisfactorily. 

 

Ms. Slocum made the following motion, seconded by Ms. Burke: 

 WHEREAS, Eastman Kodak Company (the “Applicant”) has submitted a proposal to the 

Town of Greece (the “Town”) Planning Board (the “Planning Board”) for re-approval of a site 

plan, as more fully described in the minutes of this public meeting (the “Proposal”), relative 

to property located at 2400 Mt Read Boulevard  (the “Premises”); and 

 WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and other 

evidence submitted, the Planning Board makes the following findings: 

1. Upon review of the application, the Planning Board determined that the Proposal is 

subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York State Environmental 

Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations (6 NYCRR Part 617, the 
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“SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, “SEQRA”), and that the Proposal constitutes an 

Unlisted action under SEQRA. 

2. The Planning Board has considered the Proposal at a public meeting (the “Meeting”) in 

the Greece Town Hall, 1 Vince Tofany Boulevard, at which time all parties in interest 

were afforded an opportunity to be heard. 

3. Documentary, testimonial, and other evidence was presented at the Meeting relative 

to the Proposal for the Planning Board’s consideration. 

4. The Planning Board has carefully considered an Environmental Assessment Form 

(“EAF”) and supplementary information prepared by the Applicant and the Applicant’s 

representatives, including but not limited to supplemental maps, drawings, 

descriptions, analyses, reports, and reviews (collectively, the “Environmental 

Analysis”). 

5. The Planning Board has carefully considered additional information and comments that 

resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written correspondence 

from the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives. 

6. The Planning Board has carefully considered information, recommendations, and 

comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written 

correspondence from various involved and interested agencies, including but not 

limited to the Monroe County Department of Planning and Development, and the 

Town’s own staff. 

7. The Planning Board has carefully considered information, recommendations, and 

comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written 

correspondence from nearby property owners, and all other comments submitted to 

the Planning Board as of this date. 

8. The Environmental Analysis examined the relevant issues associated with the Proposal. 

9. The Planning Board has completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF, and has carefully 

considered the information contained therein. 

10. The Planning Board has met the procedural and substantive requirements of SEQRA. 

11. The Planning Board has carefully considered each and every criterion for determining 

the potential significance of the Proposal upon the environment, as set forth in SEQRA. 

12. The Planning Board has carefully considered (that is, has taken the required “hard 

look” at) the Proposal and the relevant environmental impacts, facts, and conclusions 

disclosed in the Environmental Analysis. 

13. The Planning Board concurs with the information and conclusions contained in the 

Environmental Analysis. 

14. The Planning Board has made a careful, independent review of the Proposal and the 

Planning Board’s determination is rational and supported by substantial evidence, as 

set forth herein. 

15. To the maximum extent practicable, the Proposal as originally designed or as 

voluntarily modified by the Applicant will avoid or minimize potential adverse 

environmental impacts that were identified in the environmental review process. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, be it 

 RESOLVED that, pursuant to SEQRA, based on the aforementioned information, 

documentation, testimony, and findings, and after examining the relevant issues, the Planning 

Board’s own initial concerns, and all relevant issues raised and recommendations offered by 
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involved and interested agencies and the Town’s own staff, the Planning Board determines 

that the Proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment, which 

constitutes a negative declaration. 

 

VOTE:  Antelli  Yes   Burke  Yes 

  Geisler  Yes   Slocum  Yes 

  Selke   Yes   Sofia  Yes 

  Fisher   Yes 

 

MOTION CARRIED 

_________________________________________________________________ 

 

Ms. Slocum then made the following motion, seconded by Ms. Burke, to approve the 

Proposal, subject to the following conditions: 

1. The Applicant shall develop the Premises in conformity with all details of the Proposal 

as presented in the written descriptions and site development plans, as orally 

presented to the Planning Board, and as set forth herein.  In the event of any conflict 

among the oral or written descriptions of the proposal, the site development plans of 

the proposal, or the requirements or restrictions of this resolution, the Applicant agrees 

that the Planning Board shall determine the resolution of such dispute. 

2. Any curbed areas in the project shall be identified on the Site Plan sheet.  If no curbing 

is to be installed as part of the project, the “Concrete Curb Detail” shall be removed 

from the Site Details sheet.  

3. The Applicant shall install wheel stops in the parking spaces that are located adjacent 

to the sidewalks that are proposed to be installed flush with the parking lot pavement.  

The locations of said wheel stops shall be shown on the Site Plan sheet. 

4. The August 28, 2008, Federal Emergency Management Agency flood zone and map 

source for the Premises shall be added to the Site Plan sheet. 

5. The locations of the designated fire lanes shall be shown on the Site Plan sheet. 

6. Note “m” on the Site Plan sheet, which refers to a storm water maintenance 

agreement, shall be removed. 

7. The note on the Site Plan sheet about zoning requirements for maximum impervious 

coverage shall be removed. 

8. Permanently mounted “No Parking – Fire Lane” signs shall be posted along the fire 

lanes at intervals of 50 feet or less. 

9. The details of the landscaping to be provided in the landscape areas identified on the 

Site Plan sheet shall be shown on a separate sheet, and shall be subject to review and 

approval by the Clerk of the Planning Board. 

10. As offered and agreed to by the Applicant, the Applicant shall demonstrate that all 

runoff will be directed to the King’s Landing water treatment facility, and will not enter 

the Town’s storm water system, subject to approval by the Commissioner of Public 

Works and the Town’s engineering staff. 

11. Subject to approval by the Town’s Fire Marshal, Commissioner of Public Works, and 

Engineering staff. 
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12. Wherever this resolution refers to a specific applicant, developer, operator, or property 

owner, it shall be construed to include any successors and assigns. 

13. Wherever this resolution refers to a specific public official or agency, it shall be 

construed to include agents, designees, and successors. 

14. Wherever this resolution refers to a specific law, ordinance, code, rule, or regulation, 

it shall be construed to include any succeeding or superseding authority. 

 

MOTION CARRIED 

APPLICATION APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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New Business 

None 

 

SPECIAL PLANNING TOPICS 

Old Business 

None 

 

New Business 

None 

ADJOURNMENT:  8:10 p.m. 

 

APPROVAL OF PLANNING BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

The Planning Board of the Town of Greece, in the County of Monroe and State of New York, 

rendered the above decisions. 

 

Signed:  ___________________________________         Date:  ____________________ 

  Alvin I. Fisher, Jr., Chairman 


