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PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Old Business 

None 

 

New Business 

1. Applicant:  Forest Creek Equity Corporation  

 Location:  Generally south off Post Avenue, east of North Greece Road  

 Request:  Preliminary and final plat approval for the Talon Run Subdivision, 

consisting of 5 lots on approximately 15.3 acres 

 Zoning District:  R1-18 (Single-Family Residential) 

Mon. Co. Tax No.       033.04-2-50.3 

 

 

APPLICATION WITHDRAWN 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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2. Applicant:  Willow Pointe, LLC  

 Location:  2325 English Road  

 Request:  Preliminary plat approval for the Willow Pointe subdivision, 

consisting of 19 lots on approximately 15.35 acres 

 Zoning District:  R1-18 (Single-Family Residential) 

Mon. Co. Tax No.       058.02-3-22.11 

 

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

request. 

Richard Giraulo, LandTech Associates, presented the application.   

Mr. Giraulo: We are here with a project that started almost 20 years ago.  This parcel is 

located off English Road about 1000 feet east of North Avenue.  We are proposing 19 lots on 

15 acres. Lot sizes will range from about 20,000 square feet to about over an acre.  The intent 

is to build house for about $350,000 and up, two story and ranches, depending what the 

demand is.   This project was started and approved back in 2004 or 2005.   This project 

looked the same except it ended in with a cul-de-sac.  The original owner developed some 

health projects and never developed, it was sold and the new developer want to complete the 

project.   We met with the Town and the recommendation was to connect to the existing Place 

One Drive stub, to eliminate a dead end, it’s always good planning to eliminate dead ends, 

offer better access to emergency vehicles.   There are some perceived negative impacts, will 

there be cut thru traffic, not likely, North Avenue is 1000 feet to the west and people tend to 

drive the same route they are used to driving. Sanitary and storm sewers have already been 

installed to this project and also a storm water maintainace facility at the end of the project 

that will be expanded to include a larger storm water pond to the west of the proposed 

roadway.   As part of new regulations we have to provide a quality and quantity management 

to accommodate that we are providing bio-retention facilities, there will be six located in the 

rear yard swales. The project will be in compliant with the current storm water regulations. 

This map shows the overall map, Place One ends with a dead end, if connect the road it’s a 

pretty circuitous route.  I personally don’t see a lot of cut through traffic, this developer is not 

opposed to either layout, the cul-de-sac or connection, and we would have the same number 

of lots.    

Mr. Caterino:   Monroe County Planning and Development Review Committee did review the 

application, most of their comments were for adding notes to the map.   Our building 

department has no comments.   Mr. Giraulo stated that this was project was approved for a 

cul-de-sac in 2003 and then again in 2005.   Since then it has not be developed, through 

initial meetings with the Town we did recommend connection of the road based on current 

standards.   We have received feedback and comments and concerns from neighbors.  

Mr. Gauthier: Our comments focus on various engineering and utility details, issues that are 

necessary to bring the project into compliance with the latest standards. Some irregularities 

is that one of the storm water facilities is very steep, we will work with the developer to work 

out the details.  

Mr. Fisher: What we have is two alternatives that we are looking at, one would be the one 

presented tonight or the one that was approve back in 2003 and 2005, which end is a cul-de-

sac.     Remembering back from those meetings, there was preference that people had. We 

appreciate your time and coming here tonight.   

Mr. Schiano: For the record, when this done in 2003 and 2005 I believe those folks who 

bought those properties would have a vested interest in the way it was being developed and 
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there was no conditions placed on this saying that, like a secret condition or some other 

condition that wasn’t met, this was an unlisted action back then, so in my opinion there is no 

reason to overturn as part of the decision.  

Mr. Fisher: In my memory, people were very animate about the preliminary plat, our bias, as 

counsel had said, that we would maintain that original plan. There are the same number of 

lots.  

Mr. Mike Perotto, 7 Copey Square: As residents of Place One Drive, Tawney Pointe and Copley 

Square, we have met, with the hopes we would not get 30 homes, our opinion in 2003 is the 

same as it is today, the issues were the thru traffic, the integrity of the neighborhood. In 

summation the neighbors are in unison on the issues. The development going in with the cul-

de-sac in fine. However, the neighborhood does not want Place One Drive connecting English 

and Mill Roads.  We have a signed petition in support of this viewpoint.   We believe the town 

was right in its decision back in 2003.   We were grateful for the Board’s attention to the 

safety issues we brought to them and will be now.   Approving the development with a cul-

de-sac eliminates any adverse or potential adverse environmental impacts. Thank you for 

your time and consideration. (Letter submitted for file as part of the record).  

Mr. Fisher: I was here in 2003 and it was the same level of intensity then, so it does a make 

a difference when people come out. It’s helpful for us to have your opinion for those who live 

there.  There are about 70 or 80 people who raise their hands that were of the same opinion 

as stated in Mr. Perotto’s comments. As counsel has said the precedence that was set is 

important to us.  

Mr. Harry Koyoumjian, 2430 English Road: I built my house in 1954, has the Town done a 

traffic study?  

 

Mr. Caterino: I’m not aware of one. English Road is a county road so that would be under 

the jurisdiction of Monroe County Department of Transportation.  We could always put a 

request to do one.  

 

Mr. Gauthier: With every major development that tips a threshold there is typically is a 

detailed traffic study. For incremental growth a development as such as this would not 

trigger a study.    

 

Mr. Koyoumjian: I would suggest doing one, the traffic backs up from Pickering and North 

Avenue, and we don’t leave our house between 4:30 and 5 PM. because no one will let us 

out.   I have seen a lot of changes since 1954, there is so much traffic, to add this 

development to English Road will have a negative impact to existing problems.  

 

Mr. Doug Miller, 30 New Hampton Place: I can see these guys’ driveways and the back of 

their houses.   We looked at that area to build, I have a pool and a fire pit, and the 

character tics will change dramatically.   I going to have three houses sitting in my back 

yard, because I take up 300 feet of the back part of the property.    Putting 19 houses back 

there, which we have invested a lot of money. I don’t want to see condos there.  

 

Mr. Fisher: Zoning will determine what’s there.  

 

Ms. Stephanie Natkus, 2398 English Road: We have just purchased our house, before we 

moved in we checked around and we were told nothing was going on.  Since we have 

moved we can attest to the traffic, it’s steady all day long. The light does not do much to 

slow traffic down.   I think you need to take into consideration adding 19 more lots to add to 

traffic on English Road and will negatively impact us.  
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Mr. Schiano: It’s private property, as long as zoning is met they can do what they want.  

 

Mr. Mark DiRaddo, 128 Place One Drive: We moved to Greece because we fell in love with 

the neighborhood.    The privacy and security of the neighborhood offered what we love.  

My son love playing in the front yard and watching the deer.    When we were notified of the 

extension, I was upset and let everyone know it.   When we bought the house this issued 

was ruled on and resolved in 2003. I think extending this road it will turn into a race way 

and impact the safety of the neighborhood. We are asking the Board to adhere to the 2003 

plan.  

 

Ms. Jessica Nhial, 108 Place One Drive: I keep hearing the term dead end, we are a no 

outlet drive, as  you can see there is no deadness here, we are close families, we are out 

with our dogs, we have a good time.  We moved here about three years ago, we discussed 

at one time that we would not move to Greece because it was getting more and more urban 

but made my husband make the call.   The neighborhood offered us all that we wanted, it 

was a dream come true.   We got the letter last week and felt so defeated it ruined our 

week and felt we had no control.  I’m familiar with having a safe neighborhood and having a 

no outlet street, it deters criminals and criminal activities, that’s important to us as home 

owners. We hope you see us a real people with real concerns.    

 

Mr. Fisher: You do have control and the input helps us understand how it’s affecting you.  

 

Mr. Thomas Claybaugh, 20 New Hampton Place: I moved into my house in May and fell in 

love with my home, I have a great back yard, I used to live on Place One Drive and know 

the area.  The cut thru would be a nightmare, 19 lots would be awful tight.  I’m for 

development but multiunit are a concern.   I worry about the character of the neighborhood.  

 

Mr. and Mrs. James Grotke, 2351 English Road:  We have been there for 25 years.  I 

remember 17 years ago and talked about a green strip and curious about that or will all 

trees be leveled?  

 

Mr. Fisher: That comes with the final plat when all the specifics will be determined.  

Drainage may affect the location of trees.  Right now this preliminary plat determines the 

lots and road layout.  The next phase will be more detailed and come to us for final 

approval.  

 

Ms. Grotke: We chose not to live in a development or near one, our house is nothing fancy, 

we wanted green space.   I want to look at nature, I don’t want to see five houses when I 

look out my window.   If there is a cul-de-sac put it in the back.  The traffic is a problem too 

all times of the day.  I’m done, I don’t want houses on the side of my property.  

 

Mr. Perotto: I want to clarify, there were only three houses that were notified will that be 

the same for final plat.  

 

Mr. Caterino: Adjoiners.  

 

Mr. Daniel Palermo, 98 Place One Drive: I have the privilege of being part of the Place One 

community for over 20 years.   I raised my three boys there with no issues, based on the 

2003 commitment the Town made to the residents, I, like everyone else have invested a lot 

of money thinking this was going be a no pass thru zone.  We would like the promise kept, 

its hidden little park in Greece and hate to see the change.   
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Ms. Mary Pierce, 2399 English Road: My parents bought this residence in 1948, I would like 

to address the traffic.  It takes 5 to 10 minutes to get out of my driveway.   When they built 

Pickering Drive, they eliminated a tank and we have septic tanks.   When Pinebrook School 

has a problem we have a lake in the front and back yards.  The drainage is not good and 

this will be worse.  

 

Mr. Gauthier: The storm and sewer have been in for 23 years but to address new 

regulations there will be more management facilities put in, so this will make it 30% better.  

If you are having an issue you need to contact our office to investigate.  

 

Mr. Thomas Rzepka, 17 Place One Drive:  I did not hear what Mr. Schiano had to say 

 

Mr. Schiano: The people have a vested interest based on approvals 2003 and 2005 and 

those should stay.  

 

Mr. Rzepka: I agree.  

 

Mr. James Kriske, 2398 English Road: We just moved in July, some of this lots are not even 

an acre, you speak of $350,000 homes they will look top heavy and suggest to make 10 to 

12 lots instead.  

 

Ms. DiRaddo:  The developer stated having a cut thru would be beneficial to first responders 

and they are greatly underestimating their capabilities.  We had an incident in which we had 

responders there in minutes we had police, fire and ambulance.   I cannot say anything 

negative about the response time, having a cut thru verses a cul-de-sac would not make a 

difference.  

  

Mr. Fisher: Thank you for taking the time to come and helps up make a decision.  

 

Mr. Sofia: Are the lots ¾ to acre?  

 

Mr. Giraulo: That’s correct.  

 

Mr. Sofia: The letter states all 19 lots with the smallest at 19,000 square feet and the 

middle being 20,000 square feet. Can you show us the original configuration? I’m 

questioning the dollar amount for house on the smaller lots.  

 

Mr. Giraulo: These are all half acres, there are some at an acre.  If you look at Place One 

there are 29 lots on the same size piece of land and ours.  We are not opposed to the 

original plan, we would be happy with approval with conditions from the Board and working 

with engineering.  

 

Mr. Selke: When I look at the integrity and safety issue and could be an issue. I think the 

cul-de-sac would be best.  

 

Mr. Fisher: My wife and I drove thru and it is very park like and unique in many ways. 

That’s what you have what you would like to keep.  Hearing what you had to say is 

important.  
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Mr. Sofia made the following motion, seconded by Mr. Antelli: 

 WHEREAS, Willow Pointe, LLC (the “Applicant”) has submitted a proposal to the Town 

of Greece (the “Town”) Planning Board (the “Planning Board”) for approval of a preliminary  

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

to property located at  2325 English Road (the “Premises”); and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Board makes the following findings: 

 

1. Previously, this property received preliminary plat approval from the Planning Board 

on March 19, 2003 and granted re-approval on June 22, 2005 with a configuration 

showing a proposed ingress/egress from English Road (which is classified as an urban 

collector road that provides land access and traffic circulation service within residential, 

commercial and industrial areas) and terminating to the south with a cul-de-sac. 

2. The Planning Board has heard feedback and concern from neighboring property owners 

and residents of the potential impact to neighborhood character and traffic that could 

occur from deviating from the previously approved preliminary plat and its layout. 

3. As discussed this evening, the Applicant has agreed to develop the property in 

accordance with the previous preliminary plat, which was approved by this Board on 

March 19, 2003 and re-approved on June 22, 2005. 

 

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 application 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 

“SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, “SEQRA”), and that the application 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. 

1. Documentary, testimonial, and other evidence were presented at the Meeting relative 

to the Proposal for the Planning Board’s consideration. 

2. 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”). 

3. 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. 

4. 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 
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limited to the Monroe County Department of Transportation, the Monroe County 

Department of Planning and Development, and the Town’s own staff. 

5. 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. 

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

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

considered the information contained therein. 

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

9. 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. 

10. 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. 

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

Environmental Analysis. 

12. 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. 

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

voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse 

environmental impacts that were revealed 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 

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  Absent  Anthony Yes 

  Selke   Yes   Sofia  Yes 

  Fisher   Yes 

 

 

MOTION CARRIED 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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Mr. Selke then made the following motion, seconded by Mr.  Antelli, 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. The preliminary plat shall show intended phasing.  If the subdivision is to be developed 

in one (1) stage, then the plat shall indicate such. 

3. This subdivision section is located within the Town’s Sanitary Trunk Sewer Overlay 

Area. A sanitary sewer entrance fee surcharge shall be required for each building lot 

in this subdivision, payable to the Town upon the issuance of the original building 

permit for each house.  In addition, a limited-term annual debt repayment charge shall 

be applied to each house constructed in this subdivision.  A note that indicates these 

requirements shall be added to the plat.   

4. The Town’s 2001 Community Master Plan Update (Clough, Harbour & Associates, 

September 2001) contains current and projected population growth; an inventory and 

analysis of public, private, and semi-private recreation facilities, both active and 

passive; and recommendations for future actions.  Based on this document, the 

Planning Board finds that the Town currently needs, or will need, additional park and 

recreation space in the vicinity of the Proposal.  The Planning Board further finds that 

development of this subdivision will contribute to the demand for additional park and 

recreation space, and that this subdivision provides no suitable park or recreation land 

to address such current or future need.  Therefore, pursuant to New York State Town 

Law, Section 277, payment of the Town’s recreation fee shall be required for each 

building lot in this subdivision, payable to the Town upon the issuance of the original 

building permit for each house.  A note that indicates this requirement shall be added 

to the plat. 

5. Drainage easements shall be provided over the proposed storm water management 

facilities, streams, and flood zone areas on the site.  The final boundaries and terms 

of such easements shall be subject to approval by the Planning Board’s Attorney, and 

the Commissioner of Public Works. 

6. Upon completion of construction of the storm water management pond, the Applicant 

shall provide certification that such pond was constructed as designed and approved.  

Such certification shall be provided in the form of an as-built topographic survey with 

pertinent utility structures shown, prepared by a New York State Licensed Land 

Surveyor.  No final approval signatures shall be placed on the site plan unless and until 

the Applicant has submitted to the Town a financial guarantee (such as a letter of 

credit, certified check, or other acceptable instrument), in an amount approved by the 

Town’s Commissioner of Public Works and the Town Attorney, that is sufficient to 

properly construct the proposed pond, and to provide the aforementioned certification.  

No release of such financial guarantee shall be made unless and until the 

improvements and certification are completed to the satisfaction of the Town’s 

Commissioner of Public Works and the Town Attorney. 
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7. No pre-construction meeting shall be scheduled unless and until a Notice of Intent 

(NOI) has been filed with the New York State Department of Environmental 

Conservation (the “NYSDEC”). 

8. Throughout the life of the storm water permit (from the filing of the Notice of Intent 

to the Notice of Termination), the developer shall comply fully with all aspects of the 

NYSDEC General Permit No. GP-0-20-0012, particularly Part IV, which describes: 

- periodic inspections of the construction site by a qualified professional; and 

- maintenance of a site log; and 

- stabilization requirements; and 

- maintenance of sediment traps and ponds during construction. 

The periodic inspection reports shall be provided to the Town’s Engineering staff within 

24 hours of inspections. 

9. Subject to approval by the Town’s Commissioner of Public Works, Engineering staff, 

and Fire Marshal. 

10. Wherever this resolution refers to a specific applicant, developer, operator, or property 

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

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

construed to include agents, designees, and successors. 

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

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

13. The preliminary plat shall conform to the previous preliminary plat, which received 

approval from the Planning Board on March 19, 2003 and granted re-approval on June 

22, 2005.   

 

VOTE:  Antelli  Yes   Burke  Yes 

  Geisler  Absent  Anthony Yes 

  Selke   Yes   Sofia  Yes 

  Fisher   Yes 

 

MOTION WITH CONDITIONS  

_________________________________________________________________ 

 

SITE PLANS 

Old Business 

None 

 

New Business 

None 
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SPECIAL PLANNING TOPICS 

Old Business 

None 

New Business 

 

1. Applicant:  LiDestri Food and Drink 

Location:  1050 & 1120 Lee Road 

Request: A Minor Improvement Plan (MIP) for a proposed conveyor bridge 

system and expansion of an existing tank farm, which was 

previously approved by the Planning Board on February 20, 

2019, on approximately 0.22± acres. 

Zoning District: IG (General Industrial) 

Mon. Co. Tax No.: 089.04-1-2.101/642 & 089.04-1-2.104 

 

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

request. 

David Cox, Passero Associates, presented the application.   

Mr. Cox:   LiDestri Foods has a good problem on their hands, they have a new spiked seltzer 

line.   They are very excited but the for the increased production they don’t enough loading 

docks for the new or empty cans.   LiDestri does have a warehouse with lots of space so they 

came up with putting in a conveyor bridge to the warehouse where is can be stored and 

shipped from.   They will also need eight new fermentation tanks.   The truck traffic will also 

need to be rerouted.   The tanks will be installed near the tanks that were installed last year, 

it will be extended, and it will be enclosed as well in case of any leaks or spills.  There will be 

some additional pavement added.  I have an elevation that shows what it will look like.  The 

bridge will match the existing buildings.  

Mr. Caterino: This is a minor improvement plan, this is a second phase of a plan that was 

approved last year. There were no comments from our building or Fire Marshal, from a zoning 

standpoint there is no height requirement. They will use plantings as screening for the 

neighbors to the west of Lee Road, they show a mixture of deciduous and conifer trees.  

Mr. Gauthier: No comments.  

Mr. Fisher: This is the type of thing within an industrial area is what would be, going forward, 

handled through staff.   

 

 

Mr. Sofia made the following motion, seconded by Mr. Antelli: 

 WHEREAS, LiDestri Food and Drink (the “Applicant”) has submitted a proposal to the 

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

preliminary  plan, as more fully described in the minutes of this public meeting (the 

“Proposal”), relative to property located at  1050 & 1120 Lee Road (the “Premises”); and 

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

evidence submitted, the Planning Board makes the following findings: 
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1. Upon review of the application, the Planning Board determined that the 

application 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 “SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, 

“SEQRA”), and that the application 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 were 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 Transportation, 

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

voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse 

environmental impacts that were revealed 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 

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  Absent  Anthony Yes 

  Selke   Yes   Sofia  Yes 

  Fisher   Yes 

 

 

MOTION CARRIED 

_________________________________________________________________ 

Mr. Sofia then made the following motion, seconded by Mr.  Antelli, 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. No building permits shall be issued unless and until highway permits are issued.  A 

note that indicates this requirement shall be added to the plan. 

3. Any Town of Greece approval or permit for the Premises does not relieve the 

Applicant, developer, or owner of the Premises from obtaining all other town, 

county, state, or federal government approvals or permits that are required for the 

Premises.  A note that indicates this requirement shall be added to the plan. 

4. The landscaping on the Premises shall be maintained by the current owner of the 

Premises, and by any future owner.  The owner of the Premises shall replace any 

dead plants with the same species or a similar species.  The replacement plant 

shall be no smaller than the previous plant when it originally was installed.  A note 

that indicates these requirements shall be added to the plan. 

5. Prior to the issuance of a Final Certificate of Compliance/Occupancy for the 

Premises, The Applicant shall provide certification verifying proper installation of 

landscape areas on the site in accordance with the landscape plan approved by the 

Planning Board, and in accordance with the Town’s Landscape Guidelines for 

Development.  Such certification shall be on the certification form provided in such 

guidelines and shall be completed by a New York State Licensed Landscape 
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Architect or Certified Nursery Professional.  A note that indicates these 

requirements shall be added to the plan. 

6. All heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) equipment shall be screened 

from public view.  If the HVAC equipment is or will be roof-mounted, the screening 

for such HVAC equipment shall be visually compatible with the proposed 

building(s), and shall be shown on the architectural elevations of the building(s).  

If the HVAC equipment is or will be ground-mounted, its location shall be shown 

on the site plan.  Evidence that such HVAC equipment is or will be screened shall 

be submitted for review and approval by the Planning Board as part of the site plan 

or to the Clerk of the Planning Board prior to affixing the Planning Board approval 

signature to the site plan. 

7. The exterior appearance (that is, materials, colors, and architectural style) of the 

proposed conveyor bridge shall be the same on all sides of the proposed bridge.  

Elevations of the exterior appearance shall identify these colors and materials, shall 

show all sides of the proposed addition, and be in conformance of the existing 

building elevations, and shall be filed with the site plan. 

8. Light spill shall be contained on the Premises.  Outdoor light sources shall be aimed 

or shielded so that they are not visible when viewed from off the Premises, and so 

that light spill is cast only downward onto the Premises.  Exempt from this 

requirement are low-wattage or low-voltage lights that are located near the 

principal entrance to a building, and low-wattage or low-voltage lights, not higher 

than 42 inches above grade, that define a walkway or other access to a building.  

A note that indicates this requirement shall be added to the plan. 

9. The outdoor refuse container shall be enclosed and screened from public view.  A 

wall, fence, or landscaping may be used. 

10. Snow storage areas shall be identified on the plan. 

11. No building permits shall be issued unless and until a digital copy of the plans has 

been submitted.  All sheets in the drawing set, with all necessary signatures, shall 

be provided in Tagged Image File (“.TIF”) format at a minimum resolution of 400 

dpi. 

12. The locations of all exterior doors shall be shown on the plan.  All exterior doors 

shall be connected by a sidewalk to an acceptable fire safety zone. 

13. Subject to approval by the Town’s Building Inspector, Fire Marshal, Commissioner 

of Public Works, and Town Engineer. 

14. The Applicant shall develop the Premises as it relates to accessibility, as required 

by the New York State Uniform Fire Prevention and Building Codes and subject to 

the approval of the Building Inspector 

15. Wherever this resolution refers to a specific applicant, developer, operator, or 

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

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

construed to include designees, successors and assigns. 

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

regulation, it shall be construed to include any succeeding or superseding 

authority. 
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VOTE:  Antelli  Yes   Burke  Yes 

  Geisler  Absent  Anthony  Yes 

Selke   Yes   Sofia  Yes 

Fisher   Yes 

 

MOTION WITH CONDITIONS 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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ADJOURNMENT:    8:15 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 


