PLANNING BOARD
February 13, 2007

A mesting of the Chili Planning Board was held on February 13, 2007 at the Chili Town Hall, 3333
Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624 at 7:00 p.m. The meeting was caled to order by
Chairperson James Martin.

PRESENT:  George Brinkwart, Karen Cox, John Hellaby, Dario Marchioni, John Nowicki,
Jm Powers and Chairperson James Martin.

ALSO PRESENT: Keth OToole, Assistant Counsdl for the Town; Dennis Scibetta,
Building & Plumbing Inspector; David Lindsay, Town Engineer
representative; Pat Tindae, Conservation Board representetive;
Fred Trott, Traffic Safety Committee representative.

Chairperson James Martin declared thisto be alegally condtituted meeting of the Chili Planning Board.
He explained the meeting's procedures and introduced the Board and front table. He announced the
fire sfety exits.

JAMES MARTIN: Dennis Scibettawas cdled avay to an emergency Stuation. Hewill be here
as soon as he can.

Thereisadeviation from the published agenda. The firg three items under Old Business,
applications of Metaico regarding preliminary Ste plan, conditiona use and subdivison gpprova are
being tabled at the gpplicant's request to the March meeting so they -- well not be hearing those three
goplications tonight.

OLD BUSINESS:

1. Application of Metalico Rochester, Inc., owner; 1515 Scottsville Road, Rochester, New Y ork
14624 for preliminary site plan gpprova to erect amechanical meta shredder at property
located at 1525 Scottsville Road in G.1. zone.

2. Application of Metalico Rochester, Inc., owner; 1515 Scottsville Road, Rochester, New Y ork
14624 for conditiona use permit to alow an auto shredder and dismantling at property located
at 1511, 1515 & 1525 Scottsville Road in G.I. zone.

3. Application of Metalico Rochester, Inc., owner; 1515 Scottsville Road, Rochester, New Y ork
14624 for preliminary subdivision gpprova to combine three lots into onelot to be known as
Metalico- Scottsville Subdivision at properties|ocated at 1511, 1515 and 1525 Scottsville Road
inG.l. zone.

DECISION ON APPLICATIONS 1 THROUGH 3: Tabled to March 13, 2007 at 7:00 p.m. &t the
applicant’ s request.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

JAMES MARTIN: We havealis of eight public hearings that essentidly are associated with the
co-location of a communicetion tower. The gpplication is from Cricket Communications. There are four
properties on which they are going to co-locate their towers, and | want to hear al of these applications
bascaly smultaneoudy sincethey are dl very, very -- they dl, | guess, areidentica in nature from the
standpoint of the conditional use that is needed and the Site plan approva.

So, therefore, we will be hearing under Public Hearings items 1 through 8 smultaneoudly.

There are probably going to be questions, and there are afew specific issues to some of the sites



that will be brought up, but | think since were bascally discussing the same thing over and over again, |
don't see any need to be hearing every one of these on a separate basis.

So | am going to go through and read these.

JOHN HELLABY: Mr. Chairman, before you continue, | ask to be dlowed to step down on
Applications 1 through 8 as | am the owner in Applications 3 and 4.

JAMES MARTIN: You're recused, Mr. Hellaby.

1 Application of Cricket Communiceations, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: LeFrois Development; for conditional use permit to co-locate
telecommunications system on existing tower at property located at 50 Jet View Drivein L.I.
zone,

2. Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: LeFrois Development; for preliminary site plan gpprova to co-locate
telecommunications system on existing tower, including equipment building at property located
a 50 Jet View Drivein L.l. zone.

3. Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: M/M John Hellaby; for conditional use permit to co-locate tddecommunications
system on exigting tower at property located at 850 Bdlantyne Road in A.C. zone,

4, Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: M/M John Hellaby; for preliminary Ste plan gpprova to co-locate
telecommuni cations systemn on existing tower, including equipment building & property located
at 850 Ballantyne Road in A.C. zone.

5. Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: B. Graham & C. Moran; for conditiona use permit to co-locate
telecommunications system on existing tower a property located at 60 Golden road in R-1-20
& LI zone.

6. Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: B. Graham & C. Moran; for preliminary site plan gpprova to co-locate
telecommuni cations systemn on existing tower, including equipment building & property located
at 60 Golden Road in R-1-20 & LI zone.

7. Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: Town of Chili; for conditiona use permit to co-locate te ecommunications
system on existing tower at property located at 3720 Union Street in PRD, FPO, FW zone.

8. Application of Cricket Communications, 100 Aviation Avenue, Rochester, New Y ork 14624,
property owner: Town of Chili; for preliminary site plan gpprova to co-locate
telecommunications system on existing tower, including equipment building & property located
at 3720 Union Street in PRD, FPO, FW zone.

Paul Cagtdli and Alex Zarate were present to represent the gpplication.

MR. CASTELLI: Good evening, and thank you very much for your time. My nameis Paul
Cagtdli here tonight representing Cricket Communications. Our addressis 100 Aviation Avenue,
Rochester, New Y ork, 14624.

| would firgt ask if any of the members of the Board have heard of Cricket Communications prior
to these gpplication packages? Cricket currently offers cellular or wireless service in Buffdo and
Syracuse and 50 plus other markets nationwide.

Wejust recently in the last year or so acquired the FCC license to offer up -- excuse me, to
ingtal and operate awireless network here in the Rochester, New Y ork metropolitan area. We plan on
connecting all three cities together having a pretty large geographic aswell as populated area for not
only our existing customers but our potential customersin Rochester.
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Cricket isalittle different than the Verizons, Nextels, Sprints of the world. We operate what |
cdl buffet-style wirdess. All you can talk for one monthly price. If you talk -- 3 or 4,000 loca minutes
amonth, your bill doesn't change. It stays one monthly price.

We operate a0 alittle differently in building Stes nationwide in the markets thet we
have moved to in that we don't build towers. Asarule, wetry to stay on existing structures, beit a
tower, rooftop, water tank, atransmission tower. We don't like the assets and it is also a much easier
sl towak into ajurisdiction and ask to -- for permission to co-locate rather than build new towers or
new structures al over the place.

Firgly, aslisted on the agendais what we cal our ROC 435 site, which is an existing tower
located at 50 Jetview Drive. Thistower isa-- isan existing 110 foot monopole tower owned by
Globa Signd. Globa Signd isin the business of both purchasing and building new tower Stesto lease
tower space to wireless carriers such as oursalves. Cricket has a master |ease agreement that alows us
to collocate on Globd- Signd-owned towers nationwide.

In this case, part of the committed materials was a Site lease agreement alowing usto locate on
this specific tower. We plan on ingdling Sx antennas and Sx coax cable lines a the 85 foot level on the
exising monopole. We plan to locate a-- we have a 10 by 15 lease area
that we're entitled to with Globa Signd. Insde of that we plan in the northeast corner of the exiding
fence compound to place a4 foot by 8 foot sted platform on which well place equipment cabinetry.
That islocated on page A-1 of the plans. Our coax cables will run from the equipment platform into the
monopole and up to the 85 foot level and connect to the antenna panels. Well ingal a utility rack for
power and telephone service. All our conduits will be located underground.

Structurdl andlysis was provided to us by Globa Signa done by Samone (phonetic) Engineering
who determined that the tower is sufficient asit is-- exigts, with the addition of our antennas and coax
cablelines. No modifications to the tower were required.

JOHN NOWICKI: Did we seethat? Did you see that?

DAVID LINDSAY: Wedid.

JAMES MARTIN: Itwasintheanayss.

JOHN NOWICKI: It wasin the analysis?

DAVID LINDSAY: Yes.

JOHN NOWICKI: Isthison dl of the towers?

MR. CASTELLI: Onetower did require modifications and well get to that.

JOHN NOWICKI: Sure.

MR. CASTELLI: Do you want to -- would you like me to continue with the next site or should |
address questions?

JAMES MARTIN: Why don't you continue with the next site? There are very generic questions
that the Town Engineer has raised, and then | want you to ded with those once you have finished your
presentation.

MR. CASTELLI: Absolutdly. The next site were looking to co-locate on iswhat we call ROC
445, Helaby property. It islocated a 850 Bdlantyne Road. The steisan existing 130 foot monopole
that we're looking to collocate on. Again, the tower is owned by Global Sgnal. We have aste lease
agreement that alows usto locate on this particular pole. We plan to ingtal six antennas at the 100 foot
level on thismonopole. Ingal six coax cable linesin the pole.

Again, inthis particular Ste, welll locate a4 by 8 foot platform. Although well be
expanding this compound, if you see on drawing A-1, we show a 10 by 15 foot, which is a 150 square
foot fence expansion on the northeast corner. The reason being, there is existing equipment, cabinetry,
propane tanks and such within the compound which precluded us from locating within the existing
fenced area. However, we're not encroaching on Globa Signdl's lease area with the property owner.
Well dill remain insde of that.

Again, the coax cables will run from the cabinets into the monopole, up to the 100 foot leve.
Well ingdl autility rack next to our platform for power and telephone service and those conduits will
run underground. A structural andlysis was provided by Globa Signd to us run by Samon (phonetic)
Engineering which sates that the pole is sufficient, including our lines and antennas.

The next project is— listed on the agenda is what we call ROC 432, Chili Golden Road whichiis
located at 60 Golden Road. It isan existing 130 foot monopole. Again, this pole is owned by Global
Signd. We have aSte lease agreement to dlow usto inddl at thistower. The-- we did have a
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comment from the Town Engineer, and well discussthat in alittle bit. We have addressed the
comment.

Weinitidly showed our equipment ingtalation and compound expansion in the northwest corner
of the dte. It was pointed out by the Town Engineer that we were outside of Global Signd's lease ares,
so we have— and | brought an exhibit. We have corrected that and have received approva from
Globa Signal to move to the southwest corner, so -- to move al of the way down so we can remain
ingdethe lease area. | gpologize for the error. Even the tower owner didn't catch that one.

In any event, were looking to indal sx pand antennas and Six coax lines at the 95 foot level on
the tower. Agan, a4 by 8 sted platform which will house our equipment cabinets.

Again, we're going to expand this compound because the exigting fence compound is entirely too
crowded with other cabinets and associated equipment. So we would expand this compound to about
84 additiona squarefeet. 6 foot 10 inch by 12 foot 9 inch dimension is how
we're looking to expand it. By the 4 by 8 platform well ingal a utility rack for power and telephone
sarvice. All of the conduitswill be run underground.

A dructura andysis was provided to us by Globa Signd done by Samone (phonetic)
Engineering that shows that the structural analyss -- the structure passed, which shows the tower is
sufficient in its current condition for our additiona antennas and coax lines.

Lagtly will be what we cal ROC 444, Chili Union Park, which islocated at 3720 Union Street.
It's an existing 120 foot monopole. Again, this tower is owned by Globd Signd. We have a specific
gte lease agreement which alows usto locate on this tower. We want to place sx pand antennas again
at the 110 foot level on this monopole.

The equipment platform that would be located within existing fenced compound, it would bein
the eastern hdf of the compound. 4 by 8 sted platform again on which we would set our cabinetry.
The coax cableswill run from the cabinets ingde the monopole up to the 110 foot level. Utility rack
would be ingaled next to our platform that -- for -- excuse me, for power
and telephone service and dl conduits will be underground.

Structurd anaylsis was provided to us by Globa Signd, done by Samon (phonetic) Engineering,
which actudly showed that the tower in its current condition would not support the addition of our lines
and antennas. Ingide of the sructurd andlysis that we provided it shows a modification package which
shows rod reinforcement to gpproximately the first 70, 75 feet of the tower and base plant
modifications, which once those modifications have taken place, the tower will support the addition of
our lines and antennas.

That is my presentation.

JAMES MARTIN: All right. 'Y ou do have a copy of the Town Engineer's comments?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, | do.

JAMES MARTIN: | guess| would like you to address those issues &t this point before we go
into questions and concerns.

MR. CASTELLI: Certainly. Theletter thet | have from Lu Engineers has two points. Thefirst
on the 50 Jetview Drive isin regard to the short EAF form. Our A & E firm did complete thisform.
They did sdlect yes which was correct, but they did not provide the agency name and permit approval.
It should have listed obvioudy the Town of Chili and listed either a specid permit or conditiona use
permit gpprovd for theinitiad tower ingalation in 1997 or 1998, whenever that did occur. So that was
donein error.

That was the only comment that | see on the letter that we needed to address.

JAMES MARTIN: Okay. That appliesto al four sites?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr, that is correct.

JAMES MARTIN: So you will haveto amend or -- or supply to the Building Department a
corrected short form EAF.

MR. CASTELLI: Absolutdly.

Secondly, would be for the 850 Ballantyne Road, that |etter dated February 8th states, again,
first would be the short EAF. That will be corrected.

Second, in order to illudrate al of the improvements are within the existing lesse limit lines, we
recommend that the limits of the proposed improvements be illustrated on either Sheet P-1 or P-2 or
that the lease limit lines be illustrated on Sheet A-1.

| contacted our architectural/engineering firm and they have actualy corrected or amended Sheet



PB 2/13/07- Page5

A-1 which shows the existing fence compound. It shows the additiond fencing that we're going to be
ingalling in reference to the lease areallines. So they superimpose the lease arealines. On thisStewe
can say were within the— Globa Signd’ s lease lines with the property owner. Aswell as| do know it
was verified by Globa Signd and the property owner, | believe, on Ste that we were within the lease
lines

JAMES MARTIN: Pausefor a second.

Dave (Lindsay), on the other three gpplications, as | went through there, again, it was alittle bit of
uncertainty on Sheet A-1 asto whether or not, you know, were going to be within the confines of the
leased area.

Would you prefer to have an adjusted or more detailed A-1 on every location before the building
permit is granted?

DAVID LINDSAY: | have—think it was just on those two, Mr. Chairman, because the other
improvements were clearly within the boundaries of the existing fenceline. So | was satisfied.

JAMES MARTIN: So you're satisfied with the other three applications?

DAVID LINDSAY:: | think there were two.

MR. CASTELLI: Chili/Golden Road would be the other we had issues with.

JAMES MARTIN: That wasright. Okay.

All right. Go ahead.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay. The next would be the 60 Golden Road site. Dated February 8th.
Again, thefirst comment about the short EAF, which will be corrected. The second, it appears that a
portion of the proposed improvement may extend beyond the existing lease limit lines. In order to verify
al of the improvements are within the existing lease, we recommend that the limits of the proposed
improvements illustrated on either Sheet P-1 or P-2 or that the lease limit lines beillugtrated on Sheet
A-1. We have -- in spesking with Globa Signd, we did redize that we were ingtdling the compound
expanson outsde of Globa Signd's lease area with the property owner. We have since amended our
drawings. | do have an exhibit, if would you like to seeit, asto how we have amended it.

JAMES MARTIN: | guesswhy don't you providethat. Do you have more than one copy?

MR. CASTELLI: 1 just brought one copy for the hearing tonight, Sr.

JAMES MARTIN: Why don't you put it up on the board there and explain what you have done.

MR. CASTELLI: Absolutely. Globa Signd, on this particular Site, we initialy had shown our
equipment and our |ease area on the northwest corner of the compound. That -- fortunately, the Town
Engineer caught if we remained in that corner, we would be encroaching well over Globd Signd's
exiging lease area. We have since relocated to the southwest corner, extending the fence actudly less
than we were prior, just about 80 or so square feet and we have had our engineering firm basicaly
overlay the survey which showsthat we are 1 foot 6 inches off of the exigting lease line to the southern
border and approximately 6 to 7 feet off the lease line to the west border. So we have made --
certainly made sure well stay within the existing lease lines with the expanded fence.

JAMES MARTIN: Thank you.

MR. CASTELLI: Lastly, dated February 8th, this would be for the 3720 Union Street Site, the
-- again, thiswould be the point on -- I'm sorry, Sir.

I'm sorry, did --

JAMES MARTIN: Item 3 on the letter, providing proper lega description.

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, sr. Our lease agreement with Globa Signa provided us an incorrect
copy of the legal description for the Ste. That has been provided by Globa Signal. | do have a copy of
the legd description tonight. If it pleasesthe Board, | can.

JAMES MARTIN: Actudly, it needsto go to the Building Department, otherwise you won't get
apermit --

MR. CASTELLI: Absolutely.

JAMES MARTIN: -- until you have the right documentation in place.

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr.

Now to -- to our ROC 444, which isat 3720 Union Street. Thiswould -- point number one
would be sdlecting yes to Number 11 on the short EAF, but we did not provide the agency name or the
permit gpprova, and again, that will be corrected.

JAMES MARTIN: Anything else?

MR. CASTELLI: No, gr.
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JAMES MARTIN: Before we go to the Board, | just want to point out once again what we're
talking about is antenna co-location on existing towers. Cricket Communications as a co-locator in a
lease agreement with the tower owner is not physicaly responsible for maintenance of the ste.
However, | think there are some concerns, and | know Mr. Nowicki is prepared to address them about
fence expansion and landscape issues that may result from that.

But asfar as Ste maintenance, et cetera, et cetera, these issues have come up before, and as |
have said in previous applicants before us for co-location, it is not your direct responghility, al right, for
gte maintenance of the tower steitsdf --

MR. CASTELLI: Correct.

JAMES MARTIN: — based on your lease agreement with Globa Signd. All right. Thank you.

MR. CASTELLI: Sure.

JM POWERS: The only question | have is on the Balantyne Road Site, um, you are going to be
extending the -- the lease line?

MR. CASTELLI: Not the leaseline. We would be expanding the fenced compound but staying
within the existing leased area.

JM POWERS: That istrue with each of these Sites.

MR. CASTELLI: Within each of the Stesweéll be within the exigting leased areg, yes, Sr.

JM POWERS: That'sal.

KAREN COX: What isthe time frame for you to be starting this work?

MR. CASTELLI: For the entire Rochester market, we're looking to launch our service early
summer. Specificdly, if we obtain building permitsin the next 30 to 60 days, we would be commencing
work immediately in order to meet that target.

KAREN COX: You're going other places besides Chili?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes.

JOHN NOWICKI: Question on the Balantyne site. Y ou're going to be expanding the fenced
area?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr.

JOHN NOWICKI: You will obvioudy be disturbing some trees or shrubs or landscaping?

MR. CASTELLI: Let mepull up, if you don't mind my exigting survey o that | can spesk more
intelligently onit. The survey on P-1 showsthe property asit exits. Again, from the surveyor locating
exigding trees around the Site, it appears the area we would be disturbing and expanding the compound,
we would not have to remove trees.

JOHN NOWICKI: Can we get that verified somehow out in the field?

DAVID LINDSAY: We can veify that.

JOHN NOWICKI: | would want a condition thet that is verified in the field before a building
permit isissued on that, and if thereis tree replacement or removal, that aletter of
credit be posted and an estimate provided by the Conservation Board and our Town Engineer to satisfy
that requirement.

MR. CASTELLI: Sure.

JOHN NOWICKI: Okay. So we protect ourselves.

DAVID LINDSAY: Thisisthe Union --

JOHN NOWICKI: Balantyne Road site, Hellaby property.

JAMES MARTIN: Thereisaso expanson for Golden Road.

MR. CASTELLANI: That is correct.

JAMES MARTIN: | want it for both Stes.

JOHN NOWICKI: Both sites.

MR. CASTELLI: Sure.

JOHN NOWICKI: My other question | have for you, my concernis, that dl of these existing
towers, you have indicated, except one that had to be modified structurally, will accept your equipment
based on the structural analysis provided by Samon (phonetic) Engineering?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr.

JOHN NOWICKI: My questionis-- Legd Counsd, if heisill here --

KEITH OTOOLE: | am here.

JOHN NOWICKI: If something fails on the towers, where does the liability fall?

KEITH OTOOLE: On the property owner.
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JOHN NOWICKI: On the property owner? Not on the Global Signa people?

KEITH OTOOLE: It may well fal on the tenant, the sub tenants, the master tenant, but that
redly isnot our concern. | would assume thet if the tower were to fal down and somebody were to get
hurt, the property owner would be immediatdly sued and they would sue anyone ese they could find.

JOHN NOWICKI: Wdll, if that isthe case, if — Samon (phonetic) Engineering has andyzed
each of these towers?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr.

JOHN NOWICKI: Arethey aNew York State registered professona engineering firm?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr.

JOHN NOWICKI: Havethey given us a samped drawing?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr.

JOHN NOWICKI: With an engineer’s sedl on it?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr, dl four sites.

JOHN NOWICKI: So the owners have some evidence they were analyzed by a professiona
engineer.

MR. CASTELLI: Absolutely.

JOHN NOWICKI: And their ligbility is going to be showing up someplace. | just want that
covered.

MR. CASTELLI: If | might say, typically tower |ease agreements, the tower owner, in this case,
when the towers were built, it was Sprint PCS. They were assumed by Globa Signa who isthe current
owner of the towers. Theliability for the tower, beit -- if it fals if it fallsin any way, would be to the
tower owner, and the land owner is -- is shidded from the ligbility associated with the tower.

JOHN NOWICKI: Aslong aswe haveit on the record, and we have it in our minutes.

KAREN COX: Each one of the structura andyses for the site is stamped and signed by --

JOHN NOWICKI: That iswhat | want to know. Because | want the owners, or the lessee --
lessors -- or lessee to have that information available to them. Because hay, you know never know. As
long as we're protected.

MR. CASTELLI: Sure.

GEORGE BRINKWART: On those stes that you plan on doing some disturbance of the
landscaping and whatnat, | think we would like to see some rudimentary erosion control and make sure
you put up some silt fence and down grade to handle any erosion on site,

MR. CASTELLI: Okay.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Paul (Cagtelli), your lease with Globa Signd, is there any chance that
the Town can have a copy, you -- you know, acopy of that lease so we know what isredly going on
with these towers. Were having so many co-locators here, we want to see the leases that Global is
subleasing that ares, that they comply with some of our, you know -- commitments to that area.

MR. CASTELLI: | believein each application package | did file acopy of the lease agreement
for each ste.

JAMES MARTIN: Yes.

MR. CASTELLI: | don't know if you need anything additiond other than --

DARIO MARCHIONI: Okay. That wasjust -- just to make sure on the record we do have
one for our Building Departmen.

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr, absolutely.

DARIO MARCHIONI: That'sal the questions| have.

JOHN NOWICKI: 1 just have one more item on the -- that | wanted to present to the Board
and to you, | guess, asthe gpplicant. The Conservation Board has requested that 1 percent
contribution based on the cost of the expansion under congtruction per location be placed in the Chili
landscaping fund.

JAMES MARTIN: That'skind of abasic request that we have.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay. | will add that -- that the gpplicant will comply with the Conservation
Board request.

JOHN NOWICKI: Thank you. That'sal | have.

DAVID LINDSAY:: | just have one additiona one here. The proposed structura improvements
referenced in the report, are they detailed on the plans at al?

MR. CASTELLI: No. The plans may say on the -- excuse me, on the tower eevation page that
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modifications to be done by others. But there may not be a specific referenceto it.

DAVID LINDSAY': | would just request that that specific -- ether the alterations be added or
somehow the plans be linked to the report.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay.

JAMES MARTIN: Since you're not subject to gpproval, you want that as a condition, or are
you satisfied with that?

DAVID LINDSAY': | guess| would like it as a condition.

JAMES MARTIN: Pardon? Added as a condition?

DAVID LINDSAY: | --

JAMES MARTIN: | didn't quite hear what you said. Could you speek alittle loader, Dave
(Lindsay)?

DAVID LINDSAY: That the recommended structurd modifications either be added to the
congtruction plans or that the congtruction plans reference the engineering report for those
modifications.

JAMES MARTIN: So the tower modification, and that isfor 3720 Union Street?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr.

DAVID LINDSAY: Yes.

JAMES MARTIN: So the tower modification, 3720 Union Street be added to the construction
plan.

DAVID LINDSAY: Yes.

JAMES MARTIN: Pet (Tindae), were getting your 1 percent.

PAT TINDALE: John pretty much covered it. The Golden Road site, if thereis
treeloss --

JAMES MARTIN: | have acondition that | will read covering that.

JOHN NOWICKI: Onelast one. Um, | noticed on the applications that they're not in the
drainage didtrict.

JAMES MARTIN: That wasan error. | have -- Dennis Scibetta has checked on that and
verified -- everything thet -- everything isin adrainage didrict is my understanding.

JOHN NOWICKI: Aslong asit is covered.

JAMES MARTIN: That was covered at the DRC and he has verified that.

JOHN NOWICKI: I'm done.

COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS FROM THE AUDIENCE:

DOROTHY BORGUS, 31 Stuart Road

MS. BORGUS: It'salittle hard to keep track of the players. These poles keep changing
ownership and we keep adding co-locators. Can anybody on the Board tell me how many co-locators,
including Cricket, will be on these four poles, these four towers?

JAMES MARTIN: Wadl, within the last Sx months, thisis number two on some of the towers,
and | think we had & least one or two before that, plusthe origind, so | would say we'rein the
neighborhood of maybe five, you know, various providers on the monopoles. | don't know. Have you
got anything?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr. | can give you the numbersfor each one. 3720 Union Street, we
would be the third cell provider.

Give me one moment to shuffle through papers.

Let'ssee. On the 850 Bdlantyne Road site, again, the data | am giving you is antenna schedule
provided in the structural analysis. We would be the second carrier on the 850 Ballantyne Road site.

On the 50 Jetview Drive Ste, we would be the -- it gppears the fifth wireless carrier on that
particular ste. And --

JAMES MARTIN: | had oneright so far.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay. Wedid 50 Jet View. 60 Golden Road. 60 Golden Road, we would
be -- it gppears the fourth carrier on that tower.

JAMES MARTIN: Thank you.

MS. BORGUS: And the Board may or may not know this, but maybe the engineer does. What
is the maximum that you can put on one of these poles? We're getting up to four and five co-locators.
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JAMES MARTIN: Dorothy (Borgus), | dont think anybody is competent to answer that
question. | think obvioudy in the case of the 3720 Union Street, they had an engineering firm comein
and do andysis on the strength of the pole and made a determination it need be modified before any
more antenna arrays could be put on the tower. My assumption is any co-locator that would have to
come in to do the same thing would have to go through the same engineering andys's and have a report
verifying that tower itself would be capable of holding the additional weight. I'm surethereisalimit,
okay, and it isgoing to be based on that andlysis, am | correct in my assumption?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr.

KAREN COX: Wouldn't there be alimit as far as how low your -- the co-location could be?

MR. CASTELLI: Absolutely. It dependswhereyou are. If yourein arura areaand you're
trying to dretch it and get more coverage, as my RF Engineer could attest to, you want to be higher. In
an urban area, you will see roof tops on three-story buildings because you want to centralize or want
more focused coverage in asmaler area. But yes, there would be alimit asfar as height is concerned.
These poles were engineered and you will see alot of the monopoles around Rochester, New Y ork
have been modified. When Sprint went through and did alarge build-out in the mid '90s, they didn't
care about co-locations or the additiond revenue. Basicdly they were trying to best AT& T and
Verizon and to heck with everybody else. Now that tower companies have come in and purchased
these towers, they're doing everything engineering wise as they can to get as many carriers as they can
on these towers,

MS. BORGUS: Thereason | bring that up isinterestingly enough, the tower at 3720 Union
Street with only three co-locators is the one that is going to have to be modified, and that's 120 feet.
Where you have got a 110 foot tower at 50 Jetview Drive that has 5 onit, and it is supposedly okay. It
just -- it just, um, it's curious to say the least.

JAMES MARTIN: Thank you.

FRED TROTT, 101 Golden Road

FRED TROTT: | have acouple of questions. Onethat -- on the blueprints that |
saw, the address, the property owners were confused. Y ou had me on the wrong side of the road.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay.

FRED TROTT: And viceversa. You had another neighbor in the wrong spot.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay. | will check that survey.

JAMES MARTIN: Modify that on your Ste plan, please, before you submit it for building
permit.

MR. CASTELLI: Sure.

FRED TROTT: | dso had a question about the -- with the RF and the wattage, how -- how
does that affect the safety of the neighbors?

MR. CASTELLI: Um, | -- a gentleman here with me tonight, hisnameis Alex Zarate. Heisan
RF Engineer that -- | will let him address thet if thet is okay.

MR. ZARATE: Alex Zarate. I'm aconsulting RF Engineer for Cricket. With regardsto safety
and dectromagnetic emissons, we actually conduct studies based on the -- the power output of our
Stesand any additional carriers who are on the tower, and we -- we conduct that -- we conduct those
surveys with acompany caled Ste Safe, and they run anadlyssto insure that dl of the -- dl of theleves
of radiaion emitting from any location are going to be well below the acceptable thresholds for human
exposure, and to date, we haven't -- we have never had anything even come close to -- to endangering
anyone.

JAMES MARTIN: Could | ask for clarification? Isthat based just on your antenna array, or is
that atotd dte andyss?

MR. ZARATE: That'sthetota. Every carrier on the tower.

JOHN NOWICKI: How do they measure that?

MR. ZARATE: Um, they take -- they take the -- the output in the effective radiated power in
watts from us, from everyone else. They -- they have, um -- they run -- they run andyss based on, um,
like near field exposure, maximum alowable limits based on distance from -- based on distance from
the array. Um, distance from the tower itsdf and the -- the -- they take -- they
take everything into account, the height of each carrier, the kind of antennas they're using, the beam
width and they run like propagetion loss equations to show what your -- what your effective power is
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going to be, at whatever distance you are.

JOHN NOWICKI: You mention aso one morething. They're federa guidelinesfor thet -- that
st the parameters --

MR. ZARATE: Yes, gr.

JOHN NOWICKI: — of what can be done? So those federa guiddines are available for public
review?

MR. ZARATE: | bdievethey're from --

MR. CASTELLI: FCC. | mean, the FCC setsthe guiddines for the ERP and for the max -- the
maximum power that were alowed, and | believe -- | can't remember the number off the top of my
head. Isit not 10,000? 10,000 watts being the maximum, and we typicaly come in around 3,000? So
we are that much lower? Isthat -- does that sound correct, Alex (Zarate)?

MR. ZARATE: Thelast one | saw we were like tens of thousands of times below the limit.

MR. CASTELLI: That must be a maximum power output.

MR. ZARATE: Maximum exposure.

GEORGE BRINKWART: Do you fidd verify your data you come up with with actud field
measurement?

MR. ZARATE: We have an independent third party do that. The same -- the same people who
run the analys's, they do it on Ste.

KAREN COX: After theingdlation is put up?

MR. ZARATE: Correct.

FRED TROTT: How canwe-- can we get that data?

MR. ZARATE: You can -- you can haveit.

FRED TROTT: We can haveit?

KAREN COX: Canwe put it asacondition of approva that that data be provided to the
Town?

JAMES MARTIN: Yes. Thereisnot any reason why we can't have that data on file with the
Building Department.

MR. CASTELLI: But that would be post award of the building permit.

JAMES MARTIN: Right. So assuming gpprova, we would request that your -- whatever,
emission datawould be placed on file with the Building Departmen.

MR. CASTELLI: Okay.

JAMES MARTIN: And have it okayed with, you know, the FCC regulations and limits so thét,
you know, people that live in the neighborhood understand that they're not going to be suffering asa
result of the things that are going on.

JOHN NOWICKI: Give us someidea, too, in the future.

FRED TROTT: Soif youregoing -- just one more RF question. Soif you're going to add to a
Ste and there -- your parameters are so -- your wattage and everything is so much lower that you wont
have to worry about telling the other cell carriersto turn theirs down?

MR. ZARATE: Wdl, we -- we pretty much operate independently of al of the other carriers.
We're -- | mean we --

FRED TROTT: I'm saying you look at -- they look at a Ste and they combine everything thet is
on that tower and how much RF is thrown out.

MR. ZARATE: Correct.

FRED TROTT: Sowhat | am saying isare you that far undernesth it that you don't have to
worry about -- tell another carrier that they're too high?

MR. ZARATE: That --

MR. TROTT: | guess how much are you below the limit so thet it is not an issue?

MR. ZARATE: Um, as-- like| sad, thelast -- thelast report | checked for a Site that we did,
um-- whichisa-- which isafairly good example, um, we were something on the order of, um, tens of
thousands of times below the maximum permissble exposure, and -- we were -- we -- we, individualy
were below that. Um, al of the carriers combined, um, were below, um -- below the set -- below the
set threshold by the FCC, and, um -- so that -- that | mean hasn't been an issue.

JM POWERS: During your -- during your ingtalation of your antennas, do you take atest on all
of the antennas on the pole? What if you are above the sandard? Do you take -- sart pulling off some
of your antennas or what?
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MR. ZARATE: Wdl, | would imagine thefirs thing we would do would beto --

JM POWERS: Go somewhere else?

MR. ZARATE: Um, we -- | mean we have means of limiting our power output. That would -- it
would affect our coverage. Um, to be honest, you know, it's never -- we have never had such a
Stuation where we would even come close to exceeding anything that would endanger anyone.

JAMES MARTIN: Wdl, wéell request that the data measurements, once thisis approved,
assuming that everybody is operating at full power, that you're not exceeding the limit.

MR. ZARATE: All those studies are done in the worse- case scenario with everybody operating
in full power, which seldom happens.

FRED TROTT: | have another genera question as far asthey said that they're going to be
moving the fence line northwest. Arethey Hill within wetlands parameters? Because | think when they
first built that, they had to move it back because of the wetland buffer.

Dennis Scibetta arrived.

JAMES MARTIN: That wasn't shown on the site plan, to my knowledge.

FRED TROTT: So they're far enough out of it. | just remembered back in '87 they wanted it so
much further back. We weretold initidly it would be so close, and then the expressway, it came up redl
close. So | wasn't sure where they were as far as the wetlands buffer.

JAMES MARTIN: | will put in acondition verify no wetlands disturbance occurs because of the
enclosure addition.

James Martin made a motion to close the public hearing portion of this application, and John Nowicki
seconded the motion. The Board unanimoudy gpproved the motion.

The Public Hearing portion of this application was closed at thistime.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Paul (Castdli), | notice that ROC 501, isthat -- are you coming later
on for that, or you don't need that Ste?

MR. CASTELLI: Yes gr. Alex (Zarate) just sat down. 501 isindicated on the plots. | don't
know if we show coverage levelsfor that or just show the ste. If you could address that,
plesse.

MR. ZARATE: Onthe-- onthe plot that shows the entire region, that does include 501. That
does include the coverage provided by 501. It's-- itsal -- dl of the Chili Stesand 501 and dl of the
surrounding sites are included in that.

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, that Ste we would be coming before you for that Ste in the future. Yes,
gr.

JAMES MARTIN: Itisnot on the docket tonight. 501 is not on the docket.

MR. CASTELLI: Yes, gr,itisnot. | don't handle that, so I'm not sure.

DARIO MARCHIONI: | wasjust curious why you didn't handle that one.

JAMES MARTIN: With Counsd's approval, what | would like to do is go through -- snce we
have conditiona use permit pending on each site, that we would do is SEQR and vote on conditional
useto include al four sites as one vote. Would that be acceptable, or do we need to vote separately on
each gpplication?

KEITH OTOOLE: Y ou can do them en masse.

JAMES MARTIN: Pardon?

KEITH OTOOLE: You can do them asawhole, with one.

JAMES MARTIN: One. Thank you, Sr.

On the conditiona use permit for dl four sites, | am going to do SEQR &t this point.

For the conditiona use permits for dl four stes, James Martin made a motion to declare the Board lead
agency asfar as SEQR, and based on evidence and information presented at this meeting, determined
the gpplications to be unlisted actions with no sgnificant environmenta impact, and the Board dl voted
yes on the maotion.
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The Board discussed the proposed conditions.

For the site plan gpplications for dl four stes, James Martin made a motion to declare the Board |lead
agency asfar as SEQR, and based on evidence and information presented at this meeting, determined
the gpplications to be unlisted actions with no significant environmenta impact, and the Board dl voted
yes on the maotion.

The Board discussed the proposed conditions for the site plan applications.
The Board discussed whether or not to waive fina gpprova.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #1: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby
abgtained) with the following conditions:

1 All issuesraised in the Town Engineer review letter shal be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

2. Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent of the
construction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

3. Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emisson from each tower shal befiled
with the Building Department and available for review.

4, This conditiona use permit is gpproved for a period of five years.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #2: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby
abgtained) with the following conditions:

1 All issues raised in the Town Engineer review letter shdl be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

2. Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
of the congtruction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

4. Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emisson from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

Note: Find ste plan gpprova has been waived by the Planning Board.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #3: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby)
with the following conditions.

1. All issuesraised in the Town Engineer review letter shal be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

2. Feld verification that there will be no landscaping damage at the
Bdlantyne Road site will be coordinated with the Conservation Board. If
damage is unavoidable, the gpplicant will restore the Steto its origina
conditions.

3. Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
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of the construction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emisson from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

This conditional use permit is approved for aperiod of five years.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #4: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby)

with the following conditions.

All issues raised in the Town Engineer review letter shdl be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

Feld verification that there will be no landscaping damage at the Golden
Road ste will be coordinated with the Conservation Board. If damageis
unavoidable, the applicant will restore the Steto its origina conditions.
Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
of the congtruction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emisson from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

Note: Find ste plan gpprova has been waived by the Planning Board.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #5: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby)

6.

with the following conditions.

All issues raised in the Town Engineer review letter shdl be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

Feld verification that there will be no landscaping damage at the Golden
Road ste will be coordinated with the Conservation Board. If damageis
unavoidable, the applicant will restore the Steto its origina conditions.

Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
of the congtruction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emission from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

Verify that no wetland disturbance occurs as aresult of the enclosure
addition at 60 Golden Road.

This conditional use permit is approved for aperiod of five years.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #6: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abgtention (John Hellaby)

with the following conditions.
All issues raised in the Town Engineer review letter shdl be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

Feld verification that there will be no landscaping damage a the Golden
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Road site will be coordinated with the Conservation Board. If damageis
unavoidable, the gpplicant will restore the Steto its origina conditions.

Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
of the construction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emisson from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

Verify that no wetland disturbance occurs as aresult of the enclosure
addition at 60 Golden Road.

Note: Find ste plan goprova has been waived by the Planning Board.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #7: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby)

5.

with the following conditions.
All issuesraised in the Town Engineer review letter shal be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
of the congtruction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

The details of the tower modification at 3720 Union Street shall be added
to the congtruction plan.

Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emission from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

This conditional use permit is approved for aperiod of five years.

DECISION ON APPLICATION #8: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (John Hellaby)

with the following conditions:

All issuesraised in the Town Engineer review letter shdl be resolved by
the gpplicant and proper documentation supplied to the Building Department
prior to any permits being issued.

Applicant will comply with the Conservation Board request that 1 percent
of the construction cost be donated to the Town of Chili tree fund.

The details of the tower modification at 3720 Union Street shall be added
to the congtruction plan.

Data pertaining to the levels of radiation emission from each tower shall
be filed with the Building Department and available for review.

Note: Find ste plan gpprova has been waived by the Planning Board.

GEORGE BRINKWART: Mr. Chairman, | would like to recuse mysdf from this application.
JAMES MARTIN: You'e recused.

INFORMAL:



PB 2/13/07 - Page 15

1 Application of Amerada Hess Corp., 1 Hess Plaza, Woodbridge, NJ 07095, property owner:
North Chili Enterprises; for find Ste plan approval to erect a 3,514 5. ft.
convenience store/service station with fuel pumps and 864 sg. ft. car wash at property
located at 4371 & 4375 Buffalo Road in G.B. zone.

Dennis Kenndlly and Andy Lautenbacher were present to represent the application.

MR. KENNELLY: Dennis Kenndly from FRA Engineering. With me tonight is Andy
Lautenbacher from Hess Corporation. Since we were here for our preliminary approval, we received
the conditions. We have addressed those conditions in one form or another. And what | have proposed
to doisjust go down thelist of conditions and address any other comments we have received to date.
We do have some smdl copies of the site plan if anybody would liketo --

JAMES MARTIN: Yes.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Excuse me, Jm (Martin), can we put them up on the document camera
and up on the board?

MR. KENNELLY: One of the comments we received was about the lighted canopy. We
submitted some additional documentation last month to address how that is done. There was aletter
describing it and some photographs sent in for each of the members. What they do -- well, the
prototypica lighting band on the canopy is three tubes surrounding the canopy for atota of 320 foot
candle output. What is proposed is a 44 percent reduction using atwo -- two bulbs wrapped deeve
system, versus three unwrapped. So instead of three tubes, it’s two tubes reducing it to 120 foot
candles, and that’ swhat is proposed at this Ste.

KAREN COX: Isthat the-- | have two photos here. The 120 foot candles is the dimmest one?

MR. KENNELLY: The dimmest one. Yes. From three tubes to two, a reduction of 44 percent
onthelighting. Soitisthe dimmest it could be.

We had been to the Conservation Board. We received some comments and addressed those
comments and have approva from the Conservation Board on the landscape plan.

MR. KENNELLY: The mgor comment --

JAMES MARTIN: Go ahead.

MR. KENNELLY: We have been to the Zoning Board of Appeals. Two requests were
granted. One Sde setback variance. That was completed. Approva was received on January 25th.
So that's taken care of.

The two mgor comments that were received as part of -- there it goes.

KAREN COX: Thereitis.

MR. KENNELLY: As part of the preliminary approva was the bypass lane was requested for
the carwash. We have proposed that around the back of the 18 foot wide lane around the entire -- the
sde and around the back and then a 9 foot bypass lane around the carwash. The purpose of that isif --
if somebody istired of waiting, they have away to get out. It isnot athoroughfare. We did receive the
comments from the Town Engineer that said they would like verification thet the 18 foot is wide enough
and they recommended that we widen the 9 foot to 10 foot. We have prepared a sketch that shows a
generation of -- by computer software called auto CAD that shows two cars moving around the Site on
the bypass lane and that there -- we designed the 9 foot lane and the curbing o that cars can fit
through.

The carsarein light green. They're Sde by sde cars. One car going dl of the way around the
bypass and the other stacked up. So thereis-- we have demongtrated that there isroom aslaid out on
the plans, so we would suggest that we leave it asis.

The bypassis used -- again, very infrequently. When somebody getstired of waiting, then they
have a chance to escape or if a car breaks down, people can get around them. So there isroom with
the design vehide, which isbascdly a-- smal SUV or asmall pickup truck.

The other mgjor comment we recaived last timeis a condition of preliminary approval, was
dternative architectura elevations. We have proposed a brick building. The lighting on the cameraiis
not the best, so | will hand these out to the Board.

These are actua photographs of a completed brick building.

DARIO MARCHIONI: You don't have samples of the brick.

MR. KENNELLY: Wedont, but it isred brick. We talked last time about ared brick, but this
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isabrownish brick that is smilar to some of the other architecturd buildings that are recently built in the
neighborhood.

That addresses the outstanding comments of -- and conditions of preiminary gpproval.

JAMES MARTIN: | will go to the Board & thistime.

JM POWERS:. Somewhere dong the line | read something about the dumpster enclosure.

JOHN NOWICKI: There isacomment here.

JM POWERS: Isthat amilar to the building itself, this brick?

JAMES MARTIN: We had -- the dumpster enclosureitsdf, which is going to be essentialy, you
know, close to Union Street, if | remember right, we really want it made out of decorative fencing and
well landscgped so it isredly shielded.

JOHN NOWICKI: Or abrick masonry structure.

MR. KENNELLY:: Itisamasonry structure. Originaly proposed it was split face masonry to
match the white building that was previoudy proposed, but we can change it to the brick to match the
building.

JAMES MARTIN: Can you order a couple extra palets of brick and make it out of brick?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes. Itisasolandscaped, aswell. It isscreened, landscaped. Itisanice
looking -- whether it is split face or brick, but in this caseit will be brick. 1t will look nice with anice
coping on the top, too. It iswhite vinyl fencing across the gates.

KAREN COX: Theroof linethat is shown on here, that's the proposed roof line for North
Chili?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes.

KAREN COX: I'm sorry.

MR. KENNELLY': That isthe proposed roof line. The other change that -- it's an architectura
shingleon -- on the roof versus the standing seam metd that was previoudy proposed.

KAREN COX: | wasgoing to say, it looks like Hess Express signage is the same?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes.

KAREN COX: Sothesgn shown on herg, thisisjudt illugtrative of the wattage that we can
expect from the Hess Express words, or isthis green and white?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: No -- my nameis Andy Lautenbacher with Hess. I'm sorry. Those
are actudly photographs of segments of canopy fascia The issue was -- was the illuminated canopy
fascia That was an experiment we had done in the manufacturer’ s shop a couple years ago. The date
isactudly | think on the photographs. There is no lighting on the front of the building other than some
fluorescent lightsin the soffit judt to illuminate the Sdewalk.

KAREN COX: Oh, dl right. | understand.

JOHN HELLABY: The only fluorescent -- or excuse me, neon lighting when you look directly
at the storage, the logo, the back wall, thereis nothing directly in the front window?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: That iscorrect. Itisintheback of theatrium. It isabout 10 or 12
feet ingde the building.

JOHN NOWICKI: Could you explain to me alittle more -- maybe I'm allittle confused here.
On these photographs here, of these lights -- these are undernesth the canopy?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Those are canopy fascia

JOHN NOWICKI: Okay. Arethere any obstructions above the top, like -- will you have any
dishes up on top of these -- over these pumps, any projecting cans from the lights or anything like that?
Arethey flat and clean looking?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: The deck lightswill illuminate the fuding area.and will be recessed in
the canopy deck.

JOHN NOWICKI: They won't be sticking up above those?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: No.

MR. KENNELLY: They'reflat lenses above.

JOHN NOWICKI: No protrusions above the canopy?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Therewill be asatellite dish on the Site that will be on top of the
building.

JOHN NOWICKI: That will not be on the top of the canopy?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: No.

JOHN NOWICKI: Okay. That answered that one question. The other question | have here,
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we have anote that the canopy design, take alook at the one at 441 and 250 that you have over there
at that intersection.

MR. KENNELLY: WEél, we have preiminary gpprova on the canopy that was proposed and
submitted first go-around, so thisis the first we have heard of this.

JAMES MARTIN: That wasanote, | think, about the lighting levd, of that particular canopy, is
where that comment came from. | think what we have submitted is pretty closeto that level of
illumination.

MR. KENNELLY: So you're talking about the illumination level?

JAMES MARTIN: | think we were primarily talking about the illumination levels

MR. KENNELLY: We did submit alighting plan after we had received preliminary approva
with dl of the ISO diagrams and dl of the light levels.

JOHN NOWICKI: The brick, the sides of the building, the rear of the building are dl brick?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: All of the way around.

JOHN NOWICKI: Istherear wall, isthat solid brick, or windowsin it?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: There are a couple of doors. There are two pairs of doors, side by
dde. Those are electrica cabinets.

JOHN NOWICKI: Employees?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: No. Electrica cabinets and one single door in the back for
emergency use only.

JOHN NOWICKI: To do the dumpsters, where do the employees go?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Front door. Everything is front door except emergency.

JOHN NOWICKI: | assume the store has inside security systems?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Yes, it does. We have close-circuit televison that is recorded.

JOHN NOWICKI: 24-hour operation?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Correct.

JOHN NOWICKI: Landscaping, um, the Conservation Board requires that three landscape --
licensed landscape architect plans be stamped and submitted; is that correct?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes. They have been done, completed.

JOHN NOWICKI: We have got them?

PAT TINDALE: No. We approved them, but we need three copies from you to stamp them
approved.

MR. KENNELLY: Okay.

PAT TINDALE: One goesto buildings, oneto us and one back to you.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Just copies.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Thisisvery wel done. Compliments. Just -- these plans here show
thisice box.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Got to haveit.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Got to have an ice box.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Got to haveit.

DARIO MARCHIONI: No other questions. Congratulations.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Thank you. Compliments to the engineer.

MR. KENNELLY: Thank you.

JAMES MARTIN: | want to reiterate one of the conditions at preliminary was around outside
ses | just want to reaffirm.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Y ougot to do what you got to do.

JAMES MARTIN: That condition is il in effect.

KAREN COX: All | sseinthispictureisan ice machine.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: This-- jud for your information --

JM POWERS: Thereisquite abit of window space in the front of the windows. What about
sgnsin the windows?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: | would imagine you have regulations governing that. I'm not sure
offhand.

JAMES MARTIN: Thetemporary, you know, 2-for-$3-type sgnsthat are shown in the
diagram on the interior of the windows of the building, | don't know if we have any regulations againgt
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that at this point?
DENNIS SCIBETTA: Nonethat I'm aware of ingde the windowsiis -- we can't regulate that.
JAMES MARTIN: Itishard to control that, Jm (Powers).
MR. LAUTENBACHER: Just for your information, thisis abrand new site that had not opened
yet when we took these pictures. It isin New Windsor, New Y ork.
JAMES MARTIN: It would benice, if you know if there were till glass showing and not paper

MR. LAUTENBACHER: | agree 100 percent. But | don't run the store.

JAMES MARTIN: | know. | undergand. | don't know if thereis anyway it can be controlled
-- to adegree, it would be nice.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: | will tekeashot a it. I'm just alonely red estate guy.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Aslong aswe don't have the windows full of fluorescent tubes.

MR. LAUTENBACHER: No. You mean neon.

DAVID LINDSAY:: | would just like to get a copy of the auto CAD turning. And then just a
comment on the bypass lane. Thereis nothing in the code for the 9 foot requirement, but | did alittle bit
of research and everything | come across says aminimum of 10 feet for abypasslane. | guesswell be
looking for that unless you can judtify it otherwise.

KAREN COX: 9 feetistight.

MR. KENNELLY: Okay.

JM MARTIN: Can you accommodate a 10 foot wide bypass lane at this point?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: | just asked if we would violate anything by doing that, and he
advised me we wouldn't, so well do it.

JAMES MARTIN: I will just put abypass lane will be expanded to 10 feet.

MR. KENNELLY: Very good.

JAMES MARTIN: Or widened to 10 feet.

FRED TROTT: | just have aquestion on the bypasslane. Isthat just for one vehicle, the 10
foot wide?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes. Origindly we didn't propose abypasslane. Wedl agreed it isagood
ideain case somebody is stuck or needsto get out for emergencies. It isjust if somebody getstired of
waiting or to avoid a breskdown.

JOHN NOWICKI: Quick quegtion. Timeline, asfar as sart and finish?

MR. LAUTENBACHER: Let's see, it isquarter after eight now. Werein ahurry. Assoon as
-- | think the D.O.T. will be our last gpproval.

JOHN NOWICKI: As soon aswe have the 8 foot of snow coming in tonight.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Your architects were in contact with us today as amatter of fact and
were awaiting the drawings at any time.

MR. KENNELLY': | have drawings to bring to you as soon as you're ready to have them. And
al of the back-up materids, aswdll.

The Board discussed the proposed conditions.

DECISION: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abstention (George Brinkwart) with the
following conditions:

1 Pending gpprova of the Town Engineser.

2. The dumpster enclosure will be faced with brick identical to the main
building.

3. All previous conditionsimposed by this Board remain in effect.
4, The Conservetion Board requests will be fulfilled regarding landscaping.

5. The bypass lane will be widened to 10 feet.
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JOHN HELLABY: Mr. Chairman, | dmost hate to ask you this, but can | be excluded from the
next application as | am employed by Wegmans Food Markets?
JAMES MARTIN: Y ou are recused from the next application, Mr. Hellaby.

2. Application of Wegmans Food Markets, Inc., 249 Fisher Road, Rochester, New Y ork 14624
for final Site plan approva to erect a 38,500 sg. ft. central kitchen facility at property located at
249 Fisher Road in G.I. zone.

Art Rires and Garth Winterkorn were present to represent the application.

MR. PIRES: Good evening, Mr. Chairman, members of the Board. Asnoted here, were here
for thefina gSte plan gpprovd of the centrd kitchen. We did receive preliminary Ste plan gpprovd in
August of thisyesr.

Should it please the Board, | would just like to give an overview of the project, address any
outstanding questions that were raised by the Board at the last hearing on August 8th, and then last but
not least, aso request a couple of amendments to the application.

Firgly, though, | would like to introduce Garth Winterkorn, who is doing an excellent job of
putting up our displays over there, and -- of Cogtich Engineering, who are our civil engineersfor this
project.

The application, once again, isfor the centra kitchen, fina Site plan gpprova. Thelocation of
which is shown on the exhibit, both the exhibit to the right aswell as a copy of the same has been
provided to the Board aswel| as staff.

It shows the entire Market Street complex, if you will. More specificaly, we have the central
kitchen location off here to the south of the existing warehouse, right over here (indicating). That isthe
location of the centrd kitchen.

As part of this application, too, were requesting that there be a modification to the 38,500
square foot building. At the very last minute today, as | was waking out the door, folks from our
Design Group responsible for the development of thisfacility asked thet in lieu of an emergency
generator being placed on the west Side of the building, in lieu of that, we place a 2,000 square foot
addition to the 38,500 square foot application of which we would have a combination
refrigeration/condenser room where we would aso be providing our Ste dectric coming into thet
location.

Again, once again, the southeast corner of the proposed centra kitchen (indicating). The reason
that would be located there, it would alow usthen any -- in the Stuation of a power shutdown to
actudly bring one of our mobile generator units, hook it up at that southern location and continue to run
the centrd kitchen facility. And by the way, you have probably seen in the press, the -- it isaso
referred to now within Wegmans asthe culinary -- Culinary Innovative Center, CIC, if you will. Itis
onein the same centrd kitchen application. It isjust the name, asyou will, is officidly internd to
Wegmans, the Culinary Innovation Center, the CIC. That is the second amendment | was asking for on
the gpplication.

JAMES MARTIN: Clarification on that. So you would be adding 2,000 square feet to the
38,5007

MR. PIRES. That is correct.

JAMES MARTIN: So it would read centra kitchen would be 40,500.

MR. PIRES: That iscorrect. 40,500. That is correct.

The other amendment which we're requesting is at dmost the center of the Site, located on the
exhibit off to the right, and within the circle on your copy of the same plan, is a security building, central
command for thisfacility aswell asdl of our sores and offices. Currently it is about a 10,000 square
foot building. We would like to add 400 square feet at the southwest corner. It -- asfolks, both from
the Board and the audience can see, firgt of dl, the building isvery smdl. It iswdl within the heart of
the property. Wdll, away from Fisher Road or Chili Avenue, and certainly anomind incrementd sze
increase to the existing security center.

The purpose of the building is to enhance our communications facilities, bringing us up to the 21t
Century and prepare for beyond.
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With that 400 square foot addition, we're asking for atemporary construction communication
traller, once again, immediately to the southeast of the building. Just off the
parking lot. Once again, part of the security building complex, if you will.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Art (Pires), | will ask you afavor. Moveit over alittle bit.

MR. PIRES. Then lagt but not least, 18 parking spaces as part of thisfacility. So while there are
anumber of ementsto it, as noted on the exhibit, looking at it, in front of it you can seeitissuch a
minor addition to the building, alowing usto have an enhanced communication center. We would
request the trailer be there from March 1t through to July 1<t of this year, when we anticipate the
congtruction would be done.

That isit asfar asthe -- the amendments.

The application, once again, 40,500 square foot building. We would like to address the points
rased a the end of the hearing last time. The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, that has been
submitted to the Town Engineer. And | take this not necessarily sequentialy, but they're al within the
minutes from the Board of August 8th.

Refuse collection, well be providing an enclosed compactor unit that will be at the southeast end
once again of the centrd kitchen building, off thislocation right there (indicating). There will be no
emergency generator. And at the time of the preliminary we thought there would. We asked for it and
believed we had approva for it, but in lieu of it, we're asking for the additiona 2,000 with the electric
and for some other utility purposes, but that is at the southeast, so we would not have a permanent
generator.

Noise assessment, the Board was presented a noise assessment report by Dr. Frank
Sciremammano of FES Associates dated October 5th, 2006, reflecting the analysis that was taken on
dgtein August '06. And if I might, just for the record, read the summary note, because there isalot of
technicd datainit. In summary, quote, unquote, “Noise generated on the Wegmans siteisat a
relaively low levd and it's effectivey attenuated by the existing landscape berm located aong the
Wegmans western property line. The noise leve in the adjacent residentia areais primarily dueto the
local neighborhood sources coupled with the regiond traffic and aircraft noise. Noise from the
warehouse Ste is not noticeable and is not significant for the adjacent residentia neighborhood under
ether daytime or nighttime conditions.”

Next item from the hearing that was open yet, construction equipment access from Jetview Drive
versus we were going to be coming in through Market Street. We had subsequent conversations with
your congtruction personnel and they had requested that | request from the Town access via Jetview
Drive, up through the southern end of the site. | had spoken to the Commissioner of DPW, Mr. Joe
Carr, and he is accepting of that request.

JAMES MARTIN: Thank you.

MR. PIRES: Contacting of the airport, certainly well do that in regard to our cranes.

Just for the record, and | will get into thisalittle later, but the devations will show that actudly the
height of the building as proposed is less than the warehouses that were constructed before, so we are
-- we obvioudy worked with the airport and any FAA regulations and well continue to do so.

Point of dlarification, if | might. Two things. Reading the minutes, | was— gpparently had said
1998 that the agreement was between Wegmans and COMIDA. It isactudly 1988.

Also, the -- another point of clarification. The tax benefits. Thereéstwo -- under New Y ork
State Redl Egtate Property Tax Law Section 485-B, we will be -- we're digible for that tax abatement.
Not -- that is not under COMIDA, the red estate property tax. That isnot under COMIDA. Thetax
benefit under COMIDA would just be the sales tax on congtruction materias, so | wanted that fine
point of clarification.

Certainly last, but not least, which was requested from the Board and outstanding at the time of
the preliminary application were the devations and floor plan, which | believe the Board has, s&ff has
and certainly we have an devation off to the right.

If I can summarize the -- and close out the presentation, the exhibit off to the right, we have the
addition. Looking from the east Side of the property, you can seethe -- at the -- the left end of the
exhibit, that is gpproximately a 29 foot high eevation, as opposed to the 48 foot high warehouse
eevation.

The others are exhibits, once again -- thiswould be from the west sde, which would be the
Lexington Avenue Sde. This— once again, a this end of the Site only (indicating) isthe central kitchen
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addition, the balance of which isthe existing warehouse. Y ou can see the profile again, the 29 foot plus
or minus versus the 48 foot plus or minus existing, and the others below are the southern, and then
enhancements of the western and eastern elevations. That isa summary of the presentation.

I'm sorry. Onelagt thing. Town Engineer's comments. We would like to go through those very
quickly.

Thisisthe letter directed to Mr. Im Martin, Chairman of the Planning Board dated February 8,
2007, um, from Lu Engineers. The key pointsisa Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan will be
required. That will be submitted with -- that has been submitted and the Notice of Intent to the New
Y ork State DEC will occur this week. Point 2 has aready been resolved. We have submitted the
drainage report.

Number 3, the parking space illustrated on sheet 16 of 18 does not meet the minimum Town
gtandard of 9.5 feet wide and 19 feet in length. Aswe have requested and we received, certainly on the
balance of the parking, on the western side of the warehouse development, both here on the larger and
here the more site specific plan. Those were 9 by 18s to date that were granted by the Board. |
believe even the balance of the Site are that over for the office complex.

But putting that aside, the adjacent parking spaces on the west Sde of the existing warehouses
are, infact, 9 by 18. We ask the same pattern because it has worked for us.

That point by the way on the western side of the proposed central kitchen, thisis -- as discussed
during preliminary gpprovals, but just as areteration, thisisfor employee parking only. Thetraffic -- dl
tractor-trailer traffic only comes on the eest Sde. Theloading docks are on the east Sde of the building.

The next point from Mr. -- the Lu Engineersis number four. There appears to be a discrepancy
in the storage volume of the proposed pond. My understanding is that Mr. Garth Winterkorn of
Costich has spoken to Dave (Lindsay), and that has been resolved, and | stand corrected if otherwise.

DAVID LINDSAY: That iscorrect. | didn't have the correct grading plan in my set here, and
he mailed it to me.

JAMES MARTIN: Youre satisfied with it?

DAVID LINDSAY:: | have not looked at it yet, but he has e-mailed me arevised grading plan.

MR. PIRES. Fifth item, we have dready addressed that as far as Town Engineer's noting that
fina approva would be contingent upon Town Engineer's.

Lagt, but not least, landscaping. We have spoken to the Chair of the Conservation Board. Y our
plans, as well as reviewed by the Conservation Board, has the landscaping proposed as noted on the
exhibit, off to theright. Um, asdenote. With the existing Market Street here (indicating), part of the
100 Market Street office building, there were a number of evergreens. We had planted about 18.
About six or so died. What we had done with discussions with the Conservation Board and, Mr.
Chair, that we took the evergreens within this location of the Site and actualy enhanced and relocated
them aong this siretch of Market Street (indicating).

So not only did we replace same in kind, we enhanced it with land forms, mulch, additiona
deciduous trees dong the existing internd Market Street and then the additional evergreens. | trust that
is acceptable to the Conservation Board.

JAMES MARTIN: You're okay with that?

PAT TINDALE: | need to see landscaping plans.

JAMES MARTIN: Okay.

MR. PIRES. That's-- summarizes the presentation. | would be glad to answer any questions or
comments from the Board.

JAMES MARTIN: Very good.

DARIO MARCHIONI: | dways ask this question. When are you going to start this project?

MR. PIRES. Wewould like to start spring of this year, and it would be complete mid 2008.

GEORGE BRINKWART: The reduction in the parking space size, that isusualy a
consderation when you have tight space, but | think we have ample space there. That -- what isyour
reason?

MR. PIRES: You're correct. What were proposing, number one, it works with the 9 by 18s. It
works esawhereon the ste. Itisinternd to the Ste and we would like to have as least amount of
pavement as necessary. And it has certainly no impact on the community.

JOHN NOWICKI: Areyour spaces over by the offices9 by 18s?

MR. PIRES: | need to confirm that, John (Nowicki), but | believe they might be.
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JOHN NOWICKI: It flows very nice dl the way through there.

MR. PIRES; Exactly. Thekey is—what | would like to emphasize is thet the contiguous parking
gpaces for the warehouse works and they are 9 by 18. Itisinterrd to the property and in no way
impacts the community. It strictly impacts our employees, and we -- we have had no issues to date.

JOHN NOWICKI: They have covered dl of the ground. Costich Engineering does a greet job
and they cover dl of the details. Aslong asthe Town Engineer is satisfied on these points you have
addressed, | have no questions.

KAREN COX: | don't have any questions.

JM POWERS: Um, no questions. Well, maybe a couple. On the noise study that was done,
um, has there ever been anoise study done on Wegmans and the Lexington Parkway, prior to this?

MR. PIRES: Actudly, Dr. Sciremammano and myself were out there and he had taken noise
measurements. That is at the prdiminary hearing. | thought we had formulated the final report. Come to
find out, we never formalized it because our application was on-again/off-again prior to it. So thisisthe
latest and grestest report, once again, October 2006. Within the body of that report, it notes that the
readings were taken both on the east Side of the berm as well as from Lexington Parkway. So that
reflects the conditions and dl of the data thet is within the report.

JM POWERS: Did you look to compare the different decibels from those two studies?

MR. PIRES. Thisone study compares the pre and post -- definitdly compares the Lexington and
the sound on the east Side of the berm, if thet isthe question. So it hasthe noise level on the east and
west Sdes. We never findized -- theinitid andysis | had spoken about, which we had gone out on a
couple years back, we never findized the report, but the noise measurements are in line with thisfind
report. But we never findized the report and never submitted it. | thought we had, and | stand
corrected on that. That is where we went back. That is where we findized the report that Dr.
Sciremammano had done in October.

COUNCILMAN POWERS: Does Wegmans do anything about maintaining that berm between
your Ste and Lexington?

MR. PIRES: We-- itisan exiging, approximatdy 20 foot high berm. | believe landscaped with
amature evergreens and deciduous trees, amix. We do maintain it when necessary. Asagenerd
statement going back to '88, ‘89, my understanding of the agpprovasis that was supposed to remain a
forever wild, if you will, untouched. That was their consensus, and one of the conditions of gpprovd, if
not specificaly by undergtanding.

JM POWERS: Okay. | have had some compliments over the phone on the new ramp hook-up
to 204.

MR. PIRES: Thank you. Thefourth leg of 204.

JM POWERS: The sound barrier you have between there and the Henry Circlearea. You
have done a good job.

MR. PIRES. Thank you very much.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Isn't the berm on a conservation easement?

MR. PIRES: | don't believeit is Wegmans responsbility at this point. | could be wrong. | don't
-- I'm not aware of that. No.

DAVID LINDSAY: Just that you made a statement that you -- that you furnished me the Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan or will that be coming?

MR. PIRES: | thought we had, Garth (Winterkorn).

MR. WINTERKORN: I'm sorry, Garth Winterkorn from Costich Engineering. We submitted
Dave (Lindsay) the drainage report. The SWPPP will follow that.

DAVID LINDSAY: Okay. Thanks.

JAMES MARTIN: It will be conditiona on find Town Engineer gpprova, Dave (Lindsay).

DAVID LINDSAY': | just wanted to make sureit wasn't lost in our office someplace.

PAT TINDALE: | -- it had been approved, but | need three printsto get samped and signed.

JAMES MARTIN: We have arequest before usto amend the gpplication. That was presented.

Actudly, two amendments to the gpplication. Amendment number one, that the centra kitchen
will now congtitute a 40,500 square foot building.

The second amendment to the gpplication would be a 400 square foot addition to the security
building and 18 additiond parking spaces.

Isthat basicdly correct?
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MR. PIRES: The third dement would be the temporary communications traler while we
upgrade the existing communications center and expand 400 feet.

JAMES MARTIN: And atemporary communicationstrailer.

How long do you envison that being in place, Art (Pires)?

MR. PIRES. March 1 through July 1 of this yeer.

JAMES MARTIN: Okay. Soif | say temporary communicationstrailer will bein place from
3/1/07 to 7/1/07?

MR. PIRES. Yes. That'sfine. | wasthinking mid February, but -- if you want mid February.
We might get there. Depending on the snows. It might be in mid February.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Hewill pay at least Sx months for a permit for it any ways, so.

JAMES MARTIN: So those are the amendments to the gpplication that we have before us.

| make amotion that we amend the gpplication to include the two additions that | have outlined.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Seconded it.

JAMES MARTIN: On the motion to amend the application with the two additions?

The Board was unanimoudly in favor of the motion to amend the gpplication.
JAMES MARTIN: SEQR wasdone at preiminary.
The Board discussed the proposed conditions.

John Nowicki made a motion to waive the parking requirement of 9 % feet by 19 feet, to be modified to
9 feet by 18 feet, and Jm Powers seconded the motion. The Board was unanimoudly in favor of the
mation.

The Board further reviewed the proposed conditions.

DECISION: Approved by avote of 6 yeswith 1 abgtention (John Hellaby) with the following
conditions:

1 Pending gpprova of the Town Engineer.

2. Applicant will supply three prints of stamped landscape plansto the
Conservation Board.

Note: The Planning Board waived the requirement that parking spacesinternd to the
Wegmans complex will be 9.5 x 19". They will be9' x 18.

There was a recess in the proceedings.

3. Application of Pride Mark Development, owner; 2024 W. Henrietta Road, Suite 6D,
Rochester, New Y ork 14623 for fina site plan approva to erect 17 gpartment buildings totaling
105 units at property located at 4416 Buffao Road in R.M. zone.

John Caruso, Jm Barbato, Jr., Nancy Smythe and Christy Stewart were present to represent the
aoplication.

MR. CARUSO: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Good evening. I'm John Caruso with Passero
Asociates. We're here tonight representing Pride Mark Homes and Rochester Presbyterian Home,
and with usis representatives from both those -- both of our clients, | should say. Jm Barbato, J. is
here. Nancy Smythe and Christy Stewart. So if you have any questions regarding operations or things
like that, we have someone to help answer questions.

Mr. Chairman, at the last meeting, preliminary subdivision and site plan gpproval, there were two
comments for us to address. One of them was we needed to come up with a secondary means of
accessto this parcel for emergency service, and we were able to resolve that through meeting with Mr.
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Scibetta and the Fire Marshd, and if you will ook at the plan on your screen, in this area here
(indicating), we have an access road that was brought down from up in this area here (indicating). So
we moved this building (indicating) over. We lost a unit off of it and we have an access road coming
down and tying right in.

So we havefull -- full access. If you can look at the -- severa drawings we have over here,
there is access into the Site from here (indicating), in from here (indicating), and then we have two, three
interna loops inside our project.

JOHN NOWICKI: That accessroad, isthat controlled by crash gate?

MR. CARUSO: Um, no.

JOHN NOWICKI: It'snot.

MR. CARUSO: No. What we're going to -- we don't have the pavement shown. It isshown
here (indicating) so you can see what well do. What we're going to do is put an inch of topsoil over the
-- itand we'll demark the left Side of it so you know where to drive down. And you will see the
markers dl along the left Sde. Sub base and stone.

JM POWERS: Will that be gated at dl?

JOHN CARUSO: No.

KAREN COX: It will not -- not be obvious it's aroad to the generd public.

MR. CARUSO: Y ou wont see pavement there.

JOHN NOWICKI: So the Fire Departments know and the emergency vehicles know it can get
through there.

MR. CARUSO: Exactly what we worked out with them. How to ddlineate it, the width of it and
where it would go.

The second thing we needed to do was subject to Town Engineer's approva, and of course,
there is some buttons to be tied here, but that's pretty much standard procedure.

So with that, we have -- well open up to questions, but before | would do that, | would like to
show you how we integrated the architecture through the two projects. | have asked the architectsto
put together alittle package. 1 would like to take three minutes and show you what we plan to do.

There's one of these drawings | Ieft up there to share amongst a couple of you. What you see
here (indicating) is the town home that goes on the Pride Mark side of the development. Y ou can see
that it isaswe promised. It'sasingle-story structure, but it has the appearance of atwo-story structure.
Y ou can see the -- some of the dementsto -- to make that gppearance is the false window over the
garage, in the peak, and it's hard to see from the photo becauseit's in the shade, but thereis sort of a
frieze board that runs undernesth the soffit that has a bit of, um, Sructure to it that makes it alittle
different than just the soffit coming down and mesting the building.

The sgnificance of this building's architecture with the architecture of the RPH units, if | could -- |
will turn this around and show it to the audience in just a second, but for the Board's -- for the
presentation purposes, you can see some of the fish scale unit that well use here and the samething --
thisisaone-story structure, but it has the apped of two stories, with the windows in the dormers, and
this scde here (indicating) is aso the same that well be putting on the apartment side.

So we're blending the two projects. Even though it is designed by two different architects, we're
using some of the same design characteridtics, if you will.

The other thing to note is the garage doors that are going to go with -- thereisalittle carriage
house between the buildings shown in the RPH project right here (indicating) and right here (indicating),
these little storage aress (indicating). And this-- this carriage door here (indicating) will dso be
introduced into this project. Thisisthe door were going to use (indicating). The colors will be
different, but the dements of the buildings will be smilar.

And if you could, please reference the RPH building. The architect had given me a couple things
that he wanted to show you.

Is there an extra copy of that up there? | have one. | just want to put it on the overhead. There
you go.

In this area of the building (indicating), you can see that thereis alittle porch, and thisiswhat | --
for the audience, thisiswhat | just showed the Planning Board. Hereis the type of railing that will be
used on the porch (indicating). Thisisacataogue cut. Using your equipment here (indicating), were
able to show you and the whole room what we mean by the railing, and you can see hereitisvinyl
railling, and you know, the height is about 42 inches.
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Now, between the buildings we planned to put a 6 foot fence, and you can see the character of
this Itissolid, and thenitissplit. It hesafrieze line here (indicating) with a-- with the caps oniit.

And here is a photo of the -- the sding with the fish scale that you would see. Itishard to seein
the other photo, and on the rendering, but it is better shown here in catalogue cut. These arethe
elements we told you when we met we would try to integrate in these two Structures, and here iswhat
they turned out to be.

So with that, | won't belabor it any more. |If there are any questions regarding any of this, well
be happy to answer it, and | have our dlients here, and we can talk about any of the operationd things
you would like to.

JAMES MARTIN: Um, you have touched on mos of the Town Engineer comments. 'Y ou will
be providing detail of proposed emergency access that you will be adding to the plans. Um, letter of
credit.

MR. CARUSO: Yes. Standard.

JAMES MARTIN: All these things are pretty standard issues. Obvioudy thiswill be contingent
upon Town Engineer gpprova.

MR. CARUSO: Uh-huh.

JAMES MARTIN: Okay.

| will go to the Board at this time with any questions or issues.

JM POWERS:. None. Nice looking project.

MR. CARUSO: Thank you.

JAMES MARTIN: Onething. You had mentioned before the gpprova of the emergency
access, | think. Was Joe Carr involved in that aso?

MR. CARUSO: Yes. Thethree of us met. Joe Carr, the -- the Fire Marshd, Jm Christian and
Dennis (Scibetta).

JAMES MARTIN: So Joe (Carr) was involved.

MR. CARUSO: Yes.

JAMES MARTIN: Y ou didnt mention his name before,

MR. CARUSO: I'msorry. | left himout. You'reright. Joe (Carr) helped speed the meeting
up.

JAMES MARTIN: Asusud.

MR. CARUSO: He was pretty clear on what he was looking for.

KAREN COX: | have nothing. | -- | echo Jm (Powers)'s compliment to both applicants. I'm
looking forward to seeing this get built.

JOHN HELLABY: | have nothing. It looks good to go to me.

JOHN NOWICKI: Let'ssee. Therewas--

JAMES MARTIN: Therewas oneissuethat came up. Thereisgoing to be some storm
drainage work on Town property that was unresolved, Dennis (Scibetta), whether well have to have
Town gpprova on that, or whether there is anything that needs to be done around insurance issues or
ligbility issuesto work on the Town property.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Just standard easement, | believe. We discussed that with Keith
OToole. | believe were covered on that.

JAMES MARTIN: Sothereisnoissuethere. Okay.

KEITH OTOOLE: If the Town Board approvesit. If the Town Board approvesit.

JAMES MARTIN: Pending Town Board gpprova. All right.

KEITH OTOOLE: Yes.

JAMES MARTIN: So you need to ded with that issue.

MR. CARUSO: For the easement?

KEITH OTOOLE: Yes. Or for that matter, any work on Town land.

JAMES MARTIN: Should | list that as a condition, or isthat -- Mr. OToole? Should | list that
asacondition, or isthat a prerequisite for them to begin work?

KEITH OTOOLE: Couldyou ligtit or not ligt it? Either way they don't have aright to enter
Town land without Town permission.

JAMES MARTIN: All right. 1 will not ligt it. Mr. Caruso stated it was requested from the
Town Highway Department. | will go to Joe (Carr) and ask him how he wants to dedl with thét.

JOHN NOWICKI: Streetlighting fixtures?
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MR. CARUSO: Standard residentia, Colonidl.

JOHN NOWICKI: Conservation Board, do you want to address those comments?

PAT TINDALE: Sure.

JOHN NOWICKI: The Conservation Board requests the plantings are proportiond to the
buildings. Will the larger townhouse units have additiond trees? And the -- also, suggest -- they
suggest planting Austrian pinesthat are 6 feet or taller and the Seagreen Junipers should be 18 to 24
inchesinsze,

MR. CARUSO: If | could get acopy of those comments, | would be happy to address that with
Pat (Tindae) and the Board.

Pet (Tindale), just fax them to to me, please.

JOHN NOWICKI: Great job. Looking forward to thisone. It's a beauty.

MR. CARUSO: Thank you.

GEORGE BRINKWART: | want to echo that. | think thisisagreat project. I'm redly glad you
came to Chili to do this, especidly the facility for the seniorsthere. Unless you persondly experience
someone with decreasing menta capacity, you don't redly appreciate something like this. So definitely,
my hats off to you. Thank you for coming.

Also, the buildings are -- they look quite handsome. | think they're very attractive, nice addition.

JOHN NOWICKI: Interesting with John Fahey (phonetic) on the one and the SWBR on the
other. Nice blending.

GEORGE BRINKWART: The access road around the center portion, to the east, access drive
by the ponds.

MR. CARUSO: Yes.

GEORGE BRINKWART: | was just wondering. It looks like those dopes are fairly steep, and
| was concerned of possibly, you know, some vehicles getting maybe out of control and down through
that way. And | was wondering if maybe you would consider reducing the dope there on that. Possibly
you might even need a safety bench on that pond, aswell. That might be able to address that concern,
aswell.

MR. CARUSO: | will take alook at that. If we can do that, | -- it'sagood idea. We should
have something likethat. So -- if itis-- if it issomething | have overlooked, | will -- Chris (Kaurdis) is
not here tonight, but | will have Chris (Kaurdlis) look &t thet, and | am sure Dave (Lindsay) will follow
up. Chris(Kaurelis) makeitin? Thereheis. Werein severd different communities tonight, so we're
filling in for eech other.

JAMES MARTIN: Chris(Kaurdlis), you haveto follow up.

MR. CARUSO: When Chris (Kaurdlis) follows up for me, | go around seven. When | follow
up for him, itisaround 9:00, 9:30. But well -- George (Brinkwart), it isagood
follow-up. Well look at that and see if we can adjust it and show it to Dave (Lindsay) dong with the
Joe Carr comment. It sort of dl falls under Town Engineser.

GEORGE BRINKWART: The other question, | was wondering if we should add something in
the letter of credit to cover the restoration on those areas of the storm sewer improvement that go off
the property, that are on the easement?

JAMES MARTIN: Um, | believe when we reviewed that at DRC, um, the -- there was -- there
wasn't landscaping damage, but they are going to put a new fence up, al right, dong the Town property,
if I understand that correctly, but | don't think you were going to touch the trees or anything in that area.

MR. CARUSO: We weretold to avoid the trees, so we did. | think what George (Brinkwart) is
getting at, whatever we disturb, make sureit isin the letter of credit.

GEORGE BRINKWART: Yes. Because you have the storm sewer that goes across the
Town's parcel and the adjacent parcel, as wdll.

MR. CARUSO: WEell just make sure dong with the pipe, there is enough money -- thereis
money in there for the pipe. There should be money in there to restore the surface.

DARIO MARCHIONI: John (Caruso), aClass A job there. Thank you.

MR. CARUSO: Thank you, Dario (Marchioni).

FRED TROTT: Thank you for getting the access road. Appreciate that.

JAMES MARTIN: A lot of accolades on this project. | think it is a beautiful enhancement to the
areg, and | wish you al well and certainly wish the Presbyterian Home dl the best. It isavery needed
facility. Welook forward to having you here in Chili.
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DENNIS SCIBETTA: Actudly, Jm (Martin), there was a question. Was the congtruction
phasing -- did you -- and timing? Have you put anything in place yet, John (Caruso)?

MR. CARUSO: Wereredly not planning to phase the project. WEe're planning to -- we want it
al approved and it's -- it'sredly not limited by phase. It's limited by the time we
haveto build it. A better way to answer the question is, we plan to build in this year's congtruction
schedule the entire Rochester Presbyterian Home, the access roads and seven of the buildings for Pride
Mark's buildings. Thisroad here (indicating) were intending to build it dl of the way through.

We don't think we can gtart dl of these foundations (indicating) and build dl of the town home
buildings in this year's schedule, so we would push the last five buildings into next year's schedule.

What we're trying not to do is make this place ook like a bomb went off and tear it &l up and
then in 24 months werre done. So we're trying to think about how we're going to do it. We need to
move some dirt, get it in place, build our roads.

Y ou know, Jm (Barbato) will want to build his community center and use it as a congtruction
officeand -- | mean, itisagood idea. Rather than putting atrailer out there. So he has redly thought
about how heis going to do that. And the RPH site will be consgtructed
separately under different contracts, and so we think we're going to get up to about here (indicating)
with the town homes and -- and in this year's congtruction schedule and dl of this (indicating).

KAREN COX: Nice.

MR. BARBATO: Judt acorrection on that. The community center would be put up and finished
not as much for congtruction office but more of aleasng office to get started. Aswe start to deliver
units for rent, we want a good leasing center there ready to receive potentia residents.

JAMES MARTIN: Understand.

John (Carus), | will just ask you to provide aminima phasing plan to the Building Department
S0 they understand what your sequencing is, okay?

MR. CARUSO: That's smple enough.

JAMES MARTIN: Canyou do that?

MR. CARUSO: Yes.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Whichisthe schedule. That'sdl.

MR. CARUSO: You know, we-- it'sagood -- it'sagood practice. WEell do that.

JAMES MARTIN: SEQR was handled & preliminary.

James Martin reviewed the proposed conditions with the Board.
DECISION:  Unanimoudy gpproved by avote of 7 yes with the following conditions:
1 Pending approva of the Town Enginesr.
2. Applicant shal review safety aspects of the dope adong east access road.
3. Letter of credit will include funds for restoration of disturbed Town property.
4, Provide a phasing plan to the Building Department.
FOR DISCUSSION:
1 Joe Gomes - proposed parking ot and rezoning at 2652 Chili Avenue in R-1-15 zone.
Joe Gomes and Larry Heininger were present to represent the application.

MR. HEININGER: Good evening. Larry Heininger, civil engineer, Vice Presdent of Markus &
Asociates, dso partner in HBMA. Asyou dl know, Joe (Gomes) is abusinessman in the Town of
Chili. Hisofficesare over on Chili Avenue near Westside Drive, right at the V.

| firgt got involved in this project over ayear ago during the -- during the summer, and the initid

discussion was expangon of parking on the Westside Drive area. That's not on your plan right now, but
he came out to the Site a that time, and there are no storm sewers readily apparent in that part of
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Westside Drive. That's dso the low side of the property. | talked with Joe Carr about it, and | talked
with Larry Nissen from Lu Engineers about it at the time that in order to do parking expansion on the
north side of the building, there would have to probably be some dry wells. | observed at that time that
the soils were fairly sandy, but that was redly as far as the discusson went.

Um, the next thing that came was that Joe (Gomes) wanted to improve his front parking on the
Chili Avenue side, s0 | did a quick sketch that showed 9 by 18 parking spaces, and it would definitely
been a 24 foot drive lane, maybe 26. That was submitted to you through Markus & Associates, who is
a-- hislicensad surveyorsis through Markus, and it came back. And | have a question on thiswith 9
1/2 by 19, which seems to be your standard space, but a 30 foot wide drive lane, isthat the standard
drive lane in the Town of Chili, the 30 foot wide drive lane?

JAMES MARTIN: You answer -- isthat sandard? | don't have the code in front of me.

DAVID LINDSAY': | don't know yet. | will look it up.

MR. HEININGER: Typicdly drive lanes are no less than 24 and generdly no larger than 26,
and it has to do with whether you're giving the space to the parking or not. But anyway.

Onyour plan right now is kind of a cleaned-up parking lot. | would advocate a 26 foot wide
drive lane is pretty adequate especialy with 19 foot deep spaces and you would have more green.

The third thing to discuss here that Joe (Gomes) told meis currently the zoning isR-1, and he has
avariance to upgrade hisinsurance busness, and that you're currently going through a Town Master
Plan or have recently completed one, and that the Town has some thoughts on how that intersection of
Westside Drive and Chili Avenue ought to be developed, and whether the zoning would become
Generd Business, and that's redlly dl | have to say and open it to your discussion.

Joe (Gomes) wanted me to come because | have been doing thisfor 28 years, and -- he slIs
insurance. | do engineering.

JAMES MARTIN: | guesswhat | would like to do is separate the two issues that we talk abot,
the parking and the ste plan. Any discussion from the Board regarding what you have proposed there?

Do we have an answer to the question on the minimum?

DAVID LINDSAY: Itisinthe desgn criteriabook, and | don't have that one with me.

MR. HEININGER: Okay. Well, that can easily be -- be atered, but 30 feet seems excessvely
wide. SO --

JAMES MARTIN: | guess, you know, thisis-- when the origina proposa was before us for
the parking in the rear of the building, which obvioudy has not worked out for technica reasons, um, |
think there was some questions as to, you know, what's generating the need for the additional parking,
and, you know, are those -- are those issues il vaid? | mean, what is driving the need for the
additiona parking? Customer use. |sthere somerenta Stuation there that -- that there is employees
that need to have a place to park? What exactly isthe need for the -- for the additiond parking? That
is one thing that popsin my mind.

| will go to the Board for other questions.

JM POWERS: Wdll, I'm sorry that Mr. Gomesis not here himsdlf.

MR. HEININGER: Heisright here.

JM POWERS: Oh, okay. I'm -- I'm curious asto why, and it was brought up the last time Mr.
Gomeswasin, | think by Mrs. Borgus, that you were granted aland use variance that goes for that land
forever, that gives you everything that basically you want other than the parking and why you're so
inggtent on rezoning this to Neighborhood Business, and to rezone just this section isredly kind of spot
zoning. And | am wondering why.

MR. GOMES: It was recommend to me when we submitted the gpplication that we do it dl a
once. It --

JM POWERS. Why are you o insgstent?

MR. GOMES: I'm not ingsting, but the insurance business has changed, okay? The banks got
-- have got into the insurance business, and | want to make sure I'm in compliance with dl of the rules.
If I don't need it -- | don't have to haveit. It was recommended to me that we put dl of the -- onto one
goplication.

MR. HEININGER: So that answers the question. It was recommended to him that as part of
the parking, that he go to Generd Business. If that is not the case, then that is kind of a moot point.
Because what you're saying is the variance he has alows him to operate the insurance business, or any
business like an insurance business & that location.
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JAMES MARTIN: That iscorrect.

MR. HEININGER: Right?

JAMES MARTIN: That iscorrect. Now --

MR. HEININGER: Can't have adance hdl or abrewery but --

JAMES MARTIN: Aslong aswe have kind of segued into the zoning issue, | mean if
this was rezoned, it opens up the door to severa other types of businesses that could be included in an
NB zone. Yes, the Master Plan doesindicate that that particular area would perhaps eventualy
become, you know, a Neighborhood Business area within the Town.

MR. HEININGER: Right.

JAMES MARTIN: And through eventudity that may happen some day, | guess. Buit right now,
| agree with Mr. Powers on this, to take one parcel out of this particular area and rezone it to
Neighborhood Business, to open up the door to other activities on that one Site --

MR. HEININGER: Totaly understand.

JAMES MARTIN: —would be aspot zoning type of thing, and we redly refrain from that. At
some point in the future when the whole area is perhaps subject to rezoning, then it can be reconsdered
at that time, but, you know, we -- but -- you know, | just don't see the need for it. Hehasause
variance. He could stay in business doing what he is doing, and that's kind of my feding onit.

JOHN NOWICKI: Can | add something to that? | think, and correct meif | am wrong, but |
think the current Master Plan comes up for review, 2010. And if that is the case, that would be the
appropriate time to take that neighborhood area and address that -- that -- that recommendation by the
origina Master Plan to go to Neighborhood Business.

JAMES MARTIN: Certainly could be readdressed.

JOHN NOWICKI: | think that would be the time to do it, because it does cal for the Master
Plan to be reviewed and updated in 2010.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: You have abasic problem there. Y ou're asking to rezone one property
out of three without the condition of the other two. If we rezone this property, we then have problems
with the setback of Neighborhood Business meeting aresdentid.

JOHN NOWICKI: That iswhat | am saying. If you go to the Master Plan update in 2010, if
they make that recommendeation, that can go to the Town Board and say here, we have recommended
that these properties, three or four, or whatever it takes, be rezoned to Neighborhood Business.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: | understand that. Y ou gtill have a-- you gill have problems with some
of the parcels not wanting to go into that zoning.

JOHN NOWICKI: That's-- that's something that has to be debated at that time.

MR. GOMES: If | can just add something?

JAMES MARTIN: Mr. Gomes.

MR. GOMES: Dan Miller isan atorney. Heisin favor of rezoning his location, aswell. Um, the
lady next to -- next to my office, Elliott, she wantsto rezonethe -- her -- her land, aswel. And | --
they -- | believethey al wrote letters to the Town to that effect. If you don't haveit, | could probably
get it.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: You dill have aparce between those two parcels.

MR. GOMES: Thereisonly one parcdl.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Excuseme. Excuse me. Just asecond.

JAMES MARTIN: Let'snot get argumentetive here.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Thereisdill aparce between those two parcelsthat is Resdentid, and if
we grant arezoning request to go to anything in the Neighborhood Business or Redtricted Business, it
creates a-- a problem with variances between the houses. There is not the proper setbacks between
the residential property and the -- the Redtricted Business. So we have a problem there. That's --
that's number ore.

And thereisno generd -- thereis no talking Generd Business. We never wanted thisto be
Genera Business.

JOHN NOWICKI: It was Neighborhood Business.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: The engineer has stated that.

MR. HEININGER: That istheterminology | wastold. But NB, Neighborhood Business is what
the discusson would be.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Right. Understand the Neighborhood Business abutting a residentia
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property needs a setback requirement that cannot be met then by Mr. Gomes property, so we have a
problem with that if we were to grant arezoning request for that.

JOHN NOWICKI: So what you're saying then, they're better off to do what they have aready
done?

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Correct. Correct.

JOHN NOWICKI: Conditiona use.

JAMES MARTIN: They have a use variance.

JOHN NOWICKI: Use variance on the property, and he could continue to upgrade his
business and go from there? If he wantsto go in that direction, then let him go.

MR. HEININGER: That iswhy | was asked to come to the meseting, would | cometo the
mesting, because | do this, and dl of this makes senseto me. Isthat -- at this point in time, rezoning this
to Neighborhood Business just is not workable?

JOHN NOWICKI: No, it's not workable.

MR. HEININGER: It's not workable.

So leaveit.

JM POWERS: Could | ask aquestion? If this were rezoned, would that land use variance il
hold, Keith (OToole), or would that evaporate and go away? And if it did, would he
have to come back before the Planning Board for use -- conditional use or whatnot in his building?

KEITH OTOOLE: | haven't seen the use variance in question, but presumably the use variance
would survive the rezoning.

DARIO MARCHIONI: It is grandfathered?

KEITH OTOOLE: | wouldn't quite use that terminology.

JAMES MARTIN: The use variance would stay in place.

JM POWERS. How many businesses do you have in your home, Mr. Gomes?

MR. GOMES. How many businesses? Just two, myself, another gentleman that isin thereand a
-- three people. But | have two sonswho I’ d like to introduce to the business, and | would like to
expand, and | do have an gpartment in the back, and I'm thinking, well, maybe | will use the apartment
and converting to more business space. I'm not sure if | can do that. Unlessl --

JM POWERS: Thereisan insurance business and an atorney.

MR. GOMES: Insurance business, real estate man and aguy that does advertising.

JM POWERS: Do you have a printing business there?

MR. GOMES: No, no, no. It'snot aprinting business. Just al computer work.

MR. HEININGER: So those three businesses are dlowed in that type of business with a
variance, correct? And so then...

KAREN COX: So—just 0| understand. Mr. Gomes, if -- you don't need or want the
rezoning & this point in order to put the parking lot in?

MR. GOMES: | don't --

KAREN COX: Youreonly coming in front of the Board asking for arezoning because
somebody suggested you do that. | don't know who that is. | don't need to know. That istheonly
reason you're wanting to rezone?

MR. GOMES:. Yes. | think that'sthe only reason. Yep.

MR. HEININGER: So it soundsto me likethat iskind of off the table right now.

JAMES MARTIN: Yes. | -- | don't think we need to dwel with it any more.

KAREN COX: | just wanted to make sure that he understood.

DARIO MARCHIONI: You can ill go to the Town Board. We only make recommendations.

MR. HEININGER: But thereisredly -- in my mind, thereis not awholelot of point. | came
out to the site ayear and ahalf ago. | walked around and said paving thisis going to push water onto
the neighbors. 'Y ou need to go to storm sewer, you need SWPPP, it islessthan an acre, dl of this stuff.

Y ou will not be able to connect the one parking lot to the other because the County happensto make a
comment where they don't want people cutting from one road to the other.

Then it was let's clean up the front parking lot. 1t has been jockeyed around, jockeyed around.
And then can you come to the mesting becauise no one seems to make any head way in ayear.

Now I'm coming to the meeting and hearing dl this Suff, hearing rezoning is not workable, and
may be workable four years from now, may be advisable four years from now, it may not be. And the
Town Engineer will get back to me on some recommendation of width of of the drive lane of —kind of
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keeping up the exiging front parking, and it sounds like well have a plan.

Then based on the square footage of the building and the use of the building, the question came
up, how much parking is reasonable. So maybe some parking can be put in the backyard, depending
again, depending on reasonableness.

JM POWERS: Was not he granted parking for that west side backyard, so to speak, back in
the early '80s?

MR. GOMES: Yes, | was.

JM POWERS: Why wasn't that pursued?

MR. HEININGER: 1 don't know. | wastold that a some time parking was granted. | don't
know why it wasn't pursued at that time. It could have been economic.

MR. GOMES: Yes.

JAMES MARTIN: Jm (Powers), when thiswas in before, there were alot of drainage issues
associated with that. The rear of the property. Y ou know, the Town wasn't about to spend the amount
of money that would be required to extend the sewers and things of that nature down there, the storm
sewers. So anyway, | -- you have looked at it. | meanit's-- you know, potentid may be there, but
would it require a huge amount of money and work to do it.

MR. HEININGER: It adso goes back to the square footage of the building, the amount of people
that would be there, how much parking is needed.

JAMES MARTIN: And there is aso, a serious concern about access to the rear of the building,
going aong the property line between the Gomes property and the Spuck property. Y ou know, there
was some very serious concerns about that particular issue, dso. And that is ill red in my opinion.

Let'stak about what has been proposed from the site plan perspective. Questions or issues
around what is being proposed.

| think, Dennis (Scibetta), correct meif | amwrong, if eventudly they come in with asght plan
gpplication, um, there' s ill going to be aZBA issue on this; isthat correct? Isthat correct or
incorrect?

DENNIS SCIBETTA: | would assume there would be for the front parking, yes.

JAMES MARTIN: All right.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Evenif it isgranted under the Site plan, it till hasto be approved by --
those number of changesin spaces. So there till would be aZBA question.

MR. HEININGER: I'mjust curious -- what is the question that the ZBA would --

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Wedont alow front parking in Chili.

MR. HEININGER: That iswhat it would be. Okay.

JAMES MARTIN: Questions or issues about what is being proposed? Should they go ahead
spend the money on aforma ste plan --

JOHN HELLABY': | won't get so hung up on the parking Situation, aslong as they can address
the drainage Situation. That is everybody's mgor concern, the drainageissue. If you can comein there
and appease the Town Engineer and show us that it's doable, I'm not going to get so hung up because
you're only adding two spaces to what you aready did got there. | might get hung up on the back
parking issue because it is a big swvimming pool issue back. There you would have to redly prove to me
that these dry wellswork.

MR. HEININGER: | agree with you.

JOHN NOWICKI: It's an engineering problem.

GEORGE BRINKWART: Judt pretty tight up front. | think we talked about snow storage, too.

DARIO MARCHIONI: | have aquegtion. This pie shape here (indicating), you have -- you
know, you have an office on one Sde, aresidentia in the middle and office on the |eft Sde, aframe
building here (indicating). 'Y ou know, the idedl thing is somebody to purchase this whole piece and
redlly do something with it. That isagood spot. That isa very good location. Y ou know, aline.

MR. HEININGER: Y ou'e taking about that intersection, that --

DARIO MARCHIONI: The whole pie there and redly do something to this. Thisway diminate
al thismish-mash here. It interferes. Every time you do something, it interferes with somebody ese.
And | think that's what our Master Plan suggested, that that would be
aNeghborhood Business type of venture here. I thisthing came in as one package, rather than, you
know -- and | got to understand the residential person who livesthere, that is Resdential. She wants,
you know, tranquility and not commercid next to her or traffic or lights. And if | -- and vice-a-versa
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where you have alittle, you know, whatever little commercid, it is the operation there now. 'Y ou want
to be able to expand, too. You're limited to expand.

So | think theright way to do it, it iswhat the Magster Plan suggested, is for thiswhole area, to
be re -- you know, Neighborhood Business, and really somebody, you know, come together here and
--and --

MR. HEININGER: 'Y ou mean aminiature Donad Trump, but not today.

DARIO MARCHIONI: That iswhat | mean. | understand -- Mr. Gomes, too, he can't move.
He -- he-- you know, he istrapped in there, he wants to expand and wants to get bigger. Hischoiceis
to sdl or stay theway itis. Wedl like to expand our business, we dl like to do better. | can understand
his pogition, too. But you know, if you want to expand, | think -- | think thereisaway to doit.

MR. HEININGER: Wdll --

DARIO MARCHIONI: You purchased dl this property. Yourein the real estate business. Put
it dl together --

MR. GOMES: | offered that and -- well, | don't know if | want to discuss that.

JAMES MARTIN: Let'snot get into that aspect.

DARIO MARCHIONI: I'm just giving my opinion. | don't know &l the detailsand | don't want
to know them. Thisistheway | would look asaplanner. If you look at something here as far asthe
Town is concerned, | would -- but if it can't be done, | don't know. That isjust my opinion.

DAVID LINDSAY:: | think you touched on snow storage, did you George (Brinkwart)?
George (Brinkwart) did you mention that? There is a section in the code for off-street parking aress,
more than five vehicles should be screened by sight-obscuring fence or hedge or plantings. They have a
lot of resdentid didricts. Thet'sit.

MR. HEININGER: Okay. Can | contact you in the next severa days about the width of the
drive lane?

DAVID LINDSAY: Yes Hypotheticdly, you know my interest would be to minimize the
amount of asphalt.

JAMES MARTIN: Understand.

| guesswherewereat --

MR. HEININGER: We're good.

JAMES MARTIN: -- your proposed site plan for the parking looks generally acceptable to the
Board. We can probably go forward with that. Obvioudy the rezoning request will be taken off the
table.

MR. HEININGER: Sure. Thank you.

DECISION: Per the Board' s discussions, arezoning request would not be viewed favorably by the
Board.

The dtered parking plan was reviewed. If the applicant chooses to pursue this
project, aformal gpplication should be submitted for Board consideration.

2. Kayex Corp. - proposed 8,800 sq. ft. warehouse addition at 1000 Millstead Way in G.I.
zone.

Bob Bringley and Frank Coleman were present to represent the applicant.

MR. BRINGLEY: Good evening. My name is Bob Bringley with Parrone Engineers. Our office
isat 349 West Commercid Street in the Town Village of East Rochester. With me here tonight is
Frank Coleman, representative of Kayex.

Um, just before | get Sarted, we met with Town staff about a month ago on this project. It's
very important to the Kayex Corporation, so we thought it was necessary to get in there as quickly as
we can S0 they can get sarted. Um, we have made forma submission for preliminary and find gpprova
last week, just because that's the way the agenda works. We thought it would be wise to come in there
and present and show you, give you a heads-up what Kayex is proposing.

Site plan is on the board right there. 1t's off of Paul Road. North is up the page. Millstead Way is
on theleft-hand side. Um, the project is seven acres, or the project areais seven acres. Theresa
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45,000 sguare foot facility there. Kayex is owned by HAMCO Machine & Electric Corporation.

And | wasn't aware of what Kayex did before we were introduced to them, but they make the
machines that make crystasthat are used in dl kinds of different dectronics. So it isavery neet little
operation. It isredly amazing, the machine that they make, and they have been fortunate enough to
increase their business. They have requirements to deliver machines. Hence they need this facility to
build those machines on time and deliver them to their clients.

What they're looking at is an extenson of this 45,000 square foot facility by building what'sup in
the top part of the -- of that colored-in drawing, the 8800 square foot addition, which would be 50 foot
high and dlow them for manufacturing purposes.

JOHN NOWICKI: Isthat located in the airport zone, right?

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes itis, | believe.

JAMES MARTIN: That would need gpproval.

JOHN NOWICKI: You got to get approva from the airport authority.

MR. BRINGLEY: Were aware of that. | believe it has been sent to them. We have contacted
them.

Again, saven acres, zoned Generd Industrid. The requirement for parking, if you look &t it,
based on the square footage and the zoning, it requires 159, 160 spaces. Right now
they have about 74 spaces, which is adequate. They're not going to put on alot of employees. What
they wanted to do, though, was -- right now around the back of the building there is an existing loading
dock, and right now the people park there. It makesit very difficult for large vehicles to maneuver.
They'd like to move those spaces up around to the north, reconstruct that new parking area north of the
addition, put in new storm drainage.

There's sanitary sewer that suppliesit and aso make improvements to the west side of the
building, in terms of fire access

So that iswhat that shows on the north, and the west side of the building isimprovements for fire
access, parking. On the east Side of the building, um, there will be a proposal for anew loading dock
and at-grade loading dock and one that is depressed by 4 feet. Hence, we improve the circulation back
there to alow for tractor-trailers, because once the product is built, it is crated and then they need to get
tractor-trailersin there to load it up and truck it off the site.

Um, there's no variances requested under this gpplication. | don't believe other than if the Board
can grant awaiver for the parking. And again, were proposing adight increase in parking, but the main
thing is that we reconfigure the parking to alow for, you know, mainly their employees. Very few --
therés not alot of vigtors on the Site other than people like myself or maybe people that they're building
mechines for.

Um, so wefit al of the required setbacks. We did look at before — judt to give the Board alittle
more history, of providing parking dong where the exiting parking is, but again, that's afront yard, and
we didn't want to create any additional processes before. There was a variance granted, | think, awhile
ago for parking in the front setback, but we, after discussions with Town staff, said well, why don't we
move it way in the back, eiminate an additiona step, comply with the code and it seemed to work out
wdl. And | think aso the building height will work. It is 50 foot maximum under this code and well be
right at 50 feet.

Um, so with that, either mysdlf or Frank Coleman and -- can answer any questions about the
business, and anyways we can improve the site plan application before you today.

JAMES MARTIN: Just -- 0 you would be going -- you currently have 74 parking spaces for
the existing structure, and when you are done, you will have 77 parking spaces for the totd facility?

MR. BRINGLEY: Right.

JAMES MARTIN: Sol am assuming somewhere adong the line there was a variance granted for
that?

MR. BRINGLEY: | don't know if it was ever avariance. We did some checking on that. We
checked with Kathy (Reed). | don't think they ever addressed it, because it was -- you know, the
building was built awhile ago, and it was used for different uses, and Kayex sort of got in there and sort
of grew into it. But thereisno need. | mean if you go out there and |ook today, they're not utilizing all
of the parking today.

JAMES MARTIN: What isthetota amount of employees at the time?

MR. COLEMAN: 50 employees.
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JAMES MARTIN: That includes management?

MR. COLEMAN: Yes Saesmanagement.

JAMES MARTIN: Your name.

MR. COLEMAN: I'm sorry. Frank Coleman, from Kayex, manufacturing engineer.

JAMES MARTIN: So 77 spaces are adequate to handle al your employees and any potentia
vigtorsto the Ste?

MR. COLEMAN: Yes. Additiona floor spaceis primarily for congruction of equipment.

JAMES MARTIN: I'm glad businessisgood. Y our 8,800 square foot addition, will that -- you
know, will there be any additional employees brought in as a result of that or are you pretty much static?

MR. COLEMAN: Our intentions are to look for staff to go out of Town to ingtdl the equipment,
s0 there would be additional employees, anywhere from 8 to 12 employees a the most.

DARIO MARCHIONI: What do you congder the front of this building? Isit Millstead Way or
Paul Road?

MR. COLEMAN: Theentranceison -- ison Millsead. The main office entrance. But the
employees entrance and parking for office staff is on Paul Road.

MR. BRINGLEY: The addressis Millstead. For zoning we considered both basically fronts.

Y ou know.

DARIO MARCHIONI: If you mentioned parking in the front of the building, and -- it depends
which --

MR. BRINGLEY: Right. We consdered both of them fronts along Millstead and Paul.

DARIO MARCHIONI: You just choose one of them.

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes So.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Okay. Did you mention the addition, the type of architectura addition,
or -- or -- what kind of sding -- | mean --

MR. BRINGLEY: It will bevery amilar. It will be smilar to whet istheretoday. Thereisahigh
bay there. It isbasicaly a pre-engineered, meta building. Um, you know, with -- with some kind of
metad kinonit.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Color and everything to maich the existing?

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes.

DARIO MARCHIONI: 1 believe the building is white now?

MR. COLEMAN: Yes.

MR. BRINGLEY: They have aflat roof. Just be a big box, 50 foot high.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Any lighting? Well, you don't have any resdentia area here anyway.

MR. BRINGLEY: WEelIl provide new ste lighting around the rear where the new parking is,
where the darker gray is. New ste lighting for pedestrian movements and safety back in. There --
there will probably be some lights over entryways and things like that.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Asfa asdrainage, you will ded with it through that storm water
management facility you have in the back there?

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes That will meet Phase 1 and Phase 2 requirements for qudity and
quantity.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Isthat big enough?

MR. BRINGLEY: Weran al of the caculations on that and submitted dl of the
information with the drainage reports last week. So the engineer will be looking a them. We beieveit
is sufficient.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Thank you for the presentation.

GEORGE BRINKWART: You show a 12-inch combined water sewer service coming in there.

Isthere afire hydrant on site anywhere or isthisjust for in house?

MR. BRINGLEY: Thereisahydrant on Millstead and for dong Paul. | think thereisfire
protection. The building isfully sprinkled, and the new building will be sprinkled dso. So there will be
extenson of the sprinkler systems for this new addition.

GEORGE BRINKWART: That'safairly robust sze of the water main coming in there.

MR. BRINGLEY: Yeeh, they didn't undersze that. Usudly they are too smdl.

JOHN NOWICKI: Bob (Bringley), what isyour timeline here? Y ou're coming here for
discussion, and so what is your -- you must have an aggressive timeline.

MR. BRINGLEY: That's-- were going to come back before the Board March 13th for
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preliminary and find. We would like to request that. They would like to get construction as soon as
possible because this building has to be delivered in a very short period of time.

JOHN NOWICKI: Soyou just got to crossthe Ts, dot the Ison March 13th.

MR. BRINGLEY: Wewant a--

JOHN NOWICKI: Y ou need the landscaping plans over there.

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes. That was part of that package. The whole submisson package was
made last week.

JOHN NOWICKI: You want to start in April?

MR. BRINGLEY: Asquick aswe can get abuilding permit. Building plans are under way, and
the contractor is -- they lit the match.

JOHN NOWICKI: | know they're already bidding it.

MR. BRINGLEY: They're hesting up. Yep.

JOHN HELLABY:: You might have mentioned it, but maybe | missed it. The height of this
addition will match the last addition thet they did over there?

MR. BRINGLEY: The high bay is 50 feet and thiswill al be 50 fest.

JOHN HELLABY:: Pre-engineered, meta dad building?

MR. BRINGLEY: Moreor less, yes.

JOHN HELLABY: Talked about the Ste lighting. People that park in that rear parking lot, how
do they enter and exit that building? Could they walk al of theway --

MR. COLEMAN: Right now there is an entrance in one of the shipping areas, and we intend to
put an entrance in the back of the building.

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes.

MR. COLEMAN: Right off the parking lot.

JOHN HELLABY: Theonly reason | ask, | see you have asdewak aong the one end, but it
doesn't go anywhere.

MR. BRINGLEY: It will empty out in the back. There— that isagood question. | think there
was intent to access the building for employees onthewest sde. Yeah. But that hasn't been resolved
yet, | don't think. But | can find an answer to that before we meet agan.

KAREN COX: All of my questions have aready been covered.

JM POWERS: The -- we have a proposed fire access lane that's going to be asphalt?

MR. BRINGLEY: Yes.

JM POWERS: Um, that's for the fire vehicles getting in dongsde the building?

MR. BRINGLEY: Right.

JM POWERS: Thisisafoolish question. Any reason why you didn't swing that out and tie into
your driveway there at Millstead?

MR. BRINGLEY: Wedid look at that. We had alot of discusson about just bringing that
draight out to Millstead. Um, | think the decision was made by Kayex that they would just prefer not to
connect it at that point, and the Fire Marsha was satisfied with just providing access to that Sde of the
building. So they didn't care whether -- we looked at the congideration of tying it out to Millstead for
that and for, you know, tractor-trailers. Make the circulation for tractor-traillers eeser, but | think for
budgetary reasons, | think they wanted to control some of the budget issues, and that was one of them.
It till isless money to do what were doing as opposed to tying it al of the way out. So there was
some dollar savings there.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Thank you for making the changes and getting it in. Look forward to it.

JAMES MARTIN: Okay. WEIl see you March 13th. Looking forward to it.

MR. BRINGLEY: Well be back.

DECISION: The Board looks forward to working with the gpplicant as the project moves forward.

3. FRA Enginearing - proposed 56 unit gpartment project located at 3355 Union Street in RM
zone,

GEORGE BRINKWART: Mr. Chairman, | would like to recuse mysdf from the discussion.
JAMES MARTIN: You'e recused.
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Dennis Kenndly was present to represent the gpplication.

MR. KENNELLY: Agan, my nameis Dennis Kennelly, FRA Engineering, herein -- well,
Henrietta. Um, here, again, to present for concept review what we're calling Kings Crossing
Apartments by Brickwood Homes. It ison the site of the New Hope Church on Union Street opposite
King Strest.

What is proposed to purchase 8.6 acres of the total 22.6 acre parcel of land owned by New
Home Church to construct 56 gpartment units. These are proposed to be high-end gpartment units that
look more like townhouses. If you flip open to the second page of the agrid photograph -- thisis not
necessarily the exact building proposed, but thisis an example of the proposed architecture that would
be smilar to this by Brickwood Homes.

Um, thisisin adidrict thet is zoned Multi-family. Apartments are permitted up to 12 unitsand 6
inarow. What are proposed here are four- to six-unit buildings with two stories and sngle units on the
ends. Each unit would have atwo-car garage and afull basement. There are
some woods on the Site as well as some wetlands. The wetlands have been ddlinested by Jeanne
Polette (phonetic) and Environmental Resources, and the plans submitted does represent those wetlands
which were surveyed and plotted on the map. Thereisalot of natural screening around the site that can
remain that is outside of the building areainto the buffer zone, so there will be nice screening from the
roadways and from the perimeter. Again, alot of those woods can remain.

Thereisdso, in addition to the 56 gpartment buildings, um, some recreationd facilities, tennis
courts and basketba | courts proposed at the ends, and then, of course, well have on-site storm water
detention to take care of the storm water regulations as proposed and required by the DEC.

Um, Brickwood -- Brickwood homesisaloca developer, a cusom home builder that primarily
works in Ontario, Wayne, Livingston and Monroe County. A little less, though, in Monroe. Primarily
based on the competition. Has alittle more success in more of the outlying areas. Um, and he is based
in Penfidd, and he would own this whole complex and would retain
ownership throughout. None of the buildings would be for sde or lease. So it would be atrue
gpartment complex with the type of syle of atownhome facility. So that isabrief overview.

Did I have alittle bit of information? One of the questions was who is Brickwood Homes? Again,
alocad home builder. He has awebste. Heis registered, of course, and &ffiliated with dl of the home
building associations, so there is more information that can be had, if necessary.

JOHN NOWICKI: Do you know his name? Do you know his name?

MR. KENNELLY: | do know hisname. But I'm drawing ablank. I'm pinch-hitting for my
workmeate. It issomebody that | don't personaly know.

JAMES MARTIN: Okay. Wekind of got an answer who Brickwood Homes is.

A couple of comments. Not alot of cregtivity on the layout, okay? Awfully linear. Isthere
anything that can be done architecturdly to enhance the aesthetics, looks of the Ste -- what looks to me
like agte plan that, you know, reminds me of amilitary barracks? Okay, I'm sorry, that iswhat it does.

So that is something that | think ought to be addressed and looked at to seeif thereis more
credtivity that could be put in place, | will say, around the Site plan design of the buildings, from thet
gandpoint. Certainly will require sanitary sewer digtrict expansion if this were to go through.

MR. KENNELLY:: | do have some comments on that if you would like me to addressit at this
point. We did have conversations with both the Town and the Gates- Chili Ogden Sewer Didtrict. There
is sewer available across the street as part of the Town Sewer District, which would need to be
expanded. But it does not need to become part of the Gates-Chili Sewer Didrict. Soitisavailable. It
would be a gravity sawer, but we would need a Town digtrict extension.

JAMES MARTIN: Towndidrict. All right. Thank you.

Um, | mean architecturdly, if that iswhat is being proposed, um, I'm going to assume that
Brickwood Homes has done a market study around the need for this type of a development.

| know that the one -- the lagt high-end apartment complex built in Chili has been very successful,
but we have severd other gpartment complexesin Chili, | don't know what their current occupancy rate
is, but | know severad of them probably could use alot more tenants than they have right now. So you
know, the last thing we want to seeis something go up and fall apart on somebody because, you know,
there is no market demand for thistype of a-- of a-- of arentd unit.

Um, those are my comments.
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Jm (Martin)?

JM POWERS. Wédl, | note that when Jm Barbato wasin there with his project, we dso
requested that he have more than one access route into the project. Thisonly hasone. That should be
looked at. Um, aso, would these -- with these wetlands, is there a setback that is required? | see that
they're aso putting a torm water pond on what they have got designated or -- or as federa wetlands.
Um, | don't know if that comesinto play in this particular project or not.

DAVID LINDSAY: Thereis no buffer for thewetland. And | -- it appears to me the pond is
outsde the limits. Certainly would not be dlowed within the wetlands, but --

MR. KENNELLY': The shape of the pond is-- isaround the wetlands. Again, the wetlands
were surveyed, so these are actudlly located. Thisisn't just asketch. They were surveyed, so we
would build the storm water pond around the -- the federa wetlands, which don't require a buffer.
Then we would discharge eventudly to the wetland area. Thereisanatural stream course that -- thet is
tied to this wetland, so when the water trickles out into the wetlands, it will continue on its natura path
asit doestoday.

KAREN COX: Um, | would agree about the linear design. If we could see something thet isa
little more crestive, that would be nice.

MR. KENNELLY: 1 think their intent there was to utilize the naturd buffering asfar as--
because it will be private property versus public roads, so the natural buffering from the roadway, the
proposed berm aong Union Street is labeled with landscaping, so | think the combination iswhy it
looks so linear at this point, but your point iswell taken.

JOHN HELLABY': Echoing the same comments that the rest of the group has had, possibly
eiminating a handful of these units and trying to move them around alittle bit might enhance it.

JAMES MARTIN: If itisgoing to be a high-end rentd, you want to have something aesthetically
pleasing, and, you know.

JOHN NOWICKI: What kind of rentd rates are you looking at?

MR. KENNELLY: | can't answer that. But | do recall the owner's name now. It isMark
VanEpps. Hesthe owner.

JOHN NOWICKI: V-an?

MR. KENNELLY: E-p-p-s. He sthe owner of Brickwood Homes.

JM POWERS:. Do they build in Geneseo?

MR. KENNELLY: | believe s0, yes. Again, | am pinchhitting, so I'm not familiar with al of
these projects. It isone of my partner's. Itishisclient.

JOHN NOWICKI: The project areaitsdlf, have you been there to take alook at it?

MR. KENNELLY: Yes.

JOHN NOWICKI: Any mature trees there that are salvagesble?

MR. KENNELLY:: | will check. | can't answer that off the top. | haven't sudied it closdly.

JAMES MARTIN: 1 think that is something again to coordinate with the Conservation Board.

JOHN NOWICKI: Thereason | bring that up, is because of what you're bringing up on the site
design. Let'sseeif you can savage whatever you can on the -- the mature trees and change that Ste
plan soitisnot so linear.

JAMES MARTIN: Pat (Tindde), | think since some time has passed, you should have someone
from the Conservation Board go out and ook &t it.

PAT TINDALE: Yes. He hasto submit a checklist any way of any treesthat are greater than 8
inches on the property. And that will sort of tell us what's there and then well go out and look &t it.

MR. KENNELLY: Very good.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Sincethisland is still owned by the Church.

MR. KENNELLY: Yes.

DARIO MARCHIONI: What isthe history behind this? Wasthisdl zoned Multiple
Resdentid -- Multiple Residentid? Jm (Powers)? Mr. Powers? Jm (Powers), do you remember the
gpprova of the addition of this church? | mean, it is sill under construction. How long it has been?

JM POWERS: The church there?

DARIO MARCHIONI: Not the addition.

KAREN COX: Got to be 10 years.

JM POWERS: It has been there for along time.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: 15.



PB 2/13/07 - Page 38

JM POWERS: 10to 12 years, as| know it.

KAREN COX: Isit sde-- isthe sde of thisland going to alow them to finish that? Maybe that
isa-- maybethat isarhetorica question.

MR. MARTIN: | think it is something we don't need to addressright now.

DARIO MARCHIONI: No. But do you remember the history of this property here whenthe
church was -- was it Multiple Resdence originaly? Or you don't know?

JM POWERS: You got me.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Theexit here, um, | was thinking, um, because you have the church
exit. Now you have the apartment exit. If it was a combination of addressing it to confront King Road,
gnce -- in other words, the exit across King Road. Because you will have a-- you will have afew units
here. Isthat aposshbility ever looked into, that the church would give you extraland there to --

MR. KENNELLY:: It hasn't been investigated yet. But we would have to prove that the
proximity of the access to King Road to the church would dl function without any safety problems; if it
was to go forward like this. But we have not gpproached the church about additional lands.

JAMES MARTIN: Theonly traffic issues are usualy Sunday mornings, because there is kind of
concurrent, you know, things going on with St. Christopher's and the church across the Street.
Sometimesthereis-- thereisasmdl traffic issue there. 1t's minor, okay.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Wsdll, you said you didn't know who -- who is going to be the builder,
right? Who isthe -- the name of the builder?

MR. KENNELLY: No. The builder is— Mark VanEpps is the owner of Brickwood Homes.
They would --

DARIO MARCHIONI: The name?

MR. KENNELLY: Mark VanEppsisthe owner of Brickwood Homes. They would build this
and own it and retain ownership throughout. So they would be responsible for the maintenance.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Wdl, my concern dso ison this-- theway it islaid out, it could be
more -- better laid out so that -- rather than like Jm (Martin) said, it looks like cookie cutter type
gtuation here. They'redl the same, al of the way down. | mean, you got anice piece of property here
with al of the trees and everything else that -- you could redly put something more on the Ste. That's
about dl | have right now.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: One of the questions probably will be a second access point, and it isa
State road, so they probably won't grant you the second one on Union Street. To the south, what isthe
property zoned to the south?

MR. KENNELLY:: Light Indugtrid.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Okay.

DARIO MARCHIONI: Could an exit on the church property parking lot do it? | think it is
going to need to be addressed.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: It will haveto be explored.

JAMES MARTIN: You will haveto get crestive how you will get a second access point.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Onthe west sde, Westgate Nursing Home isin that area. How -- how
close are they, or how close are you to -- to their accessthere?

JOHN NOWICKI: Y ou mean to put the road through, punch the road through?

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Just aquestion. | was wondering what was there currently. | don't see
anything on it at thispoint. Isthisfor future or doesthisgo dl of the way back to where Westgate is? |
don't believe it is Westgate -- DePall.

JOHN NOWICKI: That isthat Roger Brandt property. It lookslikeit is probably 4 or 500 feet
away from where, | think, you're referring.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Okay. | havethe picture now. I'm sorry.

MR. KENNELLY: Toward the cul-de-sac.

KAREN COX: Whichisnot acul-de-sac any more.

DENNIS SCIBETTA: Thisisafairly old -- thereisabuilding, | believe, across the street from
the W-shaped building on top. Thereis abuilding across the street thet is not on here.

JAMES MARTIN: Thisisobvioudy afairly old aerid.

KAREN COX: At least a summer's worth.

PAT TINDALE: | just want to thank him for the ddineation. I'm glad you did that.

MR. KENNELLY: Heps.
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JAMES MARTIN: WEéll, the decision isto go ahead.

MR. KENNELLY: We heard your comments.

JAMES MARTIN: WEell be looking forward to working with you on thisto make it anice
project.

MR. KENNELLY: Very good. Thank you.

DECISION: Therewere severa comments from the Board regarding the Site layout. Also, the
dte design should have two means of access for emergency Stuations. If the
gpplicant decides to move forward with this project, the Board will work with the
gpplicant to bring about an acceptable design.

The 1/9/07 Planning Board minutes were approved as printed.

The meeting ended at 10:05 p.m.



