York Planning Meeting with Zoom
August 26, 2020
York Town Hall

Present: Joe Mcllroy, Alan Brightman, Chris Wall, David Dermody, Davies Nagel
Absent: Zack Kobylanski

Others: Jim Campbell, Atty., Donna Falkner, Lance Brabant, David Deuel
Remote: Terry Rasmussen, Kirk Richenberg and Carl Pete2G24pb

7:30 pmg Chairman Mcllroy opened the meeting with the pledge
Mr. Mcliroy asked for a motion to approve the July 22 minutes and August 12 minutes.

Resolution:
Mr. Brightman moved to aept the July 22 minutes, Mr. Wall seconded, all in favor, carried.
Ayec 5 Nay O

Resolution:
Mr. Wall moved to accept the August 12 minutes, Mr. Dermody seconded, all in favor, carried.
Ayec 5 Nay0

Mr. Mcllroy- One ting | want to mention first, Heathébrant started out of this board when | did, she
turnedin her resignation. She made the last meeti8pecalled methe Sunday before and said she

really wanted to get off the board with all the COVID and trying totherbusinesE & K Shar iinkey” Q
to put inwhatit was going tdake and she wanted to resign. | asked her to stay for that meeting to

make sure we have quorum for the following Wednesday meeting shecomplied and did that. But

she did turn her reginationin to the Town Bard We thanked her for her servicghe had been on the
board a longime, and done wellJust wanted to acknowledge that.

Mr. Mcllroy¢ Next on the agenda will be Growmans faras where we're at on the site planS O y Qi

reaf @ Y2@3S FT2NBI NR 0 SOl dza é&d agéhcyReseysDack sk thaeS ndt & 16t wail K S { ¢
can do there. | don't know if Lance can bring us up to datengncomments or | know we talked to

traffic study and a few othahings on that project lasime and you could bring us up to date with what

you have for information.

Mr. Brabant- So theSEQR coordinatagview which we started, does not end until SeptembeiSd, at
this point, there is no action kichthe board calld do. Sqwe have to wait for that 3@lay requirement
andin between then now, we have received revised plans frmwmark engineewhich we are
reviewing. | hope to have a common letter out of our office, if not this week, early next week in
response to what wareceived. | know this board was concerned with the traffic count potential
increasing from that site. One of the item& askedhem to provide us with a statement of operations
which kind of clarifies what their intended use in this building, whethere wasgoing to be an
employee increaser truck increase. And according to the statement of operation that was provided,
they're showingno increaseThey're basically stating that the level of service that would be provided
beforeis going to be providedow, there is going to be no additional vehicles traveling in or out of that



site as a result of the propesd projectbefore us But that's ultimately something that we'll look at the
next go around with the board and thlepplicantand doing it

Mr. Mcllroy - What were the changes on the plans was thengthing significant

Mr. Brabantc No, most of the changes were technical as relates to the stormwater facility trying to get
that depressed,but there was no significant changes as a result of whasave the first time to what
you're going to see before you at the nekore or less nags, clarifying a couple utilitynformationand
then mostly dealing with the storm water intrusion.

Mr. Mcliroy- Anybody from the board have any questionscomments?

Mr. Wall- So the last the last time they were talking about mobilizinghe 7" to start doing some site
work. Is that still conversation or somethitigey aretrying to dd?

Mr. Mcllroy- | have never seethat, they were going tdry to send a letter agng that. Lance, have you
seen anything

Mr. Campbelk Asyoumight recall, we suggested that if they wanted to pursue a special meatithgr

get a permit to do site work that theshould send a piece of correspondend® my kowledge ve

haven't seen anything arid I @ $igagd dnything fronCarlthat he received a written request.

Mr.Mcllroy¢! y& 203G KSNJ |j dz§a G A 2 y & KWwe2difl geflotal opt®?od th@opuntyy 2+ SNA T
referrals so we could move forwamh VerizonBu | think there's a few things that they haven't

addressed with Lance. And | know one of our questions and comments was, | think decibels on the

generator. And | don't think that questioit hasn't been answered to us. I'm not in any of this and |

don't know if that's the answeto MRB

Mr. Brabant- No, today we have not received revisgldnsor materials.In response t@ur previous
response to our previous comments stated July2BR0. Seit's my understanding your conversation
with the representaitve ofVerizonthat they're working to address those commentpon receipt of
those revised documentse will review and provide a response back to the board.

Mr. Mcllroy- Sq at this point with that,we really can't move forward with any final apprdvBoes
anybody from the boarthavecomments or questionabout Verizof If not, | think we could declare
leadagency and do the short environmen&EQRN that one,sothat would be dondor next month.

Mr. Campbelt Yeah, you could certainly do thatyiou want.

Mr. Mcllroy- | think it would be a good time. It'srealy2 y Qi KI @S GKI G0 YdzOK 2y GKS
arewindingdown. Sqif that would be okay with the board think that would amount tgart two. But
we have to havea motiondeclaring lead agency. Yes Lance.

Mr. Brabant- We did notcomplete a coordinated review.It was not requiredor this applicationThe
Planningooard was the only ancy required Within the SEQResolution,it stated in there that you are
the only agency for this application, and therefore giwesi the right to complete thenvironmental
review andpart two of the slort form. S my thought is, is you most certainly can sfay the record
that you are the leadgency



Mr. Mcllroy- | think it would be good to haveraotion to make us lead agency.

Resolution:
Mr. Wall¢ I make a motiordeclaring us leadgency™r. Dermody seconded, all in favor, carried.
AYE; 5 Nay- 0

Mr. Campbell I will walk you through part two, which is a much abbreviated in the SBAFSq
there's a series aflevenquestions. For each question you hawveainswer the two categories of
answers arethe first categoryis no or smalimpact, thesecond category is moderate to largn,as |
readeachquestion, answer no small or largapact



Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project: |Verizon

Date: | august 26, 2020

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

Part 2 is to be completed by the Lead Agency.

Answer all of the following questions in Part 2 using the information contained in Part 1 and other materials submitted by
the project sponsor or otherwise available to the reviewer. When answering the questions the reviewer should be guided by
the concept “Have my responses been reasonable considering the scale and context of the proposed action?”

No, or Moderate

small to large
impact impact
may may
oceur

1. Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning
regulations?

2. Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land?

(%)

Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community?

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

I

Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or
affect existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway?

6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate
reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities?

7. Will the proposed action impact existing:
a. public / private water supplies?

b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities?

8. 'Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archasological,
architectural or aesthetic resources?

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

10. Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage
problems?

3
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11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health?
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Mr. Campbell Okay, so you would want to make a motimnadopt those answers as yofindings for
part two.

Resolution:
Mr. Dermody moved t@daptthe findings fopart two. Mr. Brightman seconded, all in favor, carried.
Ayeg5 Nayg O

Mr. Campbell Lance prepared for youraotion SEQRIetermination ofnon-significance. Having made

those findings in part two, the only real logical conclusion is what we call a negative declaration, which is
your affirmative statement that the proposed action is not going to result in any significant negative
environmentd impacts. Spwe need a motion to adopt that resolution.

Resolution:
Mr. Dermody moved to adopt the negative declaration, Mr. Wall seconded, all in favor, carried.
Ayec5 Nay-0

Mr. Mcllroy- Okay, the next one we would have to have if for ¢hairman to sign the declaration.

Resolution:
Mr. Wall moved that the chairman sign the declaration, Mr. Brightman seconded, all in favor, carried.
Ayec5 Nay-0

Mr. Campbelk Donna, because this is not a long form type one action, you dbanat to file with the
environmental. So, you just keep that in the file. We do SEQR when Verizon makes their responses and
O2YYSyida (2 aw.Qa O02YYSyid tSGGSNE | aadzyAy3d GKSe
up your deliberation and make a @mination on an overall application for site plan and special use

permit.



Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:[Verizon

Date: | August 28, 2020

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 Determination of Significance

For every question in Part 2 that was answered “moderate to large impact may occur”, or if there is a need to explain why a
particular element of the proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please
complete Part 3. Part 3 should, in-sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that
have been included by the project sponsor to avoid or reduce impacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency
determined that the impact may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting,

probability of occurring, duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. Also consider the potential for short-
term, long-term and cumulative impacts.

The Planning Board, under the provisions of Part 617 of the State Environmental Quality Review Regulations, has
given a thorough and comprehensive evaluation of the impacts likely to result from the proposed Verizon tower
extension and associated site improvements. Based upon this evaluation, the Planning Board, in a separate
resolution adopted on Wednesday, August 26, 2020 has determined the proposed Action will not likely result in a
significant adverse impact upon the environment and that a Negative Declaration is issued.

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,

that the proposed action may result in one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts and an
environmental impact statement {s required.

Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action will not result in any significant adverse environmental impacts.

Town of York Planning Board August 26, 2020
Name of Lead Agency Date
Joe Mcliroy P Planning Board Chafrman
Print or T§pe Namg of %onsible Offigerin Lead Agency Title of Responsibie Officer
/14 ﬁ : //L/ - MRE Group
ﬁgnature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer {if different from Responsible Officer)
PRINTFORM | Page 2 of2




Mr. Mcllroy - Okay, nothing else forerizonso we can move anls thereanyone representingOYA
on Zoom? Donna answered Terry was.

Mr. RasmussenGood evening everyone.
Ms. Falkner There's someone with a phone number that | don't kneto itis.

Mr. Mcllroy- We have a lettefrom David & Cecilia Deuel regarding the tree clearing that | would like to
read to theboard

The following are our comments on the proposedADsolar project. We feel this site is
unsuitable for solar development and the special permit for such should be denied. The site is
composed of two very valuable natural resources, priarenland,and a woodlot. Building the array on
this siterequires the destruction of one or both of these resources. We believe more suitable, less
environmentally valuable sites are readily available for this type of development in our area.

As pertains to this site, present vegetation does not indicate gpé br soil quality; it is a
Fdzy OlAz2y 2F f1yR26ySNI Yyl 3SYSyi RSOA&aAz2ya FyR IO
g22Ra¢ YSlIya GKS az2iAf Aa y20 LINARYS A& I FlLfftlFOeo
anatural state. Sbi (@ LJS&a FyR OflaaAFAOlIiAz2ya R2 y20G OKIy3aS
Solar Zoning Law, the Livingston County Planning Department, Soil and Water District, Farm Bureau, the
New York State Department of Ag and Markets and the National ResBorservation Service all
recognize the importance, value, and limited amount of prime soils in our town, county, state, and
nation. All recommend these soils not be developed and remain available for food production.

h,! Qa OdzZNNBy (i LINRdra? &f trefes frord a lardger fovdStatd&®| tavconstruct
the solar array. This is, quite frankly, the most absurd and environmentally damaging action plan that
could be pursued to reduce the global carbon footprint. According to the United Statest Berwice,
private forests store over 7.5 billion tons of CO2, reducingrd&nhousegas emissions by 10%
annually. The carbon sequestration of forests is well documented and several well publicized and
funded global initiatives to reforesahds are underway.

We would also like to point out the well documented role woaodlots play in local air and water
guality, removing air pollutants and protecting local watersheds. There is abBeeagrowingamount
of evidence from medical stlies that forested acreage in communities has a positive effect on both the
mental and physical health of local residents. We would also like to point out the effect this will have on
wildlife habitat. Woodlot habitat is a function of both type and sizéorested acres. By removing 17
acres in the center of the woodlot, one has effectively changed the habitat of the entire parcel, creating
more edges and a smaller amount of contiguous woods. This will have the greatest effect on birds,
small mammalsamphibians, and reptiles.

aclOta R2 y2i0 OSIasS (2 SEAalG autBdandzhosophkrSe | NB
Respectfully,

Cecilia and David Deuel



Mr. Mcllroy¢ next thing | have is theotinty reviewwhich he read.



