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MINUTES OF TOWN BOARD MEETING
OF THE TOWN OF BRIGHTON, COUNTY OF
MONRCE, NEW YORK, HELD AT THE
BRIGHTON TCOWN HALL, 2300 ELMWQOD
AVENUE, ROCHESTER, NEW YORK
October 22, 2014

PRESENT:

Supervisor William Moehle Daniel Aman, Town Clerk
Councilmember James Vogel Kenneth Gordon, Attorney for the Town
Councilmember Louise Novros Mark Henderson, Chief of Police
Councilmember Jason DiPonzio Tim Keef, Commissioner of Public Waorks
Councilmember Christopher Werner Andrew Robinson, Budget Officer

MOTION TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION AT 6:31 PM:

Motion by Councilmember Christopher Werner seconded by Councilmember James Vogel to go into
executive session at 6:30 PM to discuss the employment of particular people

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner to come out
of executive session at 7:00 PM

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED
MEETING CALLED TO ORDER AT 7:05 PM:
OPEN FORUM:

Jim Coffey
Judy Schwartz

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

Motion by Councilmember Louise Novros seconded by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio to approve the
agenda with the addition of one item of communication and reselution re: appointment to Conservation

- Board

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

APPROVE AND FILE TOWN BOARD MEETING MINUTES FOR:

October 8, 2014 Town Board Meeting

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner to approve
and file the aforementionad minutes

UPON ROLL GALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

MATTER RE: Second of two Public Hearings to consider the proposed 2015 Preliminary Operating and
Capital Improvement Budgets (see Resolution #1)

Motion by Councilmember Christopher Werner seconded by Councilmember Jasen DiPonzio that ihe
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 1
attached




00
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Second of two Public Hearings to consider the proposed 2015 Assessment Rolls for service
charges, maintenance charges, capital improvements and sewer rent charges for special
improvement districts {see Resolution #2)

Moticn by Councilmember Christopher Werner seconded by Councilmember James Vogel that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 2
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

COMMUNICATIONS:

FROM Laura Pearce, Commercial Property Mgr. Broadstone Real Estate dated October 3, 2014 to Town
Clerk confirming the project at the Park at Allens Creek has been completed.

FROM Jose Fernandez, University of Rochester dated October 6, 2014 to residents in surrounding area of
their Institutional Planned Development project announcing a neighborhood meeting to take place on
October 20" at 7 pm. .

FROM Edward Ramsperger President of the Sheriff's Office Association of Retirees dated October 3, 2014
thanking the Supervisor and Police Chief Henderson for taking part in the dedication ceremony to honor
Special Deputy Joseph Munz.

FROM Barbara J. Fiala, Chair of the NY State Traffic Safety Committee dated September 30, 2014
congratulating the Brighton Police Department on grant award of $9,715 to participate in the statewide
Police Traffic Services Program.

FROM Ruth Pierpont, Deputy Commissioner for NY State office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation to Supervisor dated October 3, 2014, regarding recommendation to include the Monroe County
Barge Canal area on the NY State Registration of Historic Places and furthermore, nominates same to the
National Register of Historic Places.

FROM Jim and Karen Coffey requesting sewer lateral stubs be provided to homes on Midland Avenue in the
Pinnacle Hill Subdivision as a protective amenity as part of the incentive zoning project that includes Willard
Avenue

Motion by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio seconded by Councilmember Louise Novros to receive and
file the aforementioned communications

UPON RCLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Parks and Recreation & Community Services — Next meeting 10/27/2014 at 4,30 PM at Brookside
Finance and Administrative Services — Next meeting 11/4/2014 at 3:30 PM in the Stage Conference Room
Public Safety Services — Next meeting 11/10/2013 at 8:00 AM in the Downstairs Meeting Room

Public Works Services — Next meeting 11/3/2014 at 9:00 AM in the Downstairs Meeting Room

NEW BUSINESS:

MATTER RE: Reading and approval of claims

Motion by Councilmember Christopher Werner seconded by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio that the
Supervisor read and approve for payment the claims as set forth in Exhibit No. 3 attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED
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MATTER RE: Authorize Supervisor to execute Intermunicipal Agreement with Monrce County for
cooperative efforts to reduce stormwater pollution and protect water quality in Monroe
County through the period 2015-2019 (see Resoclution #3 and letter dated October 10, 2014
from Michael Guyon, P.E. Town Engineer).

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 4
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Approval to accept $510 in donations from various residents and businesses, for the
Veterans Memorial (see Rasolution #4 and memorandum dated October 13, 2014 from
Suzanne Zaso, Director of Finance).

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio that the Town
Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 5 attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTICN UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Receive, file and adopt SEQRA Negative Declaration dated October 22, 2014 for the Jewish
Senior Life project (see Resolution #5 and letter dated October 13, 2014 from Ramsey
Boehner, Environmental Review Liaison Officer).

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 6
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Approval to declare one particular fixed asset copier as surplus and authorize its disposal
{see Resolution #6 and memorandum dated October 13, 2014 from Suzanne Zaso, Director
of Finance).

Motien by Councilmember Christopher Werner seconded by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 7
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Approval to adopt Finding Statement dated October 22, 2014 for the University of
Rochester's Institutional Planned Development South Campus/Incentive Zoning/Rezoning
{see Resolution #7 and letter dated October 14, 2014 from Ramsey Boehner, Asscciate
Flanner).

Motion by Councilmember Louise Novros seconded by Councilmember James Vogel that the Town
Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 8 attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Receive and file draft Institutional Planned Davelopment Zoning Ordinance for the University
- of Rochester's South Campus Incentive Zoning/Rezoning project and refer to Planning
Board for review and preparation of advisory report (see Resolution #8 and letter dated
October 14, 2014 from Ramsey Boehner, Town Planner)

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No, 9
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED
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VATTER RE: Receive and file proposed Incentive Zoning application from Woodstone Custom Homes,
Inc. and refer to Planning Board for review and preparation of advisory report regarding
project known as Pinnacle Hills Subdivision {see Resolution #9 and letter dated October 14,
2014 from Ramsey Boehner, Town Planner).

Motion by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 10
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE ' MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Authorize Supervisor to execute amended trail easement agreement Change #1 with
corresponding TP 584 forms for the eastern end of Pendleton Hill located at the Reserve
Subdivision (see Resolution #10 and letter dated October 14, 2014 from Michae! Guyon, PE
Town Engineer).

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Christopher Werner that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 11
attached

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMQUSLY CARRIED

MATTER RE: Authorize Supervisor to execute a Treasury Management Services agreement with M & T
Bank to allow for on-line banking services (see Resolution #11 and memorandum dated
October 14, 2014 from Suzanne Zaso, Director of Finance).

Motion by Councilmember Christopher Wemner seconded by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio that the
Town Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No, 12
attached
UPCN ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED
MATTER RE: Appointment of George L. Smith to Conservation Board

Motion by Councilmember Louise Novros seconded by Councilmember James Vogel that the Town
Board adopt the resolution as prepared by the Attorney for the Town as set forth in Exhibit No. 13 attached

UPCN ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

'MOTION TO GO INTO EXEGUTIVE SESSION AT 8:23 PM:

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Louise Novros to go into
executive session at 8:23 PM to discuss appointments to Parks & Recreation Advisory Board

'UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

Motion by Councilmember James Vogel seconded by Councilmember Jason DiPonzio to come out of
executive session at $:09 PM

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

MEETING ADJOURNED at 9:10 PM:

Motion by Councilmember Jascnh DiPonzio seconded by Councitmember Christopher Werner to
adjourn at 9:10 PM

UPON ROLL CALL VOTE MOTION UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED

CERTIFICATION:
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|, Daniel Aman, 131 Elmore Road, Rochester, NY do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate
record of the proceeding of the Town of Brighton, County of Monroe, State of New York meeting held on the
2o day of October, 2014 and that | recorded said minutes of the aforesaid meeting of the Town Board of

the Town of Brighton, New York




 EXHIBITNO 1

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.

PRESENT:
WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor
EOUTSE HOVROS
TASON 8. DRRONZIG
Councilpersons
WHEREAS, the Town of Brighton 2015 Tentative Budget has been prepared and
presented to the Town Board and filed with the Town Clerk as the Preliminary
Budget; and |
WHEREAS, public hearings on such Preliminary Budget were held at meetings
of the Town Board on October 8, 2014 and October 22, 2014 at 7:30 p-m.
prevailing local time, and all persons having an interest therein have been
heard in the matter; and o )
WHEREAS, the'Supérvisor, the Director of Finance, and the Budget Officer
have recommended certain amendments to the Preliminary Budget as set forth in
their joint memorandum of October 22, 2014 and otherwise have recommended its
approval; and '
WHEREAS, the Town Board has authorized such amendments to the Preliminary
Budget, and desires to approve such Budget as amended; it is therefore
RESOLVED, that a memorandum, dated October 22, 2014, from William W.
Moehle, Supervisor, Suzanne E. Zaso, Finance Director, and Andrew C. Robinson,
Budget Officer, concerning certain proposed amendments to the 2015 Budget, be
received and filed; and be it further
RESOLVED, that the Preliminary Budget for the year 2015, as amended to
include those amendments, is hereby approved and adopted as the Town’s Final

Budget for 2015.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson - Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonZio, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres?0-22-14.1




TOWN OF BRIGHTON

MONROE COUNTY, NvaoﬁtK
| MEMORANDUWM
Jo: The Honorable Tow‘j Board
From: William W. Moehle, upervlsolt-w
: Suzanne E. Zaso, Dlrectorof inan
Andrew C. Roblnson Budgst Officer fiy7.~
Date: October 22, 2014 |

Subject: Proposed Amendments to the 2015 Budget and the Levy of
Fire District, and Property Cleanup Charges

Based on updated informaticn received since preparation of the Supervisor's Tentative
2015 Town and Spacial Districts Budgets we racomntend the following amendments
prior to adoption of the 2015 Budgets by Your Honorable Body. The revised Summary of
Town Budget, “Net” Budgeted Spendmg, and Property Tax Levy Schedule; and Special
Districts Summary reflective of the hmendments that follow, are enclosed for your
review.

Town Taxable Value

The total town assessed value on ti\e 2015 Assessment Roll (used for 2015 Town and
County Taxes) inclusive of all adjue‘tments to date is $2,594,124,808.

The 2015 Town Budget Tax Rate, ﬁ:ased on the revised hudget inclusive of the below
detailed amendments, is $5.5686686, yielding 2015 Town Budget taxes of $556.87 for
every $100,000 of taxable assessed value. These changee do nof require action of the
Town Board.

Budgeted Appropriation Adiustmenis

We recommend that the Town Board adjust appropriation accounts per the attachment
in the 2015 Town Budget & Speclal District budgets for a total decrease of ($13,825).

Estimated Revenue A ents [

We recommend that the Town Board the adjust revenue related accounts per the
attachment in the 2015 Town and Speclal Districts budgets for a total decrease of

($15,580).

Brighton Fire District

The County’s Real Property Tax Off jce has not yet provided us with an estimate of
Brighton’s share of the Brighton Flre District's 2015 Proposed Tax Levy of $5,624,418.
Howsever when the County's estimate is available, the Town Board authorizes that
amount be added to the 2015 Town and County Tax Bill and collected by the Town
Clerk,

2300 Eimwood Avanue  Fochester, New York 14618 o 585-784-5250 ° Fax: 585-763@@8s1 of 4
hitpifivwuna.townofbrighion.org




Property Cleanup Charges

The Town Board must authorize the levy of property cleanup charges incurred by the
Town in accardance with Town Code, to he recovered through the 2015 Town Tax Levy.
We recommend that the Town Board authorize the levy of $1,775 in property cleanup

charges for ths following parcels:

2720 W. Henrietta Rd. ;
1430 Eimwood Ave. ;
5 Tetrain Dr. |
91 Rivergide Dr.
2034 W. Henriefta Rd. !

¢ B8 8 9 @&

$245
$305
$605
$525
$65

We would be happy to respond to any questions that members of the Town Board may
have regarding these proposed buc!get amendments and related tax levy items.
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ATTACHMENT

ADJUSTMENTS TO APPROPRIATION & REVENUE
ACCOUNTS :

DEPT CODE I] INCREASE / (DECREASE)
A.POLCE.3120.1.20 1 $7,280.00
SA.AMBUD.3600.4.47 {$12,000.00)
SB.BID.BID01.4.58 ($480.00)
SD.DRAND.8540.4.58 ($650.00)
SD.DRAND.8541.4.58 {$260.00)
SD.DRAND.8542.4.58 ($35.00
SD.DRAND.8543.4.58 ($540.00)
SD.DRAND.8544.4.58 ($35.00)
SD.DRAND.8545.4.58 ($580.00
SD.DRAND.8546.4.58 {$15.00)
SD.DRAND.8647.4.58 {$415.00)
"SM.SNOWD.5421.4.58 ($885.00)
SM.SNOWD.5422.4.58 ($200.00)
SM.SNOWD.5423.4.58 {$725.00)
SM.SNOWD.5424.4.58 {$745.00)
SM.SNOWD.5425.4.58 ($775.00
SM.SNOWD.5425.4.58 ($695.00)
SM.SNOWD.5428.4.58 ($300.00)
SM.SNOWD.5429.4.58 ($205.00)
SM.SNOWD.5430.4.58 ($385.00
SM.SNOWD.5431.4.58 ($255.00)

“SM.SNOWD.5432.4.58 ($170.00)
SM.SNOWD.5433.4.58 ($220.00)
Si.SNOWD.5434.4.58 ($285.00)
SM.SNOWD.5435.4.58 ($125.00
SM.SNOWD.5436.4.58 ($765.00)
SM.SNOWD.5437.4.58 ($330.00)
SM.SNOWD.5438.4.58 (585.00)
SP.PARKD.7201.4.58 ($700.00)
SW.WATRD.8310.4.58 ($970.00)
SW.WATRD.8310.4.49 $970.00
A.REC.7550.5035 i ($11,000.00)
A.UNDST.2805 : ($11,830.00)
A.UNDST.1001 $30,110.00
SA.AMBUD.3600.1028 ($12,000.00)
SB.BID.BID01.1028 ($460.00)
SD.DRAND.8540.1030 ($150.00)
SD.DRAND.8545.1028 {$335.00
SD.DRAND.8547.1030 ($415.00)
SM.SNOWD.5421.1030 : {$885.00)
| 'SM.SNOWD.5422.1030 {$170.00)
SM.SNOWD,5423.1030 ($725.00)

Page 3 of 4




SM.SNOWD.5424.1028 (8745.00)
SM.SNOWD.5425.1028 ($775.00)

| SM.SNOWD 54261030 ($695.00)
| SMSNOWD.5428.1028 ($300.00)
SM.SNOWD.5429.1028 ($205.00)
SM.SNOWD.E430.1028 ($385.00)
“SM.SNOWD.5431.1028 ($255.00)
SM.SNOWD.5432.1028 _(§95.00)
SM.SNOWD.5433.1026 ($220.00)
SM.SNOWD.5434,1026 ($285.00)
SM.SNOWD.5435.1030 ($125.00)
Si1.SNOWD.5436.1028 ($765.00)
SM.SNOWD.5437.1030 ($330.00)
SMi.SNOWD.5438.1030 ($85.00)
SP.PARKD.7201.1030 ($700.00)
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EXHIBIT NO. 2

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brlghton,_Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hail,_2300 Edlmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014,
PRESENT:
WILLIAM 1. MOEHLE,
Supervisor
JAMES R. VOGEL
LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER
JASON 5. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

WHEREAS, the Town Board duly called and held Public Hearings on the
Assessment Rolls for Service Charges, Maintenance Charges, Capital
Improvements and Sewer Rent Charges for Special Improvements Districts
and for Special Improvements, on October 8, 2014 and October 22, 2014,
at meetings commencing at 7:30 P.M., a list of which Districts and
Improvements is attached hereto as Schedule "A" and made a part hereof,
for the fiscal year commencing January 1, 2015, notice of which rublic
hearings were duly given by advertisement in the official Town newspaper,
the Brighton Pittsford Post; and |

WHEREAS, the Court of Appeals of the State of New York has
determined that the provisions of Section 239 of the Town Law of the
State of New York that permitted notice to bé given of public hearings to
consider the assessment rolls for special improvements districts in which
assessments are determined on a “benefits derived” basis, to be
unconstitutional and mandated that individuals owning property within
such districts receive personal notice of such hearings; and

WHEREAS, in résponse to such mandate, the Town Clerk also mailed
notice of such public hearings to all taxable property owners in the Town
as part of the Town'’s newsletter; and

WHEREAS, such public hearings having been duly called and held and
all persons having an interest in such matter having been heard and the
matter having been considered, and

WHEREAS, the Supervisor, the Director of Finance, and the Budget

Officer have recommended certain amendments to the Assessment Rolls for

Brigbesf0-22-14.2




Service Charges, Maintenance Charges, Capital Improvemenfs and Sewer Rent
Charges for Special Improvements Districts and for Special Improvements
as set forth in their joint memorandum of October 22, 2014 and otherwise
have recommended its approval; and
WHEREAS, the Town Board has authorized such amendments to +the
Assessment Rolls for Sexvice Charges, Maintenance Charges, Capital
Improvements and Sewer Rent Charges for Special Improvements Districts
and for Special Improvements, and desirés to approve such Assessment
Rolls as amended; it is therefore
' RESOLVED, that a memorandum, déted October 22, 2014, from William_w.
Mcehle, Supervisor, Suzanne E. Zaso, Finance Dipector, and Andrew (.
Robinson, Budget Officer, concerning certain proposed amendments to the
2015 Assessment Rolls for Service Charges, Maintenance Charges, Capital
Improvements and Sewer Rent Charges for Special Improvements Districts
and for Special Improvements, be received and filed; and be it further
RESOLVED, that the said Assessment Rolls for Service Charges,
Maintenance Charges, Capital Improvements and Sewer Rent Charges for
Special Improvements Districts and for Special Improvements, as amended,
for the fiscal year commencing January 1, 2015, be and the same hereby
are adopted and established and that the same be filed forthwith in the
office of the Town Clerk, and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Supervisor be and hereby is directed to
transmit a copy of said Assessment Rolls to the County Legislature of the
County of Monroe on or before the next annual meeting of said County

Legislature of the County of Monroe, in accordance with law.

Brigires10-22-14.2




On motion of Councilperson ' seconded by

Councilperson ; and upon roll c¢all, the

following vote was recorded:

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson ‘Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres10-22-14.2




TOWN OF BRIGHTON
MONROE COUNTY, NEW YORK

MEMORANDUM

To: The Honorable Town Boeard
From: William W. Moehle, Supervisor W
. Suzanne E. Zaso, Director of Finin

Andrew C. Robinson, Budget Officer p;ﬂ/

Date: October 22, 2014

Subject: Proposed Amendments fo the 2015 Budget and the Levy of
Fire District, and Property Cleanup Charges

Based on updated information received since preparation of the Supervisor's Tentative
2015 Town and Special Districts Budgets, we recommend the following amendments
prior to adoption of the 2015 Budgets by Your Honorable Body. The revised Summary of
Town Budget, “Net” Budgeted Spending, and Property Tax Levy Schedule; and Special
Districts Summary reflective of the amendments that follow, are enclosed for your
review. [

Town Taxable Assessed Valua

The total town assessed value on the 2015 Assessment Roll (used for 2015 Town and
County Taxes) inclusive of all adjustments to date is $2,594,124,808.

The 2015 Town Budget Tax Rate, based on the revised budget inclusive of the below
detailed amendments, is $5.568666, yielding 2015 Town Budget taxes of $556.87 for
every $100,000 of taxable assessed value. These changes do not require action of the
Town Board.

Budgeted Appropriation Adjustments

We recommend that the Town Board adjust appropriation accounts per the attachment
in the 2015 Town Budget & Special District budgets for a total decrease of ($13,825).

Estirnated Revenue Adjustments

We recommend that the Town Board the adjust revenue related accounts per the
attachment in the 2015 Town and Special Districts budgets for a total decrease of

($15,580),

Brighton Fire District

The County’s Real Properly Tax Office has not yet provided us with an estimate of
Brighton's share of the Brighton Fire District's 2015 Proposed Tax Levy of $5,694,418.
However when the County’s estimate is available, the Town Board authorizes that
amount be added to the 201 5 Town and County Tax Bill and collected by the Town

Clerk,

2300 Elmwood Avenue » Rochester, New York 14618 » 585-784-5250 o Fax: 585-783ageat of 4
ittp:/Avww.townofbrighton.org




Property Cleanup Charges

The Town Board must authorize the levy of property cleanup charges incurred by the
Town in accordance with Town Code, to be recoverad through the 2015 Town Tax Levy.
We recommend that the Town Board authorize the: levy of $1,775 in property cleanup
charges for the following parcels:

2720 W. Henrietta Rd. $245

L ]

o 1430 EImwood Ave. _ $305
e 5TemainDr. $605
» 91 Riverside Dr. $525
o 2034 \W. Henrietta Rd. $95

We would be happy to respond to any questions that members of the Town Board may
have regarding these proposed budget amendments and related tax levy items.
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ATTACHMENT

ADJUSTMENTS TO APPROPRIATION & REVENUE

ACCOUNTS
DEPT CODE INCREASE / (DECREASE
A.POLCE.3120.1.20 $7,280.00
SA.AMBUD.3600.4.47 ($12,000.00)
SB.BID.BID01.4.58 {$460,00)
SD.DRAND.8540.4.58 ($650.00)
SD.DRAND.8541.4.58 ($280.00)
SD.DRAND.8542.4.58 (335.00)
SD.DRAND:8543.4.58 ($540.00
SD.DRAND.8544.4.58 ($35.00)
SD.DRAND.8545.4.58 ($580.00)
SD.DRAND.8546.4.58 ($15.00)
SD.DRAND.8547.4.58 (3415.00)
SM.SNOWD.5421.4.58 ($885.00)
SM.SNOWD.5422.4.58 ($200.00)
SM.SNOWD.5423.4.58 ($725.00)
SM.SNOWD.5424.4.58 ($745.00
SM.SNOWD.5425.4.58 (§775.00)
SM.SNOWD.5426.4.58 ($695.00
SM.SNOWD.5428.4.58 ($300.00)
SM.SNOWD.5429.4.58 ($205,00)
SM.SNOWD.5430.4.58 ($385.00)
SM.SNOWD.5431.4.58 ($255.00)
"SM.SNOWD.5432.4.58 ($170.00)
SM.SNOWD.5433.4.58 ($220,00)
SM.SNOWD.5434.4.58 ($285,00)
SM.SNOWD.5435.4.58 ($125.00)
SM.SNOWD.5436.4.58 ($765.00)
SM.SNOWD.5437.4.58 ($330.00
SM.SNOWD.5438.4.58 ($85.00)
SP.PARKD.7201.4.58 ($700.00)
SW.WATRD.8310.4.58 ($970.00)
SW WATRD.8310.4.49 $970.00
AREC.7550.5035 ($11,000.00)
A.UNDST.2805 ($11,830.00)
A.UNDST.1001 $30,110.00
SA.ANMBUD.3600.1028 ($12,000.00)
SB.BID.BID01.1028 ($460.00)
SD.DRAND.8540.1030 ($150.00)
SD.DRAND.8545.1028 ($335.00)
SD.DRAND.8547.1030 ($415.00)
SM.SNOWD.5421.1030 ($885.00)
1"Sm.SNOWD.5422.1030 ($170.00)
SM.SNOWD.5423.1030 ($725.00)
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SM.SNOWD.5424.1028 ($745.00)
SM.SNOWD.5425.1028 ($775.00)
SM.SNOWD.5426.1030 ($695.00)
SM.SNOWD.5428.1028 ($300.00)
SM.SNOWD.5429.1028 {$205.00)
SM.SNOWD.5430.1028 ($385.00)
SM.SNOWD.5431.1028 ($255.00)
SM.SNOWD.5432.1028 ($95.00
SM.SNOWD.5433.1028 ($220.00)
SM.SNOWD,5434.1028 ($285.00
SM.SNOWD.5435.1030 ($125.00)
SM.SNOWD.5436.1028 ($765.00)
SM.SNOWD.5437.1030 ($330.00
SM.SNOWD.5438.1030 ($85.00)
SP.PARKD.7201.1030 ($700.00)
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At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, ~held
at the Brighton Town Hail,.2300=E wood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton. on the
13th day of August, 2014. C _

PREISENT:
WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS
CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER
JASON S. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated July 28, 2014 from Finance Director
Suzanne Zaso regarding a request to set two public hearings to consider the
adoption of the proposed 2015 Assessment Rolls for Service Charges,
Maintenance Charges, Capital Improvements and Sewer Rent Charges for Special
Improvement Districts within the Town, be received and filed; and it is

further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby sets October 8, 2014 and
‘October 22, 2014 at 7:30 pm each day respectively as the first and
second public hearings at Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood Avenue,

Town of Brighton, New York to comsider the adoption of the proposed 2015

Asgessment Rolls for Service Charges, Maintenance Charges, Capital
Improvements and Sewer Rent Charges for Special Improvement Districts within

the Town.

Dated: August 13, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason 8. DiPonzic, Councilperson Voting

Brigtras08-13-14.10




At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood

Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
13th day of August, 2014.

PRESHENT :
WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor
JAMES R. VOGEL
LOUISE NOVROS
CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER
JASON 5. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated July 28, 2014 from Finance Director
Suzanne Zaso regarding a request to set two public hearings to consider the .
adoption of the proposed Supervisor’s 2015 preliminary Operating and Capital
Improvement Budgets, be received and filed; and it is further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby sets October 8, 2014 and

Octolier 22y t 7:30 pm each day respectively as the first and
second public hearings at Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood Avénue,
Town of Brighton, New York to consider the adoption of the proposed

Supervisor’s 2015 preliminary Operating and Capiial Improvement Budgets.

Dated: August 13, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supexrvisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher XK. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Briplres08-13-14.02




B

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14618
Phone {585) 784-5210 Fax (585) 784-5388

TowN OF SUZANNE ZASO, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE
qu TON 2300 ELMWOOD AVENUE

July 28, 2014

Honorable Town Board
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood Avenue
Rochester, NY 14618

Re: Public Hearings for the 2015 Town and Special Districts Budgets

Dear Honorable Members:

The Town is required under Section 239 of Town Law to hold at ieast one public
hearing prior to the adoption of the 2015 Special District Budgets to review the
Assessment Roll for Special District charges and Sewer renis. The Town is also
required under Section 108 of Town Law to hold at least one public hearing prior
to adopting the 2015 Town Operating and Capital Improvement Budgets to
review the preliminary budget. Such hearings must be held prior to December
10, 2014.

Historically, the Town has provided two separate public hearings in October
before the adoption of the budget to allow for appropriate community input.
Therefore, | recommend that your Honorable Town Board hold two Public
Hearings for the above mentioned issues at the regularly scheduled Town Board
meetings of October 8, 2014 and October 22, 2014.

I will be happy to respond to any questions you may have regarding this matter.’

Sincerely,

5 B l:’.z.«?)

Suzanne E. Zaso
Director of Finance

cc: Andrew Robinson, Budget Officer
Daniel Aman, Town Clerk




EXHIBIT NO. 3 '

~ CLAIMS FOR APFROQVAL AT TOWN BOARD MEETING October 22, 2014

THAT THE CLAIMS AS SUMMARIZED BELOW HAVING BEEN APPROVED BY THE RESPECTIVE
DEPARTMENT HEADS AND AUDITED BY THE TOWN BOARD AUDIT COMMITTEE ARE HERERY
APPROVED FOR PAYMENT.

A - GENERAL $ 303,571.80
D - HIGHWAY 149,7656.24
H - CAPITAL 699,603.27
L - LIBRARY 21,067.48
SB - BUSINESS IMPROVM 216.00
SF - FIRE DIST 1,037.58
SL - LIGHTING DIST . 20,827.35
SR-REFUSE DISTRIICT | 68,789.49
S8 - SEWER DIST | : 30,044.26
TA - AGENCY TRUST | - 36,667.27
TE - EXPENDABLE TRUST 162.56

TOTAL  § 1,331,753.30
UPON ROLL CALL MOTION CARRIED

APPRCVED BY:

SUPERVISOR

COUNCIL MEMBER ' COUNCIL MEMBER

TO THE SUPERVISOR:

| CERTIFY THAT THE VOUCHERS LISTED ABOVE WERE AUDITED BY THE TOWN BOARD
ON THE ABOVE DATE AND ALLOWED IN THE AMOUNTS SHOWN. YOU ARE HEREBY AUTHORIZED
AND DIRECTED TO PAY TO EACH OF THE CLAIMANTS THE AMOUNT OPPOSITE HIS NAME,

DATE “TOWN CLERK




EXHIBIT NO. 4

At a Town Board Mgeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hail,.2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014. : '
PRESENT: '

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS '

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON S. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that_corréspdndencé dated October 1G, 2014 from Town.
Engineer Michael E. Guyon, P.E. regarding a request to authorize the
Supervisor to execute an Intermunicipal Agreement with Monroe County for
cooperative efforts to reduce stormwater pollution and protect water quality
in Monroe County for the period 2015 through 2019, be received and filed;
and be it further '

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby authorizes the Supervisor to
execute an Intéimunicipal Agreément with Monroe County for cooperative
efforts to reduce stormwater pollution and protect water gquality in Monioe
County for the"period 2015 through 2019, in such form as may be approved by
the Attorney to the Town. |

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novrds, Councilpexson : Voting _

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting'

Jason 5. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres10-22-14.3




\ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
2300 ELMWOOD AVENUE % ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14618 % PHONE (585)784-5250 & FAX {585)764-5358

---

October 10, 2014

The Honorable Finance and Administrative Services Committee
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood A venue

Rochester, New York 14618

Re: Intermunicipal Agreement Regarding Cooperation to Reduce Stormwater
Pollution and Protect Water Quality in Monroe County 2015 — 2019

- Dear Councilperson Werner and Committee Members:

[ am requesting that the Finance and Administrative Services Committee recommend that
the Town Board authorize the Supervisor to execute an intermunicipal agreement
regarding cooperation to reduce stormwater pollution and protect water quality in
Monroe County. The intermunicipal agreement is among approximately 25 local
governments and Monroe County. The term of this Agreement shall be from Janunary 1,
2015 through December 31, 2019. The agreement indicates that the Town shall pay an
annual membership to fund the implementation of programs. This fee is determined
ammually by the Coalition’s Executive Committee, approved by Coalition, and .
documented in the meeting minutes. The current fee schedule is included as Exhibit “A”.
This agreement will attow the Town to work cooperatively with the Monroe County
Stormwater Coalition to facilitate compliance with the NYS Stormwater MS4 General
Permit requirements, reduce stormwater polluting and improve water quality.

The Town of Brighton entered into a similar agreement with Monroe County in 2010
whose term extended from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2014. The intermunicipal
agreement referenced above replaces the 2010 agreement. The 2015 agreement mcludes
two new provisions:

1. The 2015 agreement indicates that the Monroe County will fund two staff
positions through RPWD in lieu of the County paying any Coalition
membership fee; .

2. The2015 includes a change in the composition of the Executive
Committee by eliminating the reference to four “at large” members and by
allowing Executive Committee members to now serve three consecutive
two year terms.

The agreement has been review by the Town attorney who indicated that if the two new
provisions are acceptable to the Town, then the form of the Agreement is approved.

2300 Elmwood Avenue, Rochester, New York 14618- 585-784-5250 Fax: 585-784-5373
hitp:fiwww.townafbrighton.org




Intermunicipal Agresment
October 10, 2014
Page 2

I am requesting that the FASC recommend that the Town, Board authorize the Supervisor
to execute an Intermunicipal Agreeinent Regarding Cooperation to Reduce Stormwater
Pollution and Protect Water Quality with the County of Monroe.

As always, thank you for your consideration. I will be in attendance at your regularly
scheduled October 14, 2014 meeting in the event that you have any questions regarding
this matter. :




EXHIBIT “A”

Stormwater Coalition of Monroe County

Membership Fee Schedule
Member Base Fee Population  Supplemental Fee Total Fee
Brighton 5,000 36,609 5,125 10,125
Brockport : 2,500 8,366 1,171 3,671
- Ghll! - ' 5000. . - 28625 4,008 9,008
Churchville” ©1,250 1,961 - 0 1,250
Clarkson 5,000 6,736 943 5,943
East Rochester 2,500 6,587 922 3,422
Fairport 2,500 5,353 749 3,249
Gates - - 5,000 28,400 3,976 8,976
Greece ' 5,000 96,095 13,453 18,453
Hamlin , 2500 9,045 1,266 3,766
‘Henrietta . L. ‘5000, . 42581 5961 10,961
Hiton -~ .-~ 2,500 5,886 - 824 3,324
Irondequoit 5000 . 51,692 7,237 12,237
Mendon ' 5,000 6,478 907 5,907
Monroe County 0 744,344 0 o
Ogden 5,000 16,255 2,276 7,276
Parma 5,000 9,747 1,365 6,365
Penfield ' 5,000 36,242 5,074 10,074
Perinton’. © - . 5000. .. .43,109 5,755 - 10,755
© Plttsford (T) 5,000 28,050 : 3,927 8,927
Pittsford (V) 2,500 1,335 187 2,687
Riga 2,500 3,629 0 2,500
Rochester 5,000 210,565 0 5,000
RPWD 0 N/A 0 0
Scottsville 2,500 2,001 280 2,780
Spencerport 2,500 - 3,601 - 504 3,004
_SUNY Brockport . - 2,500 . 8312 0 - 2,500
sweden ‘5,000 5,809 : 813 5,813
Webster (T) 5000 37,242 5214 . 10,214
Webster (V) . 2,500 5,399 756 3,256
Total 181,444

Notes:
+  The base fee for MS4 towns is $5,000 and for M84 villages $2,000. The base fee for non-MS4 towns is
$2,000 and for non-MS4 villages is $1,250.
e Population data is’from the 2010 eensus. In those towns with villages within their boundaries, the
" population listed does not inchde the population within the village.
Non-MS4s are not assessed a supplemental fee.
The County/RPWD is providing staffing and other in-kind services in lieu of paying a fee.

10




MONROE COUNTY, NEW YORK .

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
2300 ELMWOOD AVENUE # ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14618 % PHONE {585)784-5250 + FAX {585)784-5368

Qctober 10, 2014

The Honorable Finance and Administrative Services Committee
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood A venue:

Rochester, New York 14618

Re:  Intermunicipal Agreement Regarding Cooperation to Reduce Stormwater
Pollution and Protect Water Quality in Monroe County 2015 — 2019

Dear Councilperson Werner and Commitiee Members:

I am requesting that the Finance and Administrative Services Committee recommend that
the Town Board authorize the Supervisor to execute an intermunicipal agreement
regarding cooperation to reduce stormwater pollution and protect water quality in
Monroe County. The intermunicipal agreement is among approximately 25 local
governments and Monroe County. The term of this Agreement shall be from January 1,
2015 through December 31, 2019. The agreement indicates that the Town shall pay an
annual membership to fund the implementation of programs. This fee is determined
annually by the Coalition’s Executive Committee, approved by Coalition, and
documented in the meeting minutes. The current fee schedule is included as Exhibit “A”.
This agreement will allow the Town to work cooperatively with the Monroe County
Stormwater Coalition to facilitate compliance with the NY'S Stormwater MS4 General
Permit requirements, reduce stormwater polluting and improve water quality.

The Town of Brighton entered into a similar agreement with Monroe County in 2010
whose term extended from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2014. The intermunicipal
agreement referenced above replaces the 2010 agreement. The 2015 agreement includes

two new provisions:

1. The 2015 agreement indicates that the Monroe County will fund two staff

positions through RPWD in lieu of the County paying any Coalition
. membership fee;

2. The 20135 includes a change in the composition of the Executive
Committee by eliminating the reference to four “at large” members and by
allowing Executive Committee members to now serve three consecutive
two year terms.

The agreement has been review by the Town attorney who indicated that if the two new
provisions are acceptable to the Town, then the form of the Agreement is approved.

2300 Elmwood Avenue. Rochester, New York 14618- 585-784-5250- Fax: 585.784-5373
http:/Avwav townofbrighton.org




EXHIBITNO. 5 |

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hail,_2300 EimwoOd
Avenue, in said Town ¢f Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.
PRESENT:

WILLIAM W, MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON S. DIPONZIQ

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that a memorandum dated October 13, 2014 from Finance
Director Suzanne Zaso regarding a request to authorize the acceptance of
donations totaling $510.00 from various donors to benefit the Town Veterans
Memorial, be received and filed; and be it further |

RESOLVED; that the Town Board hereby gratefully accepts the donations
totaling $510.00 ‘from various donors to benefit the Town Veterans Memorial
and directs that such funds be dgpositedjihto the Veterans Memorial Fund (TE
92 .Vets). '

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novres, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Brigires10-22-14.4




N TOWN OF SUZANNE ZAS0, DIRECTCR OF FINANCE
| 2 2300 Elmwood Avenue

Riq hTON Rochester, NY 14618

MEMORANDUM
TO: The Honorable Town Board
FROM: Suzanne Zaso, Director of Finance /b -

Date: October 13, 2014 .
Subject: Town of Brighton Veterans Memorial Fund Donations

It is with great pleasure that we request that Your Honorable Body authorize the
acceptance of additional monetary donations received from generous area
organizations and citizens, to the Town of Brighton for the Veterans Memorial Fund.

We have greatly appreciated the outpouring of community suppdrt and endorsement
received for this project so far, and we sincerely hope that donations will continue.

The total additional amount of monies received is $510.00 and have been deposited
Jinto Account Number TE 92 Vets. (Veterans Memorial Fund).

Thank you.

c.c. James R. Vogel
Town of Brighton Councilmember
Chairperson of Town of Brighton Veterans Committee




EXHIBIT NO. 6

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at fthe Brighton Town Hali, ,2300 Eimwo-od
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.
PRESENT:

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON S. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated October 13, 2014 from
Environmental Review Liaison Ramsey A. Boehner recommending the adoption of
the proposed Negative Declaration for the Jewish Senior Life project
submitted with said correspondence, all be received and filed; and be it
further ' ' -

RESOLVED, that the Town Board as lead agency for the Jewish Senior
Life project and pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act
hereby determines that the proposed subject project will not result in any
significant negative envirommental impact and therefore adopts the draft
Negative Declaration, dated October 22, 2014 in the form attached hereto.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason 5. DiPongzio, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres?0~22-14.5




TOWN OF BRIGHTON
MONROE COUNTY, NEW YORKK

October 13,2014

Honorable Town Board
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood Avenue
Brighton, NY 14618

Re:  Negative Declaration - Jewish Senior Life Campus
Honorable Supervisor and Members:

I recommend that your Honorable Body receive and file this letter and the attached negative
declaration for the Jewish Senior Life Campus,

Based on the Full Environmental Assessment Form (FEAF) and Supplemental Information to the
FEAF submitted by the applicant, it has been determine that the proposed action will not result
in any adverse environmental impacts.

It is also recommended that the Town Board adopt the attached negative declaration.

Respectfully Submitted

ce: T. Keef
attachments

2300 Elmwood Avenue = Rochester, Naw York 14618 = 585-784-5250 » Fax: 585-784-5373
http:/fwww.townofbrighton.org




State Environmental Quality Review
DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Notice of Determination of Non-Significance
Project Numb.er: ER-7-14 Date: October 22, 2014

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to
Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law.

The Brighton Town Board, as lead agency, has determined that the proposed action
described below will not have a significant effect on the environment and a Draft Environmental

Impact Statement will not be prepared.

Name of Action: Jewish Senior Life Campus
SEQR Status: Type 1

Conditioned Negative Declaration: No

Description of Action: Resubdivision Approval, Site Plan Approval, Rezoning Approval, and
amendment of existing Incentive Zoning requirements for a 25.3 + acre parcel of land at 2021
Winton Road South in the Town of Brighton, Monroe County.

The project involves rezoning of a 5.6 + acre lot (Lot 1) from BE-1 Office and Office Park to
RHD-1 Residential High Density and combining Lot | with the adjacent 19.7 + acre lot (Lot R-1),
to create 25.3 + acre proposed Lot AR-1, amendment of the existing Incentive Zoning Approval
requirements for the parcel, and Site Plan Approval for the development of 1 (one) independent
living/apartment building with 65 residential units, 4 (four) 3-story Greenhouse buildings, 2 (two)
1-story Greenhouse buildings, expansion of the existing maintenance building and improvements
to covered entranceways into the Jewish Home Tower..

Location: 2021 Winton Road South in the Town of Bfighton, Monroe County.

Reasons Supporting This Determination:

\ After considering the action contemplated and reviewing the Full Environmental
Assessment Form (FEAF) and Supplement Information to the FEAF prepared by the applicant and
the Criteria for determining significance in the SEQR regulations (6 N.Y.C.R.R. Section617.11),
the Town Board finds that the proposed action will not have a significant impact on the
environment based on the following findings:

(2412774 }




1. Geology, Topography and Soils

Initial site soil testing was completed by Foundation Design and Nothnagle Driiling, Inc. on May
16, 2013, These test included Borings and Test Pits and the results have been analyzed and
included in a Geotechnical Evaluation Report completed by Foundation Design dated June 2013,
The proposed project will involve the stripping and stockpiling of topsoil within the development
area, a minor change in grade elevations and no anticipated impacts to the bedrock geology. Based
upon initial earthwork calculations, it is expected that there will be an excess of both topsoil and
select fill material generated from the proposed. development. The excess material will be spoiled
on-site if feasible or removed from the site. It is anticipated that a majority of the materials
generated from the site can be utilized to create land forms and berming around the perimeter of
the site to provide additional visual and noise buffers to the surrounding area. Any select fill
material needed for fills within the buildings or pavement areas will most likely be generated from
the proposed pond excavation areas. Per the report completed by Foundation Design it is
anticipated there may be a need to import select fill for building and pavement areas.

2. Surface Waters / Drainage

The proposed development will increase the impervious cover of the site thus resulting in an
increase in the volume of stormwater generated by the project. GI practices will be implemented to
mitigate the additional volume of stormwater. However, the majority of the site contains soils of
hydrologic class D which are not conducive to infiltration and an increase in the volume of
stormwater discharged from the site is anticipated. The proposed stormwater management plan
will be designed to offset the peak flows generated by the site from those peak flows naturally
occurring within Allen’s Creek thus mitigating the impact of the anticipated increase in the volume
of stormwater generated by the project site.

The stormwater management systems will incorporate a combination of conveyance systems,
stormwater management as well as standard and green infrastructure (GI) practices to treat storm
water for water quality improvements and discharge it from the site at conirolled rates. These
improvements will provide the water quality volume needed to meet the pollutant removal goals
specified in the Irondequoit Creek Watershed Stormwater Management Report Requirements and
the latest New York State Stormwater Design Manual. In addition, these practices will provide a
reduction of peak flows rates below existing peak runoff rates meeting the Town of Brighton and
New York State Stormwater Design Manual requirements.

3. Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology

The New York State and Federal wetland inventories were searched for wetlands and no existing
regulated wetlands exist within the proposed development area. This was confirmed through field

observations made during several visits to the project site.

The NYSDEC Natural Heritage Program was contacted in June 2013 to determine the possible
presence of state-listed rare, threatened, or endangered species. A letter dated June 17, 2013 was
received from the Natural Heritage Program, indicating only one recorded occurrences of any rare
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or state-listed animals or plants, significant natural communities, or other significant habitats, on
or in the immediate vicinity of the site. The occurrence was for the Blackchin Shiner (Notropis -
heterodon) being observed in Irondequoit Bay and in Allen's Creek which was recorded in 1952.
The Blackchin Shiner is a fish species and is ranked “S1” — Critically Imperiled in New York
State. Globally it is ranked as a “G5” — Secure. Its legal status is unlisted. The possibility of the
species occurring in the vicinity of the site is only valid if the appropriate habitat is present. The
habitat for this species consists of cool, clear and shallow sections of lakes and slow regions of
streams with weedy vegetation, very little siltation and a sandy substrate.

Allen’s Creek is located on the east side of Winton Road and portions of the proposed project drain
via constructed storm sewers to Allen’s Creek. There are no streamns that transverse the project site
and therefore the habitat for the Blackchin Shiner is not present on the project site.

A request was also made to the United States Department of the Interior’s Fish and Wildlife
Service to review the project site against their records for endangered species. Their search
returned one endangered species within proximity of the project site, the Bog Turtle (Clemmys
muhlenbergii). Review of the habitat parameters consistent with the Bog Turtle, Northern
Population Recovery Plan (U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service, 2001) were not observed during site
visits within the proposed re-development area,

No habitat for rare fish, animal or plants that were listed as potential endangered species have been
identified on the development site. Based upon this, no impacts are anticipated with the proposed
rezoning or proposed development of the site.

4. Transportation

Proposed improvements to the project include upgrades to the internal circulation within the
campus to provide more direct access to all parts of the campus including access between the
Jewish Home parcel and the Summit at Brighton and Wolk Manor parcel. The improvements will
enable motorists to utilize either the Winton Road or Meridian Centre Boulevard access points
from any area of the JSL campus. It is anticipated that with these improvements that access to the
site will be greatly improved and that traffic to the surrounding road network can be more evenly
distributed between access points. Additionally, the proposed project will see a reduction in the
traffic generated on site in comparison to the originally approved BE-1 parcel with a 50,000 SF
medical office building. Traffic trip generations have been provided that show a decrease in the
anticipated traffic between the two by 66%, and only an increase of 0.2% to the surrounding
roadway network. The proposed internal circulation improvements and minimal increase in traffic
to the roadway network indicates that impacts will be lower than those previously reviewed and
approved. Additionally, the nominal increase in trip generation and mote even distribution of trips
to the available access points mitigates external traffic impacts to below those identified with the
previous environmental review.

A suggestion from New York State Department of Transportation, contained as part of the
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mandated General Municipal Law referral response from Monroe County dated August 8, 2014
noted that consideration should be given to eliminating the existing driveway on Winton Road
across from French Road and having sole access through Meridian Centre Boulevard. The
applicant would like to continue utilization of two points of access to their campus from Winton
Road and Meridian: Centre Boulevard to maintain the current traffic patterns on the site. The
proposed project does not measurably increase traffic.on the surrounding road network and does
not warrant the closing of the prime entrance into the Jewish Home property. Removal of the
Winton Road access point would increase the use of the Meridian Centre Boulevard entrance and
potentially have a negative effect on the Wolk Manor and Summit entrance, as well as the adjacent
Meridian Centre office development. This project was designed to have minimal impact to the
neighboring Summit and Wolk Manor parcel and require slight medifications to the site to
facilitate the addition of the internal roadway between the two project parcels. The roadway
configuration as proposed is consistent with the initial approved plan for The Summit and Wolk
Manor to provide cross access between all of the parcels. The approved filed subdivision map for
The Summit at Brighton, Wolk Manor and the five acre BE-1 zoned parcel included filed
easements between these properties. Providing two points of access to a site is important and
beneficial in providing access to emergency vehicles if one of the access points is temporarily

closed.

5. Land Use and Zoning

This property was not identified within the Town of Brighton Comprehensive Plan and there are
currently no recommendations regarding the individual land use of the parcel. There are however
recommendations for senior housing within the Town of Brighton Comprehensive Plan.

The land use patterns surrounding the parcel are well established and virtually built out.
Surrounding land uses include institutional uses, office complexes, medium / high density
residential uses and Town park land. The proposed density of the project will increase by a factor
of 18%, 65 independent living units. All other living units are transitioned from the Jewish Home
to the proposed ‘Green Houses’®. There will be a decrease in the impervious surfaces of the
property by approximately 25% between the approved plan and the proposed plan on Lot 1. The
overall project will have a total building coverage of 13% and total impervious coverage of 45%.
The project as proposed will comply with the coverage requirements of the RHD-1 district. The
project will require a change from the BE-1 zoning district to the RHD-1 district to be developed
as proposed. The site plan for the proposed development will be reviewed and approved by the
Planning Board. There will be no adverse environmental impact associated with this project

relative to land use and zoning.

6. Community Services

The proposed project will generate additional sanitary sewer flow into the existing Town of
Brighton sanitary sewer system; however no adverse impacts are anticipated, Utility services
have been reviewed by the applicant’s engineer and it is anticipate there will be adequate facilities
to handle the proposed development. The MCWA is requiring an additional connection to be made
to the existing water system to augment the existing water supply. RG&E has will provided
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confirmation of their ability to serve the proposed development.
Emergency services (fire service, ambulance, police) have adequate response capabilities for this

proposal. : _
There will be no impact to the Brighton School District. No school age children will be living in

the project confines. -

The existing recreational services/ facilities currently provided by the Jewish Home will be
continued after the proposed additional development at the project site. Impacts from the increase
of the 63 proposed independent living units will be mitigated by the Parkland Trust fee to be paid
prior to obtaining a permit for construction.

As an amenity to the Town for rezoning the BE-1 parcel and allowing the proposed incentives for

bulk standards within the site, as well as removing this parcel from the current tax rolls, as it will

become integrated with the remainder of the Jewish Senior Life not-for-profit organization, the

applicant is proposing cash contribution to the Town of $75,000 to be paid at the time of issuance

of the first building permit from the Town. In addition, a payment in lieu of taxes contribution of
- $40,000 per year, adjusted annually, has also been proposed to offset the potential taxable revenue
. that would be created if the parcel were to be developed as a medical office building as was

originally approved.
7. Cultural Resources

Deuel Archaeological was contracted to review the site for a Phase IA/Phase 1B Cultural Resource
Investigation. The report concludes that there will be no adverse impact upon cultural resources
that are or could be included within the Stiate or National Registers of Historic Places. The New
York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation reviewed the Cultural Resources
Investigation and also found that the project will have no impact upon cultural resources in or
eligible for inclusion in the State and National Register of Historic Places.

8. Visual Resources

The development of the project will change the visual appearance of the site, resulting from the
placement of proposed structures on an undeveloped, maintained portion of the site that is
predominantly mown lawn. The proposed structures are all smaller in height and scale to the
existing six-story Jewish Home building. The general character of the new architecture is
residentially scaled and articulated to respect the scale of the surrounding community. The
proposed structures will be reviewed and approved by the Architectural Review Board.

A naturalized buffer is being proposed around the site to limit the views from the surrounding
community while giving a sense of privacy to those living on the campus. Within the campus will
be a combination of landscape elements that will help tie all of the buildings into one contiguous

campus environment.

0. Construction

Prior to any earthwork being commenced on the site an erosion and sediment protection plan, and
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storm water poliution prevention plan, SWPPP, in accordance with the Town of Brighton and
latest NYSDEC SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities
will be implemented. In addition, the project may disturb an area greater than 5 acres and may need

to obtain a 5 acre wavier from the Town of Brighton. The Town of Brighton strongly discourages ‘

the need for a 5 acre waiver in most circumstances and may require that a phasing plan be prepared
prior to the start of construction that defines the maximum disturbed area per phase, and the
specific sequencing and phasing that will be done to minimize the amount and duration of exposed
areas to the maximum extent practicable.

Erosion control measures consistent with the New York State Standards and Specifications for
Erosion and Sediment Control will be installed to capture sediments from the site. Temporary
cover will be established as soon as all earthwork has been completed. The proposed design will
minimize the need to import or export materials to the greatest extent practicable. Access to the
site will be monitored and a temporary construction entrance will be established to alleviate soils
and mud from being tracked off of the site.

Each phase of construction will also be designed to conform to the construction erosion control-
requirements of the latest New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC), State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES), General Permit.

Other common NYSDEC approved forms of construction erosion control that can be implementéd
on this site include but are not limited to, silt fence installation, stone check dams, sediment traps,
temporary diversion swales and rock outlet protection.

10,  The Summit Environmental Impact Statement

In conjunction with the 1996 Incentive Zoning/Rezoning, an Environmental Impact Statement
analyzing all potential significant adverse environmental impacts was prepared. That study
addressed the potential of a 50,000 square foot medical office building on the BE-1 Office parcel.
Based on the reduction of the level of development (residential units), the environmental impacts
of this development will be less than, and within the parameters of the environmental review

conducted in 1996. -

For further information:
Contact Person: Ramsey A. Boehner, Environmental Review Liaison Officer
Address: Town of Brighton

' 2300 Elmwood Avenue

Rochester, N.Y. 14618

Telephone: (585)784-5229
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EXHIBIT NO. 7

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held .
at fhe Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.
PRESENT:

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WEENER

JASON 5. DIPONZIO

Counciipersons

RESOLVED, that a memorandum dated October 13, 2014 from Finance
Director Suzanne Zaso recommending that a certain Xe:ox copier (Asset
#005376) be declared as surplus and disposed of becaﬁée it is no longer of
value to the Town, be received and filed; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby directs that a certain Xerox
copier (Asset #005376) be declared as surplus and disposed of because it is

no longer of value to the Town.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason §. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting
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‘0‘”” oFf SUZANNE ZASO, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE
qu TON 2300 ELMWOOD AVENUE

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14618

Phone (585) 784-5210 Fax (585) 784-5396

MEMORANDUM
To: The Honorable Town Board
Atin.: Finance and Administrative Services Commiitee

Subject:  Disposal of Fixed Asset ‘/?3
From: Suzanne Zaso

Date: October 13, 2014

In accordance with the Town Board’s Fixed Asset Policy and Procedures, | am
requesting that Your Honorable Body declare as surplus and authorize the
disposal of one Xerox copier listed on the attached Disposal of Fixed Assets
Sheet.

1 would be happy to respond to any questions the Commitiee, or other members
of the Town Board may have regarding this matter.

Attachment: Disposal 6f Fixed Asset Sheet
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TOWN OF BRIGHTON
DISPOSAL OF FIXED ASSET SHEET
NOTE: You must attach a Disposal of Fixed Asset Memo for items $1 ;000 and over

DEPT. Highway
DATE 10/13/2014 REQUESTING EMPLOYEE  S. Zaso
ASSET #* ITEM DESCRIPTION MANUFACTURER { MODEL |YEAR| VIN or SERIAL No. COST COMMENTS
005376 1Copier | Xerox 232| 2007|URTS816441E $10,264.00

* For vehicles use the last 6 characters of the VIN number.

Disposal of Fixed Asset Sheet




EXHIBIT NO. 8

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of

Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held -
at the Brighton Town Hail, .2300 Eimwoqd
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of Octcber, 2014.
PRESENT:
WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
_ Supexvisor
JAMES R, VOGEL
LOUISE NOVROS
CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER
JASON S, DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated October 22, 2014 from Town Planner
Ramsey A. Boehner regarding the University of Rochester’s proposed
Institutional Planned Development for the Scuth Campus and its Incentiwve
Zoning/Rezoning Application together with proposed Findings Statement, dated
October 22, 2014 pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act
regarding such project, be received and filed; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board as lead agency hereby adopts the above
mentioned Findings Statement, dated October 22, 2014, pursuant to the State
Environmental Quality Review Act regarding the proposed Incentive
Zoning/Rezoning for the University of Rochester’s proposed Institutional
Planned Development for the South Campus.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Wexner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting
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TOWN OF BRIGHTON
MONROE GOUNTY, NEW YORK

October 14, 2014

Honorable Town Board
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood Avenue
Brighton, NY 14618

Re: Finding Statement for University of Rochester Institutional Planned Development South
Campus Incentive Zoning/Rezoning :

Honorable Supervisor and Members of the Board:

At the October 8, 2014 meeting of the Town Board, your Honorable Body receive and file the
Finding Statement for University of Rochester Institutional Planned Development South Campus
Incentive Zoning/Rezoning to allow the Town Board time to review the Finding Statement prior

to its adoption. :

I recommend that your Honorable Body receive and file this communication and the attached
Finding Statement for University of Rochester Institutional Planned Development South Campus
Incentive Zoning/Rezoning dated October 22, 2014. '

I also recommend that the Town Board adopt the attached Finding Statement.

Respectfully Submitted,

D

RamseWQe er
Assocjate Planner

attach%r\J

ce: Tim Keef

2300 Elmwood A\.fenue * Rochester, New York 14618 » 585-784-5250 « Fax; 585-784-5373
hitp:/www.townofbrighton.org

@ .




State Environmental Quality Review

FINDINGS STATEMENT

Pursuant to Article 8 of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law 6 NYCRR Part
617.1 et seq. (collectively the “State Environmental Quality Review Act” (SEQRA) and the
Town of Brighton Town Code, the Brighton Town Board, as Lead Agency, makes the following
Findings:

Date: October 22, 2014

Name of Action: University of Rochester Institutional Planned Development
South Campus Rezoning

Description of Action:

Application by the University of Rochester (“Applicant” or the “University”) requests the Town
Board to Amend the Town Zoning Map to rezone approximately 180 acres of the South Campus
from residential to Institutional Planned Development (“IPD”) and to adopt for the IPD a set of
regulations for its governance (the “IPD Ordinance™). The application also requests the Town
Board to grant incentive zoning approval to increase building density and height.

Incentives
1. Rezoning to IPD;
2. Density; and
3. Building Height

Amenities

1. Donaiion of a certain parcel, tax map number 148.15-2, south of Criitenden Road
(42.55+/- acres);

2. Planting enhancements within the 100 foot buffer zone adjacent to residential areas:
to be implemented during the first spring after approval of the IPD or as soon
thereafter as possible given planting feasibility, in coordination with the Town;

3. Elimination of any future access to Crittenden Road from the IPD District: to be
implemented upon approval of rezoning;

4. Drainage: revise storm sewer connections on the developed portion of the South
Campus (in Whipple Park) to redirect drainage away from Furlong Creek and toward
the south wetland area;

5. Drainage: construct a berm within the north/south swale that conveys stormwater
from the southern wetland to Furlong Creek. The swale is located adjacent to the
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~ Lehigh Valley trail. The berm will signiﬁcantly reduce the amount of stormwater
discharged from the south wetland onto the adjacent properties to the south;

6. Drainage: construct an outlet structure within the south wetland area to control the
water surface elevation and the rate at which stormwater is discharged from the south
wetland. The outfall structure will discharge to the existing drainage way along the
west side of the former Lehigh Valley railroad. As necessary the existing drainage
way will be improved to insure that the stormwater discharged from outfall structure
flows by gravity to the existing Furlong Creek culvert; and

7. Annual deposit to the Town of Brighton based on $0.45/gsf for new development into
one or more trust funds established by the Town of Brighton.

Immediately following completion of the South Campus incentive zoningfrezoning process,
application will be made to the NYSDEC and USACE as part of a joint Application for Permit in
order to obtain the necessary regulatory approvals needed to consfruct amenities 4, 5 and 6.
Conversations with the DEC have already occurred regarding the proposed drainage amenities
for the South Campus, and during thai meeting DEC concurred that the best time for said
amenities to be constructed would be during the summer months, when the work zone tends to

be dryer.

A leiter of credit in the full amount of the construction costs of the amenities will be posted with
the Town of Brighton.

Location:
University of Rochester South Campus, bounded on the north by the intersection of the former

Lehigh Railroad right of way (“ROW™) with Interstate Route 390, on the west by the ROW and
on the east by West Henrietta Road, Southland Drive, Doncaster Road and Furlong Road,and on
the south by Southland Drive and Crittenden Road, and includes the Lilac Park Subdivision
located to the south of Crittenden Road and east of the Lehigh Railroad ROW.

Agency Jurisdiction:
The Town of Brighton Town Board is the SEQRA Lead Agency

Date Final Generic EIS Formally Submitted to the Lead Agency: July 14, 2014

Facts and Conclusions Relied Upon te Support Decision:

I. The Proposed Action: The rezoning to IPD and incentive zoning will allow the
University to develop the South Campus over time. South Campus growth will occur on
a building by building basis, which is anticipated over the next 25 years and beyond.

The University Campus Master Plan outlined the future growth for the University by
demonstrating the capacity of its land holdings over time, and a land use strategy which
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addresses future needs. The Master Plan was used as the basis for the Generic
Environmental Impact Statement studies. Though the Final Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (“FGEIS”) outlines theoretical maximums for potential development of
the South Campus, actual buildings will be dictated by actual site conditions and will be
subject to Site Plan approval by the Town of Brighton Planning Board.

Environmental Review Process

The Applicant has completed extensive technical studies and has prepared a Generic

‘Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) to support the future development of its South

Campus lands north of Crittenden Road. Throughout the lengthy review process, the
Applicant modified the future plans to address concerns and review comments received
from the Town, its agencies, consultants and the area residents. In addition to the formal
review process, several public informational meetings were held to present and discuss
the proposed rezoning and future plans for the South Campus.

When the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (“DGEIS™) was prepared, the
University had not yet undertaken its Campus Master Plan work, and therefore, a series
of development and build-out assumptions were made about future uses, densities,
locations of potential buildings and the timing of expansion. Since the completion of the
DGEIS, the Master Plan was completed, and therefore, more detailed information about
potential University expansion within the Town of Brighton South Campus became

. available.  Therefore, the Town Board determined that a Supplemental Draft

Environmental Impact Statement (S-DGEIS) was warranted, which was prepared to
address changes from the original Application and DGEIS.

Following is a chro'nology of land use approval and environmental review process to
date:

» A DGEIS was prepared based upon the scope adopted by the Town of Brighton
Town Board on April 13, 2005, and was deemed complete by the Town Board at
their December 2, 2005 meeting.

o Subscquently, a S-DGEIS was completed in January 2014, which includes
updates and additional information to the original DGEIS. The 8-DGEIS was
deemed “Complete” by the Town Board on February 12, 2014.

e Copies of the accepted S-DGEIS were provided to the Town for public review
and comment, along with a Comment and Response Supplement to the November
2005 DGEIS, which provided responses to comments received on the DGEIS.

e A public information meeting was held on March 19, 2014. A Public Hearing on
the S-DGEIS was held on March 26, 2014, The public comment petiod ended on

April 11,2014
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The University prepared a plan titled “University of Rochester South Campus Current
Plan”, daied July 14, 2014 located in Appendix A of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (“FGEIS”). This plan results from combining features from the alternative
pians developed over time in response to comments received, primarily related to
enhancing natural buffers and visual mitigation to the area residents, and which
incorporates adequate mitigation to minimize or eliminate the potential adverse
environmental impacts identified to the maximum extent practicable.

It is important to note that although the Current Plan may not be the ultimate design that
is submitted for site plan review for individual building projects, it exhibits the features
that provide the best balance of all factors considered as part of the environmental review
in connection mth the Application. Therefore, these factors elaborated below and in the
FGEIS, should be considered the thresholds under which any future applications by the
University of Rochester would be considered consistent with the findings, facts and
conclusions.

MI. Project Environmental Impacts
1. Topography, Geology & Soils

Description of Impacts

The development of the South Campus will involve the siripping of topsoil and
disturbance to the natural soils during the construction of the various buildings, parking
lots, roadways and ancillary facilities. Exposed surfaces will be subject to erosion, the
migration of sediment and changes to the existing topography. No impacts to geologic
resources are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures

1. Areas of disturbance will be minimized. Watercourses, wetlands and wetland buffer
areas will be avoided, and pollution prevention efforts/Best Management Practices
(BMP’s) will be employed during construction and for permanently installed
stormwater mitigation features to control sediment and soil erosion;

2. As each future project is proposed, potential impacts will be evaluated on 2 site-by-
site basis as part of the review and approval process by the Town; and

3 At the time of construction, the BMP measures to be installed by the University will
conform to the most current NYS Standards and Specifications for Erosion and
Sediment Control. The techniques for controlling erosion and sediment control
during construction will include the following:
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a. Providing sediment control practices located downstream of construction
activities. The sediment control practices typically include silt fence, earthen
diversion dikes, temporary swales, and sediment basins/traps. The
downstream side of each practice will be undisturbed ground.

b. All disturbed areas will be stabilized within 21 days when construction
activities have temporarily or permanently ceased.

¢. Storm sewer inlet structures will be protected from sediment deposition.

d. Swales and /or channels will include stone check dams to reduce the velocity
of stormwater to non-erosive velocities.

¢. A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, SWPPP, will be prepared for each
proposed project or phase of development. The SWPPP will be prepared in
conformance with the latest NYSDEC, Town of Brighton and EPA
requirements.

f A geotechnical analysis will be completed tor each proposed project or phase
development. The geotechnical analysis will determine the ultimate design of

the stormwater management system.

g. Disturbance greater than 5 acres in size, where soil disturbance activity has
been temporarily or permanently ceased, temporary and/or permanent soil
stabilization measures shall be installed and/or implemented within 7 days
from the date the soil disturbance has ceased.

Conclusions

The mitigation measures proposed adequately address the identified impacts to disturbed
areas. '

2, Water Resources, Stormwater Runoff

Description of Impacts

The management of potential stormwater from future development of the South Campus
was a major issue of public discussion and Town staff and Town Board review.
Additional development in the South Campus will result in an increase in impervious
surfaces within the 180 acre site, which will result in an increase in the rate and volume
of stormwater runoff and an increase in associated stormwater pollutant loading.
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Mitigation Measures

1. Currently, stormwater runoff from the site discharges to either on-site wetlands or
the Erie Canal. The proposed stormwater management plan re-directs runoff from
a significant portion of the future developed areas to the Erie Canal. The existing
development on the site will continue to direct runoff to the wetlands, with some
of the new development area directing drainage to the on-site wetlands;

2. Periodic flooding currently occurs along a low-lying area of a Furlong Creek
tributary at the Crittenden Road properties in the southwestern area of the South
Campus. To improve periodic flooding situation, the Applicant’s proposed
stormwater management plan redirects some the current drainage patterns
northerly, away from this problem area. In addition, several drainage amenities
are proposed to decrease the volume and rate of stormwater runoff that flows into
Furlong Creek upstream or east of the Lehigh Valley Trail, as follows:

s Provide storm sewer connections on the developed portion of the South
Campus (in Whipple Park) to redirect drainage away from Furlong Creek and
toward the south wetland ;

o Construct a berm within the north/south swale that conveys stormwater from
the southern wetland to Furlong Creek. The swale is located adjacent to the
Lehigh Valley trail. The berm will significantly reduce the amount of
stormwater discharged from the south wetland onte the adjacent properties to

the; and

e Construct an outlet structure within the south wetland area to control the water
surface elevation and the rate at which stormwater is discharged from the
~ South Wetland. The outfall structure will discharge to the existing drainage
way along the west side of the former Lehigh Valley railroad. Asnecessary |
the existing drainage way will be improved to insure that the stormwater
discharged from outfall structure flows by gravity to the existing Furlong
Creek culvert ;

3. All stormwater management facilities will be designed and construcied to meet
and exceed the requirements of the latest NYS DEC Storthwater Management
Design Manual and the Town of Brighton Comprehensive Development
Guidelines;

4. A geotechnical analysis will be completed for each future project and/or phase of
development in order to determine the ultimate stormwater management
improvemenit design and location;

5. The drainage channel that bisects the project site will be retained along with its
corresponding buffer area;
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6. With the proposed stormwater mitigation measures in place, stormwater volumes
and runoff rates leaving the site and directed to natural receiving water bodies will
be reduced to 20% less (minimum) from what they are today;

7. Alarger amount of runoff will be directed towards the Erie Canal. Proposed
stormwater management facilities will be provided upstream of the Erie Canal to
attenuate post development runoff rates to pre-development conditions.
Additionally, green infrastructure improvements will provide the required water
quality volumes in accordance with the latest NYS DEC Stormwater Design

Manual; _ .

8. Water quality measures will be installed to remove runoff pollutants prior to
discharge from all developed points on the site;

9, Stormwaier detention facilities — ponds and underground storage and conveyance
piping - will be installed upstream of each of the Rezone Property stormwater
discharge points fo attenuate post-development runoff rates and volumes to less
than pre-development conditions. The ponds will include ‘deep pools’ at the inlet
and outlet ends to provide settling areas for runoff pollutant removal. Each
proposed project will undergo Town review via the site plan approval process;

10. The green practices for the proposed development, to reduce runoff volumes and
improve water quality, will include installation of bioretention facilities and
installation of vegetated swales, These treatment facilities receive and treat
stormwater runoff from paved areas. The swales and bioretention ponds slow or
pool the flow and remove contaminants and sedimentation as water is filtered

“through grass strips, planted soil and other planted materials, then infiltrating into
underlying organic soils and sand beds;

11. A meeting was held with NYSDEC on June 26, 2014 to review and discuss
potential stormwater and wetland impacts from future development of the South
Campus. Meeting highlights and summary items included:

e NYS DEC noted a preference to install the stormwater amenities in the
drier summer months when wetland water levels are lower,

¢ NYS DEC stated the need for the University to negotiate with the Town
how maintenance of the overflow drainage culvert crossing under the
Town trail will be covered. It was suggested that the University be
responsible for seasonal cleaning and the Town be able to do major or
emergency repairs and charge the University for them, should the need

arise;

e NYS DEC permitting process for installation of the stormwater amenity
facilities and the stormwater facilities for the project will require a public
notification and comment process; and
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o The application for the amenities will need to include documentation of
land ownership and easements to verify rights and authorizations to
implement the amenities.

Based on the NYSDEC meeting outcome, the University commits to: obtaining
all required permits from NYS DEC; installing the drainage amenities in the
surmer/drier season; providing seasonal maintenance on the overflow drainage
culvert to reimburse the Town for major or emergency’ repairs, should the need
arise; and to secure and provide to the Town and NYSDEC the needed easements
and authorizations to perform work on adjacent landowners properties. The
University will also be required to enter into a Storm Water Maintenance

Agreement; and

12. Mitigation techniques available for stormwater could include underground storage
and surface treatment, along with on-site storage combined with the off-site
capacities as determined by the Town Engineer. Although the Applicant has
provided comprehensive analysis and preliminary design details, final
calculations and designs for the required mitigation of potential stormwater
impacts are premature at this stage. There appears to be adequate land area on the
Project site, adequate techniques to properly manage requirements of both the
NYSDEC and the Town of Brighton, and adequate oversight by the Town
Engineer to assure that the mitigation will be effective to achieve all stormwater
management and discharge goals. The final calculations and designs will be
submitted with each formal site plan application. It will be thoroughly reviewed
and approved by the Planning Board and the Town Engineer to assure compliance
with all of the Findings and Conclusions of this environmental review process as
well as compliance with all regulations and requirements of the NYSDEC and the

Town of Brighton.

Conclusions

Based on the foregoing, the Town Board has determined that there are adequate
protective measures proposed as mitigation to minimize or eliminate the potential
stormwater related impacts resulting from the future growth in South Campus. In
addition, the Town Board acknowledges that certain proposed drainage amenities will
also mitigate existing flooding and drainage problems.
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3. Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology
Trees and Woodlot EPOD

Description of Impacts

The Applicant completed several tree studies throughout the review process to
identify woodlot limits, significant trees and their condition. Old Growth habitat
areas were also identified and mapped. Portions of future development in the South
Campus will fall within the identified woodlot areas.

Mitigation Measures

I,

While the DGEIS included a request for 2 Woodlot EPOD permit which
would have applied to the entire [PD as part of the rezoning approval, the 8-
DGEIS removed that request which had previously been listed as an incentive,
The FGEIS states and clarifies that the request for-a Woodlot EPOD permit
has been removéd from the incentive zoning/site rezoning process, and in lieu
of an upfront permit, proposed impacts to the Woodlot EPOD will be subject
to Town review and approval pursuant to the Town’s Environmental Overlay
District Regulations as each specific phase of development is submitied as
part of a formal site plan application,

The University has identified ‘no-build’ zones in the Old Growth habitat areas
of the Woodlot EPOD. The current plan was revised to avoid potential
building and disturbance in those areas. A tree survey will be part of each
required Woodlot EPOD application to be conducted per Town standards for
any future development phase/project which proposes impacts to the Woodlot
EPOD,

A detailed tree mitigation plan and Landscape Buffer Planting Plan have been
prepared that indicates enhanced buffers adjacent to residential areas. It will
be implemented during the first spring after the IPD Rezoning. Spring
planting will allow the new plants to get established prior to winter, The
proposed Landscape Buffer Planiing Plan may be found in Appendix C of the
FGEIS; :

Any development which will impact the Woodlot EPOD will need to follow
the regulations outlined in the Town Code. As future buildings or phases of
the master plaﬁ are submitted to the Town for site plan review, an analysis of
the Woodlot EPOD and potential disturbance will be reviewed and analyzed
as part of the site plan review process. An appropriate mitigation plan will be
developed on a case by case basis as is typical with any site development plan
reviewed by the Town that involves disturbance to the Woodlot EPOD;
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5. Replanting plans for potential future Woodlot EPOD impacts will be prepared
by the Applicant at the time of design for each project on a case by case basis
and will be subject to the Town’s review and approval process for each
proposed project;

6. The Applicant proposes an amenity of planting enhancements within the 100
foot buffer zone adjacent to residential areas, with implementation during the
first spring after approval of the IPD, or as soon thereafter as possible given
planting feasibility, in coordination with the Town. A plan detailing the
amenity and illustrating the proposed buffer planting was included in the
FGEIS; and

7. The proposed IPD Ordinance includes a No Build Map dated August 18, 2014
which identifies the location of the utility corridor crossing which will cut
-across the 100 foot buffer and will serve as the location in which the proposed
utility upgrades will be installed. Upon completion of the proposed utility
work, the area of disturbance will be restored and replanted, and will
subsequently remain undisturbed.

Conclusions

Based on the foregoing, the Town Board has determined that there are adequate
protective measures proposed as amenities and mitigation to minimize or eliminate
the potential Tree and Woodlot EPOD impacts resulting from this Action.

Wetlands

Description of Impacts .

There are wetland areas within the South Campus. Potential building sites are in
close proximity to some of the wetlands.

Mitigation Measures

1. Wetland Delineations were updated in 2013 and a Wetland Delineation Report
was completed in January 2014, The updated wetland mapping was included
in the S-DGEIS and submitted to the NYS DEC and Army Comps of
Engineers. Both agencies have reviewed the updated delineations and verified
the wetland boundaries. The wetland delineations are valid for five years (a
timeline which began in January of 2014 based on agency verification of the
delineation). Additional delineations will be performed after the five year
expiration, as needed, for future projects which may be proposed in the
vicinity of wetlands and their adjacent areas;

2. Wetland areas are located to the immediate southeast of the existing
Laboratory for Laser Energetics (LLE), and adjacent to the Lehigh Valley
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Trail. These locations include areas of upland habitat which will remain
undisturbed and will continue to support amphibian life and a variety of
wildlife post full build-out of South Campus. The large tract of wetlands
along the southern portion of the South Campus adjacent to the Lehigh Valley
Trail will not be impacted, nor will the 100 foot adjacent area pertaining to the
NYS DEC regulated wetland. The parcel of land north of East River Road and
west of Kendrick Road also contains a federal wetland, and proposed
development of this parcel has been removed,

. The Master Plan layout was modified to acknowledge changes which occurred
to the wetland boundaries, and the assoclated 100’ buffer around the
NYSDEC regulated wetland. The S-DGEIS Appendix C includes the updated
wetland documentation and mapping;

. Currently, stormwater runoff from the site discharges to either wetlands or the
Frie Canal. The proposed drainage model will re-direct runoff from a
majority of the future developed areas to the Erie Canal. For the most part,
existing developed areas on South Campus will continue to direct runoff to the
wetlands; some of the new development area will also direct drainage to the
wetlands. The runoff rates to the wetland areas will be reduced significantly
from existing conditions, allowing more time for infiliration into the soil as
runoff passes through vegetated swales and bioretention facilities prior to
discharge to wetland areas. More dentition time will be provided along the
route and in the ponds, all of which are benefits to water quality. The required
stormwater detention times will be provided prior to discharging to the
wetlands, but the wetlands will provide extended detention time as a bonus,
which will further improves water quality;

. A meeting was held with NYSDEC on June 26, 2014 to review and discuss
potential stormwater and wetland impacts from future development of the
South Campus, including the first proposed project, the Imaging Building on
East River Road. Meeting highlights regarding wetlands included:

¢ DEC understands and agrees that site conditions may change in the future,
such as wetland size and shape;

e DEC application and permitting process will require a public notification
and comment process; and

o Based on the meeting ouicome, the University commits to obtaining all
required permits from NYSDEC;

. The University has identified “no-build” zones in the wetland areas. The
current plan avoids potential building and disturbance in these areas. As
stated in the S-DGEIS and the FGEIS, the University of Rochester will protect
and avoid wetlands. When there is no other option but to impact a wetland,
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the wetland will be enhanced via a proposed mitigation plan which will be
submitted to the NYSDEC and the Town for review, approval and permitting.
The approved plan will be part of the final design plan for the project. At the
time of site plan application for each new building, final design of grading,
stormwater management, landscaping, etc., will incorporate any proposed
enhancements to the wetland areas at that time. All plans will be subject to
the review.and approval of the Planning Board and Town staff; and

7. Regarding the chorus frogs and vernal ponds: the vernal pond/wetland located
behind the Laser Lab was constructed as mitigation to the Laser Lab
expansion project. Refer to the wetland delineation maps included in the S-
DGEIS Appendix C, Drawing W-1, and ‘L’ Wetland. This wetland is a
0.55+/- acre marsh specifically developed to provide and enhance chorus frog
habitat documented in this area. Construction of this wetland was required to
mitigate the habitat disturbance resulting from the Lab project. Disturbance of
this wetland area will be avoided by future development.

Conclusions

Based on the foregoing, the Town Board has determined that there are adequate
protective measures proposed as mitigation to minimize or eliminate the potential
wetland impacts resulting from this Action. -

D. Land Use and Zoning

Description of Impacts

1.

The University Campus Master Plan identifies long-term development of their
180-acre South Campus in the Town of Brighton. The existing site is partially
developed with institutional use along E. River Road and residential use (Whipple
Park) in the southern portion;

Portions of the fuﬁlre development of the South Campus have the potential to be
in close proximity to adjacent residential neighbors, including homes on
Southland Drive, and Doncaster, Furlong and Critienden Roads;

The proposed action will allow development of the South Campus, which will
increase building density and height, and potentially change the land use of South
Campus. The incentive zoning will allow building height and density greater than
allowed by the current code for an Instifutional Planned Development (IPD)

district;

The placement of additional buildings on the South Campus will have the
potential for visual impacts, particularly for the adjacent residential neighbors;
and
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5. A detailed plan, reflecting changes to the physical plan that was included as part
of the S-DGEIS, has been completed and serves as the “Current Plan™. The
current plan containing land use, potential building locations, bulk, density and

~ use regulations is included in Appendix A of the FGEIS.

6. Additional development on the South Campus may require the creation/extension
of street lighting, sanitary sewer, and water districts.

Mitigation Measures

1. The University Campus Master Plan reflects a conscious effort to lessen impacts
to the adjacent neighborhood through a reduction in the intensity of the proposed
development. The South Campus boundary which runs along the north side of
the properties fronting Southland Drive has been used as a limit to the zone in
which institutional uses will be developed; '

2. A 100 foot buffer has been placed along the campus edge adjacent to residential
uses, consistent with the current IPD regulations. Preservation of this natura]
buffer will help to screen future development from existing residences.
Additionally, these buffers will be enhanced, where needed, by a landscaped
buffer planting plan to increase the effectiveness of the buffer edge screening.
The IPD Ordinance will include language to ensure the protection of the buffer,
It is anticipated that additional plantings in the buffer are will be added over time
as deemed necessary during the site plan review process for future buildings, In
addition, a residential buffer zone has been added which limits maximum
building heights to 35 feet within 200 feet of residential property line borders.
The final width of the proposed buffer and the maximum building heights will be
determined by the Town Board as part of the IPD Incentive Zoning/Rezoning

Process;

3. In addition to the 100 foot buffer, a 3-acre parcel of land at the southern end of the
site adjacent to Crittenden Road is planned to be left in its natural state in an
effort to have a successive decrease in intensity from the East River Road area,
moving south to Crittenden Road; '

4, The University will integrate with the adjacent neighborhoods by extending
connections to the existing sidewalk system along the south side of East River
Road, Murlin Drive, the Lehigh Valley Trail and northerly along Kendrick Road
via sidewalks and bike lanes which integrate into and the Riverway Trail along
the canal, as well as the multi-use trail system throughout the campus;

5. In response to comments received, the Applicant continuously revised the concept
site plan for South Campus over the course of the review process evolution.
Proposed institutional use was reduced, and residential use was introduced and
then expanded. As compared to the original application, the current plan
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includes a maximum of 1.29 million square feet of proposed institutional/non-
residential space, which represents a reduction in the planned build out of these
types of uses by approximately 682,000 square feet. These building locations are
proposed in the northern portion of the South Campus site along the Route 390/
East River Road corridors, north of Whipple Park. The current plan also
includes 476,400 square feet of residential space, with buildings all located west
and southwest of the adjacent residential neighborhood; the original application
did not propose residential land use. The total development (existing and
proposed) will not exceed 2,535,812 gross square feet. The maximum square
feet of development will be determined by the Town Board during the IPD

Incentive Zoning/Rezoning process;

6. The requested density incentive would allow an increase in maximum overall
density to approximately 15,850 GSF/acre. However, the proposed clustering of
the buildings as shown on the current plan avoids buffers, wetland areas and old
growth habitats, which are identified in the FGEILS;

7. The FGEIS intended to establish the potential impacts, and proposed mitigation of
those impacts, for the overall project represented as the Current Plan, should it be
~developed to its maximum allowed density. The incentive zoning and rezoning
approvals will allow the current residential zoning of the site to be rezoned to
Institutional Planned Development (IPD), and for the site to be developed up to
the maximum allowable densities outlined in the Current Plan;

8. Questions and concerns were raised regarding the types of materials, biological
agents, etc. that may potentially be present over time- within the proposed
research building that could potentially be released into the environment.

As stated in the South Campus IPD Draft Zoning Ordinance (FGEIS Appendix
A), provisions are included for design and development laboratories, and “wet
laboratories”. If these types of laboraiories are proposed, the ordinance proposed
by the applicant states requirements for not only site plan approval, but also
conditional use approval by the Planning Board.lt is also proposed by the
applicant thatlaboratories of Bio Safety Level 3 and 4 will not be permitted. The
proposed ordinance also includes the performance standards set forth in the Town
of Br.ig_hton Comprehensive Development Regulations § 203-168D. Permitted
and conditionally permitted uses to be allowed pursuant to the proposed erdinance
will be determined by the Town Board during the IPD Incentive Zoning/Rezoning
process;

9, Design guidelines for the South Campus have been developed, and are included in
Appendix B of the FGEIS. The current plan for the South Campus includes a
vatiety of programmatic uses which transition in density from high to low, as the
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site develops from the East River Road corridor, south into the residential zone.
This transition was intentional to be sensitive to adjacent residential neighbors;

10. Each project for future development will be submitted to the Town of Brighton

11

Planning Board for review and final approval on a case by case basis;

. As depicted on the Current Plan dated July 14, 2014, the Applicant has proposed

100 feet of enhanced natural vegetation to remain and be preserved with no
future development of any kind. The applicant also proposes the mtroduction of
the 35-ft. maximum height buildings in the 200 foot “residential zone” to provide
proper distance and massing that is consistent with the depth of a single family
residential lot on the adjoining residential streets. The .final width of the
proposed buffer and the maximum building heights will be determined by the
Town Board as part of the IPD Incentive Zoning/Rezoning process;

12. The proposed heights of buildings gradually reduce across the site from north to

13.

south which was done specifically to alleviate potential visual impacts on the
adjacent residential neighborhoods. Visual simulations of existing viewsheds
have been completed which depict potential building impacts. Photos of existing
viewsheds and simulations depicting potential building massing based on
maximum building heights being propoesed are found in Appendix D of this
FGEIS;

Based on feedback received during the review process, building height
adjustments were made on the current plan to reduce proposed maximum heights
‘adjacent to residential neighbors, to create a Residential Character Zone. The
current plan indicates a maximum height of 35 feet within 200 feet of the
property line. The Town Board will determine the maximum building heights
that will be allowed during the IPD Incentive Zoning/Rezoning process.

Maximum building heights on the current plan are as follows:
= 35 feet (3 stories) maximum within 200 feet of the residential property
line; '
® 50 feet (4 stories) maximum in the residential land use area;

= 75 feet (6 stories) maximum in the Institutional/Non-residential land use
area; and '

= 90 feet (7 stories) maximum on the north side of East River Road ; and

14. As part of the amenities outlined in the S-DGEIS and FGEIS, planting

enhancements were identified to be added to the 100 foot buffer zone adjacent to
residential areas. The enhanced buffering and screening will reduce the impact
of proposed buildings for adjacent homeowners.
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15. As part of the IPD incentive zoning/rezoning process the Town Board will adopt
a set of regulations (IPD Ordinance) for the governance of the rezoned acreage.
The IPD Ordinance will address building density, building setback, building
height, permitted uses, and conditionally permitted. The ordinance will also
address the applicable mitigation measures, including the width of the buffer,
identified in the GEIS and this Finding Statement.

16. The University will design each of its facilities to meet the required level of
LEED silver with a minimum of LEED certification.

17. To mitigate bird collisions with glass, reflective glass curtain wall systems will
not be permitted.

18. Each phase/project will undergo LEED analysis; regional material use and
diversion of construction debris will be part of the analysis for each proposed

building.
19. As each phase/project goes into site plan design and review by the Town,

specific impacts with regard to noise will be analyzed on a case by case basis by
the Town of Brighton staff and the Planning Board as part of the site plan

approval process.

20. At a minimum, all new developments, renovations and additions shall meet the
goals and objectives outlined in the University of Rochester Council on
Environmental Sustainability.

21. The applicant will use its best efforts to incorporate the use of LED light fixtures
or the latest generation of energy efficient fixtures into each phase/project and ali

lighting will meet dark sky requirements.

22. All proposed buildings will be reviewed and approved by the Town of Brighton
Architectural Review Board. '

23. As determined during the Planning Board approval process, the district
creation/extension for lighting, sanitary and water will be completed as required.

Conclusions

The mitigation measures proposed adequately address the identified impact to the Town’s
Comprehensive Plan, impacts to residential neighbors, and properly address the identified
impacts to project density and land use.
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E. Historical and Archeological Resources

Description of Impacts

Potential disturbance of historic places within or adjacent to the project site have been
investigated. When and if a development is proposed for the site, construction will cause
a disturbance in some areas, while other arecas will remain undisturbed. A Phase 1A
Historic and Archeological Assessment was completed.

Mitigation Measures

1. Further assessment of potential impacts on previously undeveloped areas will be
completed at the time a specific project is proposed. A Phase 1B Historic and
Archeological Assessment will be prepared on a project by project basis as part
of the respective SEQRA processes for those Site Plan applications to the Town
Planning Board; and

2. As demonstrated by the photo simulations included in the FGEIS, the retention
of the natural screening along the IPD boundaries along with the proposed
enhanced buffers will likely avoid impacts to potential historic structures on
neighboring properties.

Conclusions

Potential historic and archeological impacts and commensuraté mitigation will be
determined during the respective Site Plan Approval processes.

F. Traffic

Description of Impacts

Development of the South Campus over time will result in an increase to traffic volumes
at various times of the day and evening. The University Campus Master Plan is a long
range plan that will likely occur over decades. As the Master Plan is built out in phases,
additional traffic improvemenis may be required, such as the addition of traffic signals
and/or road widening, and will be determined ahead of the construction for each phase in
order to avoid adverse impacts to congestion and driver delay.

The traffic study area included the following intersections:

West Henrietta Road at I-390 North Bound Ramp

West Henrietia Road at East River Road

West Henrietta Road at Brighton-Henrietta Road

West Henrietta Road at Crittenden Road

West Henrietta Road at Doncaster Road/Sunnyside Road
West Henrietta Road at Southland Drive

East Henrietta Road at I-390 North Bound Ramp
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East Henrietta Road at I-390 South Bound Ramp
East Henrietta Road) at Crittenden Road/MCC

East River Road at Crittenden Road -

East River Road at Kendrick Road/Murlin Drive
East River Road at I-390 SB On-Ramp & Off-Ramp
East River Road at Site Drive

1. A comprehensive analysis of the surrounding street network was performed to
determine what impacts the proposed incentive zoning/rezoning, and resulting
potential future development would have on the street network. The intensity of uses
agsociated with the proposed IPD zoning designation is much' greater than that of a
residential zoning designation. Accordingly, there would be an increase in impacts to
the adjacent street network, over those likely to be experienced if the property were
used for residential development purposes;

2. Two build-out scenarios for the South Campus, from 130,000 square feet to 1,766,450
square feet, have been analyzed up to the year 2027 to show effects of the future
development at different stages. The future analysis periods examined the roadway
geometry with the currently planned NYSDOT improvements. There are several
ongoing and programmed improvement projects for the transportation network in the
vicinity of the South Campus that will have a dramatic and positive impact on the
current roadway network; |

3. The analysis concluded that the adjacent roadway network will accommodate the full
build scenario once the first three phases of the ongoing NYS DOT improvements are
in place. Those three phases will be completed by 2019. The results also indicated
that the study area has the capacity at this time to handle traffic generated by
approximately 130,000 square feet of the development, without the need for a traffic
signal on East River Road just cast of the Lazer Lab. The traffic signal will be paid for

by the applicant.; and

4, A majority of the traffic generated to and from the South Campus area is anticipated to
use the expressway system. As a result the local roadways will have insignificant
delays associated with the 130,000 square feet and the potential for 1.7 million square
feet of future development. Portions of the four studied [-390 interchange
intersections currently operate under heavy traffic conditions and are anticipated to
continue to operate under heavy volumes during the morning and/or evening peak

hours.
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Mitigation Measures

There is existing traffic congestion within the area in its current condition and sought to
ensure that any such congestion would not be further compounded by future growth in
the South Campus. However, recently completed and ongoing highway interchange
improvements in the area of the University are improving traffic flow; two new
interchanges to I-390 (at East River Road and Kendrick Road) will be completed by the
end of 2014 and a third in 2015 (at West Henrietta Road). Through the review process,
the Town Board utilized a multi-agency approach to identify where problems existed,
where additional issues may be forthcoming with the future growth, and what mitigation
is available to minimize or eliminate those issues. The Town Board appreciates the time
and attention given to this matter by Town Staff, the Monroe County Department of
Transportation, the New York State Department of Transportation, the City of Rochester,
the Board’s consultant, Stantec, and the Applicant and its consultants. This coordination
provided the Town Board with a comprehensive understanding of important issues and
available mitigation techniques.

Due to the different types of land use anticipated as part of the future South Campus
growth, projected traffic volumes will vary. To determine the best way to develop
agreeable monitoring measures, the University representatives held several meetings with
all local transportation agencies and Town representatives to discuss the potential traffic
impacts, and how the University plans to monitor the impacts incrementally over time.
The purpose of the discussions was to determine reasonable and acceptable transportation
system monitoring procedures as the University grows over time. The following traffic
monitoring and mitigation plan has been identified:

1. Based on completion of comprehensive reviews by the Town and the
transportation agencies and the discussions at the group meetings, it was
determined that the best approach is to continue to update the regional Traffic
Impact Study (TIS) every five years to monitor potential traffic impacts and
identify commensurate traffic mitigation starting in 2015. The Town review
fees will be paid for by the University;

2. In addition, the Town can request as part of the SEQRA process for any
individual project, an updated traffic analysis, depending upon the size and
nature of the proposed project. The Town review fees will be paid for by the
University. The next TIS update will be completed in the fall 0 2015. Monroe
County Department of Transportation’s letter is included in Appendix E;

3. An Active Transportation Plan will be prepared which provides pedestrian and
bicycle connectivity throughout the South Campus site, and South Campus
connections to the Lehigh Valley Trail at East River Road and to the north (via
improvements on the Kendrick Road Bridge) to the U of R Medical Campus,
and the River Campus. RG&E owns a 40 foot strip of land which runs along
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the entire western property boundary of the South Campus site, parallel to the
Lehigh Valley Trail. This strip of land contains overhead transmission power
lines strung from steel towers. Given RG&E’s ownership of the power
corridor running parallel to the trail, connections to the Lehigh Valley Trail
which would need to cross the RG&E owned transmission corridor. The
University will seek to obtain an additional access easement from RG&E that
will provide pedestrian access to the Lehigh Valley Trail from the South
Campus. The Active Transportation Plan is referenced in Appendix E of the
FGEIS; '

. RTS bus stops and University Shuttle service:  The University of Rochester
South Campus is currenily served by the Rochester Transit Service (RTS) as
part of RGRTA’s overall network The University and RGRTA meet regularly
to discuss ridership, the need for additional or modified stops throughout the
campus, enhanced bus stops and shelters for interconnection of RGRTA stops
with University shuttle stops, and express service to various areas of the
community. Similar to the ongoing plans and development of College Town, it
is likely that RTS bus stops will be added fo the South Campus site as it
becomes further developed. The demand for future stops will continue to be
coordinated with RGRTA as public ridership and transportation links continue
to increase throughout the campus, and the University commits to working
with RGRTA to maintain and increase transit access to the South Campus; and

. The 2015 TIS, will review the need for a traffic signal at the East River
Road/Laser Lab driveway intersection. If the 2015 TIS determines that a signal
is not necessary, such need will be reviewed again in future TIS. If or when a
traffic signal is required, the U of R will be responsible for installing a traffic
signal and any other highway, signalizing or signage improvements that may
be required by the permitting agency.

Conclusions

Based on the foregoing, the Town Board has determined that there are adequate protective
measures proposed as mitigation along with plans for further study over time to monitor
growth, with the goal to minimize or eliminate the potential traffic impacts resulting from
this Action. :

G. Utilities/Energy

Existing utilities will be extended to the site, including electrical, sanitary sewers, public
water and drainage piping. Following completion of an RG&E substation on the north
side of East River Road, and east of Kendrick Road, there will be adequate capacities to
accommodate the future development of the South Campus, with some improvements to
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be made by the Applicant. A summary of the impacts, mitigation measures and
conclusions for each utility service follows:

Water Supply

Description of Impacts

Additional development on the South Campus will require additional water supply for
domestic use and fire protection. The Water Supply Analysis Report provided in the S-
DGEIS analyzed a portion of the study area for the anticipated first phase of South
Campus development along East River Road.

Based on comments received from the Town, a revised water supply system analysis was
completed for proposed South Campus development. Several meetings were held to
discuss the analysis methodology to address the Town’s concerns, including meetings
with the Town Engineer and the Town’s consultants, and with Monroe County Water

Authority (MCWA).

MCWA completed additional flow tests on June 4, 2014 to support the water supply
system analysis model work completed. MCWA ran its system wide model with the
newly collected data to check the future flow conditions for the first phase of
development in the South Campus. Its findings confirm that there is enough existing
capacity to serve the first phase of development (Imaging Building) with a new 8” water
main connection off Southland Drive. The University will complete that connection.

Future development after the Imaging Building will require improvements to the
distribution system including but not limited to a 12” water main connection from
Crittenden Road at the Lehigh Valley Trail to Murlin Drive, and an 8” connection from
West Henrietta Road just south of East River Road with a 6” Pressure Sustaining Valve,

Mitigation Measures

1. In aletter dated July 8, 2014, MCWA provided a “Letter of Intent to provide Water
Service to the University of Rochester South Campus”. The letter from MCWA is
included in Appendix F of the FGEIS. The MCWA stated that any future development
will require MCWA approval and improvements to the distribution system including
but not limited to the installation of the following:

e A 12” watermain from Crittenden Road at the Lehigh Valley Trail to Murlin
Drive; and

o An 8” connection from West Henrietta Road just south of East River Road,
with a 6” Pressure Sustaining valve (PSV) on the private side.

The U of R will continue to work with the MCWA to develop a schedule regarding the
implementation of these improvements to the water system; and
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2,

As each building in the South Campus is proposed, the water demand and pressure
will be calculated and potential impacts to the supply system will be re-exarnined to
ensure there is adequate supply (flow and pressure) without impacting flow and
pressure to the adjacent neighborhoods. A complete water system evaluation report
(suitable to the Town of Brighton) will be completed during the site plan application
process and prior to any further development and as requested by the Town.

Conclusions

A hydraulic analysis will be conducted for each subsequent project located within the
IPD District, as the results of the hydraulic analysis in the FGEIS only considered
construction of the Imaging Building. If additional water supply system mitigation
measures are needed in the future, it will be the University’s responsibility to obtain
approvals from the Town and MCWA and to implement the improvements.

Sanitary Sewer

- Description of Impacts

1L

Portions of the South Campus site are not located within a sanitary sewer district,
The existing district must be extended or a new district formed before these areas can

be served by sanitary sewers.

Based on the Preliminary Grading Plans and the depths of the existing sewer system,
the existing sanitary sewer system layout is well positioned for future growth. In the
southernmost portion of the site where the grades are the lowest, it may be '
determined that a sanitary pump station would be needed to provide service to the
nearest existing private sewer lateral.

Mitigation Measures

1.

The University will pursue a new sanitary sewer district or extensions to the existing
sanitary sewer district upon approval of the South Campus property rezoning in order
to ensure that the entire South Campus property is part of a sanitary sewer district.

Site Utility Analysis will be conducted during the site plan review process for each
proposed development phase/project. | '

If it is determined that a sanitary pump station is needed, a private pump station will
be installed, owned, maintained and operated by the University of Rochester.
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Emergency Access/Easements

Description of Impacts

Emergency access to the rezoned property from the Lehigh Valley Trail is needed and
has been identified. The proposed emergency access must cross lands owned and by
RG&E. '

Mitigation Measures

1. The emergency access will be designed to be consistent with NYS Fire Code
requirements; '

2. The timing of the emergency access road will be installed prior to any residential
development within the South Campus property or as required by the Town Board as
part of the IPD process. The specific timing will be part of the Site Plan review
process for future phases which focus on development of the southern half of the
South Campus Site, and include any residential components;

3. Coordination with RG&E regarding the necessary cross access casement is being
handled currently in an effort to ensure that the easement is in place prior to the
triggers which will necessitate the construction of the emergency access drive; and

Conclusions

The mitigation measures proposed for the emergency access easement adequately address
the impacts. o

Electricity, Natural Gas, Telecommunications

Given that no adverse environmental impacts have been identified for electrical, natural
gas or telecommunication services, no mitigation is required.

H. Community & Neighborhood Character

Description of Impacts

The Concept Plan for the South Campus portion of the Master Plan was re-drafted to
increase the residential component and decrease the potential areas of the institutional

building component.

1. The original concept plan in the DGEIS did not include proposed residential
square footage. The Master Plan added approximately 476,400 square feet of
residential buildings, which will increase the housing area in the south campus
from 338,600 to 815,000 square feet; and |

2. As compared to the concept plan in the DGEIS, the Master Plan proposes a
reduction in the planned build out of these types of uses by approximately 682,000
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square feet. These building locations are proposed along the Rte. 390/E. River
Road corridors, away from the residential neighbors and streets. Anticipated
building heights are 4-5 stories high maximum. ' '

Mitjgation Measures

1. The University Campus Master Plan reflects a conscious effort to lessen impacis to
the adjacent neighborhood through a reduction in the intensity of the proposed
development. The South Campus boundary which runs along the north side of the
properties fronting Southland Drive has been used as a limit to the zone in which
institutional uses will be developed;

2. A 100 foot buffer has been placed along the campus edge adjacent to residential
uses, consistent with the current IPD regulations. Preservation of this natural
buffer will help to screen future development from existing residences.
Additionally, these buffers will be enhanced, where needed, by a landscaped buffer
planting plan to increase the effectiveness of the buffer edge screening. The IPD
Ordinance will include language to ensure the protection of the buffer. It is
anticipated that additional plantings in the buffer are will be added over time as
deemed necessary during the site plan review process for future buildings. In
addition, a residential buffer zone has been added which limits maximum building
heights to 35 feet within 200 feet of residential property line borders;

3. The University will work with the Town Board to fashion an appropriate amenity
that will serve to reduce fiscal impacts to the Town’s budget and impact on Town
services caused by the build out of the South Campus;

4. The Master Plan will integrate with the adjacent neighborhood by connection to
the existing sidewalk system along the south side of East River Road, and the
Lehigh Valley Trail. Following reconstruction of the Kendrick Road Bridge, the
South Campus site will have improved accommodations for pedestrians and
bicyclists to the vast off-road trail network found throughout the area.

Conclusions

The mitigation measures proposed adequately address the community and
neighiborhood character impacts identified to date.

I. Police, Fire and Ambulance

Description of Impacts

The development of the South Campus over time will increase the need for and demand
on police, fire and ambulance service providers, especially with the proposed increase in
residential use,
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Mitigation Measures

1. The University’s 40+ sworn Peace Officers help to reduce the number of calls that
require Town services (fire, police). At the Public Hearing on March 26, 2014, Town
of Brighton Police Chief Henderson addressed a comment about the cooperative
agreement between the Town and the University. Chief Henderson stated that he was
part of the original committee that met with the University president that talked about
changing from security staff to a police officer status. He noied that there is a
memorandum of understanding in place between the Brighton Police Department and
the University. He said there is very good communication, and great interagency
cooperation. The two forces train together. He also said there are not a lot of calls in
this part of the University, and not a lot compared to Brighton overall, West Brighton
specifically; and

2. To account for impacts on police, fire, ambulance, and other municipal services, the
University of Rochester has offered an amenity under incentive zoning to offset the
tax-exemption impact. The framework offered for the proposed amenity would be an
annual deposit based on $.45/gsf for new development mto one or more trust funds set

up by the Town.
Conclusions

The amenity proposed adequately addresses the identified impacts to police, fire,
ambulance and other municipal services,

J. Schools

Description of Impacts

During the review process, the potential impact to the Rush Henrietta School District was
raised, regarding whether there would be an increase in the number of school-aged

children.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed occupancy for future residential umits is student dormitories, life-long
learning (for retired faculty and alumni), and short term housing for hospital and clinic

- patients and visitors (like Ronald McDonald and Hope Lodge programs). Therefore, no
increase to school-aged children is anticipated. In the event that the plan for residential
development changes in a manner that will increase the number of school-aged children,
the University will agree to negotiate an agreement with the Rush Henrietta School
District to mitigate the increased cost to the School District of additional students.
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Conclugions
The mitigation proposed adequately addresses the identified impact to schools.
K. Recreational Opportunities

Description of Impacts

-The Master Plan concept site plan has been updated to incorporate preservation of old
growth habifats. Avoidance of future growth in those areas, and maintaining the woodlots
and adjacent weiland areas provides further long term preservation of significant natural
resources and habitat. Residential development will potentially impact the recreational
services provided by the Town of Brighton. Mitigation Measures

1. Formalized trails are not being proposed through the woodlot areas in order to
protect wetland areas, the areas of old growth habitat, and considerable areas of
woodlot will be preserved to maintain natural habitat for the benefit and
enjoyment of those living and working on the South Campus site;

2. A connection to the Lehigh Valley Trail will be available at East River Road,
which will allow direct access to the surrounding trail network; and

3. As buildings along Murlin Drive are constructed, a sidewalk and/or shared use
trail will also be developed to ensure that the South Campus development fully
accommodates pedestrians and bicyclists.

4. Impacts from residential development on the Town’s recreational services will be
mitigated by the Parkland Trust fee to be paid prior to obtaining a permit for
construction.

Conclusions * -

The mitigation measures proposed adequately addresses the identified impacts to
recreational opportunities.

L. Growth Inducement Aspects

Description of Impacts

No spin-off development is anticipated from the facility improvements and further
development of the South Campus. The adjacent areas in the vicinity of the South
Campus are already served by public water and sanitary services, and upgrades to the
utility servicés needed to fully develop the Master Plan are relatively minimal. Much of
the area adjacent to the site is already developed or designated parkland. Therefore, the
development of the South Campus is not expected to trigger additional growth in the area.
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Mitigation Meagsures

Given that no adverse growth inducement aspects have been identified, no mitigation is
required. '

Conclusions

The development of the South Campus is not expected to trigger additional grthh. in the
area. '

Public Input Process

The Town Board, as Lead Agency, hosted public hearings. The Town Board has determined that
all required legal notices and mailings were given, and that the public was properly informed of
the opportunities to provide input. The Applicant also hosted a number of neighborhood
meetings and Public Informational meetings throughout the lengthy review process.
Accordingly, there were many opportunities for the public to hear about the Applicant’s
intentions and have a dialogue with the Applicant and Town officials, outside of the required
public hearing process. The Town Board has determined that all appropriate and legal
requirements regarding public input have been met or met and exceeded.

SEQRA Procedure
The Town Board, upon review and reflection, has determined that it has complied with the letter,

spirit and intent of the SEQRA regulations.

As documented throughout the FGEIS, key potential impact elements will continue to be
monitored incrementally over time as growth in the South Campus continues. Those elements
include but are not limited to:

e Tree Planting in the residential buffer areas;

» Management of Stormwater Drainage;

o Traffic impacts and mitigation to the roadway network;
e Water Supply System; and

e Sanitary Sewer System.

e Active Transportation
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CERTIFICATION OF FINDINGS TO APPROVE

Having considered the Draft, Supplemental Draft and Final Generic EIS and having
considered the preceding written facts and conclusions relied upon to meet the requirements of
6 NYCRR 617.9, this Statement of Findings certifies that:

1.  Therequirements of 6 NYCRR Part 617 have been met;

2. Consistent with social, economic, and other essential considerations, from among the
reasonable alternatives thereto, the action is one which minimizes or avoids potential
adverse environmential effects to the maximum extent practicable; including the effects
disclosed in the generic environmental impact statement; and

3. Consistent with social, economic and other essential considerations, to the maximum
extent practicable, potential adverse environmental effects revealed in the generic
environmental impact statement process will be minimized or avoided by incorporating -
as conditions to the decision those mitigation measures which were identified as
practicable. ' '

Town of Brighton Town Board
Name of Agency

Name and Title of Responsible Official

Signature of Responsible Official Date

2300 Elmwood Avenue, Brighton, NY 14618
Address of Agency
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) , EXHIBIT NO. 9

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of Octcber, 2014.
PRESENT: .

WILLIAM W. MOEELE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUTISE NOVROS '

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON S. DIPONZIO

Councilpersgonsg

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated October 14, 2014 from Town Planner
Ramsey A. Boehner regarding the University of Rochester’s incentive zoning
proposal for their Institutional Planned Development for the South Campus,
correspondence dated October 14, 2014 from University counsel, Thomas @.
Greiner, Jr., Esg. and a proposed draft of the Institutional Planned
Development Zoning Ordinance regarding such project, be received and filed;

and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby refers the incentive zoring
proposal and the proposed Institutional Planned Development Zoning Ordinance
for the University of Rochester’'s Institutional Planned Development for the
South Campﬁs, to the Town Planning Board, pursuant to the provisions of
Article XIX of Chapter 203 of the Town’s Comprehensive Development
Ordinance, for an advisory report on the propoged ordinance and further
directs the Town Plamner to take such action as is necessary to submit said
proposed ordinance to the County Planning and Development Department for

review.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervigor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novrosg, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres10-22-14.8
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Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson

Voting




\K\ // / N Ix 0 N NIXoN PEABODY LLp  Thomas C. Greiner Jr.
AMTORNEYS AT LAY Partner
T 585.263-1436

= %%% PEABODY ST, i

1300 Clinton Square
Rochester, NY 14604-1792
585-263-1000

October 14, 2014

VIA E-MAIL & HAND DELIVERY

Town Boatrd

Town.of Brighton

2300 Elmwood Avenue

Rochester, New York 14618

¢fo: Ramsey Boehner, Town Planner

RE: University of Rochester, Application to Rezone Certain Lands in the Town
of Brighton to Institutional Planned Development District (“Rezoning
Reguest”) Application for Incentive Zoning Treatment for the Rezoning
Request

Dear Honorable Supervisor Moehle and Members of the Town Board:
The purpose of this letter is three-fold:

1. To put in one place the changes to the IPD/Incentive Zoning Applications dated -
August 10, 2004 (collectively, the .‘?A:jplications”).- since such date of application;

2. To request as the SEQR/EIS process is coming to a conclusion, with the imminent
issuance of the Findings Statement, that the Town Board refer the Applications to
the Planning Board for its comments; and

3. To transrmt the latest dra:& of the IPD Zoning Ordinance (that would govern the
IPD).

First, the lands in the Rezoning Request have been reduced from approximately 188
acres to approximately 180 acres. The reason for the reduction is two-fold: (a) the State of
New York Department of Transportation, in its improvements in the area, has taken
approximately five acres from the University’s holdings and devoted them to traffic circulation
improvements; and (b) in the development of an electric substation by Rochester Gas & Electric
Corporat:on (with certain elements developed by the University) for additional electric capacity
to service both University and the Town, at the request of the Town, the University conveyed
fee title of the approximately three acres comprising the eleciric substation. In addition to
reducing the amount of land to be rezoning IPD, the conveyance had the effect of putting on the

-~ tax rolls a substantial amount of real property assessment which will translate into a substantial

amount of real property taxes.

15004007 3




Town Board
c/o: Ramsey Boehner, Town Planner
October 14, 2014

Page 2

Regarding the incentive zoning application accompanying the Rezoning Request, the
current proposed amenities are as follows: _

Proposed Amenities Dollar Value
1.  Donation of Parcel 4 south of Crittenden Road prior to issuance of $265,000
the first building permit for the project. L
2. Additonal landscape buffer, -$100,000
3. Elimination of access to the IPD lands from Crittenden Road $1,000
between 1400 and 1430 Critienden Road.
4, [New]: . The creation of one or more Town inftastructure trust Initial payment of
funds, to be funded by the University. $0.45 per square fi.
of new habitable
buildings in
portions of the IPD
lands.
5. [New]: Revise storm sewer connections on the developed portion $15,000
of the South Campus (in Whipple Park) to redirect drainage away
from flooding area, :
6. [New]: Close an existing swale that connects the south wetland $14,000
area to the Furlong Creek watershed by creating a berm. - _
[New]: Construct an outlet to control ponding elevation from the $27,000

south wetland area on the South Campus through the railroad
embank to discharge to Furlong Creek on the west side of the
émbankment (thus reducing the potentlal to avertop the berm and
cause flooding).

15009007.3

For a description of the benefits provided by amenities 1, 2 and 3, please refer to the
August 10, 2004 Application Exhibit A, (An additional amenity of an additional 50 foot no-
build buffer has been eliminated from the listing of amenities for the reason that the Town
changed the IPD ordinance to require such additional 50 feet dunng the course of the present
Application. As such, it is no longer an amenity.) _

With respect to amenities 5, 6 and 7 (the “Drmnage Amenities™), these are more fully
described in the FGEIS.

Set forth below is-a restatement of the requested .incentives as contemplated at present;

1. The Rezoning Request itselfis an incéﬁtive requested by the University, In
connection with the IPD rezoning process, the University requests that the Town
Board waive procedural and other requirements from time to time as and if the Town

Board determines such waiver(s) to be reasonable.




Town Board
c/o: Ramsey Bochner, Town Planner
October 14, 2014

Page 3

2. The University requests that the Town Board waive the 40 foot maximum permitied
building height as follows:

a. with certain restrictions, generally allow a maximum building height of 50 feet in
the zone 200 feet south of the property boundary paratlel to Southland Drive;

b. with certain resirictions, generally allow a maximum building height of 75 feet in
the area south of East River Road and 200 feet north of the property boundary
parallel to Southland Drive; and

c¢. allow a maximum building height of 90 feet in the site areas north of East River
Roed. _

In the siie area south of the property boundary parallel with Sbuthland Drive, which is
proposed to be developed for residential use, a building height of 50 feet except in the zone
between 200 feet and 100 feet from all boundaries with residential districts where the maximum

height will be 35 feef exclusive of the west property boundary.

In the original application, the University had requested as an incentive the ability to
eliminate trees without compliance with the Woodlot EPOD District regulations. This incentive
request has been removed.

Article XIX relating to IPD’s in Chapter 203 of the Brighton Comprehensive
Development Regulations, Chapter 209 thereof, Incentive Zoning, and Chapter 225 thereof
(zoning map amendments) contemplate that the Planning Board will review the request for
rezoning to an IPD, the request for treatment under the Incentive Zoning provisions, and the
request for a zoning map amendment, respectively, and have the opportimity to recommend or
file a report with the Town Board. Accordingly, the University requests that the Town Board
make such referral to the Planning Board,

As mentioned above, enclosed is the latest draft of the proposed IPD Zoning Ordinance,
which would serve as the governing district regulations of the IPD lands.

15004907.3




Town Board
</o: Ramsey Bochner, Town Planner

October 14, 2014
Page 4
Thank you,
Very truly yours,
9
Thomas C. Greiner Jr.
TCGmg
cc:  Timothy Keef, Commissioner, DPW
Ramsey Bochner, Town Planner
Ronald Paprocki, University of Rochester
Jose Fernandez, University of Rochester
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South Campus IPD Zoning Ordinance

Purpose Statement

In accordance with the recommendations of the Town of Brighton’s 2000 Comprehensive
Plan, this district is intended to recognize and permit the unified and orderly development
of the University of Rochester (the “University”) in order to support and enhance its
benefit to the community. This district allows flexibility in planning and development by
evaluating and accommodating incremental growth and change, thereby promoting
compatibility with adjacent, non-institutional districts. This district provides for Town
administrative oversight while providing a mechanism for adjusting to the University’s
changing development. This South Campus IPD Zoning Ordinance (the “Ordinance”)
shall supersede and replace in their entirety the following Chapters of the Town’s
Comprehensive Development Regulations (“CDR”): Chapter 203 (District Use
Regulations); Chapter 205 (Buik and Parking Regulations); and Article I, Section 207-6,
and Axticles V and VI of Chapter 207 (Supplementary Regulations):

In all other respects the CDR shall be applicable to the South Campus IPD as appropriate,
provided, however, in the event of any conflict between provisions of the CDR and the

Ordinance, the Ordinance shall control.

Pmpefty Description

The South Campus IPD consists of approximately 180 acres of land in the Town of
Brighton currently owned by the University which land is bounded on the north by
Interstate Route 390, on the west by the former Lehigh Valley Railroad right-of-way
(now the Lehigh Valley Trail), on the east by West Henrietta Road, and on the south by
Southland Drive and Crittenden Road (the “South Campus™), also referred to herein as
the “District,” which is depicted below in the District Map, Figure 1, and is more

- particularly described in Schedule A attached hereto.

Goals and Objectives

Develop a vibrant University Campus consistent with the guiding principles of
coherence, compaction and connections in the 2009 University Campus Master Plan.

L. Enhance the unique environmental quality of the South Campus
2. Accommodate growth and improve quality
3. Develop a sustainable campus

4. Respect the adjacent residential districts

s Reinforce the University’s edges

15012163.5

6. Improve campus access and circulation

Draft Zoning Ordinance 10-01-14 10/1/14
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b. Development in the South Campus IPD

1. Density and Creation of Use Zones

Total development will not exceed 2,535,812 gross square feet. Development
will fall generally into two categories according to the two use zones in this
district. The zones are Institutional/Non-residential and Residential. The
maximum development in each sub area is:

15012163.5 10/1/14
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(a) Institutional/Non-residential uses located in the northern portion of the
IPD (north of the parcel boundary line which parallels Southland Drive)
with a total development area of 1,720,812 gross square feet. Total area of
parking structures shall not be included in total development area limit.

(b) Residential uses located in the central and southern portions of the IPD
(south of the parcel boundary line which paraliels Southland Drive) with a
total development area of 815,000 gross square feet.

()  The use zones are depicted graphically below in the “Zone Map”,
Figure 2. '

15012163.5 ' 10/1/14
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2. Protected Zones; Wetlands. Certain areas of the South Campus are to be
considered protected zones. These include areas identified as old growth habitat,
and the required landscape buffer adjoining neighboring residential districts,
Disturbance in these areas is to be avoided to the maximum extent practicable.

(a) Old growth habitat shall not have buildings or paving. Trails are
: permitted.

(b}  Landscape buffer shall not have buildings or paving except for pedestrian
access pathways from Doncaster and Furlong Roads onto the South

150121635 ' 10/1/14
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Campus. Utility crossings are permitied if no other practical route is
available, such as at the North end of Sylvia Road. Buffer area: 100 feet.

(¢c)  The wetlands on the South Campus include both Federal and NYSDEC
regulated wetlands. The Western wetlands adjacent to the Lehigh Valley
Trail are protected and to be preserved. The Eastern and Northern
wetlands are protected but subject to modification or relocation in
accordance with the applicable State or Federal regulations. Naturally
occurring changes to the wetlands will be monitored and assessed during
projects that require site plan review,

(d)  The protected zones are depicted graphically below in the “Protected Zone
Map”, Figure 3. Wetlands as delineated in 2013 are depicted graphically
in Figure 4.

15012163.5 - 10/1/14
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3. Lot Coverage. The maximum lot coverage in the South Campus, including
buildings, accessory structures, and paved areas, will be 3,920,400 squate feet (90
acres). Where development is deemed appropriate for programmatic needs and
impagcts to protected zones or wetlands will occur, regulatory requirements shall
be fulfilled and maximum lot coverage will limit development.
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E. Uses

The following uses are permitted or expressly prohibited within the South Campus
Institutional Planned Development District:

1. Residential Zone

(a) Permitted Uses.

[1]

[2]

£3]
[4]
[5]

[6]
[7]
[8]
[9

Dormitories for single students; town homes and apartment
buildings for residential housing for retired faculty, staff, and
alumni, and short term tenants such as families of patients
receiving healthcare treatment.

Current use of Whipple Park as graduate and family housing with
18 triple vnits and 232 double units

Community centers for residents to meet and congregate

Nursing or convalescence homes.

Accessory structures in support of residential facilities, subject to
the requirements of CDR 207-6 Accessory buildings

Dining facilities for residents

Indoor fitness centers

Playgrounds

Other similar accessory uses as determined and approved by the
Planning Board.

(b) Conditional Uses

(1]

[2]

Outdoor recreational facilities including pools, fitness centers,
playing fields — such as tennis, baseball, soccer — and supporting
structures such as dugouts, fencing, and bleachers intended for
faculty, staff, and students.

Accessory uses which are substantially incidental to the primary
use, not open to the general public, and limited to barbershops,
beauty shops, cafeterias, small food vendors, pharmacies,
newsstands, bookstores, bank branches, dry-cleaning pickup, travel
agencies, quick-copy services and child daycare facilities. The
Planning Board shall determine if the proposed accessory use is
appropriate considering the location, scale and internal access
through the site plan review process. No external signage or
advertising shall be permitted for any accessory nse.

(c) Prohibited Uses

Stadiums and event arenas serving large andiences.

15(M2163.5
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2. Institutional Zone
(a) Permitted Uses

I Office buildings including University administrative,
computational research

[2] Instructional facilities

[3] Libraries

[4] Museum and cultural facilities

[51  Medical and health-care facilities, such as clinical facilities,
diagnostic and treatment centers, medical practices, skilled nursing
facilities, acute-care facilities, health-related care facilities and
other elderly-care complexes

[6] University maintenance facilities including University vehicular
repair and service

[71°  Central utility facilities including electrical distribution and
emergency power generation; natural gas and diesel generators

[8]  Parking structures

[91  Accessory structures in support of principle buildings, subject to
the requirements of CDR 207-6 Accessory buildings

(b) Conditional Uses

[1] Small scale performing arts facilities and outdoor structures

[2]1  Accessory uses in support of any of the permitted uses, such as
small free-standing retail services including convenience stores,
small food vendors, bookstore, bank branch, barbershops, beauty
shop, pharmacy, newsstand, dry-cleaning pickup, travel agencies,
quick-copy-services, child daycare facilities. The Planning Board
shall determine if the proposed accessory use is appropriate
considering the location, scale and internal access through the site
plan review process.

[3] Research laboratories for instruction, research and development
involving biological, chemical, radiological, or energy studies

[4] Small scale pilot manufacturing associated with research activities

[5] Accessory communication structures

[6] Transmission antennas

(c) Prohibited Uses
[1}]  Stadiums and event arenas serving large audiences.

2] Biosafety Level (BSL) 3 and 4 labs as defined by the US Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

15012163,5 10/1/ 14
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Procedure

L.

In accordance with the procedures set forth under Chapter 217.9, Article 3 of the
Town Code the South Campns IPD shall require site plan approval from the Town
Planning Board in the same respects as developments in other Districts.

Any new conditional use or expansion of a conditional use in the South Campus
IPD shall require a conditional use permit from the Town Planning Board in
accordance with the procedures set forth under Chapter 217, Article 2 of the
Town Code.

All development in the South Campus IPD must comply and be operated and
maintained in accordance with applicable federal and state laws and regulations,
as well as any applicable performance standards of the Technology and Office
Park District set forth under Chapter 203, Article 22 of the Town Code.

Bulk Regulations

Bulk regulations for the South Campus IPD shall be as follows:

1.

Minimam Building Setback Requirements:
(a) Front yard: 20 feet.
(b)  Side vard: 10 feet.

(c)  Rear yard: 20 feet,
(@

Accessory structures to be less than 500 square feet.
Building Height;

(a)  Maximum height of principle buildings in the Residential Zone shall be
measured from final grade and shail be as described herein and depicted
below in the “Maximum Building Heighis Map”, Figure 5:

[1] In the zone between 200 feet and 100 feet from all boundaries with
residential districts, a maximum height of 35 feet with the
exception of along the West property boundary.

[2] In the site arca South of the property boundary parallel with
Southland Drive a maximum height of 50 feet, except in the zone
between 200 feet and 100 feet from all boundaries with residential
districts where the maximum height will be 35 feet exclusive of the
West property boundary.

10/1/14
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[3]

©oe1l-

Building height is as defined in the CDR for residential districts.

(b)  Maximum Height of principle buildings in the Institutional Zone from
average final grade and including all building components and accessory
structures except lightning rods and Federal Aviation Administration
signals shall be as described herein and depicted below in the “Maximum
Building Heights Map”, Figure 5:

[1]

[2]

[3]

In the site areas north of East River Road, a maximum height of 90
feet.

In the site area south of East River Road and 200 feet north of the
property boundary parallel to Southland Drive from West Henrietta
Road to. the western corner and 200 feet west of the Southland
Drive property boundary northwest corner along the line of the
Southland Drive property boundary to Lehigh Valley Trail
property boundary, a2 maximum height of 75 feet, except in the
zone between 200 feet and 100 feet from the boundaries along
Southland Drive where the maximum height will be 35 feet.

Building height is as defined in the CDR.

In reviewing any site plan for new or expanded development within the South
Campus IPD, the Planning Board shall have the authority to waive any bulk or
area requirements set forth herein upon making the finding that such waiver shall
not unreasonably disrupt the overall purpose and intent of the South Campus IPD
and any deviation be within 10% for setbacks or 5% for building height; provided,
however, that the Planning Board shall not have the power to adjust the overail
area or density restrictions within the South Campus IPD, or the maximum height
restrictions within the zone 200 feet from all boundaries with residential districts
exclusive of the West property boundary.

Unless otherwise provided herein, any changes to the use or bulk requirements
shall require an amendment of this Ordinance by the Town Board.

10/1/14
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H. Current Plan

The Current Plan below, Figure 6, provides a conceptual framework and pattern for
locating buildings, parking, streets, formal landscaping and wooded areas. The intent is
to minimize lot coverage and preserve old growth habitat and wetlands wherever
practicable. The Current Plan shall be subject to modification based on changes proposed
by the University and approved by the Planning Board.
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I _Architectural Character

The character of the South Campus is influenced by its unique geographic and
environmental setting within the University of Rochester’s campus system. The street
frontage along East River Road and Kendrick Road is part of the entry sequence to the
University from the South. The comer of East River Road and West Henrietta Road
acts as the gateway to the South Campus and the start of this sequence. The buildings
and landscaping in this part of the District reflect a Medical and Research Parkway
character to greet the public. The types of buildings and uses — medical clinic,
technology, and science — are consistent with this. As one navigates the internal roads
the District takes on a Village Campus quality. Buildings are clustered along the roads
with semi-formal landscaping and backing on to a more naturally wooded landscape.
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Applications for new building construction shall be reviewed by the Architectural
Review Board as otherwise required under the Town Code and such review shall be
guided by the principles from the Design Guidelines of the Campus Master Plan as

follows:

1. Building Placement

(2)

(b)

(a)
(b)

(©

(d)

(&)

®

(g)

(a)

Buildings and parking should be placed to maintain as much of the
existing wooded areas as possible and to define interstitial spaces in a
meaningful way. Open space should be designed to reinforce the natural
setting.

Buildings should remain parallel and perpendicular to adjoining streets if
possible when they are immediately adjacent. Buildings separated from
streets by parking should be placed to respond to programmatic needs and
access.

Fagade Composition

Facades should be organized through the use of regulating lines.

Facades should contain a repetition of similarly proportioned elements of
structure, bay and window, solid and void.

Repetition of elements should be moderated in order to avoid monotony,
and to weave elements into multiple rhythms that enhance visnal interest.

Window pattern and other fenestration should have a mix of pattern of
verticals and horizontals to create atapestry of pattern across the fagade.

The fenestration should be modulated across the fagade with vertical bays,
glassy corners, and a balance of solid to voids, as appropriaie.

Entrances should be prominent with a high level of transparency, arcades
and porticoes as appropriate.

If a parking structure is visible from East River Road, its fagade should be
designed to blend in as much as reasonably possible with the surrounding
buildings, through the appropriate use of compatible materials,
fenestration pattern, and fagade composition.

Massing

Massing should break down buildings into smaller parts, through the use
of: base (human scale, transparency, activity at the ground levels), middle
(how the building rises from its base) and top (how the building meets the
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sky); tower elements; vertical divisions or bays (central, intermediate and
end), to minimize its perceived height.

{(b)  The base should reflect the human scale of pedestrians.
Height

(@)  The visual impact of upper stories should be reduced through the use of
material, color and pattern.

Materials
(@  The character of the buildings should respond to and complement the

palette of materials and colors present on the South Campus, and the River
Campus and the Medical Center/Mid Campus as appropriate.

(b)  Discouraged materials and practices:
[1]  Large expanses of cast-in-place concrete, metal panel, “utility”
brick and glass block are generally discouraged as materials for

exterior walls,

(2] Unbroken or modulated bands of glass, brick, or metal are
discouraged.

3] Mirrored curtain walls are not permitted.

Development in Woodlot EPOD areas

Development is permitted in Woodlot EPODs subject to obtaining an EPOD permit from
the Town Planning Board as otherwise required under the Town Code. Such
development shall comply with Woodlot EPOD regulations. Tree replacement shall
comply with Woodlot EPOD regulations. Saplings are permitted as tree replacements.

Landscaping and Buffering

1.

Landscapes are of central importance at the University of Rochester. The South
Campus has natural features that are valued by the University and the community
such as the wetlands and the old growth habitais. Development within the South
Campus will encourage connecting natural features, aggregating and enhancing
natural landscapes, and ensuring landscaped areas are safe, active spaces for
people to enjoy in a variety of ways even as they enhance the overall character of
the District. Use of native plants will maintain viable habitat for native fauna.
Tree-lined pedestrian paths and vehicular boulevards will transition from formal
development to the informal natural old growth habitats and landscape buffer
between the District and the adjacent residential neighborhood. The landscape
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buffer serves to maintain ﬁatura] habitat, screen the University’s development
from the neighbors, and maintain the natural character of the District’s edges,

Landscaping should reinforce the architectural character of the South Campus that
consists of three unique zones. The character of these zones is enhanced by
informal tree plantings along the frontage on the main roads and internal drives,
‘The zones are:

(@  Research and Medical Parkway along East River Road and Kendrick Road
representing the southern Gateway to the University of Rochester.

(b)  Village Campus along the internal access drives within the District.

(¢} Residential Neighborhood in Whipple Park and adjacent Southern areas.

Landscaping in Parking Areas: Parking areas shall be landscaped to maintain the
natural, village campus character of the district while meeting space counts and
minimizing lot coverage. Trees and shrubs will be used around the parking area
perimeter and along access lanes to and within lots. Landscaping within the lot
should take into account ease of snow plowing and provide for appropriate snow
storage at the end of runs. Curbed islands are to be avoided. Large, uninterrupted
expanses of parking should be broken into smaller Iots. Use of green storm water
retention facilities is encouraged. Focusing trees, shrubs, and other plantings at
perimeters as desctibed above will allow natural landscape corridors between
planted and wooded areas. '

Landscape Buffer: Landscape buffering will consist of infill planting in this zone
to further limit views of new development from neighboring residential properties
and shall be required as part of the site plan review process.

(a) Screening is to be opaque for all seasons. Infill plantings for screening
will be native evergreens. At full maturity, opaque screening is opaque
from the ground to a height of at least six feet, with intermittent visual
openings from the opaque portion to a height of at least 20 feet, and is
intended to create a strong impression of spatial separation. Infill
plantings not necessary to create an opaque screen may be native
deciduous species.

(b)  Disturbance of the buffer will be limited to installation of infill plantings
and periodic thinning and woodlot management to ensure the overall long
term heaith of new plantings and the entire buffer. Removal of any trees
or brash for thinning or woodlot management purposes does not require
planting replacements provided an opaque screen is maintained.

In reviewing any site plan for new development within the South Campus IPD,
the Planning Board shall have the authority to waive any landscaping
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requiremnents set forth herein upon making the finding that such waiver shall not
unreasonably disrupt the overall purpose and intent of the South Campus IPD.

Landscaping Plan Review and Approval:

()  Required as part of any site plan approval.

(b)  All landscaping plans shall contain the following information:

[1]

(2]
(31

[4]
[51
[6]
[7]

[8]

A title block with the name of the project, the name of the person
preparing the plan, a scale, North arrow and date.

All existing significant plant materials on the site.

All existing significant plant materials to be removed or relocated,
As a guide to determining significance, all plant materials of a
caliper of five inches or greater measured at four feet above grade
shall be included and the function of all existing plant materials
shall be considered, such as providing a screen or buffer, providing
a public face (e.g. a street tree), performing a water quality

function (e.g., materials along streams or drainage swales) or
providing soil stabilization on sloped areas of the site,

All existing and proposed structures on the site.
Topographical contours at two-foot intervals.
Details of any berms, walls or other structural screening devices,

A plant list including all plant materials to be used keyed to the
plan, using both common and botanic names, the quantity of
materials used, the size of plant or plants, the ultimate size of plant
materials at maturity, the root treatment and the quality of the plant
maierials to be used. Quality shall be consistent with American
Standards for Nursery Stock published by the American
Association of Nurserymen, Inc., Washington, D.C.

Landscape design, including location and spacing of each plant to
be planted, shall be shown to scale, as well as methods to be used
in welling, staking, guying, mulching and wrapping; ground cover
to be used; and the screening of any utility boxes where they
appear at or above ground level.

(c) A Letter of Credit may be required by the Planning Board.
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(d)  Alllandscaping plans shall be subject to review and recommendation by
the Conservation Board, prior to approval by the Planning Board during
site plan review,

L. Parking and Loading
1. Off-Street Parking and Loading shall comply with the following:

(@  There shall be no minimum parking requirements stipulated herein.
Parking shall be provided based on a projected demand analysis and
overall parking management plan for the University to prevent frequent
on-street parking by users and employees.

(b)  For medical and health-care facilities, sufficient parking and loading
facilities shall be provided to accommodate the normal activities and uses
within the district.

()  Offsite parking outside of the district will be allowed. Parking facilities
within this district shall not be used to accommodate parking needs from
users in other offsite locations. The required number of off-street parking
spaces shall be determined by the Planning Board during site plan review
based on the need to prevent frequent on-street parking by users and
employees.

(d) Pai-king and loading shall be located anywhere within the district, except
within the buffer area surrounding the boundary of the district.

M. Signs

Signage is important to convey messages to direct and inform the passerby and also to
establish and enhance the character of the environment. The South Campus is both part
of the one University made up of many parts and is unique in its own right. Signage
throughout the South Campus IPD will complement signage on the other campuses and
as appropriate have its own identifiable characteristics. Signage for medical uses will be
most similar to signage at the Medical Center campus. Signage for academic uses will be
most similar to signage at the River Campus. Signs are to be both minimal in size and
number while still achieving the goal for which they are intended. Maintaining a unified
character among all sign types with consistent placements in a meaningful hierarchy is to
be the goal of all signage.

New signs in the South Campus IPD will comply with the University Signage Plan for
the South Campus as approved by the Planning Board. The University will subrmit
updates to the Signage Plan periodically to the Planning Board. If new signs deviate
from the Signage Plan, review and approval by the Architectural Review Board and the
Planning Board is required.

15012163.5 | 10/1/14
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Sign types and bulk requirements are as set forth below. Modifications to these are to be
reviewed and approved by the Planning Board. Unless specified differently below, any
sign that complies with these requirements and the approved Signage Plan is subject only

 to administrative review and obtmmng a building permit,

150712163.5

1. Vehicular Directionals on private drives within the District

Placement of vehicular signage must not obstruct sight lines for motorists or
otherwise creaie an unsafe condition. The intent of this section is to provide
wayfinding and identify places and buildings in keeping with the generally
accepted standards of academic medical centers.

(a) Maximum height: 10 feet
(b)  Minimum clearance under sign: 3 feet
(c) Maximum size: 40 square feet

2. Identification Signage

Identification signs identify the University, the District, a building or groups of
buildings, major programs, private drives, and places or items of special interest.

(a) Gateway Sign.

Gateway signs are to mark prominent edges or corners of the University
property and mark arrival at the University along significant transportation
routes. They are to be substantial in presence but modest in execution.
The use of lighting, either internal or external, is permitted. Review and
approval of gateway sign size, location, and design by the Planning Board
is required.

(b)  Monument Signs.

Monument signs are to mark groups of buildings, major programs, and
prominent individual buildings. They are to be secondary to gateway
signs. They may be ground mounted or post and panel. These signs may
be lit either internally or externally. To be reviewed by the Architectural
Review Board and approved by the Planning Board.

Sizes generally shall not exceed the following:

{11  Height: 8 feet if ground mounted; 12 feet if post and panel

[2]  Width: 20 feet if ground mounted; 12 feet if post and panel

[3] Size: 160 square feet if ground mounted; 140 square feet if post
and panel
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(c) Building Identification Signage

[1]  Free-standing signs at the street are to be seen by both motorists
and pedestrians. These signs may be lit either internally or
externally.

[i] Maximum height: 7 feet
[ii] Maximum size: 30 square feet
[iii] Maximum number: one sign per access road/drive

[2]  Free-standing signs at building entrances are to be seen by
pedestrians. These can list names, directory information, and
directional information for pedestrians.

ii} Maximum height: 6 feet
[ii] Maximum size: 20 square feet
[iii] Maximum number: one per major building entrance

[3] Building face signage is to identify destinations frequented by the
general public such as an outpatient medical facility. These signs
may include either the University of Rochester logo or the UR
Medicine logo and name for the building or major program
contained therein. These signs may be lit either internally or
externally.

[i] Maximum size: 150 square feet per building facade; two
faces maximum

[ii] Maximum text height: 30 inches

[iiil Maximum number: two naming signs and one brand/logo
element per building facade

fiv] Maximum height above grade: shall be no higher than the
building parapet.

Pedestrian Wayfinding. These guide pedestrians from place to place by use of
names, directions, and arrows. Maps may be included.

Maximum size: 16 square feet
Exempt Signage

The following sign types are exempt from these regulations. They may be
installed without Town review. They generally have a maximum size of 2 square

. feet.

(a) Road Name
(b) Parking and no-parking
(c) Accessible parking
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(e)
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(h)

Sustainability
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Accessible route

Bus stop

Bike route

Donor signs and other similar markers

Other similar signs not listed above that are generally for public safety,
direction, and information.

The University is committed to responsible, sustainable development that attains a

balance among economy, the environment, and society by meeting the needs of the
present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.
At a minimum, all new developments, renovations, and additions shall meet the goals and
objectives outlined by the University of Rochester-Council on Environmental
Sustainability or other such body pursuing similar goals. The goal is to create a balance
of personal and environmental health across five broad categories: Nature, Energy,
People, Water, and Materials. Innovation is encouraged.

1. Nature

(@)

(b)
©

2. Energy

(a}

(b)

3. People

(a)

(b

(©)

Honor, protect and connect habitat, stream and river corridors. Minimize
disturbance of woodland habitat to the extent practicable.

Building mass should allow daylight into active outdoor spaces.

Use a native landscape palette as much as possible.

Maximize daylight opportunities in buildings with a balance of solar gain,
glare, and energy use.

Reduce energy loads on buildings by design, equipment selection, and use
/ operations guidelines.

Incorporate ideals of a park-once, transit oriented, pedestrian- and bicycle-
friendly campus.

Incorporate alternative means of transportation, including municipal
transit, University shuttles, bicycles, carpooling; encourage the use of fuel
efficient and alternative-fuel vehicles.

Educate about the impact of daily decisions and seek new methods to
reduce the impact on energy and the environment.
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4, Water

(a)  Develop campus-wide onsite storm water management practices that
address quantity and quality of runoff,

(b) Reduce potable water demand through conservation.
5. Materials |
(8  Choose environmentally sustainable materials and processes.

(b)  Use local materials whenever possible.

15012163.5 10/1/14




EXHIBIT NO. 10

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hail,_2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of Octcber, 2014. :

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON S. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated October 14, 2014 from Town Planner
Ramsey A. Boehner regarding an Incentive Zoning Application of Woodstone
Custom Homes, Inc. for the Pinnacle Hills Subdivision, together with
correspondence dated October 14, 2014 from Edward G. Parrone, P.E. on behalf
of the project sponsor and the supplemental information referred to therein,
be received and filed; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board, pﬁrsuant to the provisions of Section
209-5 of the Town's Comprehensive Development Ordinance, hereby refers the
proposed Incentive Zoning Application to the Town Planning Board for an
advisory report and further directs the Town Planner to take such action as
is necessary to submit said application to the County Planning and
Development Department for review.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres10-22-14.9




TOWN OF BRIGHTON
MONROE COUNTY, NEW YORK

~ October 14, 2014
Honorable Town Board
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood Avenue
Brighton, NY 14618

Re:  Application of Woodstone Custom Homes, Inc.
Pinnacle Hills Subdivision Incentive Zoning Application

‘Honorable Supervisor and Members:
I recommend that your Honorable Body:

1. Receive and file this communication and the attached letter from Edward G. Patrone,
dated October 14, 2014 and Supplemental Information Report;

2. Direct the Town Planner, Ramsey Boehner to submit the required Development Referral
Form and documents to Monroe County Department of Planning and Development for '

review; and

5. Request the Plannmg Board to review and prepare a report regarding the proposed
incentive zoning pursuant to Chapter 209 of the Comprehensive Development
Regulations.

Respectfully Submitted

AR
Ramsey A. Boehster | '
Town Planner

o

ce: TeKeef

attachments

2300 Elmwood Avenue o Rochester, New York 14618 ¢ 585-784-5250 ¢ Fax: 585-784-5373
hitp:/fwww.townofbrighten.org

&




October 14, 2014 “ gngineeri .' g
ROCKSQLID

Town Board
Town of Brighton
THE PIANG WORKS
2300 EImWOOd AVE“UE 349 W, COMMERCIAL STREET
Rochester, New York 14618 _ SUITE 3200
. EAST ROCHESTER, NY la445
. T 5R5.EL.GTZAOD
Re: Application of Woodstone Custom Homes, inc. F 585.586.6752
Pinnacle Hills Subdivision Incentive Zoning W FARRONEENE.COM
LETTER OF INTENT

Dear Board Members:

This office has been retained by Woodstone Custom Homes, Inc. to assist in obtaining municipal approvais for
the proposed Pinnacle Hills Subdivision. The subject property is located south of Highland Avenue, North of
Eimwood Avenue, west of South Clinton Avenue, and east of Howland Avenue.

ZONIN KG!

The property under consideration is approximately 12 acres in size, is adjacent to Persimmon Park, and is
currently zoned RLL; there is a federal wetland and Woodlot EPOD on the site. The RLL zoning requires a
minimum lot area of 43,560 square feet (SF), lot width of 150 feet, front yard setback of 75 feet, and rear yard

setback of 60 feet.

Approved and partially developed under previous zoning standards, the property currently consists of 84.
individual lots off four existing and paper streets of Willard Ave., Midland Ave., Eldridge Ave., and Blaker
Street. Three existing paved and dadicated streets (Willard, Midland, and Eldridge) serve-a portion of the 82
lots, intersecting with Highland Avenue to the north. Ali 84 lots have individuat tax IDs. Nine of the lots are 50’
x 125’ in size {6,250 SF) and 75 lots are 40" wide, ranging from 117’ to 130’ deep, with most at 40’ x 125’ in size

(5,000 SF).
THEP) 1 AL

A number of alternate development approaches to the property have been examined, including:

(1) Seeking Site Plan approval based on the existing streets and existing 84 lots. These lots are consistent
with the majority of the lots and housing in the area. As we understand it, this approach would
require zoning variances for the front and rear setbacks now required by the RLL overlay which was
added over a decade ago. This option offers the least fiexibility in house designs.

(2) Utilizing Willard Avenue and extending it as a cul-de-sac, or as a through street using the Blaker Street
ROW to Howland Avenue. These aptions were seen as the most disruptive of the current Willard
Avenue neighborhood.

(3) Developing an 8 lot subdivision off Willard Avenue that is consistent with the current RLL zoning.
While feasible, this would offer lot sizes and house sizes that would be least in keeping with the
surrounding neighborhood, and truly be seen as not fitting in with the area.

{4) Finally, our preferred approach, of utilizing the existing Blaker Street ROW for most lots. The Blaker
street approach develops a new neighborhood street for 19 of the 24 proposed lots, and re-subdivides
the ten 40" wide lots on Willard to five 80" wide lots. The overall density would be approximately 2

B PARRONME 7 :5500ATES. ..
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units per acre. The Blaker Street approach ultimately was deemed as the best option since it provides
a number of benefits, as follow:

-]

Uttllzing the existing Biaker Street ROW for the majority of homes does not substantlally change
the character of the Willard Avenue neighborhood which is currently composed of 5 homeson a
dead-and street,

The development of the 5 large lots on Willard would substantially improve the street, including
widening the street, adding concrete gutters and storm drains, resurfacing, and the addition of a
turnaround area at the end of the street. Currently, vehicles must turnaround in the last driveway
on Willard Avenue,

The Blaker Street approach utilizes the natural slope of the parcel for storm water management in
the Southeastern portion of the parcel.

The proposal Tully protects the existing Federal Wetland Area.

The proposal includes over 4 acres of open space —including conservation area, storm water area,
and dedicated parkland to the neighboring Persimmon Town Park.

There would be a trail system installed from Howiand Ave. to Persimmon Park/South Clinton Ave.
The project will provide quality single family housing to Brighton residents, at a planned $275,000
to $325,000 price range, with homes largely in the 1,700 to 2,300 square foot size range.

The woods on the parcel would be protected in the wetland area as well as in the conservation
area surrounding the new lots. The existing growth to be removed consists of scrub growth, with
over 60% being ash trees and 15% cottonwood trees; the sole hardwood tree is an 8” swamp
white oak. The Blaker Street approach disturbs less of the woods than other development

options.

Two neighborhood meetings were held to the review and discuss the various development aptions, which
provided input to the final design. The major areas of concern and proposed solutions were as follows:

Increase of traffic on Howland Avenue, and impact on Eimwood and H:ghland Intersections. A
traffic study was conducted fo quantify the impact.

Traffic control at Blaker Street and Howland Avenue. A stop sign at Blaker Street is proposed.
Impact on groundwater in the area, which is deemed to be an existing problem by some. A
geotechnical study was conducted to assess the current groundwater conditions, and assist in the
design of a stormwater management system to ensure no negative impact on the current
conditions, with a potential for improvement in the conditions.

Impact on wildlife and remaining treed areas in the wetland and conservation area. A fiora and
fauna study was conducted to assess the impact.

The need for pedestrian/bicycle linkage from Howland to South Clinton Ave. A trail would be
included in the proposed development to fulfill this request.

Poor drainage in the conservation area behind the rear yards of Howland Avenue. Rear yard inlets
in the developed lots were discussed as a possible solution to any standing water in the proposed
conservation area.

Access to sanitary sewer for existing residents on Willard, Midland, and Eldridge. Laterals to the
ROW have been included to serve existing homes on Willard, and the possibility of granting sewer
easements was discussed to serve other areas through the use of gravity or low pressure sewers.
Maintenance of the stormwater drainage system. A drainage district will be formed and the
homeowners within the district would be responsible for maintenance.

Questions regarding sidewalks and lighting on the new street. No sidewalks or lighting are
nlanned.
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APPROVALS NECESSARY

in consultation with Town Staff, the following approvais will be necessary for the development of the

Woodstone Subdivision proposal.
nt of incentive Zoning a the Wo. ne Propesal parcel. The Town Planning

Board would combine the existing parcels under the Town Subdivision Laws.

2. Planning Board and Architectural Review Board Approvals. The Planning Board would have
jurisdiction far site plan approval and subdivision approval. The Architectural Review Board would
have jurisdiction over the exterior design of the buildings under the Brighton Town Code.

3. Local, State aderal Approvals, Local agencies that approval must be granted from-
Include the Town Public Works Comnittee, the Monroe County Development Review, the Monroe
County Water Authority, and the Monroe County Department of Health. State agencies that
approval must be granted from include the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation, and the New York State Historic Preservation Office. Federal agencies that approval
must be granted from include the Army Corp of Engineers for wetland preservation analysis.

The decision to move forward with the option of utilizing the existing Blaker Street ROW for most lots is the
impetus for this incentive Zoning application, since the plan does not conform to the current overlay zoning of
the property. in consultation with Town Staff, it was deemed that the Incentive Zoning pracedure would be
the most appropriate procedure for ebtaining subdivision approval.

THE INCENTIVE ZONING APPLICATION

Incentive Zoning is regulated under Chapter 209 of the Town of Brighton Code. The purpose and intent of the
Code is to provide a vehicle whereby an applicant can request "incentives" {relief from Town Code provisions,
per Section 209-4) in exchange for "amenities" {public benefits offered by the applicant, per Section 209-3).
The criteria for evaluating and approving such requested incenfives are set forth in Section 209-5{(A) which
identifles the information to be provided by the applicant in conjunction with the Incentive Zoning application.
This information includes: :
1. The proposed amenity.
2. The cash value of the proposed amenity.
3. A narrative which: -
{a) Describes the benefits to be provided to the community by the proposed amenity.
{b) Gives preliminary indication that there is adequate sewer, water, transporiation, waste
disposal and fire protection facilities ... to handle the demands of the incentive and amenity ...
(c) Explains how the amenity helps implement the physical, social or cultural policies of the
Comprehensive Plan ...
4. The requested Incentive.

We will address each of these four (4) subsections below; first identifying the proposed amenity, followed by
its estimated cash value and narrative explanation, and concluding with the requested incentives:
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PROPOSED AMENITIES (SECTION 209-3), CASH VALUE, AND NARRATIVE

Arnenities and Benefits offered which are in addition to mandated requirements pursuant to other provisions
of the Comprehensive Development Regulations of the town of Brighton are propaosed as follows: '

Parks/passive and active open space/and related improvements: |

Parks: )
Approximately 2 acres of pa rkland is proposed to be dedicated to the adjacent Persimmon Town Park. At the

current assessed value per SF of the existing 5,000 SF lots this is a cash value of approximately $13,000 per
acre, or a total.of $26,000. At current market value the 2 acres would likely be valued in the $30,000 to
$40,000 range. This parkiand offers a 20% increase in the size of Persimmon Park, and wilt permanentty

preserve the wetland, plants, and wildiife in the area.

This specifically addresses the Open Space & Recreation Goals of the Town’s Comprehensive Plan 2000
including:
1. Provide for the active and passive recreational needs of current and future town residents.
Preserve, in their natural state, open space areas that have significant natural value.
Ensure that acquisition and development of open space areas are responsive to the fiscal implications
of such actions.
4. Protect sensitive environmental areas, including wetlands, floodplains, watercourses, woodiots, steep
slopes, and wildlife habitats and migration corridors.

W 19

It also addresses the Open Space & Recreation Recommendations of the Town's Comprehensive Plan 2000, in
that it contributes to: “Acquiring a minimum of 32 acres of open space suitable for active and passive
recreation in addition to the Gonsenhauser option parce!. The preferred jocation ... being adjacent to existing
parkland or significant open space areas.” In addition, per the recommendations, Incentive Zoning should be
considered as a means of acquiring open space areas if: 1) the project itself is consistent with the goals of the
Comprehensive Plan and will have minimal negative impacts on surrounding neighborhoods, and 2) the open

space amenity proposed meets the needs of the town.

Conservation Easement:
A conservation easement is proposed over an area of approximately 1 acre in size in the existing wooded area

behind the lots #1 through #6 of the subdivision pian. At the current assessed value per SF, this is a cash value
of approximately $13,000, and an approximate market value of 415,000 to $20,000. This would have the
henefit of permanently securing the woods and open space in that area.

Conservation easements are identified asa possible method of developing additional opens space within the
Open Space & Recreation Recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan 2000 {in this case, also through
Incentive Zoning). While the Comprehensive Plan notes that the acquisition of large parcels or parcels
adjacent to existing open space is preferred over the acquisition of small, isolated parcels, it is also noted that
small parcels (such as this conservation area) should be considered if their "natural value” would significantly
improve the quality of the open space system. When determining the natural value of an area, the -
Comprehensive Plan notes that the presence of woodlots or other significant features, and the exhibition of
“adge effect” should be considered. It is alsa noted that leaving a portion of greenspace as undisturbed
natural area .. may provide an opportunity to enhance areas on adjacent or nearby properties.
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In this case, the one acre parcel proposed to be secured with a conservation easement meets the guidelines of
the Comprehensive Plan. '

Pedestrian Trail: : : _
A trail system is proposed to interconnect Howland Avenue to Persimmon Park and South Clinton Avenue. The

current estimate for the installation of this trail Is $20,000. -In the neighborhood meetings regarding the
proposed site plan, a trail was seen as a valuable circular pedestrian/bicycle route since it would connect

Howland, S. Clinton, and Highland Avenues. .

The Comprehensive Plan Open Space and Transportation Goals both include the provision of “pedestrian and
bicycle linkages among parks, recreation areas, and neighborhoods and between neighborhoods and
commercial areas”. Open Space recommendations suggest that “the trails plan should be expanded to connect
parks, open space areas, recreational areas and commercial areas with neighborhoods and trails in
surrounding communities”, and that “Future Improvements to S. Clinton Ave. and Winton Rd. should include
the provision of safe pedestrian and bicycle access to facilitate travel from residential neighborhoods to the
town’s parkiand in central Brighton”. Additionally, the Transportation Goais and Recommendations include
incorporating bicycle and pedestrian linkages and pass-throughs in developed areas where streets are not
planned between neighborhoods and to adjacent commercial and public areas - all part of the goal of
providing and encouraging efficient and safe transportation ... including trails and public transit, {o serve the
needs of existing and projected development within the town.

The trail from Howland to Persimmon Park and South Clinton Avenue clearly meets the goals and
recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan and provides a good linkage to an existing bus route on South

Clinton Ave.

Utllities:

Sewer lateral stubs to the right-of-way of the existing homes on Wiliard Avenue are proposed to be installed to
the new sanitary sewer main on Willard Avenue; this would allow future connections to the sewer for the five
existing homes on Willard Avenue. At a cost of approximately $4,000 per lateral, this represents a total value
of $20,000. Since these homes are now served by septic systems that may be approaching 100 years old and
of questionable quality these connections could greatly benefit these existing homes.

This opportunity to improve the sewer connections along Willard Avenue meets the Comprehensive Plan
Environmental Goal of reducing the potential of water and soil poliution.

Road Improvements:

It is proposed that Willard Avenue be widened and re-surfaced, and that a concrete gutter/storm system be
installed — which will further improve access and storm drainage on Willard Avenue. Five of our proposed lots
(#20 through #24) front on Willard Avenue, whichis an existing dedicated town street. Willard will be
axtended approximately 150, and per the General Design Standards of the Comprehensive Development
Regulations an emergency vehicle turn-around will be added at the end of the street to facilitate fire
protection and to provide access to fire-fighting equipment. The proposed additional improvements beyond
those required by the Comprehensive Development Regulations inciuding the width, resurfacing, and
storm/concrete gutter work on Willard are estimated to cost.over $125,000. This will be a valuable investment
for the existing owners of Willard Avenue, as welf as the town which will receive a newly rehabiiitated street

saving thousands of dollars in future public maintenance.
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These street improvements address both the Comprehensive Plan Environmental goals of reducing water and
_ soll pollution through the use of improved stormwater management, as well as the Transportation
recommendation of “Evaluating the impacts of sireet improvement proposals on the character of the
surrounding area and the town, particularly where plans include the widening of existing streets. The
objective of street improvement projects should be to balance transportation needs with impacts on the

character of the surrounding area and the town.”

We feel that the modest widening of the streat, along with gutters to improve storm drainage addresses the
Environmental Goals, and achieves the Transportation bafance recommended in the Comprehensive Plan.

Qiher facitities or benefits to residents of the community:

Storm Water improvements:
Storm water improvements will take into consideration the poor drainage that exists on the northern property

boundary of the 1600 Eimwood Ave. apartments, which are to the South of our project. Since the potential
work required is unknown, the cash value of this benefit is also unknown. However, any improvement will be

a welcomed addition to the existing nmghborhood

Improvements in this area will address the Comprehensive Plan Environmental goals of reducing water and soil
poitution through the use of improved stormwater management.

New and Diversified Housing Stock:

The proposed subdivision will provide increased diversity of new housing stock to the town of Brighton, which
is currently very limited. We are proposing newly constructed single family residential housing in the $275,000
to $325,000 price range, which essentially does not currently exist elsewhere in the Brighton area. This wiil
attract new residents to the Town of Brighton which is vital to the area’s growth and tax stability. In total, at
an average of $300,000 in assessed valuation per parcel, versus the current 51,500, there will be an increase of

over 57,000,000 assessed valuation in the Town of Brighton tax base.

Our proposal for this density and type of housing directly addresses the Comprehensive Plan Goals and
Recommendations in Land Use. It will ... “Enhance the town as a residential community and maintain its
property values’, while also considering the “impacts on community character, traffic, the environment and
the town’s budget”. Asnoted in the Land Use recommendations ... “particular attention should be directed at
proposed development with uses/development densities greater than permitted by the existing zoning
regulations. !f mitigation of impacts is required, compensating preservation of open space should be
considered where it would be appropriate and effective.” We feel that this has been accomplished with the
above plans for parks, conservation easements, trails, and lot size.

The proposal for this density and fype of housing also directly addresses the Comprehensive Plan Goals and
~ Recommendations for Housing. t provides ... “a balance in the type and cost of residential development for
Brighton’s citizens”. It also provides ... “a high quality fiving environment in existing resmlentlal neighborhoods,

and establish new residential developments as high quality neighborhoods”.
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More Appropriate Density:

The current RLL one acre zoning and farge homes that would be typical of this lot size are inconsistent with the
surrounding area of homes. Although Woodstone is expert and accustomed to huilding large and expensive
homes, the granting of the requested incentives in this Incentive Zoning application will make this project a
hetter fit for the existing neighborhood, and will provide a direct benefit to current and future residents of the

town.

We feel that this proposal will not only meet the Comprehensive Plan’s Land Use Goal of enhancing the town
as a residential community and maintain its properiy values, but also ... “expand its tax base in a financially
responsible manner that is compatible with these goals”.

REQUESTED INCENTIVES {SECTION 209-8):

Per Section 209-4 of the town of Brighton Code, we are requesting the following incentives:

1. An increase in the residential unit density, per Section 209-4 {A), to a proposed density of
approximately 2 units per acre, which provides a lot size and density that are more consistent with the
surrounding area -- which is of a medium density nature, with homes on {ots ranging from 40’ to 80’
wide. Asdepicted by the proposed 24 lot subdivision plan the lots would range from 65’ to 80’ wide,
with a minimum lot area of 8,125 square feet, and minimum lot width of 65’ (at the setback line}. it
has been determined that adequate sewer, water, transportation, waste disposal and fire protection
facilities exist within the area to handle the additional demands of this density.

2. Increases in lot coverage, per Section 209-4 {C), to a8 maximum building coverage of 25%.

3. Changes in setbacks, per Section 209-4 (D):

(1} Front setbacks of 40';
{2) Side setbacks of 9’; and

(3) Rear setbacks of 35'. . _
4. Finally, per Section 209-4 (G), we are requesting a cul-de-sac length of approximately 750" in Jength

{Willard and Blaker), versus the Section 213-3{H) Access Design Standard of a maximum of 500’ in
fength.

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT

As with all reai estate development projects that reguire Town approval, compliance with the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR} is required. In addition to the Full Environmental Assessment Form,

(FEAF) an extensive Supplemental Infoermation Report is being provided to the Town.

It is anticipated that the Town Board will both seek and receive lead agency status to conduct the
environmental review for this project. Once a lead agency is established, the thrashold determination to be
made is whether the project “will have no significant and adverse environmental impact,” resulting in a
negative dectaration, or that the project “may have a significant adverse environmental impact,” resulting in a

positive declaration.

Although consideration of elements related to the environment and the project itself continue throughout the
application process, a negative declaration concludes the formal environmental review process under SEQR. A
positive declaration resuits in the requirement of the preparation of an Environmental impact Staternent,

which entails many time consuming, procedural steps.
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The applicant is providing the Full Environmental Assessment Form and Supplement information Report in the
hopes of providing the Town with sufficient information to make the findings necessary for the issuance ofa -
negative SEQR declaration. In reviews with the Town staff, issues to be addressed in the supplement report
have been identified. We believe the information nrovided with regard to those issues establish that the
project will hot give risé to a significant adverse environmental impact and that a negative declaration is

appropriate.
HE LICATION PACKAGE
The application package submitted with this request is as follows:

1. A Full Environmental Assessment Form {FEAF).
2. The Supplement Information Report to the FEAF with detailed appendices on substantive issues.

3. The Pinnacle Hills Subdivision site plan.

We look forward to presenting this application to the various Boards in the Town of Brighton and to the final
approval of the Pinnacle Hills Subdivision. If there are any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very Truly You
) /./'

7

Edward G. Parrone, P.E., FACEC
PARRONE ENGINEERING




EXHIBIT NO. 11

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hail,'2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town ¢of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.
PRESENT:

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON 8. DIPONZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that correspondence dated October 14, 2014 from Town
Engineer Michael E. Guyon, P.E. regarding a request to authorize the
Supervisor to execute an amended trail easement agreement with Anthony J.

' Costello & Son (Joseph) Development, LLC in relation to the eastern end of
Pendelton Hill in the Reserve Subdivision, be received and filed; and be it

further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby authorizes the Supervisor to
execute an amended trail easement agreement with Anthony J. Costello & Son
{(Joseph) Development, LLC in relation to the eastern end of Pendelton Hill

in the Reserve Subdivision.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Brighast0-22-14.10




MONROE GOUNTY, NEW YORK '

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
2300 ELMWOOD AVENUE % ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14618 # PHONE (86}784-5250 * FAX (585)764-5388

Qctober 14, 2014

The Honorable Town of Brighton Town Board
Town of Brighton

2300 Elmwood Ave.

Rochester, New York 14618

Re: The Reserve Subdivision
Amended Trail Basement -

Dear Supervisor Moehle and Town Board Members:

The applicant, Anthony J. Costello & Sun (Joseph) Development, LLC has requested that the trail
easement at the eastern end of Pendleton Hill be relocated to straddle the common property line
of Lots W11 and W12 of the Reserve Subdivision. The proposed modification requires that the
easement is shifted approximately 5 feet to the west. A copy of the easement agreement,
desctiption and map are attached for your reference. The Town staff and the Deputy Town
attorney.have reviewed the easement language, map and description and finds them acceptable.

I am requesting that the Town Board authorize the Supervisor to endorse the amended gasement
and the corresponding TP 584 forms

As always, your consideration of matters such as this is greatly appreciated.

Ce: Tim Keef
Ramsey Bochner
Kenneth W Gordon

2300 Elmwood Avenue. Rochester, New York 14618 585-784-5250- Fax: 585-734—5373'
hitp: #iwww.townofbrighton.org:




AMENDED TRAIL EASEMENT NO. 1
(Planning Board Site Plan Approval Condition #39)

EASEMENT AGREEMENT made the {3t day of October, 2014, by and
between ANTHONY J. COSTELLO & SON (JOSEPH) DEVELOPMENT, LLC
(“Costello™), a Nevada Limited Liability Company having offices at One Airport Way,
Rochester, New York 14624 and THE RESERVE ASSOCIATION, INC.. (the
“Reserve”), a New York not-for-profit corporation, with its principal offices located at
919 Westfall Road, Building B, Suite 200, Rochester, New York 14618 (Costello and
Reserve collectively herein the “Grantor”), and the TOWN OF BRIGHTON, a municipal
corporation having offices at 2300 Elmwood Avenue, Rochester, New York 14618,
(“Town”), Grantee.

WHEREAS, Costello is the fee owner of the real property located at .80
Pendleton Hill, Town of Brighton, New York (Tax Account No. 149.11-2-11); 90
Pendleton Hill, Town of Brighton, New York (Tax Account No. 149.11-2-12) and
Watermark Landing, Town of Brighton, New York (Tax Account No. 149.11-4-2), and

WHEREAS, Reserve is the fee owner of the real property located at
Watermark Landing, Town of Brighton, New York (Tax Account No. 149.11-4-3./BR),
and |

WHEREAS, The Town of Brighton Planning Board approved on June. 15,
2011, the subdivision and site plan répresented by application 6P-03-11 for Section I of
the Reserve Residential Community, which approval was memorialized by letter of June

16, 2011 of Ramsey A. Boehner, Executive Secretary to the said planning board, and

{2443638:2 }




WHEREAS, condition No. 39 of said approval provides that a pedestrian
pathway shall be provided that connects Waterford and Mays Point East within the
Reserve Project; and-

WHEREAS, Costeﬂo previously granted a trail easement to the Town
which was recorded August 20, 2012 with the Monroe County Clerk in Liber 11157 of
Deeds at page 264 and by a correction easement recorded February 5, 2013 in Liber
11218 of Deeds at page 239 (collectively the “Previous Easement”), and

WHEREAS, Costello and the Town desire to terminate the Previous
Easement and relocate the trail easement,

- NOW, THEREFORE, upon the mutual consideration hereinafter set forth,
and other good and valuable consideration, it is hereby agreed by and between the parties
hereto as follows:

1. Costello and the Town hereby tferminate and discharge the
Previous Easement;

2. Grantor hereby grants to the Town an easement, in perpetuity, for
the purpose of allovﬁng a public pathway to and along a trail located between the
Waterford and Mays Point East neighborhoods;

3. Said easement shall be aligned as shown on the annexed map and
description, made a part hereof. -

4. The Town hereby agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the
Grantor, its agents, employees, grantees, successors or assigns, from loss or damage
resulting from the exercise of its rights under this easement, except such damages as are

due to the gross negligence of Grantor, its agents, employees, grantees, successors or

{2443638:2 }2




assigns. Conversely, Grantor hereby agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Town,
its agents, employees, grantees, successors or assigns, from loss or damage resulting
from the exercise of its rights under this easement, except such damages as are due to the
gross negligence of the Town, its agents, employees, grantees, successors or assigns.

5. The Easemént shall forever be kept open and free of all
permanent above-ground structures and obstructions, including, without limitation,
fences and cellular telephone towers, and shall be maintained in a manner to prevent

deterioration of the pathway.

ANTHONY J. COSTELLO & SON (JOSEP
- - DEVFLOP ’ A

By: H -

Anthony J. ¢og€llo, Member .

TOWN OF BRIGHTON

By:

William W. Mochle, Town Supervisor

{2443638:2 )3




i

Trail Easement #1 to the Town of Brighton
Anthony J. Costello & Son (Joseph) Development, LLC
Town of Brighton, County of Monroe

Rev: 03/26/2014
Rev: 01/17/2013
June 27, 2012

Intended to describe ali that tract or parcel of land, being part of Town Lot 40, Township 13, Range 7,
Phelps and Gorham Purchase, situate in the Town of Brighton, County of Monroe, State of New York,
and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the northeast property corner of lot R-W12 {The Reserve) as shown on ‘The
Reserve Subdivision Map —Section TWO = C’ filed in the Monroe County Clerk’s Office Liber 347, Page
98, said point being the point or place of beginning;

1.  Thence, running along a curve, said curve being along the southerly right-of-way of Pendleton
Hill; whose radius is 60.00 feet, and whose arc length is 10.04 feet to a polint;

2.  Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of $21°42'26”W a distance of 89.71 feet to
a point;

3.  Thence, turning and runninga line having a bearing of 567°54'57"E a distance of 43.83 feat to
a point;

4.  Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of 525°42’45”E a distance of 27.36 feet to
a point;

5.  Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of $36°11'39"W a distance of 20.82 feet fo
a point;

6.  Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of 522°05'03”W a distance of 74.85 fest to
a point;

7.  Thence, deflacting to the teft and running along a curve; whose radius is 50.50 feet, and
whose arc length Is 22,55 feet to a point;

8. Thence, deflecting to the right and running along a curve; whose radius Is 35.00 feet, and
whaose arc length is 22.26 feet to a paint;

8, Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of N37°40/38"E a distance of 31.87 feet to
10. Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of N22°05'03"E a distance of 101.45 feet
to a point;

11, Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of N67°54'57"W a distance of 58.93 feat
to a point;




Trail Easernent # 1 to the Town of Brighton
Anthony J. Costello & Son (Joseph) Development, LLC
Town of Brighton, County of Monroe

12, Thence, turning and running a line having a bearing of N21°42°26"E a distance of 104.71 feet
to a point;

13. Thence, defiecting to the left and running along a curve; whose radius is 60,00 feet, and
whose arc length Is 10.05 feet to a point; sald point being the point or place of beginning,

Intending to describe Trail Easement #1 to the Town of Brighton within The Reserve Subdivision.




[/ N

NOLHDIHE

40 NMOL FHL
Ol 1# INFNISVT
TvHL G38IAGY

v FINGAHOS

PHvEED Hiva
“aaNDIsa

14W - NAVEQ
1IN vos
60-8510 :oNgor
p,

" MMOAM3IN ALNNODIONNOW NOLHOIEJoNmoLY | [
—TYHYD ITdT IHL NO —

lll!i!l B
SALYID0SSY UIAVE

woXSueuoereEwT
ONIHIINIGNT

NOHIVHYH

. [ENINJ0TAAEG

{HUS2OTHISAd

N | ANOALIRY

_1

NOLHOINA
40 NMOL JHL OL
i LNaWasvd vl

DELE  3,90.2hSES

wmm.v

ooge=y_ |

N22'05'03"E  101.45°

r;
_\
%5 _ £6'89 M.LS.FS.LON

i
AN, A, i

3,LS.¥5. nemu\ul

ot o = e %A
oA

AE

M _“—_—
o POyl

plag e g
A A




EXHIBIT NO. 12

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monrcoe County, New York, held
at fhe Brightéon Town Hail,_2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.
PRESENT:

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON 5. DIPONZIC

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that a memorandum dated October 14, 2014 from Finance
Director Suzanne Zaso regarding a request to authorize the Supervisor to
execute a Treasury Management Services Agreement with M&aT Bank to enable the
Town to set up on-line banking services, be received and filed; and be it
further

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby authorizes the Supervisor to
execute a Treasury Management Services Agreement with M&T Bank to enable the

Town to set up on-line banking services.

Dated: October 22, 2014

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting
James R. Vogel, Councilperson Voting
Louise Novros, Councilperson Voting

Christopher K. Werner, Councilperson Voting

Jason S. DiPonzio, Councilperson Voting

Brigtres10-22-14.11
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TOWN OF BRIGHTON

m‘”” or Suzanne Zaso, Director of Finance

qu TON 2300 ELMWOOD AVENUE
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14618
(685) 784-5210 Fax (586) 784-5308

MEMORANDUM
To: The Honorable Town Board
Attn: Finance and Administrative Services Committee
From: Suzanne Zaso, Director of Finance /‘ﬁ
Date: October 14, 2014

Subject: Agreement for Treasury Management Services with M&T Bank

| am recommending that Your Honorable Body authorize the Supervisor to
execute a Treasury Management Services Agreement along a Treasury
Management Resolution and all related documents with M&T Bank. This
agreement will update authorized signers and enable the Town to set-up oniine
banking services for Town accounts at M&T Bank in accordance with the Town’s
Electronic Banking Policy.

I would be happy to respend to any questions that members of the committee or
other members of the Town Board may have regarding this matter.




EXHIBITNO. 13

At a Town Board Meeting of the Town of
Brighton, Monroe County, New York, held
at the Brighton Town Hall, 2300 Elmwood
Avenue, in said Town of Brighton on the
22nd day of October, 2014.

PRESENT :

WILLIAM W. MOEHLE,
Supervisor

JAMES R. VOGEL

LOUISE NOVROS

CHRISTOPHER K. WERNER

JASON 8. DIPCNZIO

Councilpersons

RESOLVED, that the Town Beoard hereby appoints George L. Smith of
201 Buckland Avenue, ERochester, NY 14618 a8 a member of the

Conservation Committee effective immediately through June 30, 2015

Dated: Octcber 22, 2012,

William W. Moehle, Supervisor Voting -
James R. Vogel, Councilman Voting -
Louise Novros, Councilwoman Voting .
Christopher K. Werner, Councilman Voting

Jagon S, DiPonzic, Councilman Voting

Brigtres10-22-14,Ex2




