Syracuse Planning Commission Application for THREE-MILE LIMIT SUBDIVISION REVIEW
City Hall Commons - Room 500 - 201 E. Washington Street + Syracuse, NY 13202-1426 -315-448-8640

Filing Date Caset

Please Print or Type Information:

SUBDIVISION INFORMATION:

TITLE OF SUBDIVISION: | -0t Line Adjustment_ Cornevstone Cressings... . .

ADDRESS of subdivision: | Woodchuck HillRoad

TOWN of: | Dewitt
TAX MAP NUMBER(S): | 076 06 021 076

'Uﬁz__!_‘}-__?_’__ 076.-06-15.0, 076.-06-16.0, 076.-06-03.1

7ONING DESIGNATION: | vacant

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

NAME: | Michael R. Goodfellow ~  pyoNE. |(315)469460]
MAILING ADDRESS: | P: O- Box 269

| Jamesville, NY 13078
CONTACT PERSON: (lf someone other than appllcant is to be contacted to answer questlons)

NAME: | JohnR. Appler | PHONE: | Q194776215

REASON FOR REQUEST: (Pa’ea.s'e be specgf ie regardmg use af each lot; i.e. two-family house, yard area, grocery store, elc. )
| Lot line adjustment - adding an irregularly shaped strip of land approximately 60' x 385.88' consisting of |

| 21,920 square feet to tax map #076-06-02.1 and reducing tax map #076-06-03.1 pursuant to purchase |
| agreement between the parties. No new lot will be created. ;

APPROVAL INFORMATION:
APPROVED by Town or Village as a [] Preliminary Plan
DECLARATION:

I understand that false statements made herein are punishable as a Class A Misdemeanor, pursuant to section
210.45 of the Penal Law of the State of New York. I declare that, subject to the penalties of perjury, any
statements made on this application and any attachments are the truth and to the best of my knowledge correct.

I also understand that any false statements and/or attachments presented knowingly in connection with this
application will be considered null and void.



CURRENT PROPERTY OWNER SIGNATURE

As listed on the City of Syracuse Tax Assessment Roll. If not listed as the owner on the current rolls, please
include a proof of ownership, for example, a copy of the deed. Attorney’s signing on behalf of the owner must
include a one page letter describing the legal representative arrangement. Architects, engineers, contractors,
tenants, etc. cannot sign on behalf of the property owner. If property owner is a Corporation or an
Organization, then the person signing must provide verification they are a member of such, and can sign on the
owners’ behalf. ;

g
PERTY OWNER SIGNATURE
Cornerstone Crossings, LLC by Michael R. Goodfellow, Member
Please legibly PRINT SIGNATURE NAME and TITLE

&

(/5
DA;L’ ’

REQUIRED SUBMITTALS FOR THREE MILE LIMIT APPLICATIONS

NOTE: All applications must contain the following information before being considered complete. Any
incomplete applications will be returned.

APPLICATION: Completely filled out
SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM: Completely filled out and signed

SUBDIVISION MAPS: Five (5) copies drawn by a licensed land surveyor (indicating existing and
proposed lots along with their addresses and new lot numbers) Map must show complete parcel owned
by applicant. Have your land surveyor contact the County Health Department (435-6600 x 82355 X
prior to the drawing of your Subdivision/Resubdivision Map to find out what is required on the map.
* Reduced copy (11”x17”) must also be submitted if original maps are larger than (11x17)

APPROVAL RESOLUTION or letter from governing municipality -

[] Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be submitted which is in accordance with
NYSDEC regulations if proposed subdivision is tributary to a watershed within the City of
Syracuse.

11/2017



SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS:

Check "Yes" or "No" to indicate information included with this application. Insert "N/A" if information requested is not
applicable.

1. Yes NOD Current Survey of the property signed by a New York State licensed surveyor including:
legal restrictions and conditions; physical improvements both above and below ground,; trees of 6
in. or greater caliper; wetlands and flood plains; topography at 0.5 ft. contour extending off-
property; adjacent owners and zoning; easement, street lines and property lines; and appropriate
titles and references. (Refer to Chapter 164 of the Town Code.)

2. Subdivision Plans of entire holding:

a. Yes D NDJKI, Subdivision plat showing proposed lots, streets, easements, land/water features, proposed
addresses and street names, etc.

b. Yes L No|Z| Road profiles, typical construction details and cross sections
Yes LI Nof— Utility plans, including drainage, sanitary, water, power, and communications

d. Yes L_| No'— Grading plans and erosion control measures

e. Yes L_| No® | Miscellaneous details i.e.: lighting, sidewalks, signage, traffic control, staging, street trees,

monumentation, etc.

f  Yes ENOD Deed description, proposed dedication and existing & proposed easements

ong DEIS
Date: f 7
Date: /,
(2)Owner: Date:
(2)Subdivider: Date:

Rev 5/17



617.20
Appendix B
Short Environmental Assessment Form

Part 1 - Project Information. The applicant or project sponsor is responsible for the completion of Part 1. Responses
become part of the application for approval or funding, are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.
Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully
respond to any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information.

Complete all items in Part 1. You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful
to the lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item.

Part 1 - Project and Sponsor Information

Name of Action or Project:
Part of Farm Lot 81
Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):

Woodchuck Hill Road, Dewitt

Brief Description of Proposed Action:
Lot line adjustment

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: (315) 469-4601
Michael R. Goodfellow E-Mail: mgoodfellow@nycd.com
Address:
P O Box 269

City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Jamesville NY 13078

1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO | YES

administrative rule, or regulation?
If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that X

may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. If no, continue to question 2.

2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other governmental Agency? NO | YES
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval:

X
3.a, Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 7.363 ' acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? .503 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 3.592 acres

4. Check all land uses that occur on, adjoining and near the proposed action.
[(Jurban [JRural (non-agriculture) [ Jindustrial [ JCommercial [ JResidential (suburban)

OForest  [Agriculture [CAquatic [ Other (specify): utility vacant land
Cparkland




5. Is the proposed action, NO | YES [ N/A
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations? X
b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan? X
6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural NO [ YES
landscape? X
7. Is the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area? NO | YES
If Yes, identify:
X
8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels? NO | YES
X
b. Are public transportation service(s) available at or near the site of the proposed action? X
c. Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near site of the proposed action? b4
9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements? NO | YES
If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:
X
10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply? NO | YES
[If Yes, does the existing system have capacity to provide service? O NO O YES]
If No, describe method for providing potable water: _N/A X
11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities? NO ‘| YES
[If Yes, does the existing system have capacity to provide service? ONO O YES]
If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment: N/A X
12. a, Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the State or National Register of Historic NO | YES
Places? : X
b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area? X
13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain NO | YES
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency? X
b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody? X
If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:
14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all thatapply:
O Shoreline O Forest O Agricultural/grasslands O Early mid-successional
O Wetland O Urban O Suburban
15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed NO | YES
by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered? X
16. Is the project site located in the 100 year flood plain? NO | YES
' X
17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources? NO | YES
If Yes,
a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? ONODOYES X

b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
If Yes, briefly describe: ONOOYES




18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that result in the impoundment of NO | YES
water or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)? X

If Yes, explain purpose and size:

19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed NO | YES
solid waste management facility? X

If Yes, describe:

20. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoingor | NO_ | YES
completed) for hazardous waste?

If Yes, describe: 2

I AFFIRM THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY

KNOWLEDGE

Applicant/sponsor name; Michael R. Goodfellow Date: //é’ //f?
Signature: %Z %% S N

Part 2 - Impact Assessment. The Lead Agency is responsible for the completion of Part 2. Answer all of the following
questions in Part 2.using the information contained in Part 1 and other materials submitted by the project sponsor or
otherwise available to the reviewer. When answering the questions the reviewer should be guided by the concept "Have my

responses been reasonable considering the scale and context of the proposed action?"

No, or
small
impact
may
occur

Moderate
to large
impact

may
occur

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities?

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

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




No, or Moderate

{ small to large
impact impact
may may
occur occur

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

11, Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health?

Part 3 - Determination of significance. The Lead Agency is responsible for the completion of Part 3. For every
question in Part 2 that was answered "moderate to large impact may occur", or if there is a need to explain why a particular
element of the proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please complete Part 3.
Part 3 should, in sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that have been included by
the project sponsor to avoid or reduce impacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency determined that the impact
may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting, probability of occurring,
duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. Also consider the potential for short-term, long-term and
cumulative impacts.

]  Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action may result in one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts and an

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

Name of Lead Agency Date

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency : Title of Responsible Officer

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer)




MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING
OF
THE PLANNING BOARD OF THE TOWN OF DEWITT

September 26, 2019

A regular meeting of the Planning Board of the Town of DeWitt, New York was held at
the Town Offices, 5400 Butternut Drive, DeWitt, New York, on September 26, 2019 at 7:00 p.m.

Therg were present:  Nathan Brown
Peter Webber
Steve Schroeder
Doug Arena
Joe Mueller

There was a quorum of the members of the Planning Board present. Also present were
Jamie L. Sutphen, Attorney, Andrew Worden, Director of Planning and Zoning; Stephanie
Guereschi, Town Environmental Planner. Peter Webber was Chairperson of the meeting and Jamie
L. Sutphen acted as Secretary.

M. Schroeder made a motion seconded by Mr. Brown to approve the minutes of the
September 12, 2019 meeting. The motion carried with all members voting in favor.

There were two work sessions scheduled on September 24™ for: Mojo’s and Bobeat.

Jewish Community Center Lighting Plan — PB-525-19
7:00 PM Public Hearing
SPR RE: Proposed Lighting Ymprovements for Community
Center in a Residential 2 District
5655 Thompson Road
Tax Map # 049.-01-01.0
(20 minutes)

Mr. Schroeder made a motion seconded by Mr. Brown 10 open the scheduled public
hearing together with a motion to waive the reading of the notice of publication. The motion
carried unanimously. Ms. Marci Erlebacher, Executive Director of the JCC was present for the
applicant and stated the need for the proposed lighting which is a safety issue, particularly in
hght of recent threats to Jewish centers. Homeland Security granted the JCC $50,000 to study the
issue and increase security. Increasing the lighting overall to strengthen the overnight security
system has been recommended and that is what is presented here. Dick Cunningham presented
the technical aspects of the lights. He stated that the proposed lights are dark sky compliant and
in accordance with the code, per JCC consultant.

The lighting levels and spillage off the site was discussed. The lighting in the context of
the adjacent neighborhood is a concern to be addressed by the Board. There was discussion as to
timing of the lights at night. It was stated that lighting is generally to be turned off per the code
within one half hour after close of facility, but there arc special considerations for security
reasons and there should be a turn down of lighting levels by 50%. Brian Ackerman
representing the JCC addressed whether 50% is going to work for camera use to monitor the



facility. There was discussion that wall-mounted fixtures at 9 feet may be ok — the three 25 foot
high pole-mounted lights will require further internal board review and alternative options were
requested.

Ray Hanley from the neighborhood spoke and wanted to be advised of what was
happening with the lighting. '

Alan Lipsy of Wedgwood Terrace suggested that the impact to neighboring homes may
be less than flood lights on a residential home. There was discussion among the Board that
residual lights spill off with the LED lighting may not be significant, Mr. Mueller made a
motion seconded by Mr. Brown to close public hearing, and the motion carried unanimously.

The Board would be reviewing the lighting plan for further discussion and decision. The
matter was tabled.

Cornerstone Crossing Subdivision — PB-517-19 .
Subdivision RE: Proposed Re-subdivision to Combine 4 Lots into 1, Plus Lot Line
Adjustment in an Office and Professional District
Woodchuck Hill Road
Tax Map # 076.-06-02.1, 076.-06-03.1, 076.-06-14.0, 076.-06-15.0 & 076.-06-16.0
(5 mixnutes)

John Appler, Esq. and Mike Goodfellow were present for the applicant, The plan was
shown and it was noted that this subdivision proposal facilitates further development of the lot.
Applicant said he was preparing new building plans that would be coming for Planning Board
review shortly,

Motion to approve the subdivision plan as presented with the following findings and conditions:

1. This is a Simple Division of Jand under the Code as no new lots are created; this
involves movement of a lot lines. The lots are both owned by the same owner. The changes per
the simple subdivision will create one lot which will be an improvement over several smaller lots
and allow for more flexibility as this applicant attempts to market or develop the property. The
combining into one lots cures the issue created by the acquisition of a town road that bifurcated
the property and acquisition of adjacent Jand from National Grid to be added to the parcel.

2. This board waives public hearing requirement for subdivision as permitted by the
Code where there are no new lots created. There should be no public interest in this combining of
lots.

3. The Board has reviewed the SOCPA referral of 6/16/19 which determined there will
be no adverse inter-community or county-wide implications.

, 4. This Board has reviewed the EAF submitted by the applicant and issues a negative
SEQRA declaration for the project. '

09/26/19



5. Applicant must file the subdivision map in the Onondaga County Clerk’s Office in
accordance with the rules of Onondaga County and provide a copy of the stamped filed map with
the Town of DeWitt Department of Planning and Zoning.

The motion carried unanimously.

Raymond Corp Parking Addition — PB-526-19
SPR RE: Expansion of Existing Parking Lot for Existing Warchouse/Manufacturing
Facility in an Industrial District
6581 Chrysler Lane
Tax Map # 027.-02-10.4
(15 minutes)

The Chairperson advised that he and others had the chance to tour the facility and
property and the expansion of the facility and it was good to see the business in operation. The
use of the facility and the parking count in light of the uses on the site was discussed. There are
various uses on the site and the parking currently on the site is 128 spaces and has been there for
some time.

There was discussion about whether a finding could be made by this Board relative to the
parking count. Mr. Schroeder stated that a variance is the best way to move forward with this
matter.

After discussion thereon, Mr. Arena made a motion seconded by Mr. Brown to approve
the plan as submitted with the following findings and conditions: This Board finds that the base
line of parking spaces for this site is 128 spaces and this parking configuration has been there for
some time. Accordingly, this Board further finds that the 128 spaces is the baseline of parking
for this facility. The parking appears to have always been deficient under modern code
provisions. The applicant proposes to add 19 spaces for a total of 147 spaces on the site, which is
still a technical deficiency per the Code. However, this Board requires a baseline parking count
from which to make this and future decision. In this instance, the parking count presented herein
is only 13 spaces “short” if it were to be built out per the code. A variance is not required as this
Board finds that there is no change in intensity of use of the site which has operated in its current
uses for a long period of time, and the parking spaces were previously deficient. (Raymond
continues to operate its manufacturing within the same footprint, although they are adding
people.) So, the Board may allow this parking count without a variance per the Code. This
approval is made with the following condition: this approval is for plans and other submitted
documents "Site Plan Documents” that have been signed by the Planning Board Chairperson and
the applicant and requires that all of the work shown be completed by the applicant in order for a
Certificate of Occupancy or Compliance to be issued.  Any proposed changes, additions or
deletions to the scope of work or materials from the Site Plan documents are NOT approved and
are subject to further Site Plan Review pursuant to Town of DeWitt Code Section 192-122,

All members voted in favor except for Mr. Schroeder who voted in the negative. The
motion carried.

09/26/19



Brittonfield Parkway Laboratory ~ PB-527-19
SPR RE: Construction of Upper-Story Addition to Expand
Existing Office Building in a Hi-Tech District
5063 Brittonfield Parkway
Tax Map # 021.-01-05.1
(20 minutes)

David Aiello was present for the applicant. The plan was shown and the architecture was
shown and discussed — materials shown and discussed. Parking and reserve discussed. Building
use discussed. Colors specifically discussed.

Mr. Webber made a motion seconded by Mr. Mueller to approve the plan as presented
with the following findings and conditions:

The architectural plans reflect a contemporary aesthetic; the addition replicates the style
and materials of the original building such that new composition reads as a unified building.
The plan as presented does not increase the footprint of the building from its current footprint.
Accordingly, the land available for parking and/or greenspace are not decreased.

The applicant has shown that the intensity of the use of the site is not increased from its
prior use because the prior use being 100% pure office use is of a higher intensity than the
proposed lab use. The laboratory use is does not have a specific “parking count” attributed to it
under the code. It is not medical and not office in a traditional sense. However, for purposes of
the code, the parking count assigned is office which requires a count of 64 spaces. 43 are
provided. This Board finds that the intensity of use of the premises is not increased since the lab
use is less intense and therefore, the applicant is not required to increase their existing parking
count. And, the applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Board that the 43 spaces are
adequate for their use and further that an additional 21 spaces could be added to the site in a
reasonable manner. These spaces are labeled “reserve™ on the shown plan.  This Board cannot
approve the reserve parking spaces, per se, as it is a ZBA function. However, the spaces are
shown for reference on this approved plan and a present a valid option for this site in the event
the intensity of use changes for this building, particularly in light of the second story. Keeping
green space in this well-planned office park, and in general for purposes of suitable permeable
area is a goal of this Board and this plan meets that goal. Accordingly, this plan is approved as
presented with the condition that within 6 months the applicant make application to the ZBA for
the 21 spaces to be approved as “reserve” parking. In the event the variance is granted this plan
will be returned to the Planning Board for approval of the plan’s “reserve” parking, so that the
matter will not have to return to the ZBA at a future point for the approval of reserve.

The approval is made with the additional following conditions: " The applicant must
bring to the Department of Planning and Zoning the following to be approved administratively:
1) the “Stamperete” shown on the plan will need details to be submitted and approved; 2) the
split-face for retaining wall details must be presented and approved. Additionally, the detail on
the metal facia must come back to the Planning Board for approval of colar palate,

09/26/19



Also, this approval is for plans and other submitted documents "Site Plan Documents”
that have been signed by the Planning Board Chairperson and the applicant and requires that all
of the work shown be completed by the applicant in order for a Certificate of Occupancy or
Compliance to be issued.  Any proposed changes, additions or deletions to the scope of work or
materials from the Site Plan documents are NOT approved and are subject to further Site Plan
Review pursuant to Town of DeWitt Code Section 192-122.

Motion carried unanimously.

Commerce Boulevard — PB-528-19
Concept SPR RE: Proposed Exterior Modifications to Existing
55,985 SF Warchouse in an Industrial District
6641 Commerce Boulevard '
Tax Map # 024.-04-12.1
(10 minutes)

‘Richard Ruggaber was present for the applicant. Chris Montante was also present and
explained leasing options present for the property. There was discussion regarding screening of
the lot area currently utilized for equipment storage; extension of curb cut towards the bend in
Commerce Boulevard was discussed, including the business’ trucks accessing the loading docks
from the striped 2 lane road. The Board would like fo see truck turn movements. There was
discussion regarding the fencing for screening purposes. There was discussion regarding the
bollards or other demarcation of the depressed loading dock. The Planning Board will deliver
comments for the applicant to respond to. The matter was tabled.

Mojo’s
Report RE: Pending Enforcement Proceeding
6500 Pheasant Road
{ 5 minutes)

The applicant was present. No member of the public or applicant was invited to speak as
the matter was on the agenda for a report from the Planning Board only.

The Board received a proposed motion in advance of the meeting and all members had
the opportunity to read and comment on same. Mr, Webber then made a motion seconded by
Mr. Brown to adopt the following report set forth below and to send same Town Codes
Prosecutor, Don Doerr, Esq. to be submitted to the Town Court in connection with the
enforcement matter pending against applicant: MOJO.

Report of the Planning Board:

The applicant, property owner had been cited by the Town Planning Department for failing
to complete its site plan in accordance with Planning Board site plan approval previously
issued for the applicant. The matter has been pending before the Town Court and the Court

09/26/19



has required the applicant to return to the Planning Board to work out details for proper
completion of the site plan. The Board has been amenable to working with the applicant to
“clean up” the site and to allow time for the applicant time to complete the site plan
requirements. Whether the site plan requirements may be modified has yet to be discussed
with the applicant. The Applicant was scheduled to appear at a work session before the
Board on August 20, 2019. When he did not show up at the appointed date and time, the
applicant was rescheduled for September 10, 2019. The applicant again did not show up
for the work session. After another court appearance, the applicant was scheduled for the
September 24™ work session of the Board and Vito Morgese appeared with Kevin Morgese.
The Chairperson relayed the following to this Board:

When Mr. Vito and Mr. Kevin Morgese arrived at the work session, the Chairperson
advised the applicant that the Recreational Vehicle that is stored on the premises must be
removed. The applicant was advised that pursuant to Zoning Code section 192-105-D,
outdoor storage is only allowed in any district as an accessory use to the primary use, It
was apparent that the recreational vehicle was not used in connection with the business.
The applicant did not dispute that. The applicant said that he was told it was allowed. It
was explained that according to code the storage of the Recreation Vehicle on the site is
not permitted and in determining how to proceed with the site plan review and what is
needed to correct the matter for court, the RV would have to be removed. The applicant
did not further discuss the site plan and said, “we are done here” and commenced to leave.
The Chairperson stated that this was the legal word and we would see him in court.

This Board is charged with the orderly development of land in the Town based upon the
existing Zoning Code. In approving the site plan for this project the Planning Board
allowed the principal use of the landscaping business and associated outdoor storage in
connection with the business (outdoor storage being an accessory use). The Town Zoning
Code allows a principal use on a site, together with its accessory uses. Principal and
accessory use are both defined in the Code. Any accessory use must be in connection
with primary use, In this instance, the storage of a recreational vehicle is not accessory
to the primary landscaping use. Whether or not payment is collected for the storage of
the vehicle was not discussed. But there is no reasonable scenario under which an RV
could be used in connection with the landscaping use.

Certainly, outdoor storage in connection with the landscaping use is allowed and has been
approved, with appropriate site review on the site by the Planning Board. However, the
RV doesn’t fit into the carefully designed and approved outdoor storage plan. There may
be other vehicles that are utilized in association with a principal use, particularly in a
landscaping business, but such vehicles and how they are situated and stored on the site
would be subject of site plan review as part of the outdoor storage plan. In all events
outdoor storage as an accessory usc requires site plan approval, See also for reference
192-83 — no recreational vehicle can be used for living or residential purposes in any
district.

Were it not the case that this matter was sent to Planning Board by the Court, the matter

of enforcement of site plan in the context of the illegal storage of the RV would be
strictly up to the Codes Enforcement of the Town. However, in as much as the Court
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has required the applicant to work with the Planning Board on resolving the code
violations on this site, this Board as part of that process is assuring that the site meets the
requirements of the prior approval, which necessarily includes that no unapproved uses
be allowed to continue on the site in violation of site plan approval.

The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Mueller made a motion seconded by Mr. Schroeder to adjourn the meeting and the
meeting adjourned at 8:20 pm. .

e,

L F;
. Sutphen, yccretary
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