PROCEEDINGS OF CODE REVIEW MEETING
OF THE VILLAGE TRUSTEES
MAY 28, 2019

PRESENT:

Mayor Bob Corby

Trustees Frank Galusha
Dan Keating
Lili Lanphear
Renee Stetzer

Attorney Jeff Turner

CALL TO ORDER

Motion by Mayor Corby, seconded by Trustee, to call the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. Vote: Corby —
yes, Galusha — yes, Keating — yes, Stetzer — yes. Motion carried.

Mayor Corby stated he would like to keep lot size restrictions in the code. The flag lot restriction has not
been entered into the code.

Part 2. Mayor Corby would like Maria Rudzynski to have input, a final pass on it. Section 210-24.4 —
Trustee Keating would like to have who the attendees should be for the preapplication conference.

Mayor Corby stated in Section 210-24.1-D? One of the objectives for development should be that it is
compatible in context with where it is - in scale, design, walkability, viewshed, and other environmental
features. This needs to protect the Village from a developer using this as a shortcut to circumvent
zoning; that it may comply with the Comp Plan, but that criteria should be providing open space,
protecting the viewshed, restoring an important historic building, providing a recreation amenity,
providing infrastructure, traffic calming. Trustee Keating was concerned about getting all the comments
to the consultants by tomorrow. Mayor Corby stated that it’s important to get it right before it is
adopted. Discussion followed about getting comments to the consultants. More discussion about the
timeline for the Comp Plan. Trustee Stetzer stated she has spoken to Tom Cummings. Mayor Corby
stated any language fine tuning can be done with an amendment.

SEQR Type 1 adjusted list: Justin Vlietstra’s email. Mr. Vleitstra stated his biggest concern is buildings
over 4000 square feet and what landscaping alterations would trigger SEQR review. Mayor Corby
commented he would like to add removal of vegetation that constitutes part of the riparian edge along
the Canal. Mayor Corby gave all the reasons to keep vegetation along the Canal; that the LWRP allows
us to regulate activity on state land, and that less than a quarter acre tree stand should be regulated,
should be a Type 1 and trigger for review. Attorney Turner stated application for demolition of a
structure over 400 square feet triggers site plan review for the Planning Board with HPB’s input.
Wording should say any structure over 400 square feet or any building that is identified as having
contributing significance to the Village of Pittsford National Register District.



Mayor Corby stated site plan review needs to have specific requirements for drainage because we have
a storm sewer system that is at capacity. Requirements for impervious surface needs to be stringent. It
would trigger review if it exceeds the maximum allowable percentage of impervious surface in the
respective zoning district. It does not need to be a Type 1 action. Mr. Vlietstra suggested having
impervious surfaces a certain number of feet from the lot line and should be in the zoning districts.
Attorney Turner suggested creating as a Type 1 action, adding any Unlisted Action occurring in the
Historic District or within the Village limits.

Trustee Stetzer stated complete definition list should be earlier that later. Attorney Turner suggested
have HPB definitions added to their section as well, as some of them are distinct to their review. This
would make it easier for the residents to use and understand. Mayor Corby suggested having printed
documents for PZBA and HPB sections available for the building inspector to hand out.

Trustee Lanphear questioned of there was any further information needed for Subdivision. Attorney
Turner will send comments from the whole packet by email to the Trustees as well as to the consultants,
so they have it in writing. He will send the latest draft for Subdivision to the Trustees for review. Mayor
Corby stated our current zoning code for residential lot size needs to be included in the new zoning
district code. Attorney Turner suggested deciding the minimum lot size for the threshold for subdivision
(Part 2). He suggested taking the current R-2 area requirements and transport them to the new R-2.
Mayor Corby listed the R-2 requirements. Attorney Turner will send four memos — Subdivision, Part 1,
Part 2, and Part 3.

Trustee Stetzer commented Section 210-13-5C page 8 Special Use permits should be taken out, that it
should be PZBA handling the review. Trustee Lanphear stated leaving it is the same for now until
outstanding issues have been resolved. Mayor Corby stated the criteria for special use permits needs to
be looked at for better language and feedback has been given to the consultants, but no draft has come
back from the consultants. Trustee Keating disagreed. Chapter 210 Article 33 page 12. Attorney Turner
stated it was his recollection that Special Permits would go to the PZBA and if there were concerns
about the standards to be used it would be controlled by adopting Special Use permit standards in the
Special Permit code. Trustee Stetzer stated there is a conflict because now the Special Use Permit
review is under the Trustees and the PZBA. Mayor Corby stated there hasn’t been a thorough discussion
on Special Use Permit review criteria and the intent for having Special Use requirements for restaurants
is recognizing unique nuisances posed by restaurants that affect residences. He would like to find the
original Special Use Permit code.

Motion made by Trustee Keating, seconded by Trustee Stetzer, the intent is for the PZBA to handle
Special Use Permits when the moratorium is complete, and we will make the according code
adjustments. Discussion followed. Attorney Turner stated it could go in both places as it is only a draft.
Trustee Stetzer stated there seems to still be some concerns about how Article 33 is written. Trustee
Lanphear stated her recollection was that the Trustees were going to wait to address the Special Use
section for the Comp Plan to develop their districts and to specify what was permissible in the Village
districts. Trustee Keating stated the Comp Plan should have a complete copy of their intended use while
the code update is happening and that an interim set of codes is not needed. Trustee Lanphear stated
she would prefer to wait until they get criteria and definitions from the consultants and to get the
districts to be clear. She is concerned that the Trustees have the first overview for projects that include



infrastructure, needs major oversite; and that was the intent of coming up with a PDU in the first place.
Mayor Corby stated there’s a scale issue that hasn’t been dealt with. It shouldn’t be segmented and it’s
all interconnected. Restaurants have impacts on residential districts, and it needs to be discussed line by
line. He also has a concern about recreational uses that needs to be talked about, again it is a scale
issue. Trustee Keating stated that there has been a lot of meetings on this subject and the consultants
need direction from the Trustees. Trustee Lanphear stated her concern that the use goes with the
property not with the business, and she wants to make certain that the best long-term interest of the
Village, where the districts will be set up, etc. Mayor Corby suggested take the time to do the whole
thing at one time and do it right. Vote — Galusha — no, Keating — yes, Lanphear — no, Stetzer — yes, Corby
—no. Motion not carried.

Motion by Mayor Corby, seconded by Trustee Lanphear, the next meeting Saturday, June 1, 9:00 a.m. to
discuss special permits. Vote: Galusha — yes, Keating — yes, Lanphear — yes, Stetzer — yes, Corby — yes.
Motion carried.

Motion by Mayor Corby, seconded by Trustee Lanphear, to adjourn the meeting. Vote: Galusha —yes,
Keating — yes, Lanphear — yes, Stetzer — yes, Corby — yes. Motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,
Jo Anne Shannon, Recording Secretary



