Planning Board (PB) Minutes, 4-15-24
Village of Sodus Point, NY

Members Present: Bruce Evener (Chair), William Kedley, William McKee, Janine Fogarty,
Mark Costich, Kathy Berretta

Staff Present: Linda Youngman — Clerk (in person), Village of Sodus Point (Kevin
Druschel - CEO, code enforcement officer) (zoom)

Others present: Village of Sodus Point (zoom), Christianna Wood (zoom), Carly Straubing
(zoom), Village of Sodus Point, Bruce Carey (zoom), justin m (zoom), Marc’s iPhone (2),
Laurie Verbridge, Ryan (zoom), unknown (zoom), Keri Wallenhorst (zoom), Steve Hyatt
(zoom), Valeri Lae Murray (in person), Joseph Gates (in person), Laurie Verbridge (in person),
Phil Leone (in person), Steve & Eva Hyatt (in person), Rick Gilbert (in person), Brad Martin
(in person)

Establishment of a Quorum: A quorum of 3 was established with six members in attendance.

Announcements: Advertisement of the meeting was posted on the Village website and
also posted at Wayne County Times. Chair Evener indicated Costich is not voting.

Call to order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Evener at 7:00 pm.

Review minutes from previous meetings: Minutes from 4-1-24 were reviewed, edited and
approved. William Kedley motioned to approve, Kathy Berretta seconded, the minutes were
approved.

Votes: Evener-aye, McKee-aye, Kedley-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye, Berretta-aye
The Public is invited to speak

Preliminary Site Plan Review, Review, Christianna Wood, 8429 Sill Shore Rd, to construct a
4'x40' permanent dock per DEC Permit. (190-49)

Christianna Wood spoke saying she wants to build a dock at 8429, there is no dock there. The Army
Corps of Engineers gave her approval, she got surveys as required by the PB, she completed the
SEQR form as requested by the PB. Mark Costich spoke saying he appreciated the work which
Christianna Wood provided as required by the PB. He still believes the proposed dock could be lo-
cated slightly more to the west. Mark Costich said a future proposed lift could interfere with the neigh-
bors and perhaps it could be moved slightly E. OGS (Office of General Services) has strong guide-
lines for docks and moorings. Christianna said she had sought all requested approvals. Bruce said
the PB need copies of all approvals Christianna had gotten. Ms. Wood asked that Brandon, the con-
tractor, get a chance to speak.



Kathy Berretta said she is aware of other people’s docks that were not even put on their own land —
why do some people have a harder time to put in docks? William Kedley said perhaps Ms. Wood’s
dock could be slightly relocated to the E, perhaps by nearly 10 ft. He thought that the survey done
was excellent. Janine Fogarty said she also thought the dock could be relocated about 6 ft to the E.
Bruce asked Kevin Druschel to speak to the authenticity of the document that shows legal ownership
of the property and trusteeship. Christianna said the two trustees are shown on the document saying
she wanted to comply with reasonable requests regarding the property but she questioned whether
the PB should require the legal ownership of the two properties under consideration. Kevin Druschel
asked if the PB had legal codes regarding proof of ownership.

Bruce asked Kevin to show that the PB had asked to have docks moved slightly previously. Mark
Costich said the PB is concerned with structures and permanent lifts. Kevin said docks should be at
least 10 ft away from other properties. Mark said the OGS documents should be submitted, the sur-
vey notes show that neighboring properties should not interfere with the proposed dock’s locations.
However, the shoreline can be interpreted as a straight line and the shoreline is curved. Bruce said
the proposed dock in the original location showed a 4x40 ft dock and lift — he asked would Chris-
tianna be willing to put the boat lift on the E side. Bruce Evener said he is worried about boat traffic
and safety of access for Christianna and her neighbors. Bruce wanted the boat hoist put on the E
side also — Brandon responded that the application is for the dock. Brandon said the professional
concerned was the surveyor and we should take his thoughts. Bruce reiterated that the dock hoist
was not part of the proposal. Brandon said no they did not want to relocate to the E.

Mark Costich and Chair Evener said they are trying to stay within the code. The PB has to provide an
overall review of the various agency responses. Bruce reiterated that the PB was trying to reach a
compromise. Brandon said the dock would be 10 ft off the property line and he said that Christianna
had supplied every piece of paperwork that the PB requested at the last meeting. Christianna said
the Army Corps of Engineers had given her approval for building the dock. She also said that Kevin
had the letter from the Army Corps of Engineers. Bruce asked Kevin if he had all of the required doc-
uments. Brandon said the PB had all required documents that had been requested. Bruce opened
the case for public comments.

Valerie Murray (neighbor) spoke saying she was not spoken to prior to the PB considering the case.
She did not know there was a dock planned until this Sunday. She is concerned that the planned
dock would be only about 4 ft from her existing dock. She doesn’t have an issue with the dock itself
but she is concerned that it would be so close to her existing dock. She likes the idea of a future boat
hoist being located on the E. Phil Leone spoke about historical surveys. Phil spoke about the Berretta
survey saying that is a case in point about remaining questions following surveys. Mark said the PB
has the final authority on location of docks with neighboring properties.

Brandon Martin spoke saying he listened to the neighbor and Phil. He thinks the approval should go
forward and doesn’t understand how the proposed dock should not meet required limitations. Bruce
asked if other attendees wanted to speak. Bruce asked before the PB completes the SEQR, were
there other PB comments. Kathy Berretta said the PB is here to vote on a dock, not a hoist. Mark
Costich said the hoist should go on the E side or the dock should be moved slightly so it does not in-
terfere with the neighbor’s dock and boat traffic. Mark Costich suggested the SEQR be attached to
the minutes rather than the secretary take down all comments — Bruce Evener agreed and said he
would give a completed copy of the SEQR to the secretary.

Mark Costich suggested that the PB SEQR review refer to the survey and wanted the professional
surveyor's comments in reference to the PB’s SEQR review be taken as conditions by the PB. The
SEQR should be completed before all other considerations.



Janine Fogarty read part of the surveyor's comments (McMahon and LaRue) and made a SEQR mo-
tion for unlisted action for 8429 Sill Shore Rd based upon:

1) short form EAF,

2) littoral line survey — 8429 Sill Shore Drive by McMahon and LaRue dated 4/10/24 and

3) NYSDEC letter of no permit jurisdiction.

The proposed dock will have no significant environmental impact, and results in a negative declara-
tion, William Kedley seconded, the motion passed unanimously.

Votes: Evener-aye, McKee-aye, Kedley-aye, Fogarty-aye, Berretta-aye

William McKee said the application should show the property owner’s name. Christianna said
she could get the paperwork filled out. Bruce said they wanted the design drawings of proposed
docks submitted. Christianna questioned why it is needed. Brandon asked if other applicants
had submitted, Bruce said yes.

William Kedley motioned to give preliminary approval for the permanent dock as submitted but
the applicant should provide copies of all agency correspondence and approvals. Location of the
dock and future lift should consider the location to the adjacent neighbor. If the lift is to be
considered in the future, it should be returned to the PB for approval. William McKee seconded,
the motion passed unanimously

Votes: Evener-aye, McKee-aye, Kedley-aye, Fogarty-aye, Berretta-aye

Final Site Plan Review, Steve Hyatt, 7114 Central Ave, to construct a 20x36 2 story garage
structure with an 8x10 second story deck per stamped plans. (CODE 190-49)

Mr. Hyatt spoke saying he gave revised plans to Kevin. There was a suggestion that the second
story deck be slightly relocated. The new plans show the second-floor deck which was reviewed
by the builders. Chair Evener asked what were the intentions for the garage — he asked if there
would be living space above, rental or mother-in-law. Mr. Hyatt said he has an aging mother and
he has family from out of state, perhaps they would live there — no commitment was made for
who would live there. Bruce confirmed that it is one property now, Mr. Hyatt said he understood.

William Kedley asked if they would continue use of the existing deck. Mr. Hyatt said yes. Berretta
had no questions, McKee had no questions. Mark Costich said the PB commented on the site
plan previously, concerning parking and driveway. There is no setback shown or dimensions on
the plans. The new plan does not show the nearby properties. Mark said the new drawing
implies that the lot is smaller but it is actually larger. The lot is substandard for the size of the
new building. Mark’s point is it is about 40 percent coverage. Janine Fogarty said it said it would
be 27 percent per plan notes. Mark also feels that the application is principal usage — he would
basically get 2 residences on the same Iot. He said he also would have 2 dwellings. The
apartment above would be an accessory to the accessory use of a garage. He said this would
be a code interpretation issue. He said this type of application should be considered differently in
the future.

Mark questioned if the attorney had commented on the code interpretation. Kevin indicated that



the attorney had confirmed, as of that evening, that he concurred the building is an accessory
use to the primary use. The garage is an acceptable accessory use. Mark indicated he did not
know of the attorney’s concurrence and felt the apartment constituted a principal use. Fogarty
moved to approve the 20x36 2 story garage with an 8x10 2" story deck, Berretta seconded, the
motion passed unanimously.

Votes: Evener-aye, McKee-aye, Kedley-aye, Fogarty-aye, Berretta-aye

Final Site Plan Review, Bruce Carey, 8039 Lake Rd, to construct a 50°x40 pole barn and
adding a second story onto existing building per stamped plans. (CODE 190-49)

Mark Costich recused himself.

Bruce Carey spoke saying he provided surveys and a site plan as requested by the PB. Bruce
Evener asked the PB for questions. Fogarty asked if there would be windows in the existing
building, Bruce said no windows — it is just for storage. Kedley asked about fire trucks access.
McKee asked if the sliding doors are locked from the inside, Bruce said yes. Berretta asked what
would be stored in this building — Bruce said equipment for the site, big lifts and other building
equipment. McKee asked about the zoning for the area. Kevin Druschel said it was residential.

Bruce asked about ventilation, Bruce said there would be moisture but he has planned for that.
Kathy Berretta asked if pole barns were allowed in that area. Bruce said it will not be visible from
the road. There is 15 acres of land there. Kedley asked about the other building which only has
one door shown, Bruce said there would be one door on front, one on back. Kedley said the
plans submitted only show one door, Bruce replied that there would be two doors. Bruce Evener
showed Kedley the plans and said there would be two doors on the other building. Bruce asked
for other questions. Fogarty moved to approve the site plan for a pole barn and adding a second
story with two doors per stamped plans, Kedley seconded, the motion passed unanimously.

Votes: Evener-aye, McKee-aye, Kedley-aye, Fogarty-aye, Berretta-aye

Mark Costich returned to the PB meeting.

Final Site Plan Review, Rick Gilbert, 7569 8th, to construct a 19x14 patio and a 22.5x14.3
second story deck. (CODE 190-49)

Rick Gilbert said he would build near an existing shed with the same setbacks with the existing
shed. They want to put in a patio and an upper deck with stairs coming off the upper deck. The
zoning board reviewed and made some suggestions on possible relocation so the required
setbacks could be maintained. 21.4 (old) and 31.6 (new) percent lot coverage and eliminating
the walkways. Today, it will be 31.6 percent lot coverage. Mark Costich said he hoped for a plan
with the whole lot shown, he said we only got pieces and it is hard to see the whole picture. Mark
said it would help to have a plan that shows the whole lot. Mark said the PB can’t visualize
unless they have a plan that shows everything. Rick said it will be a 2" story deck, 22.5x14.3.

Kevin said he is removing some people from zoom since we are getting bombed now. He is



removing people from zoom that he doesn’t know.

Rick asked why the PB members didn’t just visit the site — then they could tell what is being
proposed. McKee said the PB would want to be able to show others what was reviewed and
approved if questions arise in the future. Mark said the PB needs to know materials, colors,
details, etc. Fogarty motioned to approve the stipulated plans (19x14 patio and a 22.5x14.3 2"
story deck), Berretta seconded, the motion passed unanimously.

Votes: Evener-aye, McKee-aye, Kedley-aye, Fogarty-aye, Berretta-aye

New Business: Bruce Evener said this is Kathy Berretta’s last PB meeting and he wanted to
thank her for her many years of service to the PB. Bruce Evener also said this Wednesday will
be the PB meeting to discuss Chap 141.

Motion to adjourn: Motion to adjourn was made by Fogarty, Kedley seconded, the motion
passed unanimously. The meeting was adjourned by Chair Evener at 8:39 pm.

The next PB meeting will be April 29, 2024 unless plans change.



