Planning Board (PB) Minutes, 6-3-24
Village of Sodus Point, NY

Members Present: Chair Bruce Evener, William Kedley, William McKee, Janine Fogarty,
Mark Costich

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), Matt Nowak (zoom), Laurie Verbridge
(zoom), Kathy Berretta (zoom), Jen (zoom), Kevin Druschel (zoom),

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

Announcements: Advertisement of the meeting was posted on the Village website and
also posted at Wayne County Times.

Call to order: The meeting was called to order by Chair Bruce Evener at 6:30 pm.

Review minutes from previous meetings: Minutes from 5-20-24 were reviewed, edited and
approved. Janine Fogarty motioned to approve, William Kedley seconded, the minutes were
approved.

Votes: Evener-aye, Kedley-aye, McKee-aye, Costich-aye, Fogarty-aye
Business meeting:

There is a generic fence application which can be used by Sodus Point residents (attached at end
of these minutes). This will be considered by the Planning Board tonight. The Village Board will
be considering 141 this week in the Village Board meeting. There will be a commercial site plan
for Bruce Carey’s RV village soon — they will consider storage buildings, use of property, zoning
permission for storage buildings in the residential area, etc. Bruce Evener will talk to Kevin about
setting a date. Mark Costich attended a training on protecting wetlands, Janine Fogarty did not.

William Kedley brought up Tidesides and maintenance of the property — he said it did not look
good — lots of weeds across the property. Bruce Evener said they are refusing to clean up the
property. Janine Fogarty said the property needs a clean-up. Kedley is in favor of pushback from
the PB including keeping them from using the property until they do a clean-up. Bruce Evener said
he will pass this message on to the ZB. Bruce said perhaps the PB can give them conditional use.
McKee said perhaps the Mayor and Kevin could be advised that the PB wanted to prohibit all
Tidesides activity but conditional until the place is cleaned up.

Bruce Evener and Mark Costich talked about an email sent by Mark Costich. His email asks for
input. He discussed engineering drawings and fence applications. He wanted to discuss minimal



requirements for applications. He was opposed to marking up survey maps and engineers putting
their OKs on survey maps. He thinks the PB should keep in mind about highlighting survey maps.
Kedley suggested that no one should be marking up surveys, perhaps people should provide an
overlay tracing on the survey maps. Costich agreed with this approach. He spoke about
requirements of the code — we are looking for something we can easily read so we know what
people are applying for. A copy of Planning Board Application Requirements for Fence Permits
(attached at end of these minutes) was passed out and considered. Costich said we should include
all requirements in permit applications.

Mark Costich said the PB’s role is to be advisory to the ZB. He said that applications often focus
on impact of the fences on neighbors and neighborhoods. Bruce Carey said part of the PB’s job
is to pay attention to impact on the neighbors. He added that the ZB had final say. Bruce Evener
added for fence applications over 4 ft, the PB can give their recommendation but it is up to the ZB
to make the final determination.

Kedley said the PB normally asks the applicant for a letter of intent with details of the fence,
location, height, type of fence, contractor, gates to be used, posts, etc. Linda Youngman suggested
that the letter and materials should be prepared by the applicant, not the CEO. Janine Fogarty
added that the applicant should check all items on the form when complete. The reason for the
fence request (particularly for fences >4 ft) should be spelled out. Kedley suggested the applicant
should have the primary responsibility for completing all materials, including tax map of the
property (although Kevin can help if the applicant needs). Mark Costich said that some
responsibility should fall to the contractor for the fence to help provide required materials for the
fence application. There should be a land survey, instrument survey, tape location map that
provides evidence of property lines. Kedley said there were no pins locations on survey maps.
Bruce Evener said the fence contractor should be able to provide these materials. Mark Costich
said the PB approval implies some kind of authority and the PB should have materials that make
it explicitly clear what approvals have been granted.

Mark Costich suggested that the “fence plot plan” include property owner and address, date of
plan, N directional arrow, scale of drawing, plan number, property lines, structure locations,
ROW'’s, easements, manufacturer cut sheet of the fence sections, posts, gates and site photos of
the areas where the fence is to be located. McKee suggested the survey site plan original and
then a marked version of the survey site plan that shows locations of the fence should be
submitted. Mark Costich said a survey site plan should not be altered. He added that the PB
approval on a document that is altered should not be allowed.

McKee asked about site plans and tracings over the original site plan. Mark Costich said the survey
should be provided as original, not one that has been altered by the applicant. Kedley said it is
important to have something provided by the applicant that has the drawing provided by the
applicant showing where the fence would be exactly located. Kedley is in favor of a application
document that provides these details. Fogarty is in favor of site photos being included. Kedley said
we need to know dimensions of the fence also.

Bruce Evener said it is important to specify the letter of intent should give fence dimensions in
totality (height, length, length of sections, posts, gates, etc.). Fogarty suggested the dimensions
be shown in the survey map and in the letter of intent. Fogarty was in favor of leaving blank spaces



for the applicant to fill in. McKee said he didn’t think spaces for unspecified items should be left
on the fence application form. McKee agreed with the ending of the form saying all materials
should be provided and suggested perhaps it should be put at the top of the application form.
Kedley agreed. Fogarty said it reminded people to be responsible. She suggested putting it at the
beginning of the form and the end.

Mark Costich asked Kevin for his thoughts on the fence application form. Bruce said that Kevin
wanted the PB to consider the fence application form. Kedley wanted Kevin to let the PB know if
the fence application document was acceptable.

Bruce Evener asked the PB what was the next item for the PB to consider. The PB said new
homes, new additions, docks, etc. McKee said there is a difference between additions and new
builds. Accessory structures or sheds should be added. Mark Costich said the fence application
form should be completed before the next PB meeting. Kedley asked if Mark Costich could make
the tweeks to the form suggested tonight. Bruce added that Kevin does not have to bring docks
to the PB. Bruce’s predecessor did not want Kevin to be put in the position of a “good ole boy” to
approve people’s docks without the PB’s awareness of the planned docks.

Bruce said that 141 was being considered by the Village Board but the PB would do a final weigh
in.

Other Business: Kedley suggested we should discuss at the next PB Tidesides Marina.

Motion to adjourn: Motion to adjourn was made by Kedley, Fogarty seconded, the motion
passed unanimously. The meeting was adjourned by Bruce Evener at 7:30 pm.

The next PB meeting will be June 17, 2024 unless plans change.



Village of Sodus Point
Planning Board Application Requirements for Fence Permits
(Please read and become familiar with Village Code §190-22(g) and §121.)

Please Note:
e All fences regardless of size or location require Planning Board approval.
e Fences over 4 feet in height require Zoning Board approval. Variance requests must include the reason for the
variance request as well as a description of the “hardship” (see Village Code §190-61).

All Planning Board fence applications shall include the following:

Applicant Description
D Submission of the standard Planning Board Referral Form completed by the applicant, together with all

applicable information (detailed below) and payment of the application fee.

A Letter of Intent - A simple letter stating what the applicant intends to do, including name and address
of applicant, name of contractor (if different from applicant), address of property, fence location, fence
height (or heights, if fence height will vary), and type of fence, posts and/or gates to be used.
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If the request includes a fence in excess of 4’ in height, the reason for the request in excess of 4’ code
standard for area variances shall be included (§190-61).

A tax map of the property, highlighting where the fence is proposed to be installed.
A land survey, instrument survey or tape location map, providing evidence of property lines.

A plot plan or tracing overlay of the survey, showing fence location, ROWSs, and/or easements. This
document shall be entitled “Fence Plot Plan”. The document shall include the following information:

O od o

Property owner information and property address

Date of plan, north direction arrow, scale of the drawing, plan number (i.e. “Drawing number
1A”)

Property lines, approximate structure locations, ROW’s and easements known

Manufacturer cut sheet of the fence sections, posts, and any gates proposed to be used (phone
photos are discouraged)

Site photos of the area(s) where the fence is proposed to be located
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Please be certain that all items above have been completed and are included with the application package. All
documents must be legible and provide a clear understanding of the request. If any items are not included, please
provide a reason for not providing the required information in the Letter of Intent. Understand that failure to provide all
necessary information may result in delays and application rejection.

Submitted by: Received by:

Date:




