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1000 County Road 8
Farmington, New York 14425

PLANNING BOARD
The first meeting of the Farmington Planning Board was held on January 21, 1959

Wednesday, September 3, 2025 « 7:00 p.m.

MINUTES—APPROVED
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The following minutes are written as a summary of the main points that were made and are the
official and permanent record of the actions taken by the Town of Farmington Planning Board.
Unless otherwise noted, remarks delivered during discussions are summarized and are not
intended 1o be verbatim transcriptions. An audio recording of the meeting is made in accordance
with the Planning Board adopted Rules of Procedure. The audio recording is retained for 12
months. Video recordings of the meetings are posted on the Town of Farmington’s YouTube
channel (subscribe at youtube.com; enter Town of Farmingion NY in the search box).

The meeting was conducted at the Farmington Town Hall and via remote video conference.

R = Attended via remote video conference.

Board Members Present: Edward Hemminger, Chairperson
Adrian Bellis
Timothy DeLucia
Regina Sousa
Douglas Viets
Staff Present:

Lance S. Brabant, CPESC, Town of Farmington Engineer, MRB Group, D.P.C.
Ronald L. Brand, Town of Farmington Director of Development and Planning
Dan Delpriore, Town of Farmington Code Enforcement Officer—R

Tim Ford, Town of Farmington Highway and Parks Superintendent

Paula Ruthven, Town of Farmington Zoning Officer

Attending:

Jake Calabrese, P.E., Marathon Engineering, 39 Cascade Drive, Rochester, N.Y. 14614

Mike Krossber, Krossber Enterprises, LLC, 5984 State Route 96, Farmington, N.Y. 14425
Brennan Marks, P.E., Marks Engineering, 4303 Routes 5 & 20, Canandaigua, N.Y. 14424—R
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1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Minutes of August 20, 2025:

@ A motion was made by MR. VIETS, seconded by MR. DELUCIA, that the minutes of
the Planning Board Meeting of August 20, 2025, meeting be approved.

Motion carried by voice vote.

28 LEGAL NOTICE

None.

3. CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING: PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN;

PB #2025-0703 Continued Preliminary Site Plan Application

Name: Krossber Enterprises, LLC, c¢/o James Krossber,
5984 State Route 96, Farmington, N.Y. 14425

Location: 5984 State Route 96 and 5974 State Route 96

Zoning District: GB General Business and MTOD Major Thoroughfare Overlay
District

Request: Preliminary Site Plan approval. The project proposes an 11,261-

square-foot building and related site improvements on two Tax Map
Accounts (29.11-1-19.10 and 29.11-1-18.10) that are proposed to be
combined and addressed at 5984 State Route 96. The property is
zoned GB General Business District.

On July 16, 2025, the Planning Board determined that this application was complete and
scheduled a Public Hearing for the meeting on August 20, 2025.

On August 20, 2025, the Planning Board declared its intent to be designated as the State
Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) Lead Agency for making the environmental deter-
mination of significance on this application, directed the Town staff to prepare Part 2 and Part
3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Form, and continued the Public Hearing to the meet-
ing this evening (September 3, 2025).

On August 29, 2025, the Planning Board’s draft resolutions for this evening’s consideration
was sent via email to the applicant James Krossber and to his consulting engineering office
Marks Engineering (Brennan Marks, P.E., and Lindsey Tidd).
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Mr. Hemminger disclosed that he is the Commander of the Farmington AMVETS Post #332
and that the applicants have made a donation to the AMVETS Post of a hot tub having an
estimated value of over $7,000, which will raffled it off as a fund-raising project for the Post.
To avoid any appearance of a conflict of interest with the Town Planning Board’s pending
decision upon this application, Mr. Hemminger recused himself from participating in any dis-
cussion or the determination, and stepped down from the dais.

Mr. Viets, the Planning Board’s Vice Chairperson, then conducted this portion of the meeting.
See Planning Board minutes of August 20, 2025, for a description of this project.
Mr. Viets reconvened the Public Hearing on this application.

Mr. Marks presented this application via remote video conference. Michael Krossber attended
in the meeting room.

Mr. Brand said that the Planning Board, on August 20, 2025, designated itself as the Lead
Agency for making the State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) environmental deter-
mination of significance on this application and directed the Town staff to prepare Parts 2 and
3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF). He said that drafts of the Full EAF
Parts 2 and 3 were provided to the applicant and the Planning Board prior to the meeting.

Mr. Brand said that all Town staff review comments on this application have not yet been
received. He asked if the board would like 10 consider a draft resolution of approval with
conditions for the Preliminary Site Plan this evening, or if the board would prefer to wait until
all Town Staff comments have been incorporated into the draft Preliminary Site Plan resolu-
tion.

Mr. Viets said that the Public Hearing and the consideration of the Preliminary Site Plan
should be continued to the next meeting.

Mr. Brabant said that MRB Group reviewed the application and had no engineering comments
at this time,

Mr. Brand said that the Code Enforcement Officer and the Fire Marshal are expected to pro-
vide comments related to tie-in’s to the water and sewer utilities. He said that these comments
would be incorporated into a revised draft Preliminary Site Plan resolution for the Board’s
review and consideration at their next meeting on September 17, 2025. He also said that the
Town does not anticipate receiving comments from the New York State Department of Trans-
portation.

Mr. Viets asked if anyone in the meeting room wished to speak for or against this application,
or to ask questions. There were no comments from those in the meeting.

Mr. Viets then asked if anyone on the remote video conference wished to speak for or against
this application, or to ask questions.



Page 4 0f 18 Farmington Planning Board Meeting Minutes- APPROVED September 3. 2025

Mr. Marks said that he has not yet received Town comments on the Preliminary Site Plan
application and that the applicant would like to move forward on consideration of the Pre-
liminary Site Plan to move the process along.

Mr. Brand said that he did not believe that Mr. Delpriore has yet sent a memo to Town staff
[requesting the staff’s comments] and that he [Mr. Brand] recommends continuing the con-
sideration of the Preliminary Site Plan to the next meeting of the board.

Mr. Bellis said that he has several comments this evening which he would like to discuss to
keep the process going. Mr. Krossber asked if there is anything this evening that Mr. Marks
would need to change. Mr. Brand said that Mr. Krossber and Mr. Marks will receive other
board and staff comments as they come in, and there would likely be amendments prior to the
Board’s approval of the Preliminary Site Plan.

Mr. Bellis asked if the dumpster area would be enclosed. He also asked about the use of space
behind the existing building, which was formerly a coin operated car wash. Mr. Krossber said
that they will reflect the dumpster enclosure on the revised plans. He said that the space behind
the existing building will be used only by employees possibly for the storage of a forklift,
sand, or other items. He said that this area would also be designated for employee vehicles.

Mr. Bellis also asked about signage. He said that only one sign is currently being shown on
the plans. Mr. Krossber said that they plan to keep this existing sign and to use an existing
road sign for which a message sleeve has not yet been installed. He said that his brother has
been working with Ewing Graphics and the builder to accommodate signage.

Mr. Brand requested that Mr. Krossber meet with Mr. Delpriore in the morning [at the Project
Review Committee meeting on September 4, 2025] to inform Mr. Delpriore of the current
plans and any amendments to the plans. Mr. Brand said that this information is needed as soon
as possible to provide time for the Town staff to submit comments on the latest version. Mr.
Brand said that it would be great if this information could be provided by the end of this week.
Mr. Krossber said that he will have this information processed tomorrow (September 4, 2025)
with the builders and his engineer.

Mr. Bellis said that some land-banked parking in an area between the existing buildings was
discussed at a previous meeting. He said that it appears that straight-on parking may not work,
and that parking spaces may need to be turned. Mr. Krossber said that they plan to remove the
existing swimming pool and the fence area, and to use this area for customer parking.

Mr. Marks asked Mr. Krossber about the dumpster enclosure. Mr. Krossber said that he will
discuss this with Mr. Marks. He said that a sliding gate—clean-looking and functional—is
being considered. Mr. Brand said that this solution would eliminate the access around the back
of the property, where the applicant would like to have storage for employees. Mr. Delpriore
sent a remote message that he will reach out to Mr. Krossber following the Project Review
Committee meeting tomorrow. Mr. Delpriore also requested that Mr, Krossber should attend
the Project Review Committee meeting in October, as well.
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There were no additional comments or questions on this application this evening.

B A motion was made by MR. BELLIS, seconded by MS. SOUSA, that the Public Hearing
will be continued to the next meeting on September 17, 2025, at which time the board is
expected to consider the Preliminary Site Plan application.

The following vote on the above resclution was recorded in the meeting minutes:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Recused
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

® A motion was made by MR. DELUCIA, seconded by MR. BELLIS, that the reading of
the following resolution be waived, and that the resolution be approved as submitted by
the Town staff:

TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
ACCEPTANCE OF THE DRAFTS OF PARTS 2 AND 3

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORMS
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, KROSSBER ENTERPRISES, LLC

PB #2025-0703

APPLICANT: Krossber Enterprises, LLC, 5984 State Route 96,
Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency accepting drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full
Environmental Assessment Forms for the granting of
Preliminary Site Plan Approval to allow for the construction of
an 11,361-square-foot building and related site improvements
on two tax map accounts (29.11-1-18.1 and -19.1) that are
proposed to be combined and located at 5984 State Route 96,
Farmington, N.Y. 14425.

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board) is
the designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action; and

WHEREAS the Board has received from Town Staff drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Fult
Environmental Assessment Forms (FEAFs); and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the draft documents.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board does hereby accept the draft
documents as being accurate and complete for allowing the Board to use in making its
required findings and the determination of significance upon the above referenced Action.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution accepting
the drafts of Parts 2 and 3 FEAFs are to be filed with the involved agencies, the applicant,
the applicant’s engineer and the project file as provided for under the SEQRA and Town
Law Regulations.

The following vote on the above resolution was recorded in the meeting minutes:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Recused
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

8@ A motion was made by MR. DELUCIA, seconded by MR. BELLIS, that the reading of
the following resolution be waived, and that the resolution be approved as submitted by
the Town staff:

TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
SEQR DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, KROSSBER ENTERPRISES, LLC

PB #2025-0703

APPLICANT: Krossber Enterprises, LLC, 5984 State Route 96,
Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency determination of Non-significance: Preliminary
Site Plan Approval to allow for the construction of an 11,361-
square-foot building and related site improvements on two tax
map accounts (29.11-1-18.1 and -19.1) at 5984 State Route 96,
Farmington, N.Y. 14425,

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board)
the designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action, has completed its
review of and accepted Parts 1, 2 and 3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Forms
(FEAFSs); and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received from the Involved Agencies
during the coordinated review period and the general public during the 30-day public com-
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ment period, as provided for under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA);

and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received at the public hearings
conducted by both the Board and the Town Zoning Board of Appeals upon said Action;

and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the Criteria contained in §617.7 (c) of NYCRR,
Article 8, New York State Environmental Conservation Law (ECL).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board reasonably concludes that the
following impacts are expected to result from the proposed Action when compared against
the criteria in the above referenced Section 617.7 (¢):

(1)

(i)

(iif)

(iv)

v)

(vi)

{vit)

(viii)

there will not be a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or
surface water quality or quantity, traffic noise levels; a substantial increase in solid
waste production; a substantial increase in potential for erosion, flooding, leaching
or drainage problems; and

there will not be large quantities of vegetation or fauna removed from the site or
destroyed as the result of the proposed action; there will not be substantial
interference with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
as the result of the proposed action; there will not be a significant impact upon
habitat areas on the site; there are no known threatened or endangered species of
animal or plant, or the habitat of such species; or, are there any other significant
adverse impacts to natural resources on the site; and

there are no known Critical Environmental Area(s) on the site which will be
impaired as the result of the proposed Action; and

the overall density of the sites is consistent with the Town’s Comprehensive Plan
land use recommendations; and

there are no known important historical, archeological, architectural, or aesthetic
resources on the site, or will the proposed action impair the existing community or

neighborhood character; and

there will not be a major change in the use of either the quantity or type of energy
resulting from the proposed Action; and

there will not be any hazard created to human health; and

there will not be a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land including
open space or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses; and
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(ix)  there will not be a large number of persons attracted to the site for more than a few
days when compared to the number of persons who would come to such a place
absent the Action; and

(x) there will not be created a material demand for other actions that would result in
one of the above consequences; and

(xi)  there will not be changes in two or more of the elements of the environment that
when considered together resuit in a substantial adverse impact; and

(xii)  there are not two or more related actions which would have a significant impact
upon the environment,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based upon the above findings and the supporting
documentation in the project files, the Board determines that the proposed Action WILL
NOT result in any moderate to large adverse environmental impacts and, therefore, issues
this Negative Declaration of Non-Significance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the Acting Chairperson to sign the
Part 3 FEAF.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution making a
Determination of Non-Significance along with the Parts 1, 2 and 3 FEAFs are to be filed
with the involved agencies, the applicant, the applicant’s engineer and the project file as
provided for under the SEQRA and Town Law Regulations.

The following vote on the above resolution was recorded in the meeting minutes:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Recused
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

Following the voting, Mr. Hemminger returned to his place on the dais.

4, CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING: PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN
PB #2026-0704 Continued Preliminary Site Plan Application

Name: Laura Donaldson, c/o Bridges for Brain Injury, Inc., 5760 Duke of
Gloucester Way, Farmington, N.Y. 14425,
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Location: 1111 County Road 8, Farmington, N.Y. 14425
Zoning District: A-80 Agricultural District

Request: Preliminary Site Plan approval for construction of a 16,000-square-
foot Day Programming building and an 11,400-square-foot Wild-
life Education Building with adjacent outdoor wildlife area and
related site improvements on property at 1111 County Road 8, Tax
Map Account 30.00-1-61.100. The property is zoned A-80
Agricultural District.

On July 16, 2025, the Planning Board determined that this application was complete and
scheduled a Public Hearing for the meeting this evening on August 20, 2025.

On August 20, 2025, the Planning Board declared its intent to be designated as the State
Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) Lead Agency for making the environmental deter-
mination of significance on this application, directed the Town staff to prepare Part 2 and Part
3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Form, and continued the Public Hearing to the meet-
ing this evening (September 3, 2025).

On August 29, 2025, the Planning Board’s draft resolutions for this evening’s consideration
was sent via email to the applicant Laura Donaldson; to her engineer Jake Calabrese, P.E., of
Marathon Engineering; to Thomas Yourch, Chairperson, Farmington Zoning Board of Ap-
peals; and to the applicant’s architectural firm of Edge Architecture, c/o Allen Rossignol,
AIA, LEEP, AP; and Project Manager Christina Fluman.

See Planning Board minutes of August 20, 2025, for a description of this project.
Mr. Hemminger reconvened the Public Hearing on this application.
Mr. Calabrese presented this application.

Mr. Hemminger asked Mr. Calabrese if he had any issues with the draft resolutions. Mr.
Calabrese said no.

Mr. Brabant said that an MRB Group engineering comment letter was issued on September
2,2025. He said that he spoke with Mr. Calabrese about it, and that the letter is mostly tech-
nical in nature. Mr. Brabant said that the applicant is headed in the right direction regarding
stormwater and that there are no engineering concerns regarding the wastewater treatment
facility because this will be a private facility. Mr. Calabrese said that they will begin working
with the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation on these comments.

Mr. Brand said that the Public Hearing on this application will be continued to October 1,
2025, to allow time for the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) to consider the applicant’s arca
variance applications (ZB #2025-0701 and ZB #2025-0702) at the ZBA meeting later this
month.
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Mr. Brand requested that the draft SEQR determination of non-significance resolution be
amended to reflect that the Planning Board Public Hearing on this application be continued to
October 1, 2025. There were no objections to this amendment.

Mr. Hemminger asked if anyone in the meeting room wished to speak for or against this
application, or to ask questions. There were no comments from those in the meeting room.

Mr. Hemminger then asked if anyone on the remote video conference wished to speak for or
against this application, or to ask questions. There were no comments from those on the re-
mote video conference.

There were no additional comments or questions on this application this evening.

W A motion was made by MR. BELLIS, seconded by MS. SOUSA, that the reading of the
following resolution be waived, and that the resolution be approved as submitted by the
Town staff;

TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
ACCEPTANCE OF THE DRAFTS OF PARTS 2 AND 3

OF THE FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORMS
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, BRIDGES FOR BRAIN INJURY, INC.

PB #2025-0704

APPLICANT: Laura Donaldson, Bridges for Brain Injury, Inc.,
5760 Duke of Gloucester Way, Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency accepting drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full
Environmental Assessment Forms for the granting of
Preliminary Site Plan Approval to allow for the construction of
a 16,000-square-foot Day Programming Building, an 11,400-
square-foot Wildlife Education Building with adjacent outdoor
wildlife area, as well as infrastructure and on-site parking
improvements all related to the Bridges for Brain Injury
operations at 1111 County Road 8, Farmington, N.Y. 14425,

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board) is
the designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action; and

WHEREAS the Board has received from Town Staff drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full
Environmental Assessment Forms (FEAFs); and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the draft documents.

10—
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board does hereby accept the draft
documents as being accurate and complete for allowing the Board to use in making its
required findings and the determination of significance upon the above referenced Action.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution accepting
the drafts of Parts 2 and 3 FEAFs and these FEAFs are to be filed with the Involved
Agencies, the applicant, the applicant’s engineer and the project file as provided for under
the SEQRA and Town Law Regulations.

The following vote on the above resolution was recorded in the meeting minutes:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy Delucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Aye
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

B A motion was made by MS. SOUSA, seconded by MR. BELLIS, that the reading of the
following resolution be waived, and that the resolution be approved as amended:

TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
SEQR DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, BRIDGES FOR BRAIN INJURY, INC.

PB #2025-0704
APPLICANT: Laura Donaldson, Bridges for Brain Injury, Inc.,

5760 Duke of Gloucester Way, Farmington, N.Y. 14425
ACTION: Lead Agency determination of Non-Significance: Preliminary

Site Plan Approval to allow for the construction of a 16,000-
square-foot Day Programming Building, an 11,400-square-foot
Wildlife Education Building with adjacent outdoor wildlife
area, as well as infrastructure and on-site parking
improvements all related to the Bridges for Brain Injury
operations at 1111 County Road 8, Farmington, N.Y. 14425,

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafier referred to as Board)
the designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action, has completed its
review of and accepted Parts 1, 2 and 3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Forms
(FEAFs); and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received from the Involved Agencies
during the coordinated review period and the general public during the 30-day public com-
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ment period, as provided for under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA);

and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received at the public hearings
conducted by both the Board and the Town Zoning Board of Appeals upon said Action;

and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the Criteria contained in §617.7 (¢) of NYCRR,
Article 8, New York State Environmental Conservation Law (ECL).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board reasonably concludes that the
following impacts are expected to result from the proposed Action when compared against
the criteria in the above referenced Section 617.7 (c):

(D)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

v)

(vi)

(vii)

(viii)

there will not be a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or
surface water quality or quantity, traffic noise levels; a substantial increase in solid
waste production; a substantial increase in potential for erosion, flooding, leaching
or drainage problems; and

there will not be large quantities of vegetation or fauna removed from the site or
destroyed as the result of the proposed action; there will not be substantial
interference with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
as the result of the proposed action; there will not be a significant impact upon
habitat areas on the site; there are no known threatened or endangered species of
animal or plant, or the habitat of such species; or, are there any other significant
adverse impacts to natural resources on the site; and

there are no known Critical Environmental Area(s) on the site which will be
impaired as the result of the proposed Action; and

the overall density of the sites is consistent with the Town’s Comprehensive Plan
land use recommendations; and

there are no known important historical, archeological, architectural, or aesthetic
resources on the site, or will the proposed action impair the existing community or

neighborhood character; and

there will not be a major change in the use of either the quantity or type of energy
resulting from the proposed Action; and

there will not be any hazard created to human health; and

there will not be a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land including
open space or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses; and
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(ix)  there will not be a large number of persons attracted to the site for more than a few
days when compared to the number of persons who would come to such a place
absent the Action; and

(x)  there will not be created a material demand for other actions that would result in
one of the above consequences; and

(xi)  there will not be changes in two or more of the elements of the environment that
when considered together result in a substantial adverse impact; and

(xi1)  there are not two or more related actions which would have a significant impact
upon the environment,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based upon the above findings and the supporting
documentation in the project files, the Board determines that the proposed Action WILL
NOT result in any moderate to large adverse environmental impacts and, therefore, issues
this Negative Declaration of Non-Significance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the Chairperson to sign the Part 3
FEAF.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution making a
Determination of Non-Significance along with the Parts 1, 2 and 3 FEAFs are to be filed
with the Involved Agencies, the applicant, the applicant’s engineer and the project file as
provided for under the SEQRA and Town Law Regulations.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Public Hearing on this application be continued
to October 1, 2025.

The following vote on the above resolution was recorded in the meeting minutes:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Aye
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

5. OPEN DISCUSSION
Director of Planning and Development:

Mr. Brand provided the following information:
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2023-2024 Maintenance Reports—2021 Edition of the Comprehensive Plan. This
will be an action item for review and recommendation at the Planning Board
meeting on September 17, 2025. These reports, when accepted by the Town Board,
will become part of Appendix 6 of the Comprehensive Plan document. They pro-
vide a tracking of the implementation actions identified in the Plan so that when it
comes time to revise (update} the Plan, the narratives for the subareas can be more
readily addressed. Mr. Brand said that this is similar to a history book during the
planning period.

The Town Board conducted four Public Hearings on the adoption of local laws at
the meeting on August 26, 2025. All four were approved and are being filed with
the Secretary of State, i.e.:

Local Law #6 of 2025, Chapter 159: Town Code, Amendments to “Water Rules
and Regulations.”

Local Law #7 of 2025, Chapter 49:Town Code, Amendments to “Animals.”
Local Law #8 of 2025: Temporary Weight Restrictions to certain Town Highways.

Local Law #9 of 2025: Burials and Burial Grounds.

Also discussed at last week’s Town Board meeting was the Farmington Meadows
Incentive Zoning Project. Based upon that discussion, Passero Associates has made
further revisions to the Concept Drawing which is on display in the Main Foyer
tonight. Mr. Brand requested that board members take a look at it as they exit. Mr.
Brand said that he is not sure, at this time, whether there will be further discussion
at next Tuesday’s Town Board meeting or at the September 23rd meeting. The next
steps in the rezoning process involve the preparation of Preliminary Subdivision
Plat drawings and Preliminary Site Plan drawings, along with an amended Part 1
Full Environmental Assessment Form for submission to the Planning Board at a
future meeting, referral to the Ontario County Planning Board, completion of a
coordinated review under the State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR)
regulations, and determination and approvals with or without conditions. The Town
Board has informed the applicant that they want a phasing plan identified for the
site’s development. This will help with their conditions of approval.

Mr. Hemminger said that the revised Concept Drawing includes the amendments
which had been suggested by the Planning Board, including the reorganization of
one building in the senior housing section, and the increase in driveway widths from
single-width to double-width. He said that Planning Board review early in the proc-
ess makes a difference.

Mr. Brand requested that the revised Concept Drawing be posted to the Town’s
iWorq database for review by the Planning Board and Town staff. He also requested
that the Planning Board pay attention to the applicants’ list of Incentive Zoning
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amenities which they are offering to the Town, to be sure that they are amenities
and are not already Town requirecments.

There is nothing to report on the presentation of the Farmington Market Center
Incentive Zoning Project. Mr. Brand said that the Town is still waiting for the ap-
plicant Angelo Ingrassia to resolve last minute lease agreements.

Sky Solar’s latest 90-day extension ends on October 15, 2025, which is the date of
the Planning Board’s second meeting in October. The adopted resolution specifies
that they must have a letter requesting another extension submitted to the Town
Development Office by 12:00 noon on Thursday, October 9, 2025 (PB #0408-24:
Sky Solar Preliminary Site Plan East Project; and PB #0409-24: Sky Solar Prelimi-
nary Site Plan West Project).

Ontario CSG 1, LLC Solar Project (New Energy Equity, Lynn T. Fish Farm, 4494
Mt. Payne Road: Fish Solar Project): No additional information has been received
and there have been no requests to meet with Town Staff, which are two require-
ments prior to the Planning Board’s determination whether the applications for a
Special Use Permit and Preliminary Site Plan for the proposed Large-Scale Ground
Mounted Solar Project can be accepted. The neighborhood is awakening with
concerns and Freedom of information Law (FOIL) requests. Mr. Hemminger re-
quested that the Town staff keep Mr. Fish apprised of the status of this application.
Ms. Ruthven said that Mr. Delpriore received an email from the applicant today
that he is working on the materials which the Town requires, and that Mr. Delpriore
spoke with Mr. Fish regarding this (PB #2025-0501: Preliminary Site Plan; and PB
#2025-0502: Special Use Permit).

It is the intent of the S. B. Ashley Management Corporation (the applicant of the
Hathaway’s Corners Incentive Zoning Project) to consider amending a portion of
a five-acre area of the project, located at the northwest corner of the intersection of
Savalla Boulevard and Barry Place, for a change in land use from commercial to
residential. The Town staff met with the applicant and discussed concerns about
there not being any commercial development within this mixed-use project. No
further information is available at this time.

A local law regarding Town Code Chapter 144 text amendments is expected to be
considered by the Town Board on September 23, 2025, followed by a referral to
the Ontario County Planning Board, and a subsequent Public Hearing before the
Town Board.

The Pre-Construction meeting for the T&M Properties of WNY project on the north
side of Loomis Road (Villager Construction) is scheduled for Thursday, September
4, 2025, during the monthly Project Review Commitiee meeting (PB #2025-0503:
Final Site Plan approved with conditions on June 4, 2025). Mr. Hemminger re-
quested that the Town staff remind the applicant to be sure that correct number of
Town inspections are conducted prior to the proposed dedication of the internal

15-



Page 160of 18 Farmington Planning Board Meeting Minutes—APPROVED September 3, 2025

project road to the Town. Mr. Brabant said that the Planning Board’s conditions of
Final Site Plan approval are carried over to the MRB Group Pre-Construction Meet-
ing Minutes. Mr. Hemminger said that these conditions must be made clear to the
applicant.

Code Enforcement Officer:

Ms. Ruthven said that the Final Site Plan Amendment application of Mr. Bellis, 5540 Holtz
Road, will be on the Planning Board agenda on September 17, 2025. The Planning Board
accepted the application on August 6, 2025, and initiated the State Environmental Quality
Review (SEQR) 30-day coordinated review from August 7, 2025, to September 5, 2025
(PB #2025-0802).

She also said that the Final Site Plan Amendment application of the Cobblestone Arts

Center, 1622 State Route 332, also will be on the Planning Board agenda on September 17,
2025 (PB #2025-0804).

Ms. Ruthven asked about the board members’ experiences with the new iWorq database
software. Mr. Hemminger said that the software is working fine and that he particularly
likes having received emails when new materials are posted.

Highway Superintendent:

Mr. Ford said that the road binder, road gutters and sidewalks on the north side of the
Creekwood Townhomes project have been poured. He said that the sidewalks on the south
stde of the road have been boxed out, but that no forms have been instalted and no work
on this side of the road has been completed in the past two weeks. He said that part of this
road dedication also involves the private portion of the Pintail road and they still need to
replace broken road gutters.

Town Engineer:

Mr. Brabant discussed the procedure of carrying over the Planning Board’s conditions of
approval to the MRB Group-prepared Pre-Construction Meeting minutes, and that he will
follow this procedure when the T&M Properties of WNY (Villager Construction) Pre-Con-
struction Meeting minutes are written.

Mr. Brabant also said that road dedication procedures are fairly lengthy and involve Town
inspections and submittal of the record drawings by the applicants. He said that record
drawings have not yet been received for the road dedication in the Creekwood Townhomes
project, and that the applicant is running out of time for this year.
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6. PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.

7. TRAINING OPPORTUNITIES

B MRB Group/Hancock Estabrook 2025 Municipal Bootcamp Trainings
For information: (800) 701-8746 or info@mrbgroup.com
For registration: https://register.gotowebinar.com/register/48900824014082 1343\

Session 8: September 25, 2025
Putting the Home in Hometown: Strategies for Attracting Housing Investment to Your Community
6:00 p.m.-7:00 p.m.

Session 9: October 23, 2025

Short, But Not Too Short: How Short Term Rentals Are Changing the Development and
Regulatory Landscape

6:00 p.m.-7:00 p.m,

Session 10: December 18, 2025
Santa’s Naughty and Nice List: The Best and Worst of 2025
6:00 p.m.-7:00 p.m.

B New York Planning Federation Recorded Webinars:
For information: (518) 512-5270 or nypf@nypf.org

® General Code e-Code
Daily drop-in lunchtime training Q& A sessions plus webinars in several categories.
Information: https://www.generalcode.com/training/

B Future Training Opportunities Online:
Ontario County Planning Department website now lists upcoming training:
https://www.co.ontario.ny.us/192/Training

8. ADJOURNMENT

B A motion was made by MR. DELUCIA, seconded by MR. BELLIS, that the meeting be
adjourned.

Motion carried by voice vote.

The meeting was adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

The next regular meeting of the Planning Board will be held on Wednesday, September
17, 2025, at 7:00 p.m., at the Farmington Town Hall, 1000 County Road 8, Farmington,
N.Y. 14425.

This meeting will also be available via remote video conference.
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Following the meeting, the front doors to the Town Hall were locked.

Respectfully submitted,

otae /7). i?M . L.S.
M. Robortella ~
Farmington Planning Board Clerk
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& TOWN OFa.,

FARMINGTON

1000 County Road 8, Farmington, New York 14425-9565

“The Gateway to Ontario County” {Exit 44 NYS Thruway)

Re:

Yours truly,
oConr 1T} »

Enclosures:

Laura Donaldson

Bridges for Brain Injury, Inc,
5760 Duke of Gloucester Way
Farmington, New York 14425

PB #2025-0704

The Town of Farmington s an equal opportunity provider
TDD 1-800-662-1220

www.farmingtonny.gov

September 4, 2025

Bridges for Brain Injury, inc. Preliminary Site Plan:
SEQR Determination of Non-Significance Materials

Dear Ms. Donaldson:

Gt
ohn M, Robortella
Clerk of the Planning Board

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part t

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 2

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 3

Resolution: Accepting Full Environmental Forms Part 2 and Part 3
Resolution: SEQR Determination of Non-Significance

+ Town of Farmington Planning and Development Office
Y Town Clerk

Jake Calabrese, P.E., Marathon Engineering
Allen Rossignol, AlA, LEED, AP, Edge Architecture
Christina Fluman, Fdge Architecture
SEQR Involved Agency: New York State Department of Health, attn: Cecelia McAuliffe
SEQR Involved Agency: New York State Dept. of Environ. Conservation, Region 8 Office
SEQR Involved Agency: Ontario County Department of Public Works, atin: Garvett Beishcim
SEQR Involved Agency: Canandaigua-Farmington Consolidated Water District,

atin: Aaron Bissell, Water and Sewer Superintendent
SEQR Involved Agency: Town of Farmington Zoning Board of Appeals, attn; Thomas Yourch

Attached please find copies of the actions taken on the above referenced application by the
Farmington Planning Board on September 3, 2025.

If you have any questions on this action, please contact Ronald Brand, the Town of Farmington
Director of Planning and Development, at (315) 986-8100 and select choice “5” (Director of Development)
from the telephone voice menu.
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TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
ACCEPTANCE OF THE DRAFTS OF PARTS 2 AND 3
OF THE FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORMS
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, BRIDGES FOR BRAIN INJURY, INC.

PB #2025-0704

APPLICANT: Laura Donaldson, Bridges for Brain Injury, Inc.,
5760 Duke of Gloucester Way, Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency accepting drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full Environ-
mental Assessment Forms for the granting of Preliminary Site Plan
Approval to allow for the construction of a 16,000-square-foot Day
Programming Building, an 11,400-square-foot Wildlife Education
Building with adjacent outdoor wildlife area, as well as infrastructure
and on-site parking improvements all related to the Bridges for Brain
Injury operations at 1111 County Road 8, Farmington, N.Y. 14425.

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board) is the
designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action; and

WHEREAS the Board has received from Town Staff drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full Environ-
mental Assessment Forms (FEAFs); and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the draft documents.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board does hereby accept the draft docu-
ments as being accurate and complete for allowing the Board to use in making its required findings
and the determination of significance upon the above referenced Action.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution accepting the
drafts of Parts 2 and 3 FEAFSs and these FEAFs are to be filed with the Involved Agencies, the
applicant, the applicant’s engineer and the project file as provided for under the SEQRA and Town
Law Regulations.

The above resolution was offered by MR. BELLIS and seconded by MS. SOUSA at a meeting of
the Planning Board held on Wednesday, September 3, 2025. Following discussion thereon, the
following roll call vote was taken and recorded:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Aye
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.
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I, John M. Robortella, Clerk of the Board, do hereby attest to the accuracy of the above Resolution
being acted upon and recorded in the minutes of the Farmington Planning Board for the Wednes-
day, September 3, 2025, meeting.

.. Clpetele L.S.
Jo . Robortella,
Clerk of the Board
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TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
SEQR DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, BRIDGES FOR BRAIN INJURY, INC.

PB #2025-0704

APPLICANT: Laura Donaldson, Bridges for Brain Injury, Inc.,
’ 5760 Duke of Gloucester Way, Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency determination of Non-Significance: Preliminary Site
Plan Approval to allow for the construction of a 16,000-square-foot
Day Programming Building, an 11,400-square-foot Wildlife Educa-
tion Building with adjacent outdoor wildlife area, as well as infra-
structure and on-site parking improvements all related to the Bridges
for Brain Injury operations at 1111 County Road 8, Farmington, N.Y.
14425.

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board) the
designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action, has completed its review of
and accepted Parts 1, 2 and 3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Forms (FEAFs); and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received from the Involved Agencies during
the coordinated review period and the general public during the 30-day public comment period, as
provided for under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA); and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received at the public hearings conducted by
both the Board and the Town Zoning Board of Appeals upon said Action; and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the Criteria contained in §617.7 (c) of NYCRR, Article 8,
New York State Environmental Conservation Law (ECL).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board reasonably concludes that the
following impacts are expected to result from the proposed Action when compared against the
criteria in the above referenced Section 617.7 (c):

M there will not be a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface
water quality or quantity, traffic noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste produc-
tion; a substantial increase in potential for erosion, flooding, leaching or drainage
problems; and

(ii) there will not be large quantities of vegetation or fauna removed from the site or destroyed
as the result of the proposed action; there will not be substantial interference with the
movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species as the result of the proposed
action; there will not be a significant impact upon habitat areas on the site; there are no
known threatened or endangered species of animal or plant, or the habitat of such species;
or, are there any other significant adverse impacts to natural resources on the site; and
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(iii)  there are no known Critical Environmental Area(s) on the site which will be impaired as
the result of the proposed Action; and

(iv)  the overall density of the sites is consistent with the Town’s Comprehensive Plan land use
recommendations; and

(v) there are no known important historical, archeological, architectural, or aesthetic resources
on the site, or will the proposed action impair the existing community or neighborhood
character; and

(vi)  there will not be a major change in the use of either the quantity or type of energy resulting
from the proposed Action; and

(vii) there will not be any hazard created to human health; and

(viii) there will not be a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land including open
space or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses; and

(ix)  there will not be a large number of persons attracted to the site for more than a few days
when compared to the number of persons who would come to such a place absent the
Action; and

(x)  there will not be created a material demand for other actions that would result in one of the
above consequences; and

(xi)  there will not be changes in two or more of the elements of the environment that when
considered together result in a substantial adverse impact; and

(xi1) there are not two or more related actions which would have a significant impact upon the
environment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based upon the above findings and the supporting docu-
mentation in the project files, the Board determines that the proposed Action WILL NOT result in
any moderate to large adverse environmental impacts and, therefore, issues this Negative Declara-
tion of Non-Significance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the Chairperson to sign the Part 3 FEAF.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution making a Deter-
mination of Non-Significance along with the Parts 1, 2 and 3 FEAFs are to be filed with the In-

volved Agencies, the applicant, the applicant’s engineer and the project file as provided for under
the SEQRA and Town Law Regulations.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Public Hearing on this application be continued to Octo-
ber 1, 2025.
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The above resolution was offered by MS. SOUSA and seconded by MR. BELLIS at a meeting of
the Planning Board held on Wednesday, September 3, 2025. Following discussion thereon, the
following roll call vote was taken and recorded:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Aye
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

I, John M. Robortella, Clerk of the Board, do hereby attest to the accuracy of the above Resolution
being acted upon and recorded in the minutes of the Farmington Planning Board for the Wednes-
day, September 3, 2025, meeting.

e 110, Qlpr@ LS
Joha-d. Robortella, Clerk of the Board



Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part I - Project Information

Instructions fo mpletin

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 fimding, 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:
Bridges for Brain Injury

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):
1111 County Road 8 Farmington NY 14425

Brief Description of Proposed Action:

Bridges For Brain injury is proposing to expand their operation by constructing a 16,000 SF Day Programming Building, an 11,400 SF Widifa

Education Building with adiacent outdoor wildlife area, as well as infrestructure and perking Improvements. These will be constructed on their existing
24 7-acrs gite.

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: 585.396-0070 x.2
Laura Donakison, Bridges for Braln Injury E-Mail:; M@Www
Address:
5760 Duke of Gloucester Way
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
|Fammington NY 14425
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 parrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that m D
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. If no, conlinue to question 2.
2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other government Agency? NO YES
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval: Town of Farmington ZBA D m
3. a Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 24.7 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 8.75 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous preperties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 24.7 acres

Check all land uses that occur on, are adjoining or near the proposed action:

5. [JUban [ Rural (non-agriculture) [ Industrial [] Commercial [Z] Residential (suburban)
3 Forest [7] Agriculture [J Aquatic [} Other(Specify):
[ Parkland
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5. Is the proposed action,

8. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

[
L

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural landscape?

7. Is the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
If Yes, identify:

8. a.  Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels?
b.  Are public transportation services available at or near the site of the proposed action?

¢.  Are any pedesirian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near the site of the proposed
action?

9. Does the proposed acticn meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?
If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

RN NENEINENRE

10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply?

If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment:

Instaliation of a wastewater treatment faclity due to poor solls

NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing potable water: D m
11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities? NO | YES

12. a. Does the project site contain, or i3 it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the
Commissioner of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the
State Register of Historic Places?

b. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

3. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody?

If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:

KO
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14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:
[shoreline  [] Forest [7] Agricultural/grasslands [ Early mid-successional
EAJWetland [ Urban [Z] Suburban

15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed by the State or
Federal government as threatened or endangered?

16. Is the project site located in the 100-year flood plan?

17. Will the proposed aclion create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources?
If Yes,

a.  Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties?

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

OB 3N |E

18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that would result in the impoundment of water

completed) for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe:

NO | YES
or other liquids (e.g., retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?
If Yes, explain the purpose and size of the impoundment:
L]
19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed solid waste | NO | YES
management facility?
If Yes, describe:
[]
20.Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or NO | YES

MY KNOWLEDGE

1 CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF

Applicant/sponsor/pame; Jake Calabrese, Marathon Engineering, as Agent Date: 8‘37/ 25-

Signature: / M"’—' Title: Project Manager

/

PRINT FORM
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EAF Mapper Summary Report

Tuesday, July 1, 2025 11:48 AM
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answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
question can be obianed by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digilal dala avaiiable to
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confirm data provided by the Mapper or to oblain dala not provided by
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Alhany

Part 1 / Question 7 {Critical Environmental No
Area)

Part 1/ Question 12a [National or State No
Register of Historic Places or State Eligible
Sites]

Part 1/ Question 12b [Archeological Sites] Yes

Part 1/ Question 13a [Wetlands or Other Yes - Digital mapping information on local, New York State, and federal

Regulated Waterbodies] wetlands and waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to the EAF
Workbook.

Part 1/ Question 15 [Threatened or No

Endangered Animal]

Part 1/ Question 16 [100 Year Flood Plain]  Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

Part 1/ Question 20 [Remediation Site] No

Short Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report



Agency Use Only [If applicable)
Project ; |P920z5-07mamgsslorammmiw ‘
Date: [gopombers,zs |

Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency's reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.

If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding

with this assessment.

Tips for completing Part 2:
*  Review all of the information provided in Part 1.

Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.

Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.

checking the box “Moderate to large impact may occur.”
The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.

question and consult the workbook.

Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.

If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
If you answer “No” to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

e When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the “whole action™.
¢ Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.
® _Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency

I you are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general

1. Impact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of, DNO MIYES
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No"”, move on to Section 2.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is
E2d B m
less than 3 feet.
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f "4 (W
c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or | E2a O
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a A O
of natural material.
e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year | Dle %4 O
or in multiple phases.
f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e¢, D2gq 74} a
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
g. The propesed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosien hazard arca. Bli %] 0
h. Other impacts: o O 0
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Impact on Geological Features

The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,
minerals, fossils, caves). (Sec Part 1. E.2.g)

a

If “Yes", answer questions a - ¢. If “No’', move on to Section 3.

INno

JYEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may gccur occur
a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: E2g a a
b. The propesed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a E3c o o
registered National Natural Landmark.
Specific feature:
c¢. Other impacts: a o

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
bodies {¢.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)

If "Yes", answer questions a- . If “No", move on to Section 4.

ZINo

[CJyEes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, D1h o D

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a D2b . o
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

¢. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a a o
from a wetland or water body.

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h o o
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.

€. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, cither from upland erosion, | D2a, D2h o o
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal | D2c u] o
of water from surface water.

2. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge | D2d o o
of wastewater to surface water(s).

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e | o
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or E2h o o
downstream of the site of the proposed action.

j. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2g, E2h o o
around any water body.

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dla, D2d u} o
wastewater treatment facilities.
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1. Other impacts: o o
4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or DNO mYES
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.¢c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.1)
If “Yes", answer questions a - h. If “No", move on to Section 5.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand | D2c 4] |
on supplies from existing water supply wells.
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable D2¢ i} a
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source: _ S -
c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and | D1a, D2¢ A O
SEWer services.
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E21 4 O
e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations | D2¢, Elf, % O
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg,Elh
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products | D2p, E2I 74 a
over ground water or an aquifer.
g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2q, 4} g
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E2l, D2c
h. Other impacts: e O a
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. KIno [JvYEs
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes"”, answer questions a- g. If "No”, move on to Section 6.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may eccur occur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i a u|
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j o o
c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floedplain. E2k = =
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2e o (u
patterns.
¢. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, EZi, a )
E2j, E2k
f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, | Ele a o

or upgrade?
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g. Other impacts:

n] o
6. Impacts on Air
‘The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. ENO DYES
(Scec Part 1. D.2.f., D,2,h, D.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No", move on to Section 7.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO,) D2g o g
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N,O) D2g o o
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g e .
iv. More than .45 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF) D2g g g
v. More than 1000 tons/vear of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane Dzh a o
b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated D2g a o
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions D2f, D2g o o
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 Ibs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”, D2g 0 5]
above.
¢. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than I | D2s o o
ton of refuse per hour,
o o

f. Other impacts:

7. Impact on Plants and Animals

The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)

If "Yes ", answer questions a - j. If “No", move on to Section 8.

INo

[JYEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occar occur
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any E2o o o
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2o o o
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.
¢. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any | E2p u] m}
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p o o

any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.

Page 4 of 10




e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural E3c o o
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.
f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n 3] o
portion of a designated significant natural community,
Source: )
g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or E2m - -
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb o D
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source: ~
i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of | D2q o u]
herbicides or pesticides.
j- Other impacts: O [n]

8. [Impact on Agricultural Resources

The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E3.a. and b.)

If “Yes"”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 9.

Ino

[C1YEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the E2c, E3b a o
NYS Land Classification System.

b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Ela, Elb o o
(includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc).

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of | E3b o o
active agricultural land.

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural Elb, E3a o o
uses, ither more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

¢. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land Ela, Elb o O
management system.

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2c, C3, o u
potential or pressure on farmland. D2c, D2d

g. The propesed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland C2c ] o
Protection Plan.

h. Other impacts: c o
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in

sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and

a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)
If “Yes ", answer questions a - g. If “No"', go to Section 10.

INo

Cdyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local | E3h o o
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The propesed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b o o
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.
¢. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonaily {e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) o o
ii. Year round [m 0
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: E2q
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work ’ o ol
ii. Recreational or tourism based activitics Elc o o
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h o o
appreciation of the designated acsthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dla, Ela, o o
project: DIf, Dig
0-1/2 mile
¥4 -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile
g. Otherimpacts: ~ ] o

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archacological
resource. (Part 1. E3.e,f and g.)
If “Yes", answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 11.

[Ino

[Jves

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3e o O

to, any buildings, archaeologicat site or district which is listed on or has been

nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or

National Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may oceur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3f a o

to, an area designated as sensitive for archacological sites on the NY State Historic

Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.
c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3g o o

to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.

Source: e

Page 6 of 10




d. Other impacts: ) D o
c. [f any of the above (a-d) are answered “Yes”, continue with the following questions
to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.  The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, E3g, O u |
of the site or property. E3f
ii. 'The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, d o
integrity. E3g, Ela,
Elb
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which E3e, E3f, i o
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E3g, E3h,
C2,C3
11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunitics or a NO I:l YES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(See Part 1. C.2.c,E.1.c.,E.2.q)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If "No”, go to Section 12.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem | D2e, Elb o o
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater | E2h,
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat, E2m, E2o,
E2n, E2p
b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. | C2a, Elc, o o
C2¢, E2q
c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2¢ o o
with few such resources. Elc, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2¢, Elc o 8]
community as an open space resource.
¢. Other impacts: B o (n]
12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical NO [:I YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c. If “No”, go to Section 13.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or Eid o a
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
b. The propoesed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or Eld o a
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
c. Other impacts: a u}
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.
(See Part 1. D.2j)

If “Yes”, answer guestions a - g. If "No”, go to Section 14.

[Ino

[[Jves

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j o o
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2j u o
more vehicles.
<. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j o (]
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j o n}
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j o o
f. Other impacts: D (]

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.
(See Part 1. D.2.k)

If “Yes"”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 15.

[YIno

[CJyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur gecnr

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k ) o
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission DIf, g a

or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences ortoservea | Dlg, D2k

commercial or industrial use.
¢. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k o a
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square | Dlg s] 8]

feet of building area when completed.
¢. Other Impacts:

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.

(See Part . D.2.m., n., and 0.}
If “Yes", answer questions a - . If

0", go to Section 16.

[/Ino

[Jyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by tocal D2m u] a]
regulation.

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, Eld al o
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.

¢. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o 3 n]
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n o (=
¢. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n, Ela o o
area conditions.
f. Other impacts: ) . a a
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure m NO DYES
to new or existing sources of contaminants. {See Part 1.D.2.q., E.1. d. f. g. and h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - m. If "No", go to Section 17.
Relevant No,or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may cccur occur
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld o o
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg,Elh O o
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Elg, Elh 3 o
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.
d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the Elg, Elh ) a
property {e.g., easement or deed restriction).
e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place | Elg, Elh o o
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health,
f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t 0 m]
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health,
g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2q, EIf o 0
management facility.
h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, Eif o o
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s n} o
solid waste.
J- The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | E1f, Elg o O
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh
k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill Eif,Elg o O
site to adjacent off site structures.
1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, EIf, o o
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts:
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17. Consistency with Community Plans

The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans,
(SeePart 1. C.1,C.2.and C.3)
If “Yes"”, answer questions a - h. If "No", go to Section 18.

[v]No

[Jyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a, The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,Dla o u}
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). Ela, Elb

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 0 o
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%.

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2,C3 o

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | C2, C2 o D
plans.

¢. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not €3, Dlg, o o
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. Did, DIf,

Dld, Elb

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4, D2c, D2d = o
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2j

8. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or | C2a o g
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

h. Other: (u] n]

18. Consistency with Community Character

The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
(See Part 1. C.2,C.3,D.2,E3)
If "Yes"”, answer questions a - g. If “No"”, proceed to Part 3.

[yIno

[Jves

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3e, E3f, E3g o u!
of historic importance to the community.
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g. C4 o o
schools, police and fire)
c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where | C2, C3, DIf a o
there is a shortage of such housing. Dlg, Ela
d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2, E3 o o
or designated public resources.
€. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 0 o
character.
f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 a o
Ela, E1b
E2g, E2h
g. Other impacts: o o

PRINT FULL FORM
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Agency Use Only [IfApplicable]

Project : |PB 20250704 Bridges for Brain Injury

Date: [soptomber 3, 2025

Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance

Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for every question
in Part 2 where the impact has been identificd as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to explain why a particular
clement of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental impact.

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess
the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposed action will not
have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the certification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its
determination of significance.

Reasons Supporting This Determination;
To complete this section:

e ldentify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
size or extent of an impact.

»  Assess the importance of the impact. Importance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact
occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were to
occur.

The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes.

Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where
there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse
environmental impact.

Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact

For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed action so that
no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.

e  Attach additional sheets, as needed.

The Town of Farmington Planning Board, the designated lead agency for this Action, has completed a coordinated review with involved agencies and has
considered the comments received during this review period. The Action includes the Planning Board granting preliminary site plan approval for the site

development of 24.7 acre site including construction of a 16,000 square foot Day Programming Building, and 11,400 square foot Wildlife Education
Building with adjacent cutdoor wildlife area, site infrastructure and on-site parking improvements and the granting of two area variances.

The Planning Board has conductad a public hearing on the preliminary site plan application and received public input. The Town Zoning Board of Appeals
also has conducted two public hearings held upon applications for two area variances to permit the keeping of animals in an existing building and the
on-site storage of animal waste. The Planning Board has also reviewed the reports provided by the Town of Fammington Water & Sewer Superintendent
and the Town Engineers, MRB Group, D.P.C., as well as comments received by Town Staff (e.g. CEQ, Fire Marshal, Construction Inspeciors, the Director
of Planning & Development) and the Farmington Fire Depariment, in making their findings and the determination of significance.

The Planning Board has on September 3, 2025, completed Part 2 FEAF, Identification of Potential Project Impacts and by resolution dated Seplember 3,
2025, made findings based upon the identified relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity. The Board has determined
that there are no Moderate to Large impacts likely to occur.

Altached 1o this Part 3 FEAF, is a resolution containing findings based in part upon the criteria contained in 6NYCRR Part 617.7 Determining Significance.

Each of the criteria listed in Part 617 (c} {i} through {xiii) was considered by the Planning Board including reasonabiy related long-term, direct, indirect and

cumulative impacts identified in Part 617 (c) (2) and (3). The Planning Board resolution, dated September 3, 2025, is attached to this Part 3 FEAF and

made pan of the environmental record. The Planning Board based upon their reasoned elaboration of all of this information determines the Action will not
argdf aguerse impact upon the environment and, therefore, issues this determination of non-significance.

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

SEQR Status: [J Type 1 [¥] Unlisted

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: [{] Part | [{1Pan 2 [] Part 3




Upon review of the mformanon recorded on this EAF, as notcd plus thls addltlonal support mfonnatlon

was made by the Town of Farmmgion Planning Board lhe desngnaled Lead Agency dn Wednesday. September 3, 2025 A copy of said delerrmnanon is
made part of this FEAF.

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the
Town of Farmington Planning Board as lead agency that:

[¥] A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental impact
statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued.

[] B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantiatly mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead agency:

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioned negative
declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6 NYCRR 617.d).

D C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact
statement must be prepared to further assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those
impacts. Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued.

Name of Action: Bridges for Brain Injury Preliminary Site Plan and Area Variances.

Name of Lead Agency: Town of Famington Planning Board

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: gdward Hemminger

Title of Responsible Officer: pianning Board Chairperson

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:

Date: q/3/35

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) Ronalf L. Brari

va A\)M b |2 /2S

For Further 1nformation:

Contact Person: Ronald L. Brand, Direclor of Planning & Development, Town of Fammington
Address: 1000 County Road 8, Farmingion, New York 14425

Telephone Number: (315) 986-8100, ext. 4010

E-mail: ribplans@gmail.com
For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to:

Chief Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (e.g., Town / City / Village of)
Other involved agencies (if any)

Applicant (if any)

Environmental Notice Bulletin: hitp://www.dec.ny.gov/enb/enb.himl

PRINT FULL FORM Page 2 of 2




Town Supervisor
Peter Ingalsbe
{315} 986-8100, x4091

Deputy Supervisor
Steven Holtz

Town Clerk &
Receiver of Taxes
Michelle A. Finley

Town Board
Michael Casale
Steven Holiz
Ronald Herendeen
Nathan Bowerman

Justices
Morris Lew
Nathan Thomas

CONTACT US:

Assessor
{(315) 986-8100, x4092

Building &
Code Enforcement
(315) 986-8100, x4093

Development Dept.
(315) 986-8100, x4010

Highway/Parks Dept.

(315) 986-5540
Fax: (315) 986-9268

Town Clerk
(315) 986-8100, x4090
Fax: (315) 986-4377

Town Court
{315) 986-8195
{315) 986-3113

Water & Sewer
{585)924-3158
Fax: (585) 924-5146

& TOWN OFca-,

1000 County Road 8, Farmington, New York 14425-9565

“The Gateway to Ontario County” (Exit 44 NYS Thruway)
The Town of Farmingten is an equal opportunity provider
TDD 1-800-662-1220

www.farmingtonny.gov
September 4, 2025

Krossber Enterprises, LLC
cfo James Krossber

5984 State Route 96
Farmington, New York 14425

Re: PB #2025-6703 Krossber Enterprises, LLC Preliminary Site Plan:

SEQR Determination of Non-Significance Materials —

Dear Mr. Krossber:

Farmington Planning Board on September 3, 2025,

from the telephone voice menu.

Yours truly,

& ot I , QElM—bw
John M. Robortella
Clerk of the Planning Board

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 2

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 3

Resolution: Accepting Full Environmental Forms Part 2 and Part 3
Resolution: SEQR Determination of Non-Significance

Enclosures:

Town of Farmington Planning and Development Office

Town Clerk

Brennan Marks, P.E., Marks Engineering

Lindsey Tidd, Project and Marketing Coordinator, Marks Engineering

SEQR Involved Agency: New York State Department of Transportation.,
attn: Matthew Oravec, P.E.

SEQR Involved Agency: Canandaigua—Farmington Consolidated Water District,
attn: Aaron Bissell, Water and Sewer Superintendent

Attached please find copies of the actions taken on the above referenced application by the

If you have any questions on this action, please contact Ronald Brand, the Town of Farmington
Director of Planning and Development, at (315) 986-8100 and select choice “5” (Director of Development)
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Accepting Parts 2 and 3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Forms

TownN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
ACCEPTANCE OF THE DRAFTS OF PARTS 2 AND 3
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORMS
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, KROSSBER ENTERPRISES, LLC

PB #2025-0703

APPLICANT: Krossber Enterprises, LLC, 5984 State Route 96,
Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency accepting drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full Environ-
mental Assessment Forms for the granting of Preliminary Site Plan
Approval to allow for the construction of an ll,361-square-fooi1)uild-
ing and related site improvements on two tax map accounts (29.11-1-
18.1 and -19.1) that are proposed to be combined and located at 5984
State Route 96, Farmington, N.Y. 14425,

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board) is the
designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action; and

WHEREAS the Board has received from Town Staff drafts of Parts 2 and 3 of the Full Environ-
mental Assessment Forms (FEAFs); and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the draft documents,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board does hereby accept the draft docu-
ments as being accurate and complete for allowing the Board to use in making its required findings
and the determination of significance upon the above referenced Action.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution accepting the
drafts of Parts 2 and 3 FEAFs are to be filed with the involved agencies, the applicant, the
applicant’s engineer and the project file as provided for under the SEQRA and Town Law
Regulations.

The above resolution was offered by MR. DELUCIA and seconded by MR. BELLIS at a meeting
of the Planning Board held on Wednesday, September 3, 2025. Following discussion thereon, the
following roll call vote was taken and recorded:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Recused
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.
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I, John M. Robortella, Clerk of the Board, do hereby attest to the accuracy of the above Resolution
being acted upon and recorded in the minutes of the Farmington Planning Board for the Wednes-
day, September 3, 2025, meeting.

m, ot LS.
John'Wl. Robortella, Clerk of the Board
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TOWN OF FARMINGTON PLANNING BOARD RESOLUTION
SEQR DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE
PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN, KROSSBER ENTERPRISES, LLL.C

PB #2025-0703

APPLICANT: Krossber Enterprises, LLC, 5984 State Route 96,
Farmington, N.Y. 14425

ACTION: Lead Agency determination of Non-significance: Preliminary Site
Plan Approval to allow for the construction of an 11,361-square-foot
building and related site improvements on two tax map accounts
(29.11-1-18.1 and -19.1) at 5984 State Route 96, Farmington, N.Y.
14425.

WHEREAS the Town of Farmington Planning Board (hereinafter referred to as Board) the
designated Lead Agency for the above referenced Unlisted Action, has completed its review of
and accepted Parts 1, 2 and 3 of the Full Environmental Assessment Forms (FEAFs); and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received from the Involved Agencies during
the coordinated review period and the general public during the 30-day public comment period, as
provided for under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA); and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the comments received at the public hearings conducted by
both the Board and the Town Zoning Board of Appeals upon said Action; and

WHEREAS the Board has reviewed the Criteria contained in §617.7 (¢) of NYCRR, Article 8,
New York State Environmental Conservation Law (ECL).

NOVW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board reasonably concludes that the
following impacts are expected to result from the proposed Action when compared against the
criteria in the above referenced Section 617.7 (c):

(i) there will not be a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface
water quality or quantity, traffic noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste produc-
tion; a substantial increase in potential for erosion, flooding, leaching or drainage prob-
lems; and

(i)  there will not be large quantities of vegetation or fauna removed from the site or destroyed
as the result of the proposed action; there will not be substantial interference with the
movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species as the result of the proposed
action; there will not be a significant impact upon habitat areas on the site; there are no
known threatened or endangered species of animal or plant, or the habitat of such species;
or, are there any other significant adverse impacts to natural resources on the site; and
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(iii)

(iv)

v)

(vi)

(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

(x)

(x1)

(xii)

SEQR Determination of Non-Significance

there are no known Critical Environmental Area(s) on the site which will be impaired as
the result of the proposed Action; and

the overall density of the sites is consistent with the Town’s Comprehensive Pian land use
recommendations; and

there are no known important historical, archeological, architectural, or aesthetic resources
on the site, or will the proposed action impair the existing community or neighborhood
character; and

there will not be a major change in the use of either the quantity or type of energy resulting
from the proposed Action; and

there will not be any hazard created to human health; and

there will not be a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land inciuding open
space or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses; and

there will not be a large number of persons attracted to the site for more than a few days
when compared to the number of persons who would come to such a place absent the
Action; and

there will not be created a material demand for other actions that would result in one of the
above consequences; and

there will not be changes in two or more of the elements of the environment that when
considered together result in a substantial adverse impact; and

there are not two or more related actions which would have a significant impact upon the
environment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based upon the above findings and the supporting docu-
mentation in the project files, the Board determines that the proposed Action WILL NOT result in
any moderate to large adverse environmental impacts and, therefore, issues this Negative Declara-
tion of Non-Significance.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the Chairperson to sign the Part 3 FEAF.

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Board directs copies of this resolution making a
Determination of Non-Significance along with the Parts 1, 2 and 3 FEAFs are to be filed with the
involved agencies, the applicant, the applicant’s engineer and the project file as provided for under
the SEQRA and Town Law Regulations.
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The above resolution was offered by MR. DELUCIA and seconded by MR. BELLIS at a meeting
of the Planning Board held on Wednesday, September 3, 2025. Following discussion thereon, the
following roll call vote was taken and recorded:

Adrian Bellis Aye
Timothy DeLucia Aye
Edward Hemminger Recused
Regina Sousa Aye
Douglas Viets Aye

Motion carried.

I, John M. Robortella, Clerk of the Board, do hereby attest to the accuracy of the above Resclution
being acted upon and recorded in the minutes of the Farmington Planning Board for the Wednes-
day, September 3, 2025, meeting.

I, bf peta ~ L.S.
Jo . Robortella, Clerk of the Board



Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project Information

Instructions for Completing

Part | - Project Information. The applicant or project spenser 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:
Office/Retail Building

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):
5984 & 5974 ST RTE 96

Brief Description of Proposed Action:
The proposed project is the construction of a new office/retail building at the location abave. Site improvements include grading, drainage, and utilities.

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: 585-742-3207

Krossber Enterprises, LLC (c/o Mr. James Krossber) E-Mail: jm@irosst is.com

Address:
5984 ST ATE 96

City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Farmington NY 14425

1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance,
administrative rule, or regulation?

If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that

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

NO YES
2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other government Agency? NO YES

If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval:

3. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 1.612 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? ~0.85 acres

c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant er project sponsor? 1.612 acres

Check all land uses that occur on, are adjoining or near the proposed action:

EJUrban [£] Rural (non-agriculture) /] Industrial [Z] Commercial [Z] Residential (suburban)
[ Forest [7] Agriculture [J Aquatic [J] Other(Specify):

[ parkland
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5. Is the proposed action,

N/A

a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

00| é

i

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural landscape?

e
9]
7]

N

7. Is the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
If Yes, identify:

<
m
th

O

8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels?
b.  Are public transportation services available at or near the site of the proposed action?

c.  Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near the site of the proposed
action?

o]
m
i

i

9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?
If the propesed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

Will mest slate energy code.

SN NI SN

[l

which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the
Commissioner of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the
State Register of Historic Places?

b. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply? NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing potable water: oo
L]
11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities? NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment: )
There will be a connection to a new sanitary fine. m D
12. a Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district NO

13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody?

If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:

YES
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14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:

CIshoreline [] Forest [/] Agricultural/grasslands Early mid-successional
Cwettand ] Urban [#] Suburban

15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed by the State or
Federal government as threatened or endangered?

YES

[

16. Is the project site located in the 100-year flood plan?

[l

17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources?
If Yes,

a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties?

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

NN EEHINENE

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

If Yes, explain the purpose and size of the impoundment: o ) e

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

management facility?

If Yes, describe: - )

L]
20.Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or NO | YES

completed) for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe:

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

MY KNOWLEDGE
Applicant/sponsor/name: Brennan Marks, P.E. Date; 071022025
Signature: M _Title: Engineer/Designer
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EAF Mapper Summary Report

Monday, July 7, 2025 2:19 PM
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Part 1 / Question 7 [Critical Environmental
Areal

Part 1 / Question 12a [National or State
Register of Historic Places or State Eligible
Sites]

Part 1 / Question 12b {Archeological Sites]

Part 1 / Question 13a [Wetlands or Other
Regulated Waterbodies]

Part 1 / Question 15 [Threatened or
Endangered Animal)

Part 1 / Question 16 [100 Year Flood Plain]

Part 1 / Question 20 [Remediation Site)

Short Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report

No

No

Yes

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF

Workbook.
No

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF

Workbook.
No



Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Agency Use Only (If applicable]

Project : |PB 20250703 Ksossber Enterprises, LLC |

Date: [geptomoer 3, 2025

]

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency's reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a serics of questions that
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.

If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding

with this assessment.

Tips for completing Part 2:
¢ Review all of the information provided in Part 1.

Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.

Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.

checking the box “Moderate to large impact may occur.”
The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.

question and consuit the workbook.

Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.

If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
If you answer “Neo” to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

¢ When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the “whole action”.
¢ Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.
¢ Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

Propesed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency

If you are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general

1. lImpact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes™, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 2.

ZiNno

[JvEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur occur
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is
E2d 0 a
less than 3 feet.
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f o o
c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or | E2a a a]
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a o a
of natural material.
€. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year | Dle o o
or in multiple phases.
f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q a] o
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli o o
h. Other impacts: . o o
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2, Impact on Geological Features
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,

/INno [3JYEs

minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a- c. If “No", move on to Section 3.

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. ldentify the specific land form(s) attached: E2g o o
b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a E3c a o
registered National Natural Landmark,
Specific feature:
¢. Other impacts: o a

3. Impacts on Surface Water

The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - I. If “"No”, move on to Section 4.

KIno

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, D1h o o

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a D2b o o
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

¢. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a o o
from a wetland or water body.

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h o o
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.

<. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, | D2a, D2h o o
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal | D2¢ g o
of water from surface water.

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge { D2d o al
of wastewater to surface water(s).

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e jul o
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or EZh a o
downstream of the site of the proposed action.

J- The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2q, E2h a al
around any water body.

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dia, D2d o o
wastewater treatment facilities.
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1. Other impacts: 2 o o
4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or mNO I:I YES
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. D.2.a,D.2.c,D.2.d,D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If "No”, move on to Section 5.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part [ small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may gccur occur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand | D2¢ o o
on supplies from existing water supply wells.
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable D2¢ o o
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source: T
¢. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and | Dla, D2c u] o
SeWer services.
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E21 0 0
e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations | D2c¢, EIf, u] (n]
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Etg, Elh
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products | D2p, E21 o o
over ground water or an aquifer.
g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2q, u} o
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E2l, D2¢c
h. Other impacts: S VR T o a
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. ¥INo CJYEs
{See Part 1. E.2)
If "Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “Ne”, move on to Section 6.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i D a
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j o o
¢. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. E2k o o
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2e o O
patterns.
¢. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, E2i, o o
E2j, E2k
f. I there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, | Ele D o
or upgrade?
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g Other imi)acts: o . o -
6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. mNO EIYES
(See Part 1. D.2.f, D,2 h, D.2.g}
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If "No”, move on io Section 7.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (COy) D2g o o
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N,O) D2g ul o
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g u o
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF) D2g g 2
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D2h o o
b. The proposed action may generate 1) tons/year or more of any one designated D2g 0 o
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2g o o
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 ths. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour.
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”, D2g u O
above.
¢. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 | D2s o o
ton of refuse per hour.
f. Other impacts: o o

7. Impact on Plants and Animals

The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)

If “Yes"”, answer questions a - j. If “No", move on ro Section 8.

¥INno

[JyEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any E2o u) u]
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
b. The preposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2o o o
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.
c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any | E2p o o
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal povernment, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p o o

any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.
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¢. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural E3c 0 o
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.
f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n O u]
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source: ~ o
g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or
Lo . . . : . E2m a u]
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb a ]
grassiand or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source:
i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of | D2q o a
herbicides or pesticides.
J- Other impacts: — o a
8. Impact on Agricultural Resources
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b.) Ino DYES
If “Yes"”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 9.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a, The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the E2c, E3b o o
NYS Land Classification System.
b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Ela, Elb & u]
(includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc).
c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of | E3b x| o
active agricultural land,
d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural fand to non-agricultural Elb, E3a 0 o
uses, cither more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.
¢. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent instaliation of an agricultural land Ela, Elb a )
management system.
f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2c, C3, u| D
potential or pressure on farmland. D2¢, D2d
g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland CZc o o
Protection Plan.
h. Other impacts: m] (]
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in
sharp contrast to, current land us¢ patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or acsthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No", go to Section 10.

Ino

(dyes

Relevant Ne, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local E3h a] o
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b o o
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.
c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally (e.p., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) a D
ii. Year round u o
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: E2q
i. Routine travel by residents, inciuding travel to and from work ' = .
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Elc o n]
€. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h a (]
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dla, Ela, u| o
project: DIf,Dlg
0-1/2 mile
Y2 -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile
g. Other impacts: _ D O
10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological lZlNO D YES
resource. {Part 1. E3.e, f and g.}
If “Yes ", unswer questions a - e. If "No", go to Section 11.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may gccur occur
a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3e = o
to, any buildings, archacological site or district which is listed on or has been
nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or
National Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contignous | E3f o o
to, an area designated as sensitive for archacological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.
<. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3g u) o
10, an archacological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:
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d. Other impacts: i 5 a o
c. If any of the above (a-d) are answered “Yes”, continue with the following questions
to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.  The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part Elc, E3g, o 8]
of the site or property. E3f
ii. The proposed action may resutt in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, = o
integrity. E3g, Ela,
Elb
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which E3e, E3f, ] a
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting, E3g, E3h,
C2,C3
11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a NO l:l YES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(SeePart 1. C.2.¢c,E.1.c., E2.q.)
If “Yes ", answer questions a - e. If "No”, go to Section 12.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part ] small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ccosystem | D2e, Elb o i
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited 1o stormwater | E2h,
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat. E2m, E2o,
E2n, E2p
b. The proposed action may resuit in the loss of a current or fture recreational resource. | C2a, Elc, o 0
C2c, E2q
c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2c o o
with few such resources. Ele, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2¢, Ele o D
community as an open space resource.
¢. Other impacts: a o
12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical NO D YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes", answer questions a - ¢. If “No", go to Section 13.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part [ small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3id o o
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. -
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d o o
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA,
¢. Other impacts: - - 0 o




13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.
(See Part 1. D.2.j)

If "Yes", answer questions a - g. If “No ", go to Section 14.

[INno

[Jyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part [ small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j Q ju
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2j o o
more vehicles.
c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j [n] u]
d. The proposcd action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j m] )
€. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j (u] (n]
f. Other impacts: O (]

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.
(See Part 1. D.2.k)
If “Yes”, answer questions a-e. If “No", go to Section 5.

[Ino

[Jyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k o o
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | DIf, o o
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to servea | Dlg, D2k
commercial or industrial use.
<. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k o u]
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square | Dlg o a
feet of building area when completed.
e. Other Impacts: - .

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.

{See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and 0.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a -f. If “No ", go to Section I6.

[/Ino

[1yes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may aeccur occur

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local D2m o o
regulation.

b. The proposed action may resuit in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, Eid o ]
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o o u]
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n o o
<. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n,Ela O o
area conditions.
f. Other impacts: o 2|
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure m NO D YES
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q.,E.1.d.f. g. and h.)
If “Yes ", answer questions a - m. If “No", go to Section 17.
Relevant No,or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may cceur occur
a, The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld o o
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg, Elh o a
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Eig, E1h = o
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.
d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the Elg,Elh = o
property {¢.g., easement or deed restriction).
c. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were putin place | Elg, Elh = o
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.
f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t u o
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health,
g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a sclid waste D2q, E1f a o
management facility.
h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2gq, EIf a o
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s o o
solid waste.
j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | E1f, Elg u] a
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh
k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill Elf,Elg o o
site to adjacent off site structures.
1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, Elf, o a
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts: 5
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17. Consistency with Community Plans

The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(SeePart 1.C.1,C2. and C.3))
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No", go to Section 18.

[v]no

[Jyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur gccur
a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,Dla = o
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). Ela, Elb
b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 o o
in which the project is lecated to grow by more than 5%.
c¢. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2,C3 a
d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | C2,C2 a o
plans.
¢. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3,Dlc, o o
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. Dld, Dif,
Dld, Elb
f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4, D2, D2d o 2
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2j
g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or | C2a D a
commercial development not included in the proposed action)
h. Other: o s

18. Consistency with Community Character
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
(See Part 1. C2, C.3,D.2, E.3)
If "Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, proceed to Part 3.

[Ino

[Clyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur
a. The proposed action may replace or ¢liminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3e, E3f, E3g u} o
of historic importance to the community.
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g. c4 a u
schools, police and fire)
c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where | C2, C3, DIf o s
there is a shortage of such housing. Dlg, Ela
d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2, E3 o O
or designated public resources.
€. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 o n]
character.
f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natral landscape. C2,C3 o o
Ela, Etb
E2g, E2h
g. Other impacts; a a
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Agency Use Oaly [IfApplicable}

Project : |PB 2025-0703 Krossbery Enterprises, LLC

Date: |september3, 2025

Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance

Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for every question
in Part 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to explain why a particular
clement of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental impact.

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess
the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposed action will not
have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the certification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its
determination of significance.

Reasons Supporting This Determination:
To complete this section:

¢ ldentify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
size or extent of an impact.

*  Assess the importance of the impact. Importance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact
occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were to
ocCur.

The assessment should take inte consideration any design element or project changes.

Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where
there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse
environmental impact.

Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact

For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed action so that
no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.

Attach additional sheets, as needed.

The Town of Farmington Planning Board, the designated lead agency lor this Action, has completed a coordinated review with involved agencies and has

considered the comments received during this review period. The Action includes the Planning Board granting preliminary site plan approval for the site
development of an 11,361 square foot building and related on-site improvements.

The Planning Board has conducted a public hearing on the prefiminary site plan application and received public input. The Planning Board has also
raviewed the report provided by the Town of Fammington Town Engineers, MRB Group, D.P.C., as well as comments received by Town Staff (s.g. CEO,
Fire Marshal, Construction Inspectors, the Director of Planning & Development) and the Farmington Fire Department, in making their findings and the
determination of significance.

The Planning Board has on September 3, 2025, completed Part 2 FEAF, Identification of Potential Project Impacts and by resolution dated September 3,
2025, made findings based upon the identified relevant environmental areas that may be impactad by the proposed activity. The Board has detemmined
that there are no Moderate to Large impacts ikely to occur.

Attached to this Part 3 FEAF, is a resolution containing findings based in part upon the criteria contained in 6NYCRR Part 617.7 Determining Significance.
Each of the criteria listed in Part 617 (c) (i) through (xiii) was considered by the Planning Board including reasonably related long-term, direct, indirect and
cumulative impacts identified in Part 617 (c) (2) and {(3). The Pianning Board resolution, dated September 3, 2025, is attached to this Part 3 FEAF and

art of the environmental record. The Planning Board based upon their reasoned elaboration of all of this information determines the Action will not
dsbit i te lo large adverse impact upen the environment and, therefore, issues this determination of non-significance.

Town of Farmingten Planning Board

Douglas VIeTS Vice CHAIRPERSONY

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

SEQR Status: Clrype 1 [¥] Unlisted

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: [¢] Part | [/] Part 2 [/]pan3




Upon review of the mfommhon recorded on tlus EAF, as noted, plus this addmonal support information

b{ own of Fannlngton Planning Boar,th designatc Laad Agency. on Wanssas, Septermbor 3 2025, A copy ofsed deteaminaton s made pert
[

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the
Town of Farmington Planning Boarg as lead agency that:

[¥] A. This project will result in no significant adverse impects on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental impact
statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued.

] B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantially mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead agency:

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioned negative
declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6 NYCRR 617.d).

D C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact
statement must be prepared to further assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those
impacts. Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued.

Name of Actlon Krossber Enterprisas, LLC, Preliminary Site Plan Approval, building addition and related site improvements

Name of Lead Agency: Town of Fanmington Planning Board

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: EdwerdHommingar DOUglas VieTs

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: : 8
Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) fﬁ.—c § é :f" Date:
For Further Information: .

Contact Person: Ronald L. Brand, Director of Planning & Development, Town of Farmington
Address: 1000 County Road 8, Farmington, New York 14425
Telephone Number: (315) 986-8100, ext. 4010

E-mail: rbplans@gmail.com
For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to:

Chief Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (e.g., Town / City / Village of)
Other involved agencies (if any)

Applicant (if any)

Envu‘onmental Notice Bulletin: http://www.dec.ny, g{w en’menb himl

s i Lok Ll Lkl —
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