
PRESENT: Bernie Auer, Dave Pihl, Bruno Bruni, Dick Patton, John Penhollow, Doug Bowen, Jeff Gossett,

Kathleen Dennison 

ABSENT: Rick Ketcham, Ted Bogdan, John Frey, Brad Bently

OTHERS: Marc Romanowski, Mary LaRowe, Joseph Hanass, Drew Rodgers, Dan Heitzenrater, Don McCord,

Matt Bourke, Mike Longley

Marc Romanowski: We had a public hearing with the Village Planning Board and the only comment 

of significance was related to access to Route 60.  We know DOT’s position on this – they don’t 

believe it’s warranted.  Otherwise, there were minor comments on landscaping.

Jeff Gossett:  A question I have though, is I don’t see sidewalk or pedestrian access from Route 20.  I 

travel around quite a bit, and I was just in Hudson, Ohio, where the Cleveland Clinic is located. Very 

similar circumstances, and there is sidewalk access to the facility.  The other comment that I have is 

that I see CARTS will be delivering people to the hospital, and I read here that there will not be a bus 

shelter at this location.

Marc Romanowski:  CARTS has reassured us that they can provide a bus on an hourly basis to the 

front entrance. The way the building’s designed it will exceed the height of the vehicles so there 

won’t be any issues.  We’ll incorporate a slight pull off in the roundabout area to allow the bus to pull 

to the side.  We also looked into pedestrian access to the site.  This was about a $30,000 exercise 

due to the depth of the site.  That’s a really sizeable expense for the project – especially with the fact 

that it appears we’re going to have to have probably another $200,000 to get access to 60.  We have 

other similar hospitals in a related system that don’t see pedestrian traffic to the site, so it’s a hard 

thing for us to justify spending.

Dick Patton: My thought on the sidewalk is that money doesn’t have anything to do with it, we’re 

talking about safety.

Marc Romanowski:  If we thought we’d have a lot of pedestrian traffic, then that would certainly be 

warranted.  We know the current campus there’s people that walk to it, because it’s in an urban 

location.  Suburban hospitals just don’t see that.

Bruno Bruni:  I anticipate you probably would have some deliveries for food and suppliers.  No 

matter how good of a driver you are, that’s almost an impossible turn.

Marc Romanowski: That’s a great comment and I think that we’ve already anticipated having to make 

a change to that radius.  We proposed the idea of a broader arc, that is something we’re considering. 

Bruno Bruni:  When you met with the village planning board did they give you a findings statement 

on the SEQR document?

Marc Romanowski:  No, they haven’t issued their determination of significance yet.  

Bruno Bruni: How about the local fire department?

Marc Romanowski:  They’ve commented informally to planning staff and have said there are no 

concerns with the site buildings.

Bruno Bruni:  Are there any fire hydrants that are going to be placed?

Joseph Hanass:  There are hydrants that are going to be placed in the back, and there are certain 

requirements.  The road itself connects 360 around the building too, so you have that good fire lane 

for firefighters to get around the building.

Marc Romanowski:  The Village fire department has commented and they didn’t have any concerns.

Dave Pihl:  What is the plan during the school week?  Fredonia police over there stop or direct traffic.  

With the roundabout coming, where traffic isn’t going to be stopped with a light, it’s going to be 

going 24/7 through there.

Marc Romanowski:  We’ve sat down with the police and the school district simultaneously on that 

topic. When the roundabout goes in, the vehicles will – instead of trying to make a left, which is what 

necessitated the police stopping traffic to get people going left out – they’ll be going right into the 

circle, around the circle, and then back in the other direction.

Bruno Bruni:  There isn’t much in the plans, that I’ve been able to find, talking about stormwater 

management.

Marc Romanowski:  The system that is in is a dry pond system and the reason for that is we can’t 

have waterfowl at the site of the hospital.  It brings potential for bacteria.  It has to be a dry pond 

system, so it’s designed to a tension system – not a retention system. 

Joseph Hanass:  We don’t intend to have much standing water, even through heavy rains.  The site 

itself drains really well.

Bruno Bruni: Do you know where it finally drains out to?

Joseph Hanass:  There’s a wetland to the west of the site.

 

Marc Romanowski:  This will be subject to a SPDES permit from the DEC, as it’s a disturbance of over 

an acre.

Dave Pihl: If you have a major event, you have emergency services, you have people trying to get in 

and out of the site, it seems like one access point could be problematic in the worst case scenarios. 

Day to day would probably be fine.

Marc Romanowski: We’re looking at all the options.  That 15 ft. right of way is barely enough for a 

single lane. We considered an emergency access, but that does nothing for traffic.

Doug Bowen:  Any other questions? Okay, thank you.  We’ll take a look at the referral.  Do we have 

suggested changes to the response? We have no suggested changes.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll make the motion that we approve with conditions, with adding the emergency exit 

as the condition and the turning radius.  Do I have a second?

Dick Patton: I’ll second.

Auer – No, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, Ketcham 

– Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent.  Motion fails to pass.

Doug Bowen: The motion does not carry.  What do we need to add to the conditions or change?

John Penhollow:  There’s so much traffic on 20 in front of the school and my opinion is that this is 

such a significant thing, I can’t believe there can’t be some sort of compromise with another 

entrance off of Route 60.

Bernie Auer:  If the DOT or village thought the traffic would be a real problem, then they would have 

addressed either another in or out onto Route 60 or two entrances, or an in and an out on Route 20.  

They haven’t.

Don McCord: We’ve talked with the DOT engineers and the road can handle the volume.  The issues 

come into play with the other driveways that are within a relatively short distance that create the 

safety potential.  The Clark Patterson Lee reports, which primarily looks at volume, are right on the 

money.  The village has not yet gotten to a point where they have finalized their decision.  They’ve 

just had a public hearing about it, a lot of people have expressed that as a local concern.  John I do 

see your concern and I think the motion does get to it because we are placing it as a condition of 

approval.  As a condition of approval, if they don’t meet that, this board considers it disapproved.

John Penhollow:  I know from where I live and what I do, people say their number one concern is the 

entrance.  It’s important to those residents over there with the safety concern.

Marc Romanowski:  If the condition is an emergency exit, to your concern, that’s not really an issue.  

If the least we end up constructing is a one way out, that ends up being an emergency exit, that’s 

something that the hospital would be willing to do.

Doug Bowen: Keep in mind if we don’t come up with a motion, it is automatically approved.

Don McCord:  The board can table its further consideration of this, as long as we have a response 

two days before the next decision is.

Dick Patton: I have one additional question.  If the roundabout never happens, what happens to all 

this?  It’s not approved right now as I understand.

Don McCord:  If it doesn’t happen, that perhaps changes some traffic patterns.  It does not change 

the hospitals plans or layout.

Dick Patton:  That’s scary to me too. Without a roundabout there you have even more traffic.

Marc Romanowski: The traffic circle really doesn’t change the volume.  It doesn’t change the volume; 

it controls the flow of volume.  A traffic signal would actually give a better chance of creating breaks 

than a traffic circle.  Delay time on the left movements would go down incrementally.

Doug Bowen:  Now that there are clarifications, I will repeat my original motion again with the 

emergency exit as a condition and the widening of the truck radius.

Jeff Gossett:  I’ll second

Auer – Yes, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, 

Ketcham – Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent. Motion carries.
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MINUTES Chairperson Bowen called the meeting to order and welcomed everyone to the March Planning 

Board Meeting. Chairperson Bowen asked if there was a motion to approve the minutes of the 

February 2019 Planning Board (“Board”) meeting.  John Penhollow made a motion to approve the 

minutes.  Jeff Gossett seconded the motion.  Motion approved unanimously.



Marc Romanowski: We had a public hearing with the Village Planning Board and the only comment 

of significance was related to access to Route 60.  We know DOT’s position on this – they don’t 

believe it’s warranted.  Otherwise, there were minor comments on landscaping.

Jeff Gossett:  A question I have though, is I don’t see sidewalk or pedestrian access from Route 20.  I 

travel around quite a bit, and I was just in Hudson, Ohio, where the Cleveland Clinic is located. Very 

similar circumstances, and there is sidewalk access to the facility.  The other comment that I have is 

that I see CARTS will be delivering people to the hospital, and I read here that there will not be a bus 

shelter at this location.

Marc Romanowski:  CARTS has reassured us that they can provide a bus on an hourly basis to the 

front entrance. The way the building’s designed it will exceed the height of the vehicles so there 

won’t be any issues.  We’ll incorporate a slight pull off in the roundabout area to allow the bus to pull 

to the side.  We also looked into pedestrian access to the site.  This was about a $30,000 exercise 

due to the depth of the site.  That’s a really sizeable expense for the project – especially with the fact 

that it appears we’re going to have to have probably another $200,000 to get access to 60.  We have 

other similar hospitals in a related system that don’t see pedestrian traffic to the site, so it’s a hard 

thing for us to justify spending.

Dick Patton: My thought on the sidewalk is that money doesn’t have anything to do with it, we’re 

talking about safety.

Marc Romanowski:  If we thought we’d have a lot of pedestrian traffic, then that would certainly be 

warranted.  We know the current campus there’s people that walk to it, because it’s in an urban 

location.  Suburban hospitals just don’t see that.

Bruno Bruni:  I anticipate you probably would have some deliveries for food and suppliers.  No 

matter how good of a driver you are, that’s almost an impossible turn.

Marc Romanowski: That’s a great comment and I think that we’ve already anticipated having to make 

a change to that radius.  We proposed the idea of a broader arc, that is something we’re considering. 

Bruno Bruni:  When you met with the village planning board did they give you a findings statement 

on the SEQR document?

Marc Romanowski:  No, they haven’t issued their determination of significance yet.  

Bruno Bruni: How about the local fire department?

Marc Romanowski:  They’ve commented informally to planning staff and have said there are no 

concerns with the site buildings.

Bruno Bruni:  Are there any fire hydrants that are going to be placed?

Joseph Hanass:  There are hydrants that are going to be placed in the back, and there are certain 

requirements.  The road itself connects 360 around the building too, so you have that good fire lane 

for firefighters to get around the building.

Marc Romanowski:  The Village fire department has commented and they didn’t have any concerns.

Dave Pihl:  What is the plan during the school week?  Fredonia police over there stop or direct traffic.  

With the roundabout coming, where traffic isn’t going to be stopped with a light, it’s going to be 

going 24/7 through there.

Marc Romanowski:  We’ve sat down with the police and the school district simultaneously on that 

topic. When the roundabout goes in, the vehicles will – instead of trying to make a left, which is what 

necessitated the police stopping traffic to get people going left out – they’ll be going right into the 

circle, around the circle, and then back in the other direction.

Bruno Bruni:  There isn’t much in the plans, that I’ve been able to find, talking about stormwater 

management.

Marc Romanowski:  The system that is in is a dry pond system and the reason for that is we can’t 

have waterfowl at the site of the hospital.  It brings potential for bacteria.  It has to be a dry pond 

system, so it’s designed to a tension system – not a retention system. 

Joseph Hanass:  We don’t intend to have much standing water, even through heavy rains.  The site 

itself drains really well.

Bruno Bruni: Do you know where it finally drains out to?

Joseph Hanass:  There’s a wetland to the west of the site.

 

Marc Romanowski:  This will be subject to a SPDES permit from the DEC, as it’s a disturbance of over 

an acre.

Dave Pihl: If you have a major event, you have emergency services, you have people trying to get in 

and out of the site, it seems like one access point could be problematic in the worst case scenarios. 

Day to day would probably be fine.

Marc Romanowski: We’re looking at all the options.  That 15 ft. right of way is barely enough for a 

single lane. We considered an emergency access, but that does nothing for traffic.

Doug Bowen:  Any other questions? Okay, thank you.  We’ll take a look at the referral.  Do we have 

suggested changes to the response? We have no suggested changes.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll make the motion that we approve with conditions, with adding the emergency exit 

as the condition and the turning radius.  Do I have a second?

Dick Patton: I’ll second.

Auer – No, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, Ketcham 

– Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent.  Motion fails to pass.

Doug Bowen: The motion does not carry.  What do we need to add to the conditions or change?

John Penhollow:  There’s so much traffic on 20 in front of the school and my opinion is that this is 

such a significant thing, I can’t believe there can’t be some sort of compromise with another 

entrance off of Route 60.

Bernie Auer:  If the DOT or village thought the traffic would be a real problem, then they would have 

addressed either another in or out onto Route 60 or two entrances, or an in and an out on Route 20.  

They haven’t.

Don McCord: We’ve talked with the DOT engineers and the road can handle the volume.  The issues 

come into play with the other driveways that are within a relatively short distance that create the 

safety potential.  The Clark Patterson Lee reports, which primarily looks at volume, are right on the 

money.  The village has not yet gotten to a point where they have finalized their decision.  They’ve 

just had a public hearing about it, a lot of people have expressed that as a local concern.  John I do 

see your concern and I think the motion does get to it because we are placing it as a condition of 

approval.  As a condition of approval, if they don’t meet that, this board considers it disapproved.

John Penhollow:  I know from where I live and what I do, people say their number one concern is the 

entrance.  It’s important to those residents over there with the safety concern.

Marc Romanowski:  If the condition is an emergency exit, to your concern, that’s not really an issue.  

If the least we end up constructing is a one way out, that ends up being an emergency exit, that’s 

something that the hospital would be willing to do.

Doug Bowen: Keep in mind if we don’t come up with a motion, it is automatically approved.

Don McCord:  The board can table its further consideration of this, as long as we have a response 

two days before the next decision is.

Dick Patton: I have one additional question.  If the roundabout never happens, what happens to all 

this?  It’s not approved right now as I understand.

Don McCord:  If it doesn’t happen, that perhaps changes some traffic patterns.  It does not change 

the hospitals plans or layout.

Dick Patton:  That’s scary to me too. Without a roundabout there you have even more traffic.

Marc Romanowski: The traffic circle really doesn’t change the volume.  It doesn’t change the volume; 

it controls the flow of volume.  A traffic signal would actually give a better chance of creating breaks 

than a traffic circle.  Delay time on the left movements would go down incrementally.

Doug Bowen:  Now that there are clarifications, I will repeat my original motion again with the 

emergency exit as a condition and the widening of the truck radius.

Jeff Gossett:  I’ll second

Auer – Yes, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, 

Ketcham – Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent. Motion carries.

Referral #2019-8 – Site 

Plan Approval for 

Proposed Brooks Hospital 

Location



Marc Romanowski: We had a public hearing with the Village Planning Board and the only comment 

of significance was related to access to Route 60.  We know DOT’s position on this – they don’t 

believe it’s warranted.  Otherwise, there were minor comments on landscaping.

Jeff Gossett:  A question I have though, is I don’t see sidewalk or pedestrian access from Route 20.  I 

travel around quite a bit, and I was just in Hudson, Ohio, where the Cleveland Clinic is located. Very 

similar circumstances, and there is sidewalk access to the facility.  The other comment that I have is 

that I see CARTS will be delivering people to the hospital, and I read here that there will not be a bus 

shelter at this location.

Marc Romanowski:  CARTS has reassured us that they can provide a bus on an hourly basis to the 

front entrance. The way the building’s designed it will exceed the height of the vehicles so there 

won’t be any issues.  We’ll incorporate a slight pull off in the roundabout area to allow the bus to pull 

to the side.  We also looked into pedestrian access to the site.  This was about a $30,000 exercise 

due to the depth of the site.  That’s a really sizeable expense for the project – especially with the fact 

that it appears we’re going to have to have probably another $200,000 to get access to 60.  We have 

other similar hospitals in a related system that don’t see pedestrian traffic to the site, so it’s a hard 

thing for us to justify spending.

Dick Patton: My thought on the sidewalk is that money doesn’t have anything to do with it, we’re 

talking about safety.

Marc Romanowski:  If we thought we’d have a lot of pedestrian traffic, then that would certainly be 

warranted.  We know the current campus there’s people that walk to it, because it’s in an urban 

location.  Suburban hospitals just don’t see that.

Bruno Bruni:  I anticipate you probably would have some deliveries for food and suppliers.  No 

matter how good of a driver you are, that’s almost an impossible turn.

Marc Romanowski: That’s a great comment and I think that we’ve already anticipated having to make 

a change to that radius.  We proposed the idea of a broader arc, that is something we’re considering. 

Bruno Bruni:  When you met with the village planning board did they give you a findings statement 

on the SEQR document?

Marc Romanowski:  No, they haven’t issued their determination of significance yet.  

Bruno Bruni: How about the local fire department?

Marc Romanowski:  They’ve commented informally to planning staff and have said there are no 

concerns with the site buildings.

Bruno Bruni:  Are there any fire hydrants that are going to be placed?

Joseph Hanass:  There are hydrants that are going to be placed in the back, and there are certain 

requirements.  The road itself connects 360 around the building too, so you have that good fire lane 

for firefighters to get around the building.

Marc Romanowski:  The Village fire department has commented and they didn’t have any concerns.

Dave Pihl:  What is the plan during the school week?  Fredonia police over there stop or direct traffic.  

With the roundabout coming, where traffic isn’t going to be stopped with a light, it’s going to be 

going 24/7 through there.

Marc Romanowski:  We’ve sat down with the police and the school district simultaneously on that 

topic. When the roundabout goes in, the vehicles will – instead of trying to make a left, which is what 

necessitated the police stopping traffic to get people going left out – they’ll be going right into the 

circle, around the circle, and then back in the other direction.

Bruno Bruni:  There isn’t much in the plans, that I’ve been able to find, talking about stormwater 

management.

Marc Romanowski:  The system that is in is a dry pond system and the reason for that is we can’t 

have waterfowl at the site of the hospital.  It brings potential for bacteria.  It has to be a dry pond 

system, so it’s designed to a tension system – not a retention system. 

Joseph Hanass:  We don’t intend to have much standing water, even through heavy rains.  The site 

itself drains really well.

Bruno Bruni: Do you know where it finally drains out to?

Joseph Hanass:  There’s a wetland to the west of the site.

 

Marc Romanowski:  This will be subject to a SPDES permit from the DEC, as it’s a disturbance of over 

an acre.

Dave Pihl: If you have a major event, you have emergency services, you have people trying to get in 

and out of the site, it seems like one access point could be problematic in the worst case scenarios. 

Day to day would probably be fine.

Marc Romanowski: We’re looking at all the options.  That 15 ft. right of way is barely enough for a 

single lane. We considered an emergency access, but that does nothing for traffic.

Doug Bowen:  Any other questions? Okay, thank you.  We’ll take a look at the referral.  Do we have 

suggested changes to the response? We have no suggested changes.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll make the motion that we approve with conditions, with adding the emergency exit 

as the condition and the turning radius.  Do I have a second?

Dick Patton: I’ll second.

Auer – No, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, Ketcham 

– Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent.  Motion fails to pass.

Doug Bowen: The motion does not carry.  What do we need to add to the conditions or change?

John Penhollow:  There’s so much traffic on 20 in front of the school and my opinion is that this is 

such a significant thing, I can’t believe there can’t be some sort of compromise with another 

entrance off of Route 60.

Bernie Auer:  If the DOT or village thought the traffic would be a real problem, then they would have 

addressed either another in or out onto Route 60 or two entrances, or an in and an out on Route 20.  

They haven’t.

Don McCord: We’ve talked with the DOT engineers and the road can handle the volume.  The issues 

come into play with the other driveways that are within a relatively short distance that create the 

safety potential.  The Clark Patterson Lee reports, which primarily looks at volume, are right on the 

money.  The village has not yet gotten to a point where they have finalized their decision.  They’ve 

just had a public hearing about it, a lot of people have expressed that as a local concern.  John I do 

see your concern and I think the motion does get to it because we are placing it as a condition of 

approval.  As a condition of approval, if they don’t meet that, this board considers it disapproved.

John Penhollow:  I know from where I live and what I do, people say their number one concern is the 

entrance.  It’s important to those residents over there with the safety concern.

Marc Romanowski:  If the condition is an emergency exit, to your concern, that’s not really an issue.  

If the least we end up constructing is a one way out, that ends up being an emergency exit, that’s 

something that the hospital would be willing to do.

Doug Bowen: Keep in mind if we don’t come up with a motion, it is automatically approved.

Don McCord:  The board can table its further consideration of this, as long as we have a response 

two days before the next decision is.

Dick Patton: I have one additional question.  If the roundabout never happens, what happens to all 

this?  It’s not approved right now as I understand.

Don McCord:  If it doesn’t happen, that perhaps changes some traffic patterns.  It does not change 

the hospitals plans or layout.

Dick Patton:  That’s scary to me too. Without a roundabout there you have even more traffic.

Marc Romanowski: The traffic circle really doesn’t change the volume.  It doesn’t change the volume; 

it controls the flow of volume.  A traffic signal would actually give a better chance of creating breaks 

than a traffic circle.  Delay time on the left movements would go down incrementally.

Doug Bowen:  Now that there are clarifications, I will repeat my original motion again with the 

emergency exit as a condition and the widening of the truck radius.

Jeff Gossett:  I’ll second

Auer – Yes, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, 

Ketcham – Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent. Motion carries.
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Marc Romanowski: We had a public hearing with the Village Planning Board and the only comment 

of significance was related to access to Route 60.  We know DOT’s position on this – they don’t 

believe it’s warranted.  Otherwise, there were minor comments on landscaping.

Jeff Gossett:  A question I have though, is I don’t see sidewalk or pedestrian access from Route 20.  I 

travel around quite a bit, and I was just in Hudson, Ohio, where the Cleveland Clinic is located. Very 

similar circumstances, and there is sidewalk access to the facility.  The other comment that I have is 

that I see CARTS will be delivering people to the hospital, and I read here that there will not be a bus 

shelter at this location.

Marc Romanowski:  CARTS has reassured us that they can provide a bus on an hourly basis to the 

front entrance. The way the building’s designed it will exceed the height of the vehicles so there 

won’t be any issues.  We’ll incorporate a slight pull off in the roundabout area to allow the bus to pull 

to the side.  We also looked into pedestrian access to the site.  This was about a $30,000 exercise 

due to the depth of the site.  That’s a really sizeable expense for the project – especially with the fact 

that it appears we’re going to have to have probably another $200,000 to get access to 60.  We have 

other similar hospitals in a related system that don’t see pedestrian traffic to the site, so it’s a hard 

thing for us to justify spending.

Dick Patton: My thought on the sidewalk is that money doesn’t have anything to do with it, we’re 

talking about safety.

Marc Romanowski:  If we thought we’d have a lot of pedestrian traffic, then that would certainly be 

warranted.  We know the current campus there’s people that walk to it, because it’s in an urban 

location.  Suburban hospitals just don’t see that.

Bruno Bruni:  I anticipate you probably would have some deliveries for food and suppliers.  No 

matter how good of a driver you are, that’s almost an impossible turn.

Marc Romanowski: That’s a great comment and I think that we’ve already anticipated having to make 

a change to that radius.  We proposed the idea of a broader arc, that is something we’re considering. 

Bruno Bruni:  When you met with the village planning board did they give you a findings statement 

on the SEQR document?

Marc Romanowski:  No, they haven’t issued their determination of significance yet.  

Bruno Bruni: How about the local fire department?

Marc Romanowski:  They’ve commented informally to planning staff and have said there are no 

concerns with the site buildings.

Bruno Bruni:  Are there any fire hydrants that are going to be placed?

Joseph Hanass:  There are hydrants that are going to be placed in the back, and there are certain 

requirements.  The road itself connects 360 around the building too, so you have that good fire lane 

for firefighters to get around the building.

Marc Romanowski:  The Village fire department has commented and they didn’t have any concerns.

Dave Pihl:  What is the plan during the school week?  Fredonia police over there stop or direct traffic.  

With the roundabout coming, where traffic isn’t going to be stopped with a light, it’s going to be 

going 24/7 through there.

Marc Romanowski:  We’ve sat down with the police and the school district simultaneously on that 

topic. When the roundabout goes in, the vehicles will – instead of trying to make a left, which is what 

necessitated the police stopping traffic to get people going left out – they’ll be going right into the 

circle, around the circle, and then back in the other direction.

Bruno Bruni:  There isn’t much in the plans, that I’ve been able to find, talking about stormwater 

management.

Marc Romanowski:  The system that is in is a dry pond system and the reason for that is we can’t 

have waterfowl at the site of the hospital.  It brings potential for bacteria.  It has to be a dry pond 

system, so it’s designed to a tension system – not a retention system. 

Joseph Hanass:  We don’t intend to have much standing water, even through heavy rains.  The site 

itself drains really well.

Bruno Bruni: Do you know where it finally drains out to?

Joseph Hanass:  There’s a wetland to the west of the site.

 

Marc Romanowski:  This will be subject to a SPDES permit from the DEC, as it’s a disturbance of over 

an acre.

Dave Pihl: If you have a major event, you have emergency services, you have people trying to get in 

and out of the site, it seems like one access point could be problematic in the worst case scenarios. 

Day to day would probably be fine.

Marc Romanowski: We’re looking at all the options.  That 15 ft. right of way is barely enough for a 

single lane. We considered an emergency access, but that does nothing for traffic.

Doug Bowen:  Any other questions? Okay, thank you.  We’ll take a look at the referral.  Do we have 

suggested changes to the response? We have no suggested changes.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll make the motion that we approve with conditions, with adding the emergency exit 

as the condition and the turning radius.  Do I have a second?

Dick Patton: I’ll second.

Auer – No, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, Ketcham 

– Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent.  Motion fails to pass.

Doug Bowen: The motion does not carry.  What do we need to add to the conditions or change?

John Penhollow:  There’s so much traffic on 20 in front of the school and my opinion is that this is 

such a significant thing, I can’t believe there can’t be some sort of compromise with another 

entrance off of Route 60.

Bernie Auer:  If the DOT or village thought the traffic would be a real problem, then they would have 

addressed either another in or out onto Route 60 or two entrances, or an in and an out on Route 20.  

They haven’t.

Don McCord: We’ve talked with the DOT engineers and the road can handle the volume.  The issues 

come into play with the other driveways that are within a relatively short distance that create the 

safety potential.  The Clark Patterson Lee reports, which primarily looks at volume, are right on the 

money.  The village has not yet gotten to a point where they have finalized their decision.  They’ve 

just had a public hearing about it, a lot of people have expressed that as a local concern.  John I do 

see your concern and I think the motion does get to it because we are placing it as a condition of 

approval.  As a condition of approval, if they don’t meet that, this board considers it disapproved.

John Penhollow:  I know from where I live and what I do, people say their number one concern is the 

entrance.  It’s important to those residents over there with the safety concern.

Marc Romanowski:  If the condition is an emergency exit, to your concern, that’s not really an issue.  

If the least we end up constructing is a one way out, that ends up being an emergency exit, that’s 

something that the hospital would be willing to do.

Doug Bowen: Keep in mind if we don’t come up with a motion, it is automatically approved.

Don McCord:  The board can table its further consideration of this, as long as we have a response 

two days before the next decision is.

Dick Patton: I have one additional question.  If the roundabout never happens, what happens to all 

this?  It’s not approved right now as I understand.

Don McCord:  If it doesn’t happen, that perhaps changes some traffic patterns.  It does not change 

the hospitals plans or layout.

Dick Patton:  That’s scary to me too. Without a roundabout there you have even more traffic.

Marc Romanowski: The traffic circle really doesn’t change the volume.  It doesn’t change the volume; 

it controls the flow of volume.  A traffic signal would actually give a better chance of creating breaks 

than a traffic circle.  Delay time on the left movements would go down incrementally.

Doug Bowen:  Now that there are clarifications, I will repeat my original motion again with the 

emergency exit as a condition and the widening of the truck radius.

Jeff Gossett:  I’ll second

Auer – Yes, Gosset – Yes, Penhollow – No, Patton – Yes, Pihl – Yes, Bruni – Yes, Bowen – Yes, 

Ketcham – Absent, Bogdan – Absent, Frey – Absent, Bently – Absent. Motion carries.

Referral #2019-8 – Site 

Plan Approval for 

Proposed Brooks Hospital 

Location

Michael Longley:  Other than the referral that was just before us, only a few others.  A site plan 

change to Water Street Brass in Busti, a pretty small addition to that structure. Then an antennae 

replacement on an existing cell tower.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll accept a motion to approve the zoning referral log as presented.

Bruno Bruni: I’ll make a motion.

Dave Pihl:  Seconded.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried

Zoning Referral Log



Discussion of 2019 Capital 

Projects

Don McCord:  The financial management policy has a much clearer definition of what the county 

considers a capital project.  You’ll see on your sheets there’s both what you saw as the broad general 

definition and then what the County financial management policy considers capital.  This is the basis 

for all of our financial dealings.  There isn’t a project involving a large capital expenditure or 

infrastructure that was under $25,000.  I don’t know if it’s necessary to have a limit.  I think where 

we really get into needing limits are a couple of items and clearer definitions.  One is computer 

software and hardware, it is currently listed in the financial management policy as a $10,000 item.  I 

went ahead with the $10,000.  Then the acquisition of equipment or furnishings, they define these as 

over $10,000 dollars over one year of life.  I did add what the planning board had taking into account 

if you’re going to refurbish a piece of equipment.  You would put a component in there that said 

anything over $2,500 dollars.  It seemed like those are pretty small refurbishments, so I put the limit 

at $5,000. I blended strategic plans and preliminary studies so we didn’t have to have multiple lines.  

Usually something that’s capital will lead to capital.  When the County did the comprehensive plan, 

we funded it through a capital project, and parts of that assessed where we were going to build and 

do infrastructure.  When we did the Greenway Plan, that potentially would lead to a capital 

investment in trails.  If we did a County strategic study on whether we should have county wide code 

enforcement, that doesn’t really lead to anything capital.  I want to be cautious that it should only be 

something that leads to capital related.  

Doug Bowen:  Any comments from the board?  Basically it gets language from two different areas to 

read the same.  

Bruno Bruni:  Are we going to be consistent in all definitions?  Changing both to the one?

Don McCord:  Yes.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll accept a motion to move forward with this proposed definition.

Dave Pihl:  I’ll make the motion.

Dick Patton:  I’ll second it.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Don McCord:  Are there pieces of equipment that are so costly that you think should be a separate 

capital project so that there can be a discussion whether or not you get 12 years out of them or not?  

I was thinking a threshold of $200,000 or even higher.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll make a motion to set the limit to $200,000.  Do I have a second?

John Penhollow:  I’ll second.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Doug Bowen: Major highway and bridge projects are specifically required separately under the 

administrative code.  Other highway and bridge projects can be lumped together.  Should the 

lumped together projects be evaluated against the standard for what is capital and what is 

operating?

Don McCord:  Our administrative code requires large highway or bridge projects to be listed as 

separate projects.  I think we should have a list of what’s lumped together, and then we should look 

through that list and ask, “is this a capital or operational expenditure?”  If there were a project that 

came up that was viewed as a major project, should they be listed separately as a capital project 

discussion for the board for review?

Kathleen Dennison:  My recommendation would be yes because we are going to have to do it 

anyway.

Don McCord:  The next point, one of the things in the last couple of years is that the process has 

been abbreviated.  Last year I sat with Doug, and I’ve asked this question of Bruno, sometimes we’ve 

gone through the projects quickly.  One of the requests by the board, is that you would like to know 

the status of the projects you’ve approved.  What we are proposing this year is that when a 

department head comes in, the first thing we want you to tell the board is a summary of the projects 

that they have, how it’s funded, and how it’s going.  Then, we’ll hear the request.  The only thing is 

that’s going to require we stretch this out maybe a day.

Dick Patton: Maybe this information could be provided ahead of time.  The summaries could be 

provided and then we can ask if we have any questions on it.

John Penhollow:  I would kind of like to have these department head in here to tell us, have them say 

it.

Don McCord:  We could do both.

Kathleen Dennison:  So, one day or two? And the other question is do you want to go paper or 

electronic?

Agreement upon a one-day session.  Agreement upon hard copy books.

Michael Longley:  Other than the referral that was just before us, only a few others.  A site plan 

change to Water Street Brass in Busti, a pretty small addition to that structure. Then an antennae 

replacement on an existing cell tower.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll accept a motion to approve the zoning referral log as presented.

Bruno Bruni: I’ll make a motion.

Dave Pihl:  Seconded.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried

Zoning Referral Log



Executive Session

Doug Bowen: I’d like to make a motion to go into executive session to discuss the proposed 

acquisition of a property where publicity could substantially affect the value thereof.  Do I have a 

second?

Dick Patton:  I’ll second it.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Executive Session

Doug Bowen:  I make a motion to come out of executive session with no action taken.

Jeff Gossett:  I’ll second that.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Request for Executive 

Session

Discussion of 2019 Capital 

Projects

Confirmation of Receipt 

of Ethics Training 

Materials

Michael Longley:  This just needs to be signed by everyone for the receipt of the ethics documents.

John Penhollow:  I’ve got one question.  Kathleen, how are we doing with renting the cars?

Kathleen Dennison:  The request for proposals have all been received.  There are several proposals, 

the County is in the process of reviewing and awarding them.

Car Rentals

Old Business

Don McCord:  The financial management policy has a much clearer definition of what the county 

considers a capital project.  You’ll see on your sheets there’s both what you saw as the broad general 

definition and then what the County financial management policy considers capital.  This is the basis 

for all of our financial dealings.  There isn’t a project involving a large capital expenditure or 

infrastructure that was under $25,000.  I don’t know if it’s necessary to have a limit.  I think where 

we really get into needing limits are a couple of items and clearer definitions.  One is computer 

software and hardware, it is currently listed in the financial management policy as a $10,000 item.  I 

went ahead with the $10,000.  Then the acquisition of equipment or furnishings, they define these as 

over $10,000 dollars over one year of life.  I did add what the planning board had taking into account 

if you’re going to refurbish a piece of equipment.  You would put a component in there that said 

anything over $2,500 dollars.  It seemed like those are pretty small refurbishments, so I put the limit 

at $5,000. I blended strategic plans and preliminary studies so we didn’t have to have multiple lines.  

Usually something that’s capital will lead to capital.  When the County did the comprehensive plan, 

we funded it through a capital project, and parts of that assessed where we were going to build and 

do infrastructure.  When we did the Greenway Plan, that potentially would lead to a capital 

investment in trails.  If we did a County strategic study on whether we should have county wide code 

enforcement, that doesn’t really lead to anything capital.  I want to be cautious that it should only be 

something that leads to capital related.  

Doug Bowen:  Any comments from the board?  Basically it gets language from two different areas to 

read the same.  

Bruno Bruni:  Are we going to be consistent in all definitions?  Changing both to the one?

Don McCord:  Yes.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll accept a motion to move forward with this proposed definition.

Dave Pihl:  I’ll make the motion.

Dick Patton:  I’ll second it.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Don McCord:  Are there pieces of equipment that are so costly that you think should be a separate 

capital project so that there can be a discussion whether or not you get 12 years out of them or not?  

I was thinking a threshold of $200,000 or even higher.

Doug Bowen:  I’ll make a motion to set the limit to $200,000.  Do I have a second?

John Penhollow:  I’ll second.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Doug Bowen: Major highway and bridge projects are specifically required separately under the 

administrative code.  Other highway and bridge projects can be lumped together.  Should the 

lumped together projects be evaluated against the standard for what is capital and what is 

operating?

Don McCord:  Our administrative code requires large highway or bridge projects to be listed as 

separate projects.  I think we should have a list of what’s lumped together, and then we should look 

through that list and ask, “is this a capital or operational expenditure?”  If there were a project that 

came up that was viewed as a major project, should they be listed separately as a capital project 

discussion for the board for review?

Kathleen Dennison:  My recommendation would be yes because we are going to have to do it 

anyway.

Don McCord:  The next point, one of the things in the last couple of years is that the process has 

been abbreviated.  Last year I sat with Doug, and I’ve asked this question of Bruno, sometimes we’ve 

gone through the projects quickly.  One of the requests by the board, is that you would like to know 

the status of the projects you’ve approved.  What we are proposing this year is that when a 

department head comes in, the first thing we want you to tell the board is a summary of the projects 

that they have, how it’s funded, and how it’s going.  Then, we’ll hear the request.  The only thing is 

that’s going to require we stretch this out maybe a day.

Dick Patton: Maybe this information could be provided ahead of time.  The summaries could be 

provided and then we can ask if we have any questions on it.

John Penhollow:  I would kind of like to have these department head in here to tell us, have them say 

it.

Don McCord:  We could do both.

Kathleen Dennison:  So, one day or two? And the other question is do you want to go paper or 

electronic?

Agreement upon a one-day session.  Agreement upon hard copy books.



Adjournment

Dick Patton made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  Dave Pihl seconded the motion.  Motion passed 

unanimously.  Motion carried.

Doug Bowen: I’d like to make a motion to go into executive session to discuss the proposed 

acquisition of a property where publicity could substantially affect the value thereof.  Do I have a 

second?

Dick Patton:  I’ll second it.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Executive Session

Doug Bowen:  I make a motion to come out of executive session with no action taken.

Jeff Gossett:  I’ll second that.

Motion passed unanimously.  Motion carried.

Request for Executive 

Session


