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CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY AGRICULTURE AND FARMLAND PROTECTION BOARD MINUTES 
Gerace Office Building – Room 331/333 

November 15, 2021 
11:00am to 1:00pm 

 
PRESENT: Steve Kimball (chairman), Fred Croscut, Jay Gould, Jim Joy, Lisa Kempisty, Dan Steward 
ABSENT: Brian Aldrich, Mark Geise, Kim Meleen, Adam Rak (zoom call lost), Heather Woodis 
OTHERS: Lauren Sharp, Rebecca Wurster (via zoom) 
ADMINISTRATION  
Minutes Chairman Kimball called the meeting to order. 

 
Chairman Kimball asked for a motion to approve June 3rd, 2021 minutes.  Fred 
Croscut made the motion, seconded by Lisa Kempisty and passed unanimously. 
 
Chairman Kimball asked for a motion to approve September 2nd, 2021 minutes.  Jay 
Gould made the motion, seconded by Fred Croscut and passed unanimously. 

Corresp. Steve Kimball: A grower contacted me with concerns about land disappearing due to 
solar panel projects.  I told them, we were working on it. 
 
Lauren Sharp:  We received two correspondences.  The Rak 2 Solar determination, 
notes our comments as “The AFPB expressed concerns regarding the limited 
information found in the NOI filing with respect to alternatives considered.  The 
AFPB notes that the proposed project will result in the conversion of approximately 
29 acres of farmland, consisting primarily of farmland that is prime if drained and 
therefore found that the project siting would result in major impacts to farmland in 
the County.”  They noted the Project Company and NYSERDA “indicated that 
alternative sites were evaluated, however, were not chosen because they were not 
feasible and that the proposed project area was selected due to the farmer’s 
representation that “the land was used for farming but due to the amount of water 
on the property and poor drainage it’s not ideal for farming conditions.””  Any 
question on the Rak 2 correspondence? 
 
Jim Joy: What was Rak 1?  Where is this one located? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Rak 2 is in the Town of Pomfret and Rak 1 in the Town of Sheridan. 
 
Jim Joy: In the Town of Pomfret, the site is zoned industrial.  It was a hard argument 
when looking at that as a potential site.  Rak 1 which is kiddy corner in the Town of 
Sheridan is on very shallow ground.  Nothing else would grow there but willow.  
There are other ones we are facing going into prime farmland which is upsetting. 
 
Lauren Sharp: Our second piece of correspondence was the SEQR lead agency 
request for the Chautauqua solar project.  No action is needed unless we object to 
the Town of Chautauqua being the lead agency for the project. 
 
Jim Joy: Is that standard practice for the town to be the lead agency? 
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Lauren Sharp: Yes. 
Privilege of Floor None. 
OLD BUSINESS 
AFPB and 
Decom. Plans 

Lauren Sharp: I have included the letter drafted at the last meeting and presented to 
the County Legislature with the goals, outcomes and objectives.  This was presented 
to the Planning and Economic Development Legislative Committee by Rebecca, 
Melissa and Dan.  If either of you would like to speak to that. 
 
Rebecca Wurster: Some of the next steps, is developing a decommissioning 
template for municipalities.  Our consultants ACDS, who are working on the ag. and 
farmland protection plan, are also going create a template for us.  They will follow 
standards in the American Planning Association guidance specific to solar 
decommissioning plans and what should be required.  Cost estimated were 
something that came up.  In case studies, some require companies to update their 
cost estimated every five years to keep up with inflation.  I think we are going to be 
including this in the template.  Another piece that some decommissioning plans lack, 
is making sure a site is regraded and reseeded to the natural conditions within a 
reasonable time frame after equipment removal.  Other pieces include 
decommissioning costs shall be guaranteed either by cash escrow at a federal 
insured financial institution and approved by the municipality before any building 
permits are issued or the governing body may approved alternative methods such as 
performance bonds, a letter of credit or others approved by the municipality to 
secure the financial ability of the owner or operator to be able to decommission the 
facility.  Our consultants are still working through a lot of pieces involved in this 
template.  Once the template is drafted, we are going to bring it to the Board to 
review and see if anything needs to be added or removed.  The County attorney will 
also be reviewing it, to make sure we are in align with any County law and with 
giving this template out, make sure the County isn’t liable for anything in the 
template.  It will also be added as an appendix in the farmland plan because after 
doing interviews and getting input from different farmers, this is something that 
came up.  Farmland isn’t always going to have those economic development 
stresses of solar, it changes over time but right now that is the stress. 
 
Dan Steward: Is this going to help?  A big concern is a company avoids financial 
responsibility for reclaiming it.  Not just guidelines or a plan but a legal mechanism 
to hold them responsible or make them put the money up front.  On page 162 of the 
decommissioning solar panel systems from NYSERDA, “It is also important to note 
that many local governments chose to require a financial mechanism for 
decommissioning.  Although similar to telecommunications installations there is no 
specific authority to do so as part of a land use approval for solar projects.  
Therefore a local government should consult their municipal attorney when 
evaluating financial mechanisms.”  They have it set up for telecommunications 
projects; but not for solar installations.  It has to have some teeth, not just a plan. 
 
Steve Kimball: Each town would have to adopt this template. 
 
Dan Steward: The template would have a requirement to put the money up upfront.  
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Not just we have it in our plan, and it be easy for them to avoid the responsibility. 
 
Rebecca Wurster: With ACDS, LLC working on this, they have some experts helping.  
I will relay that information back to them.  We want a legal mechanism to hold the 
developer responsible to make them utilize that decommissioning template to do 
that.  Hopefully we will bring you a draft that meets that standard. 
 
Dan Steward: If it doesn’t go that far than it’s not worth anything.  
 
Fred Croscut: We worry about the loss of agricultural prime farmland but with that 
the statement was made at this solar conference I watched that if these companies 
do not get a PILOT, tax abatements, credits or low interest loans, they may not build 
the solar field in the first place.  To me that related back to these farmers who are 
losing prime agricultural farmland for these high prices and I don’t think it is fair for 
these farmers to try to compete with these solar companies who do get these 
PILOTs and  low interest loans.  I am hoping some of these come up at the Farm 
Bureau annual meeting.  Agriculture across this state, farmers have to be concerned 
with these solar projects, losing prime agricultural farmland.   
 
Jim Joy: In the State constitution there is language that protects farmland as a 
nonrenewable resource and then the State is turning around and advocating the 
development of these properties and financing it. 
 
Steve Kimball: The sun shines just as brightly on poor land as prime land.  We are 
not against solar panels, just the location on prime farmland.  Any further discussion 
on solar decommissioning or the template?   
 
Dan Steward: Thank you for your efforts and please be diligent. 

Agricultural 
District Update 
– Ag. District 
Review 
Notification of 
Consolidation 

Lauren Sharp: The state’s review of our eight year review and consolidation found 
the notification to landowners failed to include the new review date of their eight 
year review.  In order to resolve this, we have to send out a corrected notification 
and allow for public comment on the consolidation.  Our goal is to align this process 
with the ag. district inclusion process and have it resolved in the beginning of 2022.   
 
Steve Kimball: This will be to all of the property owners within an ag. district and 
adjacent to an ag. district? 
 
Lauren Sharp: It is sent to everyone in the ag. district, not the adjacent landowners.  
 
Rebecca Wurster: We went from nine district to four districts.  We have to send 
notice with the new review date to landowners.   
 
Fred Croscut: There have been an increase in assessment in the Town of Ellery and 
others.  We have had a significant increase in the Towns of Sherman and Clymer 
based on the Amish building.  Have they looked at the assessment rolls in the Towns 
of Sherman and Clymer to see the increased in assessments?  Sherman’s taxes have 
not went up but we have an increase in property value.  I hope eople have reached 
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out to the Amish.  If they have done a good job of reaching out to them, fine, but I 
have to think that the real estate values in Sherman and Clymer are pretty 
significant because of Amish but Ellery has a lake, so that probably throws it all off.   
 
Steve Kimball: Could we have something printed out that we could give the Amish 
community?  The Amish who bought some of my property are not doing the ag. 
value assessment but they could if they wanted to.  If it could have information for 
both the ag. district inclusion and the ag. value assessment.  I think it would be 
helpful to be able to give the Amish community. 
 
Lisa Kempsity: Lauren put information together for the inclusion period that was in 
last month’s newsletter and there will be additional information in this month’s.  But 
it is not getting to the Amish communities.  We have maybe 10 Amish producers 
who subscribe to extension. 
 
Fred Croscut: Twenty years ago, didn’t they do mailing to everyone in the County?   
 
Lisa Kempsity: It use to be done differently.  Is there a way we can make this a 
mailing that can better explain things?   
 
Dan Steward: Do you have to be in an ag. district to get the ag. value assessment? 
 
Steve Kimball: No. 
 
Dan Steward: So even if they are not in an ag. district they can get that done. 
 
Steve Kimball: They have to go to Soil & Water and to their assessors. 
 
Dan Steward: The advantage of being in the ag. district comes down to right to farm. 
 
Steve Kimball: There is a little bit of leverage to eminent domain things too. 
 
Dan Steward: If that land was in the ag. district back when we did the review that 
land is going to stay in the district unless someone requests to take it out.  There 
might be some properties that weren’t in it and this is their opportunity to get in it. 

Agricultural 
District Update 
– Ag. District 
Inclusion Period 

Lauren Sharp: This leads us into the inclusion period.  Like Lisa said we had an article 
in the November Extension Connection which had a little bit of what an ag. district is 
and touched on ag. value assessment but left it to contact their assessor.  We are 
scheduled to have the December article in the newsletter.  We sent public notices to 
all of the municipalities for posting.  There will be another distribution to the Board, 
Soil & Water and NRCS.  I can include information for distribution to your networks 
for about the inclusion period which is January 2 to 31.   
 
Lisa Kempisty: What does this Board have to do to request that more information be 
sent out then just a postcard?  We have been told that we are not having public 
meeting to talk about these things.  I can’t say how Extension can help because I 
haven’t spoken with Emily Reynolds.  We are missing something here with 
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communicating to landowners throughout Chautauqua County.   
 
Steve Kimball: It is the Planning Department that sends this out? 
 
Lauren Sharp: There are two things that have to be on the postcard.  We have to put 
the review dates and the public hearing information.  The public hearing can’t be set 
until after January when the new Legislature.  This means if we send it with the 
public notice for the public hearing, it would be too late for them to get in on the ag. 
inclusion.  We can put more information on the postcard but they may not be able 
to apply it this year because of the time deadlines.   
 
Steve Kimball:  We would need two mailings to hit the time deadlines.  Do we want 
to request that the Planning Department send out a mailing ASAP about the 
inclusion and then send one out later about the ag. value assessment. 
 
Rebecca Wurster:  We do not do the ag. value assessment.  We will be sending out a 
notice to the public hearing for the eight year review for the consolidated districts.      
 
Steve Kimball: Can the mailing list be shared?  
 
Lisa Kempisty: I would guess by supervisor is going to say we don’t have money in 
the budget to be sending a mailing that Chautauqua County and the County 
Legislature should be sending to our landowners.  Our Extension Connection 
newsletter ends up in the hands of about 550 households.  Those are 4-H 
households, agriculture household.  Lauren has been great to put this information 
together and we are putting it out there.  How many people have read it and 
understand it, I don’t know.  I never saw the postcard, so I cannot speak to it.  I 
haven’t seen it at a farmer’s house and I don’t know how effective a postcard is. 
 
Fred Croscut: Jay and I have a Soil & Water Board meeting this Wednesday.  We can 
talk about this because Soil & Water is the one that does the ag. value assessment.  I 
have a bishop living next door and can ask him what the best way to inform the 
Amish is.  All we are asking is that everyone gets informed.   
 
Lisa Kempisty: We have the regulation side that Lauren and Rebecca are speaking to 
in regards to what has to be on that postcard and the state regulation side.  I’m 
looking at it from communicating with the people about this and educating them. 
 
Dan Steward: Where does that mailing list come from?  Is it all landowners or 
certain parcels? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: It goes to every parcel in the ag. district. 
 
Steve Kimball: I only got two and I still have 15-20 parcels. 
 
Lauren Sharp: You are only one landowner.  You should have only gotten one 
because you are one person.  If you own 100 parcels but they are all in the same 
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name you are only going to get one postcard. 
 
Fred Croscut: The Amish should have gotten the mailing if they have farmland. 
 
Lauren Sharp: If it is in the ag. district.   
 
Fred Croscut: They might be already informed.   
 
Dan Steward: The advantage of being in the ag. district is? 
 
Lauren Sharp: The right to farm issues. 
 
Dan Steward: If farming outside the ag. district, you are not covered by right to 
farm? 
 
Jim Joy: Correct, unless your town has right to farm in their rules. Example, if a 
municipality said they don’t want pesticides sprayed and you are in the ag. district.  
They will defend that right because you are in the ag. district and have a farm.     
 
Dan Steward: In more metropolitan areas like Fredonia, you are more likely to have 
someone take objection to what you are doing on the farm.  If you are someone 
who never got that message that they could get in this ag. district that would 
protect them then you are out of luck.  If your towns decides to write some new 
laws, being in the ag. district would preclude them from doing that.   
 
Jim Joy: It wouldn’t keep them from doing it but it would protect you and you would 
have rights above.  The County farmland protection would come in and say this is a 
viable business and because they were in the ag. district the right to farm law would 
step in.  You have to be in the ag. district for that to happen.   
 
Steve Kimball:  We would like the property to be adjoining the current ag. district.  
We don’t want the inclusion to be a way to create or settle a neighbor dispute.    
 
Dan Steward: Farm Bureau wouldn’t have the mailing list but we might have funds? 
 
Steve Kimball: Isn’t it public information?  Is that a possibility to let Farm Bureau 
have the list so send out information about ag. value assessment? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: We can always put a link for more information on ag. value 
assessment on the postcard. 
 
Steve Kimball: These are Amish. 
 
Rebecca Wurster:  We can try to coordinate something with Lisa. 
 
Fred Croscut: The Amish do have a way of getting the word out to their community.  
I’ll ask by Bishop next door what is the best way to get word out to the Amish?   
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Steve Kimball: We need to have some kind of paper so they can understand the 
process of going to Soil & Water and their assessor  
 
Lisa Kempisty: It depends on the bishop or elder.  We are considered government 
and some of them don’t like anything to do with the government.   
 
Jim Joy: I would assume most farmers are away of this.  I started rent a new vineyard 
that was never in the ag. district or have ag. value assessment and when I brought it 
up to them they were very receptive of it.  It’s probably the non-farmer landowners 
that don’t know about it unless the farmer using the land tells them. 
 
Rebecca Wurster: That is a great point.  That is who we are trying to reach out to for 
the inclusion process, is these people who are not in the ag. district and the public.  
Getting the word out through whatever press avenues we can.  We are going to be 
having a public meeting in regards to this doing a presentation on ag. district but we 
can include educational information on ag. value assessment.   
 
Lauren Sharp:  Tentatively it is scheduled for Monday January 3rd with TBA location.   
 
Lisa Kempisty: I do have the request in for JCC.   
 
Fred Croscut: The gym in Mayville is not a bad location either because you can park. 
 
Lisa Kempisty: It does not have to be at JCC.  Lauren reached out what facilities to 
use.  The issue at JCC is you have to wear a face covering inside the building.   

Agricultural 
Development 
and 
Enhancement 
Strategy Update 

Lauren Sharp: We had two focus group meetings at the end of October to review the 
recommendations.  A plan draft is being put together for review.  We are tentatively 
looking at February to the Legislature and public comment.  We are working with 
Extension and Soil & Water to review those recommendations.   
 
Dan Steward: Did anyone go to the meetings? 
 
Steve Kimball: They seem to be on target. 
 
Lauren Sharp: The meeting that you attended, Emily from Extension, Cassie from 
Soil & Water and Greg and an employee from Slab City Organics was there.  The 
meeting the next day, there was more people including members of the Food Policy 
Council, a horse farmer, and a winery operator. 
 
Dan Steward: I stopped into the second meeting for about fifteen minutes.   
 
Fred Croscut: Cassie said something about the two meetings being different.   
 
Lauren Sharp: The first meeting there was a focus on land use.  Between the first 
and second meetings our department narrowed down and changed the 
presentation to phase I, II and III.  Phase I being things that are easy to implement, 
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short term.  Phase II more medium term with phase III being aspirational.  Phase III 
recommendation were pulled from the direct focus and will be in an appendix.  The 
plan will focus more on attainable within the next five plus years.   
 
Dan Steward: Will we have a chance to review? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Yes.  They are hoping to have a draft plan out in December which will 
go out to the people on the steering committee, the Board and additional reviewers.   

NEW BUSINESS 
Notices of 
Intent East 
Barnes Road 
Solar 

Lauren Sharp: There are two NOI.  One is East Barnes Road Solar and the other is West 
Barnes Road Solar.  The first map shows parcel breakdown.  You will notice, one of the 
parcels is not in the ag. district.  The second map has a breakdown with the east and 
west split for the two projects.  We do need to write two separate letters because they 
are two separate NOIs.  For the east project is a 5MW utilizing 27.5 acres with active 
farming on an estimated 10 acres of prime or prime if drained.  They did note that the 
farm will be able to continue utilizing the remainder of the field plus an additional 3 
acres.  We did not receive a soil map but I will pull it up on the screen.   
 
Jim Joy: This is in the Town of Stockton? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Yes. 
 
Jim Joy: Some of this is productive farmland and some is not.  The trees and brush are 
going to be cleared? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Yes.  This piece is unaffected. 
 
Jim Joy: Any reason why they have chosen to give up that crop land, when there is all 
the rest of the brush? 
 
Lauren Sharp: If you look at this map you can see it is actually three separate parcels.  
This parcel that has the active farmland is a different owner than the other two parcels.  
Parcel 38 is owned by Donald Meder and Parcel 40 is owned by Ronald Cave.   
 
Jim Joy: I would guess neither are farmers. 
 
Lauren Sharp: It lists Ronald Cave’s address as Kansas.  On the NOI the provide 
information regarding the system size and NY-Sun incentives was actually cut off 
because of the scroll bar so I have provided on an additional page.   
 
Dan Steward: It looked pretty steep.   
 
Lauren Sharp: This is the affected is the cropland affected and this is the brush part.   
 
Jim Joy: What about the other parcel? 
 
Lauren Sharp: That is not in the ag. district. 
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Jim Joy: It is still going to be part of the project? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Yes. 
 
Dan Steward: Is it near some main transmission line? 
 
Lauren Sharp: The transmission line is right here. 
 
Dan Steward: I recognize the land and it’s not great land but it’s not bad land.  The 
better part of it is being left in crop land.   
 
Lauren Sharp: The large parcel is classified as abandoned ag. on the tax rolls. 
 
Fred Croscut: They are actually taking out a bunch of tree and brush.   
 
Jim Joy: Yes.  I contacted Dave Wilson the town supervisor to pick his brain on this and 
asked if it would be affecting prime farmland.  He said it was marginal at best.  Looking 
at the map I would agree.  It is going to affect a little bit.  

Notices of 
Intent West 
Barnes Road 
Solar 

Lauren Sharp: The West project has no conversion of actively farmed land.   
 
Jim Joy: There is no net loss of prime farmland.   
 
Fred Croscut: We want to make sure they have a decommissioning plan.   
 
Dan Steward: I see an issue of erosion here.  If they go in and clear all of that off, 
depending on when they do it they could compact the heck out of it and there could be 
a significant amount runoff.  DEC has stormwater regulations. 
 
Jim Joy:  SEQR might address it. 
 
Steve Kimball: What the slope on that? 
 
Jim Joy: Is that a stream going right through it? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Flag Creek is to the south.   
 
Dan Steward: On the soils, they are B slopes 3-8% and C slopes 8-15%. 
 
Lauren Sharp: They did have to confirm that they were going to conform to the 
guidelines for solar energy projects construction mitigation for agricultural lands.   
 
Steve Kimball: If they seed it back with some type of grass or something but the 
construction phase could be a mess.   
 
Jim Joy: They will probably be required to put the buffers in around it with silt fences 
anyway.  In the past we have put conditions on these for approval or having something 
in place to address any runoff or flooding.   
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Dan Steward: I think they have to do that anyways.  The man who does the CAFO 
permits, he told me that they do inspect and it is a major thing they are starting to see 
is stormwater runoff is a challenge with these. 
 
Jim Joy: They have said that it would absorb in and it doesn’t.  We can put that in as a 
condition even though SEQR is supposed to address it.  It is our concerns so I would 
rather see it on the letter. 
 
Dan Steward: In the past we have; can you look back at the previous language used?   
 
Jim Joy:  I believe we had similar concerns with the one at the edge of Brocton because 
of the potential to flood the road.   
 
Lauren Sharp: In the past, prior to the short form they were not required to follow 
those guidelines.  You previously stated please follow the guidelines.  What I have 
drafted here is to remind the applicant of their confirmation to follow the NYSAGM 
guidelines for solar energy projects construction mitigation for agricultural lands to 
adhere the construction impacts from the projects are minimized to the greatest extent 
possible.  Do you want me to add something about stormwater? 
 
Fred Croscut: Stormwater and flooding is always issues we are concerned with.    
 
Jim Joy: We are concerned during and after construction.   
 
Steve Kimball: It looks like it goes all the way to the top of the hill and break over to the 
other side so some of the water is going to go to the left and some to the right.   
 
Fred Croscut: We have had more water issues this year in our County then we have 
probably had in fifty years.  Soil & Water has been overwhelmed with calls.   
 
Dan Steward: Lauren I am going to send you the guidance that DEC has on it.   
 
Lauren Sharp: Did you want to note that they failed to include the soil map? 
 
Fred Croscut: Yes.   

 
Lauren Sharp:  For the west project, they failed to send the NRCS web soil map, no net 
loss of actively farmed lands and concerns about flooding and stormwater during and 
after construction.   
 
Fred Croscut: I make a motion to approve the letter. 
 
Motion was seconded by Jay Gould and passed unanimously.   

Notices of 
Intent East 
Barnes Road 
Solar 

Lauren Sharp: For the East project, the same concerns regarding stormwater? 
 
Jay Gould: Yes.   
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Steve Kimball: The division between them, is that some kind of driveway or road? 
 
Lauren Sharp: No, it is just were they cut the two projects. 
 
Steve Kimball: The slope from the west project is just going to continue and go past the 
east project.  There might be more opportunity for erosion on that.   
 
Jim Joy: Dan, if they had plans for a retention pond, where would we see it or do they 
figure that out after the SEQR? 
 
 Dan Steward: Some of them have had it in them.  I believe the one in Brocton had it 
something in the plan that dealt with it.  If someone clears land, and it’s more than 1.5 
acres then they have to get a stormwater permit.  They have to hire an engineer to look 
at all of that and have a plan for it.  The DEC regional office in Buffalo is supposed to 
come out and enforce that.  Often, it doesn’t get enforced unless someone complains.   
 
Lauren Sharp: The site plans do include a proposed silt fence during construction.   
 
Dan Steward: The roadways are an issues because depending on where they go in with 
that driveway, erosion could be a big issue just like with logging roads.  They do have 
guidelines and they are supposed to follow them.  The roads for the wind turbines are 
actually really well done, at least the ones I have seen.  That is one thing farmer’s 
comments on, they get a nice driveway out of it because they will put water bars in it 
and it’s a lot better constructed than most farm driveways are.   
 
Steve Kimball: Some of the gas well driveways have gullied in.   
 
Dan Steward: Ag and Markets has done a lot of enforcing on the wind turbine projects 
but I don’t know what they are going to do with the solar stuff not.   
 
Jim Joy: Why would they exempt solar? 
 
Dan Steward: I think there is just going to be so many of them that they are not going 
to be able to keep up with it.  Things are moving so fast with our State’s agenda to get 
green energy out there is so aggressive.  I don’t think there is going to be any way they 
will be able to keep up will all these developers.   
 
Jim Joy: More emphasis on why we need to have a condition in there to elevate a 
problem should it develop.  Go back to the approval process and say that is part of the 
condition, figure out how to stop the flooding even if they have to take out some 
panels and put a retention pond in.   
 
Dan Steward: I can see it from both stand points.  The DEC people who regulate it and 
are responsible for enforcing it, most of it is complaint driven.  It will come down to 
how much people pay attention to it.  If you see flooding at a project, you can call them 
and they will come out and look at it.  There will be repercussions to it hopefully unless 
the executive branch of our state government decides that is not an issue.   



12  

Lauren Sharp: In the past you have always noted the approximate acres of conversion 
so this would be an approximate conversion of 10 acres.  You also noted whether it 
would have no impact, minor impact or major impact.  So for this project in addition to 
your flooding, stormwater and erosion controls, what impact level would you like? 
 
Dan Steward (and others): Minor. 
 
Lauren Sharp: Is there anything else you want included for the East project? 
 
Jay Gould: I make a motion to approve the letter. 
 
Motion was seconded by Fred Croscut and passed unanimously.   

Board 
Organization 
and 
Procedures 

Lauren Sharp: Jay is our only member up for reappointment and we already talked to 
Kathy the Clerk for the Legislature on how that will be handed in January, as to what 
Legislator they appoint to this Board.  We would love to continue to have Jay.  Everyone 
else’s term is still active. 
 
Dan Steward: I would like to have Jay but Jay already knows a lot about this stuff.  It 
would be nice to have someone else on the Legislature that we could preach to.  I 
thought it was interesting going in front of the Planning and Economic Development 
Committee.  What I was telling them, it was like they had no clue.   
 
Jay Gould: One problem we have Dan, is the farmers are slim on the Legislature now.  
There is two with any farming background, me and Hemmer.  Hemmer is from 
Westfield and was a grape farmer.  Maybe we should appoint someone who is just a 
Legislator and not a farmer.  Then you can educate them. 
 
Fred Croscut: We have Lisa Vanstrom on the Soil & Water Board.  We have learned a lot 
and she has learned a lot. 
 
Lauren Sharp: Kathy said it is up to the Chairman of the Legislature for appointments.   
 
Fred Croscut: Do we have people that we need to replace? 
 
Lauren Sharp: No one else’s term is up this year. 
 
Fred Croscut: Do we have people who haven’t made meetings? 
 
Lauren Sharp: I do not know. 
 
Jim Joy: If there is someone not coming, what provisions do we have to replace them?  
On some boards it is up to the chairman to ask them why they are not here and if they 
are too busy or don’t want to serve then we address that.   
 
Fred Croscut: Like Adam, I hope he wants to be here.  Brian is usually here. 
 
Lauren Sharp: He had notified me he would be available via zoom as they were digging 
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today.  He called in but it looked like his phone dropped the call and he didn’t realize it.   
Brian did let me know that he would be unable to attend. 
 
Jay Gould: I have missed meetings when they are scheduled with other meetings. 
 
Jim Joy: It’s the unexcused ones who don’t notify that they would be unable to attend. 
 
Lisa Kempisty: I might suggest that Steve talk to Heather.  I think she has too much on 
her plate and this is not a priority.   
 
Lauren Sharp: Kim Meleen, she is the new Director of Real Property Services, Jim’s 
replacement.  She is appointed based on her title.  She did fill out the doodle poll that 
she was available, I didn’t hear back, so I will stop down to her office and introduce 
myself on my way out today.   Mark Geise, the Director of Planning & Development, 
had a conflict and he is appointed as well.   
 
Lisa Kempisty: There is a maximum number of people we can have? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Yes eleven board members. 
 
Lisa Kempisty: It is full now. 
 
Jim Joy: Do we have someone that can be ready if someone were to step down? 
 
Steve Kimball: Anyone can attend the meetings. 
 
Dan Steward: Was there anyone from the focus meetings that would have an interest 
who would be more of from the locally grown movement? 
 
Fred Croscut: We need younger Board members. 

Next Meeting Lauren Sharp: Our last thing is out next meeting.  Tentatively we are looking to have our 
next meeting the first week of February.  This is to review any ag. inclusion worksheets 
and to review the farmland protection plan.  This is assuming no NOIs are received.  At 
the end of the inclusion period we have thirty days for the Board to review and send a 
recommendation to the Planning and Economic Development Committee.   
 
Jay Gould:  You better have it over zoom because Fred and I will be in Florida.   
 
Lauren Sharp: Currently there is an executive order allowing for a zoom component.   

Other Jay Gould: I talked to George Borello about the guy we are sending our comments to 
and them not being included.  Borello sent the guy a letter, so that might be corrected.   

ADJOURNMENT 
 Steve Kimball: If there is no further business I will take a motion to adjourn.   

 
Fred Croscut made the motion, seconded by Dan Steward and passed unanimously.   

 


