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CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY PLANNING BOARD MINUTES 
Room 331, Gerace Building 

3 North Erie Street 
Mayville, NY 

January 3rd 2023 
4:00 PM 

 
PRESENT: Doug Bowen, Melissa Meyers, Mary Ellen Humphrey, Susan Asquith, Jeffrey Gossett, Kathleen 
Dennison, Bruno Bruni, Courtney Curatolo 
ABSENT: Bernie Auer, Timothy Card, Dick Patton,  
OTHERS: Gregory Bacon, Lauren Sharp, Emma Cook, Rebecca Wurster 
ADMINISTRATION  
Minutes 

 
 

 

Chairman Bowen called the meeting to order and welcomed everyone to the 
January Planning Board Meeting. 
 

Chairman Bowen asked for a motion to approve the minutes for the December 6th, 
2022 meeting.  A motion was made by Mary Ellen Humphrey, seconded by Melissa 
Meyers and passed unanimously. 

Correspondence Doug Bowen: We have a NOI Gateway Community Solar Response Letter.  
 
Lauren Sharp: I can speak to this. This is just a formality now since the Board has 
requested to receive the Chautauqua County Ag & Farmland Protection Board’s 
response letters. Sometimes you guys get the NOI first, or you get the Municipal 
Referral first, so we just have the Board being cc’d at your request now.  
 
Doug Bowen: This is on the 5 MW project that we have going on Route 76 in Ripley.  

Privilege of the 
Floor 

Rebecca Wurster: I just have a couple of things if you don’t mind. The Department of 
Planning and Development put in a grant application this past year through the CFAs 
for the Local Waterfront Revitalization Program through the State and we have been 
working for several years on the Northern Chautauqua LWRP. That’s the plan with ten 
municipalities along Lake Erie’s shoreline. Ultimately it was one plan for the longest 
time and we worked through that with the State, we were awarded grant funding to 
go through the planning process, we got to the draft plan in 2019 and didn’t hear back 
because of COVID. In 2021 we got the process started back up and we heard from the 
State that things had changed for their requirements and we now need to have ten 
individual plans for all ten municipalities. Ultimately we said that if we move forward 
we need more money, so we applied for that program and we were successful. We just 
found out that we will be receiving $193,500 to move forward with 8 individual plans. 
The Village and Town of Westfield will be a combined plan as well as the Village of 
Silver Creek and the Town of Hanover. Contracts will probably get started in 
February/March time and then we will get things moving again by the end of the first 
quarter. We hope to be able to utilize a lot of what was in the original draft plan, and 
we are hoping that we can stick with our same consultant, Ingles Planning, and that 
the State won’t require us to go through a RFP process to change consultants. I think it 
is good because we need to refresh some of the projects that were in the plan, some 
of them were out dated. The results of having an adopted plan for a municipality will 



2  

open up more opportunities for grant funding, which kind of leads into the next thing 
that I would like to talk about. We helped the Village of Mayville secure grant funds to 
implement projects within their LWRP plan. They are a part of the Chautauqua Lake 
LWRP and we worked on some planning efforts at Lakeside Park in Mayville and they 
were awarded $675,000 to implement some of those projects. So you can see the 
benefit of having that adopted LWRP plan. Ultimately that will include three projects. 
The Chautauqua Bell enhancements, a kayak/canoe launch, and a pedestrian bike trail 
that goes through the park. So those are some the projects that we will be working on 
this year, as well as a really important County-wide Code Enforcement Study. I wanted 
to bring it to the Board tonight, that if anyone is interested in serving on a steering 
committee for the study, we would be happy to have someone from the Planning 
Board. Ultimately we will be looking at the existing conditions that our code 
enforcement officers face throughout the county and looking at how we can make that 
better. Whether that be through shared technology, getting more resources, unified 
paperwork, and what that may look like because we don’t know and this study will 
help identify that. Really we want to talk with all of our municipal leaders and code 
enforcement officers to identify that. Housing court is also something that our 
consultants will be looking at.  
 
Jeff Gossett: Do you have a consultant on board for that yet? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: Yes, we just hired CGR. 
 
Doug Bowen: Bruno, would you be interested in sitting in on that steering committee? 
 
Bruno Bruni: Yes. All of those towns across the lake, is there going to be any 
coordination for those projects or are they all going to be independent from each 
other? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: We did have some projects within the one plan that were kind of 
regional, for example a blue way trail and unified signage, I see that still being included 
in all of the individual plans, but it will be specific to that municipality as well. But we 
will still include regional projects as well.  
 
Melissa Meyers: So will each individual municipalities need to submit to the State or is 
that something that you can do for them? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: We can help them through that process, like how we helped 
Mayville. It gives each municipality an opportunity to apply on their own, but they can 
still seek help from the County.  
 
Doug Bowen: The original plan encompassed all of the communities but yet each 
community had their own separate section within the group plan. So it was still unique 
for each municipality but the County would help pull it together. It was 2014 when 
Don McCord and Jay Warren came to Ripley to see if we wanted to participate and it 
was originally a $10,000 match from each community to develop a match for the 
original grant. The County will take the lead moving forward, with the help of Ingles 
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Planning, they are a good group of people. Ripley already received a grant for the 
Ripley Beach project, $270,000, because of the LWRP, even though it was still in the 
draft phase.  

ORGANIZATIONAL BUSINESS 
Nominations for 
County Planning 
Board Chair 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Election of County 
Planning Board  
Chair 
 
 
Nomination of 
County Planning 
Board Vice Chair 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Election of County 
Planning Board Vice 
Chair 
 
Monthly Meeting 
Dates for 2023 
 
 
 
 

Doug Bowen: I will open the floor for nominations of the County Planning Board 
Chair position.  
 
Jeff Gossett: Doug, if you’re willing to give it a shot again, I will nominate you.  
 
Doug Bowen: I’m interested again.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: I second that nomination.  
 
Doug Bowen: Any other nominations? Hearing none, I will accept a motion to close 
the nominations for the County Planning Board Chair.  
 
Motion was made by Bruno Bruni, seconded by Jeff Gossett and passed 
unanimously.  
 
Doug Bowen: I will take a vote for Douglas Bowen to be acting County Planning 
Board Chair through 2023. Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 
 
Doug Bowen: I will open the floor for nominations of the County Planning Board 
Vice Chair.  
 
Jeff Gossett: Bruno, if you are willing, you do a really nice job of filling in for Doug 
when he is not here.  
 
Doug Bowen: I will second that nomination. Any other nominations? Hearing none, 
I will accept a motion to close the nominations for County Planning Board Vice 
Chair.  
 
Motion was made by Mary Ellen Humphrey, seconded by Melissa Meyers, and 
passed unanimously.  
 
Doug Bowen: I will take a vote for Bruno Bruni to be acting County Planning Board 
Vice Chair. Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 
Rebecca Wurster: Courtney put together, based on your responses last meeting, an 
outline plan for this year. If anyone has any changes or additions, please let me 
know.  
 
Melissa Meyers: Too bad we didn’t know who would be asking for what for capital 
projects, so that we could tour them earlier on in the year.  
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Vacancies (2) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Rebecca Wurster: We kind of try to go over past projects and see what has been 
funded in the past, but yeah it’s difficult not to know.  
 
Doug Bowen: You look at the meetings, March 7th, tour of the IT Department, we 
can have them specifically point out this is what has been done, this is what we are 
working on, etc. As you go down through where we are meeting with the various 
planning, County Planning could send us out a list of the capital projects each 
department has ahead of those dates so they can show us them.  
 
Rebecca Wurster: I will make a note to have Kathleen pull that list for us.  
 
Bruno Bruni: Doug, did we make a decision on if we will be making modifications to 
the application form for capital projects?  
 
Doug Bowen: We haven’t. We can look at that probably at the next meeting.  
 
Rebecca: I can add that to the agenda.  
 
Doug Bowen: It has always been a challenge to keep the form short and simple, but 
to also make sure that we get the information that we need.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I think we need to talk to Kathleen about the software to see 
what we can and cannot do.  
 
Rebecca Wurster: We have this under Old Unfinished Business on the Agenda, but 
we recently had a meeting with ClearGov, which is the software program, and 
talked through some of the challenges that we had. We really want a ranking 
feature, Courtney still had to go in and take your scores to get the rankings, and 
that’s what we thought the program would do for us. So we did go back and talked 
to ClearGov about that, and they won’t have it ready for this year, but they will 
have it ready for next year.  
 
Doug Bowen: Before we get ahead of ourselves, does everything look good for our 
meeting dates? I will go ahead and accept a motion to approve the meeting 
schedule as presented.  
 
A motion was made by Courtney Curatolo, seconded by Melissa Meyers, and 
passed unanimously.  
 
Rebecca Wurster: We have two vacancies, but Zachary Dean will be added at the 
next January Legislature meeting. He is currently a member of the Community 
Advocate Committee which works to promote collaboration between Dunkirk’s 
various nonprofit organizations. He is currently a student at JCC and I think it will be 
good to have a younger member be a part of the group. He’s just really active in the 
community, enjoys fishing, metal detecting, and gold panning which I thought was 
interesting. He’s an education major with a concentration in history, I think he will 
be a great fit.  
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 Doug Bowen: Is he someone who approached the County or did someone reach out 
to him? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: I think he may have been approached but Courtney would have 
better knowledge of that.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: So if he gets approved this month, he will join us in February? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: Yes, he will be here for the next meeting in February.  

NEW BUSINESS 
Zoning Referral Log  Melissa Meyers: I read through the referrals and I thought it was interesting, the 

project in Westfield where they want to get relief from meeting the minimum square 
footage of 650 square feet in the apartments. I believe they are making over 40 
apartments and they want 16 of them to be smaller. Isn’t 500 square feet kind of small 
for apartment? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: New York State regulations is a minimum of 300 square feet.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I have a condo in Chautauqua that’s 350 square feet.  
 
Doug Bowen: Any other questions or comments? Hearing none I will accept a motion 
to approve the Zoning Referral Log as presented.  
 
A motion was made by Bruno Bruni and seconded by Melissa Meyers.  

OLD/UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
ClearGov Update Doug Bowen: Anything else on the ClearGov update? 

 
Rebecca Wurster: I don’t know if Kathleen has anything else to add, I kind of jumped 
ahead on the agenda and we were talking about our last meeting with ClearGov and 
the rankings and how they said they won’t have it ready for this year but for next year. 
 
Doug Bowen: Anything else to add? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: I was going to mention that but you already covered it. The only 
other thing that I would add is we are working with ClearGov on the transparency 
piece. Meaning to get all of the capital projects that are approved, to allow them to be 
viewed by the public so the public can view the progress on them. Steve Dando is 
working on that, but we don’t have anything to view at this time.   
 
Bruno Bruni: So Kathleen, what we see the public will be able to see also? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: Not for requests. But once a project is approved and funded, the 
public would be able to see any project that is approved in the budget.  
 
Melissa Meyers: Did we ever get an update on what has been completed that was 
awarded? Like a couple of years ago there were a lot of requests from JCC and then 
last year we only had a couple and then we had ARPA funds too. We approve stuff and 
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it goes to the Legislature, but what actually gets done?  
 
Rebecca Wurster: It’s kind of taken over by each department individually.  
 
Bruno Bruni: But Kathleen should get money requests from them.  
 
Rebecca Wurster: Well right.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: Are you asking about what gets funded to move ahead or what the 
progress is once the project is funded or both? 
 
Courtney Curatolo: I feel like I would like to know once the project is approved for 
funding, what happens after that.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: I believe at the September meeting I did go over with all of you, 
your rankings and explained what was proposed in the budget, and the only thing that 
was proposed in the budget that didn’t actually get funded was the JCC athletic 
complex. So the Legislature took out that project but with the idea that they wanted 
more information on how the project would work with the City of Jamestown, so they 
are sort of reworking that whole scenario. So everything that we discussed at that 
meeting in September is in the budget for 2023. So the next step as to what happens 
with each individual project, that we will be able to see in this transparency piece. 
Because in the past there wasn’t a lot of clear communication on the progress with 
individual projects. So in the past if you wanted to have department heads come back 
and report on each individual projects, they did upon special requests. But now, you, 
as well as the public, will be able to see all of that. How much was awarded, how much 
has been spent, where it is, etc. So that is what we are working on now.  
 
Rebecca Wurster: So for example, our department did a kayak launch project 
throughout Northern Chautauqua and ultimately the funds through capital projects 
was our matching funds because we got additional funds, but basically we work on the 
project and do the press release but I guess we have never come back to the Board 
and present which projects have been completed. We just kind of do it through a press 
release. I think it would be good for department heads to Cc the Planning Board on 
those types of press releases.  
 
Melissa Meyers: It’s helpful because if they come back and ask for something, like 
Emergency Services, we met over there, we saw the trailer and other stuff, but did 
they get the equipment that they need? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: I don’t know, I would need to see how much money has been 
spent, so I could track it in that way. But again, you will be able to see it once we get 
the transparency piece up and operating. Because that will show all projects that are 
funded, and not just newly funded projects. It will include any active project. Every 
year as part of the year-end financial closing procedures, I survey the department 
heads. I send out a list of all active projects, how much is spent, how much is 
remaining, and they have to give me a status report on each project. Is it done, is it still 
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in progress? Then we go to the Legislature and say we want to close these projects. 
That’s how projects get formally completed.  
 
Jeff Gossett: Are there many projects where you have a surplus? What happens to that 
surplus? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: If there is a surplus, the surplus goes back to the funding source 
essentially. Most of the projects that you see are funded through the capital reserve or 
in this case with 2023, we are funding with the fund balance. If those projects come in 
under budget, the surplus goes back to the capital reserve or the fund balance. When 
it comes to the ARPA projects, a lot of those are capital projects, some of them are 
not. They come from a separate fund so we are monitoring each of those projects, the 
same way we are monitoring capital projects. They all have an individual number, and 
an individual budget, so every quarter I am monitoring everything that is spent on 
those projects and I have to make a report to the United States Treasury. And the 
same thing too, any department head that has one of those projects has to go to the 
Legislature to get approved.  
 
Doug Bowen: Now the ARPA projects, do they have to be something that needs to be 
done by 2024? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: They have to be obligated by the end of 2024.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: So they don’t have to be spent by then? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: They don’t have to be spent until the end of 2026. Right now the 
APRA working group, since the end of October, we have been surveying departments 
and saying for the initial projects that were funded what is the progress on these and is 
the project still viable or not. Some of initial projects we found are no longer needed 
and that money will be put back into the ARPA pool and that money will be 
reallocated. We will have to do budget amendments for that and I will be doing that 
hopefully for the February Legislature. One of the requests was to do the repaving of 
the Emergency Services Facility to do drive thru vaccinations and that was not ranked 
very high by you, and Emergency services has decided not to pursue that project. So 
that project was in the original plan, and now we will go the Legislature and say that 
we would like to cancel that one.  
 
Jeff Gossett: So some of the ARPA projects are not moving ahead? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: Correct. That paving one is an example of one that we decided 
that we would like to no longer move forward with.  
 
Melissa Meyers: So does that mean that the County loses that ARPA money? 
 
Rebecca Wurster: No, that money would be reallocated somewhere else.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: So do they have to be done by end of 2024, beginning of 2024? 
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Kathleen Dennison: The funds have to be obligated by end of 2024.  
 
Melissa Meyers: So do you announce to departments that you have X number of funds 
that is now available from the projects that are no longer moving forward? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: Yes, and we have already done that. We sent out an advisement to 
department heads and said that we know some projects are not progressing, and we 
know that there will be some funds available. We didn’t quantify it because the 
number is changing every day. So we just ask department heads to send in new 
requests, which they did, so they are being evaluated. Some of the projects that were 
requested, will have resolutions at the January Legislature meeting. There are 4-5 that 
are being proposed in January. And we are still working on the rest of the requests.  
 
Doug Bowen: They have kind of relaxed some of the requirements for what the APRA 
funds can be used for.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: Yes, that is correct. Since not all of the ARPA projects are capital 
project requests, those ones won’t be a part of the transparency model that will be 
provided in ClearGov. Only the ones that are identified as capital projects. As they are 
approved, obviously they are public record because they go through the Legislature. 
And we do plan on doing a press release as well.  

OTHER 
 Doug Bowen: Just a quick update on the South Ripley Solar Project. You will remember 

at the last meeting I mentioned that the judge at the State level required a forest 
mitigation plan for the project. We worked with the developer and ORES to review 
some of the mitigation and what the developer has offered for potential mitigation 
and we had a meeting in Buffalo and discussed the principals to include in the plan, 
and devised a stipulation letter. The forest mitigation plan is not complete, but the 
Town Board approved the stipulation letter, which designates what they need to have 
included in the plan. Some of the mitigation measures, there is a section along 20 mile 
creek, it has somewhat steep hills, so they are going to remove the panels from that 
area which will help mitigate some acres. They tried to put in as part of the mitigation, 
the buffer area as part of the mitigation acreage, but that wasn’t approved. A big part 
of the mitigation is that they will be going for conservation easements. They’ll take 
woodland area that’s not included in the project, well it’s included in the project but 
it’s not going to be developed, and the property owners can agree to the conservation 
easement where they won’t clear-cut the property. The Town is looking at a couple of 
entities that can help police the property that is in the conservation area. The 
stipulations letter was presented to the State, they signed off on it so we no longer 
need a hearing to judicate the forest mitigation plan.  
 
Bruno Bruni: Do you have a tentative date to proceed with the project? 
 
Doug Bowen: Well currently the developer is working with the State to issue the final 
permit. If things are moving forward, there is another part of it where the State now 
has specific language as to how these projects are going to be assessed, they will be 
assessed at a certain amount for the first few years and essentially it will go to zero.  
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Melissa Meyers: Wait it’s going to go to zero where they won’t pay any tax on it in a 
few years? 
 
Doug Bowen: There will be a zero assessment, that’s why the Host Community 
Agreement is so important. If you go into these projects with no Host Community 
Agreement then yes potentially they could pay no tax. That’s why the Host Community 
Agreement is so important.  
 
Susan Asquith: How does that work for projects where the State comes in and says 
we’re going to put one into Chautauqua County? Does the Host Community 
Agreement still come into play then? 
 
Doug Bowen: The Host Community Agreement is between the contractor and the 
municipality. The State can’t null or void that contract.  

ADJOURNMENT 
 Chairman Bowen asked for a motion to adjournment the meeting.  A motion was 

made by Courtney Curatolo and seconded by Mary Ellen Humphrey and passed 
unanimously.  

 


