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By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucci

PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARDS OF THE
GATES-CHILI-OGDEN SEWER DISTRICT;
IRONDEQUOIT BAY SOUTH CENTRAIL PURE WATERS DISTRICT;
NORTHWEST QUADRANT PURE WATERS DISTRICT; AND
ROCHESTER PURE WATERS DISTRICT

Intro. No.
RESOLUTION NO. OF 2026

AUTHORIZING JOINT AGREEMENT WITH U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR FOR WATER RESOURCES INVESTIGATIONS PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARDS OF THE GATES-
CHILI-OGDEN SEWER DISTRICT; IRONDEQUOIT BAY SOUTH CENTRAI. PURE WATERS
DISTRICT; NORTHWEST QUADRANT PURE WATERS DISTRICT; AND ROCHESTER PURE
WATERS DISTRICT, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a joint funding
agreement, and any amendments thereto, with the U.S. Geological Survey, United States Department of the Interior
for the Water Resources Investigations Project in the amount of $861,612, with Monroe County’s contribution in
an amount not to exceed $718,673 and the U.S. Geological Survey, United States Deparument of Interior’s
contribution in an amount not to exceed $142,939, for the period of January 1, 2026 through December 31, 2030.

Section 2. Funding for this agreement is included in the 2026 operating budget of the Department
of Environmental Services, pure waters fund 9007, funds center 8572020100, Office of Environmental Quality,
and will be requested in future years’ budgets. Additional funding for this agreement will come from Stormwater
Coalition trust fund 9626 and Finger Lakes-Lake Ontatio Water Protection Alliance, pure waters fund 9307.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately.

File No. 26-0132

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:
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By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucci

PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OF THE
ROCHESTER PURE WATERS DISTRICT

Intro. No. ___
RESOLUTION NO. OF 2026
AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH DAY ENGINEERING AND GEOLOGY, D.P.C. FOR

PROFESSIONAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR “RPWD CSOAP TUNNEL SYSTEM
IMPROVEMENTS” PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OF THE
ROCHESTER PURE WATERS DISTRICT, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with Day Engineering and Geology, D.P.C., in the amount of 195,385 for professional design services for the
“RPWD CSOAP Tunnel System Improvements” project, along with any amendments necessary to complete
the project within the total capital fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2134 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

File No. 26-0136

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:
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By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucc

PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OF THE
IRONDEQUOIT BAY SOUTH CENTRAL PURE WATERS DISTRICT

Intro. No. ____
RESOLUTION NO. __ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH MRB GROUP ENGINEERING, ARCHITECTURE &
SURVEYING, D.P.C. FOR PROFESSIONAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR IRONDEQUOIT BAY
SOUTH CENTRAL PURE WATERS DISTRICT - SOUTH CENTRAL TRUNK SEWER
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OF THE
IRONDEQUOIT BAY SOUTH CENTRAL PURE WATERS DISTRICT, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with MRB Group Engineering, Architecture & Surveying, D.P.C,, in the amount of §70,718 for professional
design services for the Irondequoit Bay South Central Pure Waters District — South Central Trunk Sewer
Improvements Project, along with any amendments necessary to complete the project within the total capital
fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2136 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resclution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

File No. 26-0138

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:
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By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucei

PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OF THE
NORTHWEST QUADRANT PURE WATERS DISTRICT

Intro. No. ___
RESOLUTION NO. OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH LABELLA ASSOCIATES, D.P.C. FOR PROFESSIONAL
DESIGN SERVICES FOR “NWQ WRRF ELECTRICAL IMPROVEMENTS” PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PURE WATERS ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OF THE
NORTHWEST QUADRANT PURE WATERS DISTRICT, as follows:

Section 1, The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract with
LaBella Associates, D.P.C., in the amount of $89,312 for professional design services for the “NW/Q WRRF
Electrical Improvements™ project, along with any amendments necessary to complete the project within the total
capital fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2137 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

File No. 26-0134

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:




By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucci
Intro. No.
RESOILUTION NO. OF 2026

AUTHORIZING JOINT AGREEMENT WITH U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR FOR WATER RESOURCES INVESTIGATIONS PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISI.ATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a joint funding
agreement, and any amendments thereto, with the U.S. Geological Survey, United States Department of the Interior
for the Water Resources Investigatons Project in the amount of $861,612, with Monroe County’s contribution in
an amount not to exceed $718,673 and the U.S. Geological Survey, United States Department of Interior’s
contribution in an amount not to exceed $142,939, for the period of January 1, 2026 through December 31, 2030.

Section 2. Funding for this agreement is included in the 2026 operating budget of the Department
of Environmental Services, pure waters fund 9007, funds center 8572020100, Office of Environmental Quality,
and will be requested in future years’ budgets. Additional funding for this agreement will come from Stormwater
Coalition trust fund 9626 and the Finger Lakes-Lake Ontario Water Protection Alliance, pure waters fund 9307.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Environment & Public Works Committee, May 18, 2026 - CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 - CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0131
ADOPTION: Date: Vote:
ACTION BY THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffuca
Intro. No.
RESOILLUTION NO. ___ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH LABELLA ASSOCIATES, D.P.C. FOR PROFESSIONAL
DESIGN SERVICES FOR “NWQ WRRF ELECTRICAL IMPROVEMENTS” PROJECT

BE IT RESQLVED BY THE LEGISLLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1, The County Executive, ot his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with [.aBella Associates, D.P.C,, in the amount of $89,312 for professional design services for the “NWQ
WRRF Electrical Improvements™ project, along with any amendments necessary to complete the project within
the total capital fund(s} appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2137 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Environmental & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 - CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0133

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Hlughes-Smith and Maffucci
Intro. No. ____
RESOLUTION NO. ___ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH DAY ENGINEERING AND GEOLOGY, D.P.C. FOR
PROFESSIONAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR “RPWD CSOAP TUNNEL SYSTEM
IMPROVEMENTS” PROJECT

BE IT RESOILVED BY THE LEGISL.ATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with Day Engineering and Geology, D.P.C., in the amount of $195,385 for professional design services for the
“RPWD CSOAP Tunnel System Improvements” project, along with any amendments necessary to complete
the project within the total capital fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, 1s included in capital fund
2134 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolurion shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Environment & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0135

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

ACTION BY C COUNTY EXE IVE
APPROVED: VETOLD:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucci
Intro. No. )
RESOLUTION NO. __ OF 2026
AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH MRB GROUP ENGINEERING, ARCHITECTURE &
SURVEYING, D.P.C. FOR PROFESSIONAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR IRONDEQUOIT BAY
SOUTH CENTRAL PURE WATERS DISTRICT - SOUTH CENTRAL TRUNK SEWER
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
BE IT RESOILVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with MRB Group Engineering, Architecture & Surveying, D.P.C,, in the amount of $76,718 for professional
design services for the Irondequoit Bay South Central Pure Waters District — South Central Trunk Sewer
Improvements Project, along with any amendments necessary to complete the project within the toral capital
fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2136 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall rake effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Environment & Public Works Commitree; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0137
ADOPTION: Date: Vote:
ACTION BY E COUNTY EXECUTIVE
APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Baynes and Maffucci
Intro. No. ____
RESOLUTION NO. ___ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH CJ$S ARCHITECTS, LLP FOR PROFESSIONAL DESIGN
SERVICES FOR HIGHLAND PARK WARNER CASTLE RENOVATION PROJECT

BE IT RESOILVED BY THE 1LEGISLLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with CJS Architects, LI.P, in the amount of $§179,000 for professional design services for the Highland Park
Warner Park Renovation project, and any amendments necessary to complete the project within the total capital
fund(s) approptiation,

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
1972 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Recreation & Education Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0139

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

ACTION BY THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Hughes-Smith, Baynes and Maffucci
Intro. No. ____
RESOLUTION NO. QF 2026

AUTHORIZING IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENT FOR TROPICAL
EXHIBIT AND MAIN ENTRY PLAZA, PHASE 2 CAPITAL PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The lLegislature hereby authorizes the implementation of a Project Labor Agreement
and any amendements thereto for the benefit of the Tropical Exhibit and Main Entry Plaza, Phase 2 Capital
Project.

Section 2. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to take such necessary
action as is required to ensure that the work on the Tropical Exhibit and Main Plaza, Phase 2 Capital Project is
carried out in accordance with the terms of the Project Labor Agreement and any amendments thereto, and in
the event of a court order prohibiting the implementation of the Project Labor Agreement, to take such action
as is necessary to progress the work without delay, including the letting of futher or additional contracts
necessary to complete the Project,

Section 3. Funding for this project, consistent with authorized uses, is available in capital fund
2049 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 4. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Environment & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 - CV: 7-0
Recreation & Education Committee; May 18, 2026 - CV: 7-0

Way & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0

File No. 26-0140

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:
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Section 1 — Executive Summary

1.1 Background

Project Labor Agreements (PLAs), utilized in the private sector for many years, are recognized as a tool
used to facilitate the cost effective and timely completion of major construction projects. The PLAs serve
these objectives by providing cost savings, uniform working conditions, a stable labor environment, and
comprehensive protection against work disruptions arising from labor disputes.

In March of 1993, the U.S. Supreme Court held that a governmental entity, when it is acting in its
proprietary capacity as owner or manager of property and is participating in the construction industry
marketplace much as a private employer, can utilize a PLA without conflicting with federal law. On March
28, 1996 the New York State Court of Appeals determined State Law allows the use of PLAs on publicly
owned projects. In that case, involving the repair and refurbishing of the Tappan Zee Bridge, the Court
emphasized the need for the PLA to foster the dual purposes underlying the State’s various competitive
bidding laws: {1) protecting public fisc and {2) avoiding favoritism, fraud or corruption. For additional
details, see New York State Chapter, Inc. v. New York State Thruway Auth., 88 N.Y.2d 56,643 N.¥.5.2d 480
{1996} (sometimes referred to as the “Tappan Zee” case}.

The Courts place great emphasis on the importance of potential cost savings to the public through the use
of a PLA. This was clearly the message when the Court rejected employing a PLA in a companion case
invalving the Roswell Park Cancer Institute in Buffalo. In that case, the Courts prohibited the use of a PLA
because of insufficient evidence that the Dormitory Authority intended it as a cost saving device.

As set forth in Section 222 of New York State Labor Law, a state agency or any political subdivision thereof
having jurisdiction over a public works project may require a contractor to enter into a PLA when the
agency determines that its interest is best met with application of a PLA that:

1) obtains the best work at the lowest price in the construction process;
2) prevents favoritism, fraud and corruption; and

3) is based on other factors such as the impact of delays, the possibility of cost savings advantages
and history of labor unrest In the area.

Monroe County (the County} is in the process of procuring construction contracts for the New Entry and
Tropics Building Project (the Project) at the Seneca Park Zoo {the Zoo). The Project has a total estimated
construction cost of approximately $85.3 million. Based upon the scope and schedule for this Project and
consistent with New York State Labor Law Section 222, the County is considering the use of a PLA for
which the terms and conditions have been negotiated but not yet accepted.

The County retained Seeler Engineering, #.C. (Seeler), an independent consultant experienced in the
development and implementation of PLAs, to conduct a thorough analysis of the costs/benefits of the
proposed PLA for this Project. The terms and conditions of the tentative agreement served as the basis
of this report. The results of this independent study will serve as the basis for the final decision of whether
or not to enter into the proposed PLA.

BENEFIT ANALYSIS | Monroe County




1.2 The New Entry and Tropics Building Project
The New Entry and Tropics Building Project at Seneca Park Zoo is designed to improve the experience for
its visitors and provide exciting new exhibits while continuing the institution’s essential conservation work
into the 21st century. The new buildings will strengthen the connection between Seneca Park Zoo, the
visitor, the park and Monroe County, as well as the surrounding region while extending the Zoo’s
conservation and education mission to a new generation of guests. A new Entry building will provide
infrastructure for ticketing, visitor amenities, education and retail and a new Tropics building will provide
indoor and outdoor rainforest habitats which initiate the visitor experience. Inspired by the adjacent
Genesee River Valley, the Entry and Tropics buildings will create a valley through which visitors will engage
with the Zoo and deeply connect the rich local river system with globally important valley ecosystems in
Africa and Asia, where exhibits emphasize the similarities of the conservation stories.

The new 23,000 square-foot {sf) Entry building, inclusive of all site preparation, structural, architectural,
mechanical, electrical, plumbing and fire protection features, Is to house visitor services, education space
and Zoo administration. The 48,000 sf Tropics building, inclusive of all site preparation, structural,
architectural, mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection and specialty features, will be a multi-level
immersive visitor experience containing indoor rainforest habitats, outdoor microclimates and agquariums
connected with education and event spaces. Composed of sustainable materials, native plantings,
sensitive scale and siting, the Project aims at integrating with the much-loved landscape of Seneca Park
and the wider Monroe County Parks system designed by Frederick Law Olmsted.

1.3 Our Study

This study includes an assessment of the economic and non-economic considerations of the proposed
PLA. Seeler analyzed the existing applicable area Collective Bargaining Agreements {CBAs) of 15 fabor
craft unions {with 21 agreements). The labor craft union CBAs would govern construction on the Project
in the absence of a PLA. Seeler’s study identifies Project components where the use of a PLA can result in
a reducad total Project labor cost.

Given the nature and size of this Project, as well as the make-up of the market, we would expect, in the
absence of a PLA, on a dollar basis, the percentage of successful unionized contractors and sub-
contractors covered by one or more of the applicable CBAs to be a minimum of 70 percent. This projection
is based upon the author's review of projects recently executed in the Rochester Region, an understanding
of the construction labor supply and demand in the region, the size of the Project, the nature and makeup
of contractors in the region who routinely execute this type of work, and previous projects constructed in
the region with and without PLAs. Given the size and nature of this project, we would not expect to see
any new contractors/subcontractors from outside the Region who do not routinely bid and execute work
in the Region with the exception of some specialty features contained within the Tropics building.

1.4 Summary
Project cost savings estimated for the Project were prepared based upon contract provisions contained
in the proposed PLAs and are summarized below.

BENEFIT ANALYSIS | Monrge County
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1.4.1 Project Cost Savings
We estimate that the proposed PLA could result in savings of $754,000 or approximately 3.4 percent
of the projected cost of labor for the entire Project (estimated at $22,351,100). Cost savings attributed
to each potential change in current CBAs are presented below.

item No. Provision Savings
1 Industry Funds $ 19,100
2 Union Apprentice Ratios $ 317,500
3 _Non-Union Apprentice Program  $ 152,000
d:= Guaranteed Pay 5 17,100
i B _ No Holiday Pay. $ 43,100
6 Offsite Fabrication ) 41,500
27y Work Break Time Reduction  $ 91,700
8 ~ Wage Concessions ] 122,800
9 Management Rights $ 149,200
Total Savings $ 754,000
Total Labor Cost $ 22,351,100
Total Savings Percentage ] 3.4% J

Total Construction Cost S 85,277,200

1.4.2 Non-Economic Considerations

Labor Harmony

The proposed PLA will help avoid costly delays of potential strikes and other disruptions arising from
work disputes to ensure timely project completion with prohibition on strikes and other forms of job
actions. The proposed PLA can also expand worker harmony through the use of uniform work rules
that reduce conflicts, uniform rules for seftlements of disputes, and clear procedures for resolution
of jurisdictional claims and disputes. During the planned construction period, 13 of the 21 local CBAs
are set to expire, requiring renewal. The Rochester Region trades are noted to be strong advocates
for the use of local union labor as frequently evidenced by job site demonstrations, however, fong, or
disruptive job actions have not been noted in recent history.

It is important to note that there are several large construction projects that are either underway or
set to begin construction in the near term in the Region including the $100 million MCC STEM project,
which is now underway, and the $400 million Rochester Schools Modernization Program which will
begin in 2026. in addition to large regional projects, there are several large construction projects in
the neighboring Central New York Region that are either underway or set to begin construction in the
upcoming year that will impact labor supply in the Rochester Region. These projects include the first
five construction contracts currently underway (valued in excess of $1.15 biliion) of the $2.3 billion I-
81 Viaduct Project and additional I-81 Viaduct Project contracts in excess of $1.0 billion which are set
to begin construction in early- to mid-2026 and the first phase of the $100 billion Micron chip plant.
This $20 billion first phase has begun and will ramp up rapidly in the second quarter of 2026. The
Micron project will drive the construction of several additional manufacturing and infrastructure
projects in excess of $1.3 billion necessary to support Micron operations but independent of the
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Micron build. The Syracuse City School District is also about to initiate the third phase of their school
modernization program in 2026 with an estimated construction cost of $400 million.

Elsewhere, the Western New York Region also has several large, high-profile construction projects
underway including the $100 million Erie County wastewater improvements project, the SUNY Buffalo
$100 million SEAS Buitding, and the SUNY Buffalo $75 million Fire Protection project.

To the east, the massive Champlain-Hudson Power Express Project stretching from the Canadian
border to New York City is scheduled for completion in 2026. The Capital Region also has several large
construction projects that have begun, including the $635 million Livingston Ave. Bridge project and
the $250 million Empire State Plaza project. Other State projects, such as the Albany State Campus
project, in excess of $500 million, and the $100 million State Police Academy training center will begin
in 2026 as well.

Of particular note is the chip plant planned for Syracuse. Site work for the first of tour “pods”, a $20
billion expenditure, has begun. Projects with such a farge labor demand in other parts of the United
States have resorted to paying premium wages above published rates as well as offering very
comfortable per diem compensation for travel and lodging. It Is possible that the Micron project may
offer such premium compensation to achieve its labor needs. Such premiums will draw skilled labor
not only from other Central New York projects but all of upstate New York as well as out of state,
further exacerbating an already tightening labor market. With the abundance of available work,
workers are more likely now than usual to engage in strikes or other disruptive activity upon
expiration of a local area agreement. Based on the size and duration of this Project, we assess risk of
job actions that would significantly impact the planned Project to be moving from low to moderate.
The added guarantees of labor harmony and greater assurance of labor supply with access to the
hiring halls, both local and nationwide, with the use of the proposed PLA is therefore considered a
benefit.

Equal Opportunity and Workforce Training Objectives

Other benefits of the proposed PLA not easily translated into economic savings include enhanced
workforce diversity and training objectives. Project specific objectives consistent with County policies
and objectives are anticipated. No specific numerical goals have yet been established, and no unusual
staffing requirements or objectives have been incorporated into the Project. The Project would
therefore not benefit from enhanced language addressing workforce diversity and/or recruitment and
training available in the proposed PLA, however, the use of the proposed PLA would provide access
to qualified contractor apprentices who would otherwise have none. This access is considered a cost-
saving benefit and is addressed further in the cost savings section of this report.

M/WBE & SDVOB Participation

Minority and Women Owned Business (M/WBE) and Service-Disabled Veteran Owned Business
(SDVOB) participation in the Project will also be an important objective. An overall numerical goal of
approximately 12 percent Minority and 3 percent Women Owned Business participation, consistent
with County policy and objectives, is anticipated for this Project. A goal of six percent SDVOB
participation is also anticipated. Union affiliation in each of these business sectors in the Rochester
Region is not uniform for ali crafts or trades. The proposed PLA incorporates language addressing the
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unique challenges and needs faced by M/W/SDVOB contractors and, therefore, should be considered
a benefit.
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Section 2 — Project Description

2.1 Scope

The New Entry and Tropics Building Project at Seneca Park Zoo is designed to improve the experience for
its visitors and provide exciting new exhibits while continuing the institution’s essential conservation work
into the 21st century. The new buildings will strengthen the connection between Seneca Park Zoo, the
visitor, the park and Monroe County, as well as the surrounding region while extending the Zoo's
conservation and education mission to a new generation of guests. A new Entry building will provide
infrastructure for ticketing, visitor amenities, education and retail and a new Tropics building will provide
indoor and outdoor rainforest habitats which initiate the visitor experience. Inspired by the adjacent
Genesee River Valley, the Entry and Tropics buildings will create a valley through which visitors will engage
with the 200 and deeply connect the rich local river system with globally Important valley ecosystems in
Africa and Asia, where exhibits emphasize the similarities of the conservation stories.

The new 23,000 square-foot (sf} Entry building, inclusive of all site preparation, structural, architectural,
mechanical, electrical, plumbing and fire protection features, is to house visitor services, aducation space
and 200 administration. The 48,000 sf Tropics building, inclusive of all site preparation, structural,
architectural, mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection and speciaity features, will be a mufti-level
immersive visitor experience containing indeor rainforest habitats, outdoor microclimates and aquariums
connected with education and event spaces. Composed of sustainable materials, native plantings,
sensitive scale and siting, the Project aims at integrating with the much-loved landscape of Seneca Park
and the wider Monroe County Parks system designed by Frederick Law Olmsted.

The County’s project team has developed a very rigorous contracting ptan for the work. The plan calls for
multiple prime contracts, not just the traditional required Wicks packages, which the team assesses will
allow the locat contracting community to focus on individual expertise and skill sets yielding competitive
contract pricing and best work quality.

2.2 Schedule

A preliminary construction schedule has been established for the Project and is included as Appendix A.
The overall Project construction duration is projected to be 34 months. Construction on the Project is
anticipated to start in October 2026 with all work to be substantially completed by the end of July 2029

it is anticipated that the Seneca Park Zoo will remain fully operational and open to the public for the
duration of the Project. Minor restrictions on when some work activities can be performed, such as
planned utility outages that will need to be conducted during the Zoo's off hours, are anticipated.
Therefore, construction activities at the Zoo will require careful planning and scheduling to avoid
unintended consequences and disruptions to the Project, as well as to maintain the safety of the visitors
to the Zoo and the health and safety of the animals. Based on the size and nature of the Project, the 34-
month construction schedule, which allows construction to proceed with two full and one partial summer
seasons, is considered sufficient to complete the Project with limited use of unique work schedules that
result in labor premiums.
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2.3 Construction Costs
The Project Team has prepared a preliminary construction contract cost estimate. The total Project
construction cost is estimated at $85.3 million. A copy of the estimate is included in Appendix B.
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Section 3 — Estimate of Craft Labor Needs

3.1 Craft Labor Breakdown

Nineteen craft labor unions would represent the construction industry in the region. A complete listing of
the unions is presented in Table 1, Of this number, 16 craft labor unions with 22 agreements would have
active involvement in the work planned for the Project, and includes the Bricklayers (separate agreements
covering Building and Heavy & Highway work), Carpenters (separate agreements covering Building and
Heavy & Highway/Pile Driving work}, Cement Masons, Electrical Workers, Glaziers, Heat & Frost
insulators, Iron Workers, Laborers (separate agreements covering Building and Heavy & Highway work),
Operating Engineers (separate agreements covering Building, Heavy & Highway, and Technical work),
Painters, Plumbers & Steamfitters, Roofers, Sheet Metal Workers, Sprinkler Fitters, Teamsters (separate
agreements covering Building and Heavy & Highway work) and Elevator Constructors. The work included
in this study is subject to both Building and Heavy & Highway agreements for those trades where separate
agreements/rates for Building and Heavy & Highway work have been established. It is important to note
that while the Elevator Constructers are expected to be involved on this Project, they typically do not
participate in PLA agreements with the exception of the No Strike, Jurisdictional Dispute, and Dispute
Resolution Clauses. Therefore, no savings associated with the Elevator Constructors have been reflected
in this analysis. As such, there are effectively 15 applicable crafts with 21 agreements that would have
involvement on this Project.

Table 2 includes work area labor breakdowns for the Project. This analysis estimates that nearly 336,200
craft labor hours will be required to complete construction work for the Project. Demand for craft labor
will be immediate upon initiation of the construction activities.

In the absence of a PLA, we would expect, on a dollar basis, the percentage of successful unionized
contractors and sub-contractors covered by one or more of the applicable CBAs to be a minimum of 70
percent. This projection is based upon the author’s review of projects recently executed in the Rochester
Region, an understanding of the construction labor supply and demand in the region, the size of the
Project, the nature and makeup of contractors in the region who routinely execute this type of work, and
previous projects constructed in the region with and without PLAs. For a project of this size and nature
we would not expect to see any new contractors/subcontractors from outside the Region who do not
routinely bid and execute work in the Region with the exception of some specialty items contained in the
Tropics building.

As such, our Detailed Cost Savings Calculations (Appendix C} contained in this report are based on
projections that 70 percent of the Project would be executed by unionized contractors,

3.2 Projected Labor Costs

Seeler projected labor costs for the Project utilizing applicable journeyman wage and benefit rates. The
craft labor cost for the Project is estimated at $22.4 million or 26.2 percent of the anticipated construction
cost, with the actual percentage varying on individual components from 10 to 50 percent.
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Section 4 — Summary of Existing Agreements

4.1 Existing Agreements

Seeler has developed a comparative analysis of the 15 applicable crafts with 21 agreements. The crafts
analyzed are the Bricklayers (separate agreements covering Building and Heavy & Highway work),
Carpenters (separate agreements covering Building and Heavy & Highway/Pile Oriving work), Cement
Masons, Electrical Workers, Glaziers, Heat & Frost Insulators, Iron Workers, Laborers (separate
agreements covering Building and Heavy & Highway work), Operating Engineers [separate agreements
covering Building, Heavy & Highway, and Technica! work), Painters, Plumbers & Steamfitters, Roofers,
Sheet Metal Workers, Sprinkler Fitters, and Teamsters (separate agreements covering Building and Heavy
& Highway work). The work included in this study is subject to both Building and Heavy & Highway
agreement only for those trades where separate agreements/rates for Bullding and Heavy & Highway
work have been established. Significant aspects of each of the 21 agreements are summarized in Table 3.
The intent of the review is to identify areas of improvement that may be realized through the use of a PLA
to achieve potential Project labor cost reductions. A brief synopsis of the terms of the existing agreements
is presented below. As mentioned in the previous section, the Elevator Constructors will have involvement
in this Project. The Elevator Constructors typically do not participate in PLA agreements with the exception
of the No Strike, Jurisdictional Dispute, and Dispute Resclution Clauses, thus they are not included in the
discussion below.

4.1.1 CBA Duration/Expiration Date

Contract durations range from one to five years, with majority of the applicable agreements set at a
three-year duration. Thirteen of the 21 applicable agreements are set to expire during the planned
Project construction period and will require renewal. Those agreements are:

e Bricklayers — Building {4/30/2028)

e Carpenters - Heavy & Highway (4/30/2028)
Electrical Workers (5/25/2029)

Glaziers (4/30/2028}

Iron Workers (6/30/2027})

Laborers — Building (4/30/2027)

Painters (4/30/2027})

Plumbers & Steamfitters (4/30/2028)
Roofers (6/1/2027)

Sheet Metal Workers (4/29/2029)
Sprinkler Fitters (3/31/2029)

Teamsters - Building {3/31/2029)
Teamsters — Heavy & Highway (3/31/2029)

® @ & & & & & & 8

Should there be any significant disruption during contract renewal negotiations, the objective of
completing all Project components on time could be jeopardized.
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4.1.2 Regular Work Hours/Regular Work Day
Regular work hours/workday designations are not consistent between agreements. Although all of
the agreements standardize on a five-day, 40-hour work week, many of the agreements allow four
10-hour days as an alternative to the extent permitted by law and/or with permission from the union.
Specific start and quitting times are not consistent between the unions; however, they do state that
the hours must be consecutive with a one-half hour lunch.

4.1.3 Overtime
All agreements provide time and a half for overtime work on weekdays and Saturdays, and two times
pay for Sundays and holidays.

4.1.4 Guaranteed Pay

All the agreements, with the exception of the Heat & Frost Insulators and Iron Workers, require two
or more haurs pay for reporting in at their designated hourly rate. The Iron Workers require $80
dollars in compensation for reporting to work, while the Heat & Frost Insulators do not address the
issue at all. The detailed requirements vary per agreement. Some agreements only require pay when
employees cannot work due to inclement weather, some require the pay regardless. Still others
require additional compensation if weather conditions permit work but no work is provided. The
Operating Engineers essentially guarantee a minimum of three full days of pay once the work week
begins regardless of the hours worked. In some instances, these guarantees can be as much as 40
hours. Al the unions allow Saturdays as a make-up day at straight time pay for weather related delays.

4.1.5 Shift Work/Single Irregular Shifts

The agreements vary regarding shift work. Many of the agreements shorten the hours worked for the
second and third shift (7.5 hours for the second shift and 7 hours for the third shift) but require eight
hours of pay when three shifts are worked. Other agreements, such as the Carpenters (Building),
Electrical Workers, Heat & Frost Insulators, iron Workers, Plumbers & Steamfitters, Sheet Metal
Workers, and Sprinkler Fitters carry an hourly premium ranging from seven to 17.3 percent for second
shifts and 14 to 31.4 percent for third shifts but require the full eight hours of work. The Glaziers and
Painters carry a $2.00 hourly premium for any shift outside the standard work hours. Additionatly, the
Carpenters {Heavy & Highway), Glaziers, Heat & Frost Insulators, Iron Workers, Laborers {Heavy &
Highway), Operating Engineers (Heavy & Highway), Painters, and Sprinkler Fitters specify a night shift,
or single irregular shift premium for any shift that has a starting time outside the normal working
hours. These premiums range from $1.75 to $6.76 above the applicable rate.

4.1.6 Holidays

The agreements vary regarding holiday pay. All unions standardize on six recognized hofidays:
Christmas, New Years, Thanksgiving, Labor Day, Memocrial Day and Independence Day. Current
agreements do not address Martin Luther King Day or Juneteenth, however as agreements are
renegotiated it is anticipated that these holidays will be added. The Carpenters {(Heavy & Highway),
Laborers (Heavy & Highway) and Operating Engineers (all) receive a paid day off of work; however,
the requirements vary by agreament. The Laborers and Operating Engineers (Heavy & Highway and
Technical) must work one day before and one day after the designated holiday. The Carpenters {Heavy
& Highway) must also work one day before and one day after, however they only receive holiday pay
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for the 4 of July and Labor Day. The Operating Engineers (Building) must work five days before and
one day after their designated holiday.

4.1.7 Apprentice Ratios

The ratios vary and change with the number of Journeymen at the site. Many unions allow the first
Apprentice with the first Journeyman. While one Apprentice is usually allowed initially, once staffing
grows beyond a small labor force, majority of the agreements establish a ratio of 3:1. The following
ratios have been established:

Journeyman/Apprentice Ratlo Number of Agreements
1o 2
2f1 3
3N i
3/2 1
a1 3
51 1

4.1.8 Off-Site Fabrication

Off-site fabrication rules vary from agreement to agreement. Some do not address the issue at all,
Other crafts, such as the Carpenters, require that any form work which could be done on the job site,
or adjacent to the job site, be done there and the terms of their agreement shalt apply. Other crafts,
such as the Plumbers & Steamfitters, have similar language that could restrict flexibility in the use and
selection of off-site fabricators. Most agreements do not address the issue at all.

4.1.9 Mileage and Parking

The agreements vary in regard to mileage reimbursement and travel pay. Some agreements do not
address it. Others, such as the Electrical Workers, require mileage reimbursement at the current IRS
rate for employees traveling from job to job during the work day. Some agreements, such as the
Cement Masons require parking to be reimbursed by the Employer when no free parking is available.

4.1.10 Management Rights

Most existing agreements do not contain a “Management’s Rights” clause which means they lack clear
statements of the rights of management. Having explicit management rights language gives the
contractor greater flexibility to control and manage the Project work, including control of the level of
staffing and control/selection of key personnel such as the Foreman.

4.2 Labor Unrest

In accordance with Section 222 of New York Labor Law, we reviewed the general [abor climate in upstate
New York State {excluding New York City and Long Island). While construction trade unions have generally
avoided participation in work stoppages, they have been active in organizing picketing activities across
the state to raise awareness of construction labor issues in their area. Our review revealed a mixed picture,

4.2.1 Labor Unrest Statewide

s Until May of 2022, there had been no significant strikes in the construction industry in Central
New York Region In recent years. For the first time in many years, the members of the Plumbers
& Steamfitters Local 81 rejected a three-year agreement and walked out. They returned to work
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after five days and a two-year agreement was finalized. They walked out again in May of 2024 at
the end of that two-year agreement for nearly two weeks after which an agreement was reached.

In March of 2022, the Carpenters Local 277 picketed in Johnson City during an announcement for
a $30 million mixed-use E-} Victory conversion project over a subcontractor allegedly conducting
illegal activities including falsely classifying workers and paying workers in cash.

in 2019 over 70 demonstrations took place by the Operating Engineers alone across New York.
The demonstrations included the use of banners and other visuals.

In October 2019, the Upstate New York Operating Engineers Local 158 picketed with “Scabby the
Rat” to protest a subcontractor on the North Campus Residential Expansion Project at Cornell
University for paying its workers substandard wages. Demonstrations in the town of Schodack
over the use of a non-local contractor for site preparations for the new Amazon warehouse also
included the use of three large inflatable rats.

In August of 2019, the Greater Capital Region Building & Construction Trades Council held a rally
outside the construction site for the Hyatt Place Hotel in downtown Albany over the use of non

unionized laborers, despite the developer receiving millions of doliars in tax incentives. The focal
unions had been protesting for 50 days straight at the time of the rally.

In August 2018, Tompkins-Cortland Building & Construction Trades Council union members
picketed to draw public attention to the lack of local building trades involved in construction of
the Maplewood student housing complex at Cornell University.

In May of 2018, the Carpenters picketed at the $20 million state-subsidized Electric City
Apartments construction project over the use of non-union labor being paid far less than the
prevailing wage.

In 2018 there were picketing activities organized by the Carpenters including an event in April
where members of the Northeast Regional Council of Carpenters Local 276 picketed against
Hewitt Young Electric in Rochester for using an out of the area non-union carpentry contractor
for their office renovations.

in January of 2018, a dispute lasting over one year was settled between the Capital Region
construction trades and the Albany Hilton Hotel over the use of non-union contracters and
payment of substandard wages.

4.2.2 Regional Labor Unrest

There have been no significant strikes in the Rochester Region in recent years and labor unrest has
been somewhat rare over the past few years due to an uptick in demand for labor although periodic
lulls have been met by increased picketing activities, primarily over the issue of contractors using non-
local labor when locals are out of work in sizeable numbers. There have only been four notable
incidences of labor unrest among the construction trades going back to 2015.

In November of 2023, the Rochester Building and Construction Trades Council and the New York
State AFL-CIO held a rally at the Fairlife Milk Processing Plant pushing for a PLA to support
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minimum wages, benefits and support training through apprenticeships on the construction of
Fairlife’s new $650 million production facility.

o In September of 2022, a bargaining unit of the International Union of Operating Engineers Local
158 representing the Plumbers, Electricians and Carpenters at the University of Rochester
engaged in difficult, prohibited contract negotiations. A contract settlement was reached on
Cctober 24™ but not without the threat of strike, with notice being filed with the National Labor
Relations Board (NLRB).

o InMay of 2021, labor unions protested outside a Monroe County Economic Development Agency
meeting against Amazon’s proposed blanket waiver for the construction of the Amazon facility in
Gates which would wave part of a local labor requirement for building the multi-million square
foot facility.

o In 2018 there were picketing activities organized by the Carpenters including an event in April
where members of the Northeast Regional Council of Carpenters Local 276 picketed against
Hewitt Young Electric in Rochester for using an out of the area non-union carpentry contractor
for their office renovations.

The Rochester region, like in most regions in New York State and the United States, has looming labor
shortages in most of the skilled trades due to aging of the workforce and lack of new skitled laborers
entering the workforce. The trend shows in recent years the share of older workers has more than
doubled in the last 15 years. This trend is due to the combined aging of the construction industry
workforce and less young workers entering the industry. This looming labor shortage has strained the
active construction market within the region.

4.2.3 Labor Unemployment Statistics

The COVID-19 pandemic and associated economic shutdown throughout New York State caused a
large spike in unemployment within the State and Region, however recovery is evident with
unemployment numbers within the County returning to the levels seen prior to the pandemic. The
New York State Department of Labor (NYSDOL) reported that the Rochester Region's unemployment
rate stood at 3.7 percent in December 2025, a slight increase from 3.5 percent in December 2024. The
NYSDOL also reported that the Region’s labor force has increased slightly by 10,100 between
December 2024 and December 2025 as workers have returned to the regional workforce for various
reasons including the prospect of more lucrative empioyment opportunities upcoming in the area.

4.2.4 Summary

Prior to the unprecedented impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, the regional economic spending
coupled with the low unemployment conditions were creating an increasingly strained labor market.
The large spike in unemployment within the Region caused by the COVID-19 pandemic and associated
economic shutdown has now receded to pre-pandemic levels and the labor market is beginning to
strain once again.

The Rochester Region trades are noted to be strong advocates for the use of local union labor as
frequently evidenced by job site demonstrations. The trades will continue to actively advocate for the
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employment of local union labor. Various types of project site demonstrations such as bannering,
hand billing, and picketing are likely to become more comman occurrences. Strikes of any significant
duration, however, are not expected in the near term.

It is important to note that there are several large construction projects that are either underway or
set to begin construction in the near term in the Region including the $100 million MCC STEM project,
which is now underway, and the 5400 million Rochester Schools Modernization Program which will
begin in 2026. In addition to large regional projects, there are several large construction projects in
the neighboring Central New York Region that are either underway or set to begin construction in the
upcoming year that will impact labor supply in the Rochester Region including the first five
construction contracts {valued in excess of $1.15 billion) of the $2.3 billion 1-81 Viaduct Project, which
are currently underway, with additional 1-81 Viaduct Project contracts in excess of $1.0 billion set to
begin construction in early- to mid-2026. The first phase of the $100 billion Micron chip plant, a 520
billion phase, has begun and will ramp up rapidly in the second quarter of 2026. The Micron project
will drive the construction of several additional manufacturing and Infrastructure projects in excess
of $1.3 billion necessary to support Micron operations but are independent of the Micron build. The
Syracuse City School District is also about to initiate the third phase of their school modernization
program in 2026 with an estimated construction cost of $400 miltion.

Elsewhere, the Western New York Region also has several large, high-profile construction projects
underway including the $100 million Erie County wastewater improvements project, the SUNY Buffalo
$100 million SEAS Building, and the SUNY Buffalo $75 million Fire Protection project.

To the east, the massive Champlain-Hudson Power Express Project stretching from the Canadian
border to New York City is scheduled for completion in 2026. The Capital Region also has several large
construction projects that have begun, including the $635 mitlion Livingston Ave. Bridge project and
the $250 million Empire State Plaza project. Other State projects, such as the Albany State Campus
project, in excess of $500 million, and the $100 million State Police Academy training center will begin
in 2026 as well,

Of particular note is the chip plant planned for Syracuse. Site work for the first of four “pods”, a $20
billion expenditure, has begun. Projects with such a large labor demand in other parts of the United
States have resorted to paying premium wages above published rates as well as offering very
comfortable per diem compensation for travel and lodging. It is possibie that the Micron project may
offer such premium compensation to achieve its labor needs. Such premiums will draw skilied labor
not only from other Central New York projects but all of upstate New York as well as out of state,
further exacerbating an already tightening labor market. With the abundance of available work,
workers are more likely now than usual to engage in strikes or other disruptive activity upon
expiration of a local area agreement. Based on the size and duration of this Project, we assess risk of
job actions that would significantly impact the planned Project to be moving from low to moderate.
The added guarantees of labor harmony and greater assurance of labor supply with access to the
hiring halls, both local and nationwide, with the use of the proposed PLA is therefore considered a
benefit.
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Section 5 — Economic Considerations

5.1 General

We conducted zn analysis of potential cost savings for the Project utilizing the projected labor craft hours,
wage rates currently in effect, and contract provisions contained within the proposed PLA. As stated
earlier, given the nature and size of this Project, and the make-up of the market, in the absence of a PLA,
we would expect, on a dollar basis, the percentage of successful unionized contractors and sub-
contractors covered by one or more of the applicable CBAs to be a minimum of 70 percent. These
projections are based upon the author's review of projects recently executed in this region, an
understanding of the construction labor supply and demand in the region, the size of the Project, the
nature and makeup of contractors in the region who routinely execute this type of project, and previous
projects constructed in the region with and without PLAs.

As mentioned In the previous sections, the Elevator Constructers are expected to have involvement on
this Project. The Elevator Constructors typically do not participate in PLA agreements with the exception
of the No Strike, Jurisdictional Dispute, and Dispute Resolution Clauses. Therefore, no savings associated
with the Elevator Constructors have been reflected in this analysis.

5.2 Labor Cost Savings Attributed to the Use of a PLA
Labor cost savings estimated for the Project were prepared based upon contract provisions contained in
the proposed PLAs. The potential for economic savings for each contract provision is discussed below.

5.2.1 Industry Fund Payments

The proposed PLA limits the workers’ pay to base wages and fringe benefit payments as published in
the prevailing wage schedules. This, in turn, will avoid collectively bargained payments, such as
Industry Promotion Funds, which are in excess of those required by/for public works projects. The
local agreements provided for this Project have Industry Promotion fund payments ranging from
$0.00 to $0.33. Based on anticipated labor loadings, savings from this provision are projected to be
approximately $19,100.

5.2.2 Union Apprentice Ratios

The proposed PLA agrees to apprentice ratios equal to or better than those set by the New York State
Department of Labor. This PLA sets apprentice ratios of 3 to 2 or better. The lower apprentice ratio
would assist in encouraging the development of the next generation of craft labor. A reduction in
labor cost also would be realized by moving several of the crafts to this ratio. We have applied this
projection only to union employers {70 percent) and assumed apprentices on average would be in the
second or third year of their apprentice program, representing approximately 70 percent of the wages
earned by journeymen. We have projected that crew sizes large enough to utilize apprentice ratios to
their fullest would represent approximately 20 percent of the projected union labor hours for all
crafts, Based on anticipated labor loadings, it is projected that savings from this provision would be
approximately $117,500.

5.2.3 Non-Union Apprentice Program Participation
A
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The proposed PLA will provide access to a qualified pool of apprentices for non-union contractors
otherwise not available. This provision allows nan-union contractors (who do not have state approved
apprentice programs} to obtain qualified apprentices through the referral process and thus lower
overall crew labor cost. We have applied this projection only to non-union employers {30 percent)
and assumed apprentices on average would be in the second or third year of their apprentice
program, representing approximately 70 percent of the wages earned by journeymen. We have
projected that crew sizes large enough to utilize apprentice ratios to their fullest would represent
approximately 20 percent of the projected non-union labor hours for all crafts and would also
implement an apprentice ratio of 3 to 2 or better. Based on anticipated labor loadings, it is projected
that savings from this provision would be approximately $152,000.

5.2.4 Guaranteed Pay

The proposed PLA eliminates guaranteed pay in its entirety and replaces it with a travel allowance
equivalent to two hour's pay. Standardizing this provision for all trades and assuming three events for
the duration of the Project results in an estimated savings of $17,100.

5.2.5 Holiday Pay

The proposed PLA eliminates the requirement of holiday pay for the Carpenters (Heavy & Highway),
Laborers (Heavy & Highway) and Operating Engineers {(all). Our analysis assumes a total of 11
applicable holidays for the duration of the Project. Our analysis alse assumes that Project work will
not be performed between the Christmas and New Year's Day holidays; therefore, they were excluded
from the savings calculations. It should also be noted that current agreements do not identify either
Martin Luther Xing Day or luneteenth and thus do not impact savings estimates, however, as
agreements evolve these should be included in the no pay terms. The total estimated savings available
is $43,100.

5.2.6 Off-Site Fabrication

The proposed PLA limits off-site work subject to prevailing wage and union agreements to that work
currently defined by Section 222 or that specifically covered by a CBA. This would allow for some work
to be performed off-site and not be subject to prevailing wage rate requirements. Our analysis
projects that this offsite work would be applicable to five percent of the total craft hours for the
Carpenters and Sheet Metal Workers, and two percent of the total craft hours for the Electrical
Workers, Iron Workers, and Plumbers & Steamfitters. The offsite work performed by these crafts is
estimated to reduce costs by 20 percent. The estimated savings by limiting restrictions on offsite
fabrication is projected to be $41,500.

5.2.7 Work Break Time Reduction

The proposed PLA eliminates the daily ritual of an organized work break to which Union workers are
entitled. While each worker would be allowed to have a coffee container near their work area and
take a brief break, an increase in productivity would be realized when workers do not leave the work
area. We estimate that this practice would increase productivity for each worker each day by five
minutes. Qur analysis projects that reducing the duration of downtime every day for every worker on
site by five minutes would result in a savings of approximately $91,700.
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5.2.8 Wage Concessions
The proposed PLA allows for a wage concession through the reclassification of all site work outside of
the new buildings from Heavy & Highway to Building rate. This type of concession could result in wage
and benefit rate reductions for the Bricklayers, Carpenters, Laborers, Operating Engineers, and
Teamsters. As this savings provision is applicable to all workers at the site regardless of union
affiliation, the estimated savings by reclassifying the work is projected to be $122,800.

5.2.9 Management Rights/Jurisdictional Requirements

The PLA contains very strong Management Rights language whereby management retains full and
exclusive authority for the management of the operation including the hiring, promotion, transfer,
layoff, discipline, or discharge for just cause of employees, the selection of foremen, the assignment
and scheduling of work, the promulgation of reasanable work rules, the requirements for overtime
and the number and identity of emplayees engaged in the work. Such language coupled with no strike
clauses and uniform dispute resolution procedures, which prevent work disruption while disputes are
resolved, provide significant efficiencies in the workforce.

For large or complex projects with high labor toadings, savings of two percent of the project costs
from these clearly established management rights are typically realized. For smaller or less complex
projects with moderate schedules and less intense labor loadings, these advantages are reduced to
0.5 percent.

Further adjustments are made to small projects when considering the effect of jurisdictional
restrictions. In an open shop environment, workers would be allowed to perform the work of more
than one trade over the work day. While prevailing wage requirements would dictate that they must
be compensated for the work of each trade in accordance with the applicable schedule in effect for
that trade, they would still be allowed to perform the differing tasks. Union agreements and, by their
nature, PLAs would restrict the work of the governing trade, thereby prohibiting crossover to take
place. The crossover of individual workers from one trade activity to another in a single day's work is
more frequent on smaller, less intense projects. This practice also occurs more frequently in the
general building construction trades than in other crafts.

A strong management rights clause in a PLA could provide additional value given the need to
coordinate the efforts of multiple labor crafts in a very efficient manner. We anticipate a 0.25 percent
cost advantage for enhanced management rights language offered by the use of the proposed PLA.
Savings are projected to be $149,200.

5.2.10 Shift Work

In negotiations for this agreement the trades have refused to agree to any concession on the
premiums for second or third shift. Previous agreements in the region have agreed to such
concessions. The proposed PLA does not reduce applicable shift premiums but does agree to require
full eight-hour shifts when working a second or a third shift. Based on the anticipated scope of the
Project, it is anticipated that a contractor will utilize a multiple shift schedule on a very limited basis
to limit disruptions to the Zoo during normal operating hours. This analysis assumes five percent of
the total project hours would be conducted on a multiple shift schedule. Of that, approximately 40
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percent would be conducted on a second shift. Based upon this assessment, limited savings would
resuit to this Project and are not reflected here.

5.2.12 Contract Duration/Expiration Date

A PLA could prohibit strikes and lock-outs or other job actions for the duration of the agreement. This
would avoid the potential for work stoppages or picketing that would trigger the two-minute ruling
resulting from wage and benefit negotiation at the end of each craft’s local area agreement. it would
also ensure uninterrupted project completion. While there is value implied by the security this term
would provide which is reflected in the management rights assessment above, no explicit calculation
of savings is made for this report.

5.3 Summary

Based on the projections above, we estimate that the proposed PLA would result in an estimated savings
of $754,000 in direct labor costs or approximately 3.4 percent of the projected total cost of iabor for the
Project (estimated at $22,351,100).
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Section 6 — Additional Considerations
Use of the proposed PLA offers additional non-economic benefits. These are difficult to precisely quantify

in monetary terms at this time but could nonetheless be significant factors in the overall success of the
Project.

6.1 Labor Stability

Project construction is to occur over a 34-month period and will be executed using multiple prime
contracts focused on required project specific skill sets. As this Project is located at the Seneca Park Zoo,
the need for careful planning and scheduling and close coordination of a number of contracts and multipie
labor activities is amplified as to not disrupt the visitors or staff or cause unintended stress/harm to the
animals. Should there be any significant disruption to the supply of labor, or job actions over the use of
non-union or non-local labor, the Project could be disrupted and the objective of completing ail Project
components on time would be jeopardized.

Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, the construction spending within the Rachester Region had the potential
for creating an increasingly strained labor market. Given the current levels of unemployment within the
regional construction industry, we assess that the labor market has essentially returned to pre-pandemic
conditions, We would anticipate the labor market will tighten further over the life of the Project given the
current outlook for anticipated construction in the region. Any disruption, while difficult to precisely
quantify, would have an impact to the Project and the ability to complete the Project on time. For projects
with multiple crafts working under multiple contracts/subcontracts, disruptions can result in claims of
delay by individua! sub-contractors working on the site who are dependent upon the performance of
other sub-contractors subject to the action. Further, Project administrative costs, such as additional costs
for architectural/engineering oversight and interim Project financing would be incurred. At a minimum,
an estimated $18,000 to $25,000/month in Project administration and engineering oversight costs would
be expected.

6.2 The “Tag Along Provision”

Key provisions of any Project Labor Agreement include the “Union Recognition and Employment”
provisions, specifically the Union Referral requirement. Commonly referred to as the “Tag Along”
requirement, this provision governs the process of bringing craft workers to the Project. All craft workers
are required to pass through the job referral systems and hiring halls established by the unions. The “Tag
Along” provision specifically allows a contractor who is not signatory to a collective bargaining agreement
to bring his/her own core employees to the Project. The number of core employees brought to the job is
limited by the agreement on the basis of a percentage of the workforce on the Project, thus typically
increasing the number of workers delivered to the Project by the signatory unions. The proposed PLA
establishes a “Tag Along” requirement of 25 percent, a reasonable requirement given the more significant
demands in other regions of the State, {three union hires followed by one core employee} with special
considerations provided for small, M/WBE, or SDVOB concerns. The “Tag Along” requirements are often
the subject of much debate when considering the application of a PLA. The increased number of workers
delivered to the Project by union hiring halls in exchange for the concessions and resultant economic
savings to the Project as described in Section 5 is, however, the core element of every negotiation.

BENEFIT ANALYSIS | Monroe County



6.3 Workforce Enhancement, Recruiting & Training Programs, M/WBE & SDVOB

Programs

Enhanced workforce diversity and training objectives are other benefits not easily translated into
economic savings. Project specific objectives consistent with County policies and objectives are
anticipated. No specific numerical goals have yet been established, and no unusual staffing requirements
or objectives have been incorporated into the Project. The Project would therefore not benefit from
enhanced language addressing workforce diversity and/or recruitment and training available in the
proposed PLA, however, the proposed PLA would provide access to qualified contractor apprentices who
would otherwise have none. This access is considered a cast-saving benefit.

Minority and Women Owned Business and Service-Disabled Veteran Owned Business participation in the
Project will also be an important objective. An overall numerical goal of approximately 12 percent
Minority and 3 percent Women Owned Business participation, consistent with County policy and
objectives, is anticipated for this Project. A goal of six percent SDVOB participation is also anticipated.
Union affiliation in each of these business sectors in the Rochester Region Is not uniform for all crafts or
trades. The proposed PLA incorporates language addressing the unigue challenges and needs faced by
M/W/SDVOBE contractors and is considered a benefit,

BENEFIT ANALYSIS



Section 7 - Conclusions

7.1 Conclusions

Based upon the terms and conditions contained in the proposed Agreement, the size and scope of the
Project, the proposed schedule and the anticipated mix of craft labor, we conclude that the proposed PLA
would provide Monroe County with measurable economic benefit. We estimate that the proposed PLA
would result in an estimated savings of $754,000 in direct labor costs or approximately 3.4 percent of the
projected total cost of labor for the Project {estimated at $22,351,100).

Non-guantifiable benefits would also be available through the use of the proposed PLA include:

1)

2)

3

4)

5)

6)

avoiding the costly delays of potential strikes, slowdowns, walkouts, picketing and other
disruptions arising from work disputes and promoting labor harmony and peace for the duration
of the Project;

standardizing the terms and conditions governing the employment of labor on the Project;

providing comprehensive and standardized mechanisms for the settlement of work disputes,
including those refating to jurisdiction;

ensuring a more reliable source of skilled and experienced labor in an increasingly tightening labor
market potentially enhancing the ability to meet required workforce participation goals;

potentially enhancing M/WBE and SDVOB participation; and

avoiding favoritism, fraud and/or corruption by ensuring availability of the benefits of the PLAto
all successful bidders regardless of union/non-union status or the status of their employees.

In summary, based upon our experience, the use of the proposed PLA would promote a number of
Monroe County’s stated objectives, including the prudent use of public funds and avoiding favoritism,
fraud and/or corruption. Seeler Engineering, P.C., recommends that the County authorize the use of the
proposed PLA for the New Entry and Tropics Building Project.

BENEFIT ANALYSIS
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New Entry and Tropics Building Table 1 Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Monroe County

Labor Unions Representing the Construction industry in Monroe County

Craft Local Union Number
Boilermakers
Bricklayers 3
Carpente 276
Cement Masons 111
Electrical Workers
Efevator Constructors 27
Glazlers 1
Heat & Frost Insulators 26
Iron Workers 3
Laborers 435
Millwright 1163
Operating Engineers 158
Painters. 4
Plasterers g

Plumbers & Steamfitters

Roofers 22

Sheet Metal Workers

Sprinkler Fitters 669

Teamsters 118






- A4

New Entry and Tropics Building Table 2 Due Diligence Study

Seneca Park Zoo

Total Labor Breakdown by Craft

Craft Hours per Craft

Bricklayers - Building 12,914

Carpenters - Bullding 65,019
Carpenters - K&H
Carpenters - Pile Driver 2,103
Cement Masons
Electrical Workers 33,071
Elevator Constructors
Glaziers 22,373
Heat & Frost Insulators
Iron Workers 34,657

Laborers - H&H 16,508
Millwrights °
Operating Engineers - Building 19,485

Operating Engineers - H&H
Operating Engineers - Tech 1,880

Plasterers 0

Roofers 7,598
Sheet Metal Workers. 16,560 [
Sprinkler Fitters 3,547

Teamsters - H&H 677

Total 334,088

Monroe County
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New Entry and Tropics Building Appendix B Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Cost Breakdown Monroe County
Project Description Construction Cost
New Bullding. e
Division 3 - Concrete 5 6,153,013
Division 4 - Masonry $ 1,782,673
Division 5-Metals S 6,273,671
Division 6 -Wood and Plastics $ 412,442
Division 7 - Thermal & Moisture Protaection 5 5,032,129
Division 8 - Openings $ 6,498,407
Division 9 - Finishes 5 2,706,808
Division 10 - Specialties $ 1,545,094
Division 11 - Equipment $ 285,703
Division 12 - Furnishings $ 101,771
Division 13 - Special Construction $ 14,679,676
Division 14 - Conveying 5 585,010
Division 21 - Fire Protection $ 704,444
Division 22 - Plumbing $ 2,208,651
Division 23 - HVAC 5 17,898,783
Division 26 - Electrical $ 6,776,214
Division 32 - Site Improvements $ 782,281
Division 46 - Life Support Systems (LSS) $ 4,081,467
Site
Division 31 - Earthwork $ 3,175,579
Diviston 32 - Site Improvements $ 2,469,658
Division 33 - Site Utilitles $ 1,123,722
Total $ 85,277,195
Contingencies/Direct Costs
GC General Conditions *Included Above
GC Overhead and Profit *Included Above
Design Contingency
Bid Contingency *Included Above
Escalation to Midpoint *Included Above
Contingencles/Direct Costs Total $ -
2026 Total Construction Cost $ 85,277,195

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Appandix € Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Summary Monroe County
Item No. Provision Savl

1 Industry Funds $ 15,100

2 Union Apprentice Ratios s 117,500

3 Non-Union Apprentice Program  $ 152,000

4 Guaranteed Pay 5 17,100

5 No Hollday Pay $ 43,100

6 Offsite Fabrication $ 41,500

7 Work Break Time Reduction $ 91,700

8 Wage Concessions $ 122,800

9 Management Rights $ 149,200
Total Savings § 754,000
Total Labor Cost  $ 22,351,100
Total Savings Percentage 3.4%

Total Construction Cost  $ 85,277,200

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Industry Funds Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:
- Maximum Fund Contribution $0.29/hr.
- Minimum Fund Contribution $0.00/hr.
- Maximum Savings $27,337
- Total Savings $19,136
Craft Total Hours industry Contribution Total Cost
|Bricklayers - Bullding 12,914 $ 025 & 3,229
Bricklayers - H&H 204 5 029 $ 59
Carpenters - Bullding 65,019 $ 014 $ 9,103
Carpenters - H&H 493 $ -3 -
Carpenters - Pile Driver 2,103 $ 300 E .
Cement Masons 1,194 $ - $ -
Electrical Workers 33,071 $ 033 § 10,913
Elevator Constructors 1,012 $ - -
Glaziers 22,373 $ 0.10 $ 2,237
Heat & Frost Insulators 10,300 5 - $ -
{ran Workers 34,657 $ S =
Laborers - Building 27,222 S -8 g
{Laborers - H&H 16,508 $ - 5 -
Operating Engineers - Building 19,485 $ - % -
Operating Engineers - H&H 5,223 $ - % ;
Operating Engineers - Tech 1,880 s 025 $ 470
Painters 8,779 $ 0.05 $ 439
Plumbers & Steamfitters 42,455 $ -8 -
Roofers 7,598 S b B -
Sheet Meta) Workers 16,560 S -8 -
Sprinkier Fitters 3,547 $ 025 $ 887
Teamsters - Building 814 $ -5 2
Teamsters - H&H 677 $ 3 0 £ -
Tatat 334,088 $ 27,337
Union Participation 70%
Total Savings through the Elimination of Industry Funds | $ 19,136 |

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Union Apprentice Ratlos Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- Apprentice ratios per individual craft Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA)}
- Crew sizes large enough to utilize apprentice ratios Is estimated to be 20 percent of the total union hours
- Savings based on standardizing on ratios of 3:2 or better

Labor Cost Using Apprentice Ratios Per CBA

Craft lourneymen Apprentice | Average Union Total
Paclta!e PacltaEe Packa‘e_ Hours Cost

Bricklayers - Bullding [ 6525 $§ 4894 4 1 § 6199 9040 § 560,359
Bricklayers - H&H $ 65.20 $ 5237 51 $ 63.06 143 $ 9,005
Carpenters - Building $ 5858 § 3658 2 1 $ 5125 45513 § 2,332,420
Carpenters - H&H 5 6658 $ 4722 3 1 $ 6174 345 $ 21,307
Carpenters - Pile Driver S 7092 $ 4935 3 1 $ 65.53 1,472 § 96,462
Cement Masons $ 6499 § 4868 3 1 § 6091 836 $ 50911
[Electrical Workers $ 7716 $ 6288 3 2 $§ 7145 23,150 $ 1,653,995
Elevator Constructors $ 10525 § 8568 1 1 5 9546 708 $ -
Glazlers $ 6380 § 4530 3 1 $ 5918 15661 $ 926,746
Heat & Frost Insulators $ 65.87 $ 5229 3 1 § 6248 7,210 § 450,448
Iron Workers S 6844 § 4533 4 1 $ 6382 24,260 S 1,548,218
Laborers - Building $ 56.62 § 4207 3 1§ 5298 19,055 5 1,009,603
Laborers - H&H s 6046 $ 4528 3 1 $ 5667 11556 S 654,798
Operating Engineers - Building $ 79.04 § 6610 3 1 $ 7580 13,640 S 1,033,935
Operating Engineers - H&H $ 9141 4§ 7480 3 1 $ 8726 3,656 § 319,018
Operating Engineers - Tech 5 78.82 $ 6422 3 1 § 7517 1,316 $ 98,923
Painters $ 5509 § 2625 3 1 $ 4788 6,145 5 294,237
Plumbers & Steamfitters 5 7274 § 5065 4 1 % 68.32 29718 $ 2,030,427
Roofers $ 6230 $ 4327 2 1 $ 5596 5319 § 297611
Sheet Metal Workers ] 7174 § 4960 3 1§ 6621 11592 S 767,448
Sprinkler Fitters $ 7447 § 5368 2 1 $ 6754 2483 $ 167,695
Teamsters - Building $ 59.16 % - 10 % 5916 570 $ 33,709
Teamsters - H&H $ 5916 $ - 10 % 5916 474 $ 28,036

Totat 233,862 $14,385,314

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Union Apprentice Ratios Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- Apprentice ratios per individual craft Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA}
- Crew sizes large enough to utilize apprentice ratios is estimated to be 20 percent of the total union hours
- Savings based on standardizing on ratios of 3:2 or better

Labor Cost Using Apprentice Ratios of 3:2 or Better

Craft Journeymen Apprentice Average Union Total

Package Package Package Hours Cost
Bricklayers - Building $ 6525 § 4894 3 2 § 5873 9040 $ 530871
Bricklayers - H&H $ 65.20 $ 5237 3 2 § 60.07 143 S 8,578
Carpenters - Bullding $ 5858 § 3658 3 2 $ 49.78 45513 § 2,265,670
Carpenters - H&H s 6658 $ 4722 3 2 $ 58.84 345 $ 20,305
Carpenters - Plle Driver $ 7092 § 4935 3 2 § 6229 1472 § 91,698
Cement Masons $ 6499 § 4868 3 2 $ 5847 836 $ 48,866
Electrical Workers $ 7716 § 6288 3 2 § 7145 23,150 $ 1,653,995
Elevator Constructors $ 10525 § 8568 1 1 $ 95.46 708 s -
Glaziers $ 6380 $ 4530 3 2 § 5640 15661 S 883,286
Heat & Frost Insulators $ 65.87 % 5229 3 2 $¢ 6044 7,210 S 435764
iron Workers $ 6844 S 4533 3 2 $§ 5920 24260 S 1,436,089
Laborers - Bullding $ 56.62 $ 4207 3 2 $§ 5080 19,055 § 968,014
Laborers - H&H § 6046 $ 4528 3 2 § 5439 11,556 S 628,486
Operating Engineers - Building ] 79.04 $ 66.10 3 2 5 73.86 13,640 S 1,007,457
Operating Engineers - H&H $ 9141 $ 7480 3 2 & 8476 3656 $ 309,907
Operating Engineers - Tech $ 7882 $ 6422 3 2 ¢§ 7298 1316 § 96,041
Painters $ 5509 $ 2625 3 2 $ 4355 6145 S5 267,652
Piumbers & Steamfitters 3 7274 $ S065 3 2 $ 6390 29719 5 1,899,131
Roofers $ 6230 $§ 4327 3 2 $ 54569 5319 § 290,864
Sheet Metal Workers $ 7174 ¢ 4960 3 2 S 6288 11,592 $ 728,951
Sprinkler Fitters $ 7447 § 5368 3 2 $ 6615 2483 5 164,254
Teamsters - Bullding 3 59.16 $ - 10 % 5916 570 S 33,709
Teamsters - H&H 5 59.16 & - 1.0 5 5936 474 $ 28,036
Total 233,862 $13,797,625

Utilization Based on Site Activity 20%

Total Savings through the Implementation of Apprentice Ratios of 3:2 or Better

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Bullding Non-Union Apprentice Program Due Diligente Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- Crew sizes large enough to utilize apprentice ratios is estimated to be 20 percent of the total non-union hours
- Savings based on standardizing on ratios of 3:2 or better

Non-Union Labor Cost Using No Apprentices

Craft lourneymen Apprentice Average Non-Union Total
Par.ka!e Paclg!a Package Hours Cost

Bricklayers - Building S 65.25 § 4894 3 0 5 6525 3874 § 252792
Bricklayers - H&H s 6520 & %237 3 0 $§ 6520 61 S 3,990
Carpenters - Bullding $ 5858 ¢ 3658 3 0 $§ 5858 19506 5 1,142,644
Carpe_nters-H&H S 66.58 § 47.22 3 0 $§ 66.58 148 ] 9,847
Carpenters - Pile Driver $ 7092 § 4935 3 0 § 7092 631 $ M43
Cement Masons 5 6499 ¢ 4868 3 0 $ 6499 358 $ 23279
Electrical Workers $ 7716 5§ 6288 3 0 $ 7716 9921 5 765552
Elevator Constructors $ 10525 $ 8568 3 0 $ 105.25 304 $ )
Glazlers § 6380 $ 4530 3 O $ 6380 6712 $ 428219
Heat & Frost Insulators $ 6587 § 5229 3 0 $§ 6587 3,090 $ 203,538
Iron Workers $ 6844 § 4533 3 0 $ 6844 10397 S 711,578
Laborers - Building $ 56.62 $ 4207 3 0 § 56.62 8,167 $ 462,393
Laborers - H&H $§ 6046 $ 4528 3 O S 6046 4952 § 299,422
Operating Engineers - Building $ 79.04 S 66.10 3 0 $§ 79.04 5,846 S 462,028
Operating Engineers - H&H § 9141 $ 7480 3 0 $ 9141 1567 $ 143230
Operating Engineers - Tech $ 7882 $§ 6422 3 0 S 7882 564 S 44,454
Palnters § 5509 § 2625 3 0O § 5509 2634 5 145001
Plumbers & Steamfitters S 7274 5 5065 3 0 & 7274 12,737 $ 926,453
Roofers $ 6230 $ 4327 3 0 § 6230 2279 $ 142,007
Sheet Metal Workers s 7174 & 4960 3 0 § 7174 4,968 $ 356,404
Sprinkler Fitters $ 7447 $ 5368 3 0 $ 7447 1064 S5 79,244
Teamsters - Building S 59.16 $ . 30 % 5916 244 S 14,447
Teamsters - H&H $ 59.16 5 - 30 $ 5916 203 $ 12,015

Total 100,226 S 6,673,371

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Non-Union Apprentice Program Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- Crew sizes large enough to utilize apprentice ratios is estimated to be 20 percent of the total non-union hours
- Savings based on standardizing on ratios of 3:2 or better

Non-Union Labor Cost Using Apprentice Ratios of 3:2 or Better

Ceaft lourneymen Apprentice Average Non-Union Total

Package Package Package Hours Cost
Bricklayers - Building $ 6525 § 4894 3 2 § 5873 3874 5 227,516
Bricklayers - H&H $ 6520 & 5237 3 2 § 60.07 61 5 3,676
Carpenters - Bullding $ 5858 § 3658 3 2 § 4978 19506 § 971,002
Carpenters - H&H 5 6658 $ 4722 3 2 § 5884 148 $ 8,702
Carpenters - Pile Driver § 7092 $ 4935 3 2 § 6229 631 5 39,299
Cement Masons S 6499 $§ 4868 3 2 $ 58.47 358 $ 20,943
Electrical Workers § 7716 $ 6288 3 2 $ 7145 9921 $ 708,855
Elevator Constructors $ 10525 § 8568 3 2 $§ 9742 304 S -
Glaziers $ 6380 $ 4530 3 2 $ 5640 6712 § 378,551
Heat & Frost insulators $ 6587 $ $229 3 2 5 6044 3,090 $ 186,756
tron Workers § 6844 § 4533 3 2 § 5920 10397 5 615467
Laborers - Building $ 5662 $ 4207 3 2 $ 50.80 8,167 5 414,863
Laborers - H&H $§ 6046 $§ 4528 3 2 $ 5439 4952 § 269,351
Operating Engineers - Bullding $ 79.04 § 6610 3 2 § 73.86 5,846 $ 431,767
Operating Engineers - H&H $ 9141 § 7480 3 2 $ 8476 1567 § 132,817
Operating Engineers - Tech 5 7882 § 6422 3 2 & 7298 564 $ 41,160
Painters $ 5509 § 2625 3 2 § 4355 2634 $5 114,708
Plumbers & Steamfitters $ 7274 §¢ 5065 3 2 $ 6390 12,737 $ 813,913
Roofers $ 6230 § 4327 3 2 § 5469 2279 5 124,656
Sheet Metal Workers $ 7174 $ 4960 3 2 $ 62.88 4968 S 312,408
Sprinkler Fitters $ 7447 $§ 5368 3 2 § 6615 1,064 5 70394
Teamsters - Building $ 5916 $ - 10§ 5916 244 S 14,447
Teamsters - H&H S 59.16 5 - 10 5 5916 203 $ 12,015
Total 100,226 $ 5,913,268

Utilization Based on Site Activity 20%

Tatal Savings for Non-Union Labor Using Apprentices

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22



New Entry and Tropics Building
Seneca Park Zoo

Assumptions:

Guaranteed Pay
Appendix C

Due Diligence Study
Monroe County

- Assume one (1} event per year. Three (3} events total for the duration of the Project
- Based on the number of workers on site per week

- Only eight (8) hours of 24 guaranteed unworked
- *Jron Workers are compensated at $80.00 ($40.00/hr)

Total Savings through the Reduction of Guaranteed Pay

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22

Revised Pay Hours 2
Number of Events 3
Rates & Rates Workers per  Guaranteed

Craft Benefits Only Week Pay (Hrs} Total Savings
{Bricklayers - Bullding $ 65.25 5 35.81 5 2 s 883
Bricklayers - H&H $ 65.20 § 38.63 2 2 S 319
Carpenters - Bullding $ 58.58 S 34,23 12 2 $ 1,753
Carpenters - H&H $ 66.58 S 39.42 2 2 5 326
Carpenters - Pile Driver $ 7092 § a4 5 2 $ 885
Cement Masons $ 6499 3§ 35.81 3 2 s 525
Electrical Workers $ 77.16 $ 44.30 7 2 $ 1,380
Elevator Constructors $ 105.25 $ 61.52 3 2 S .
Glazlers $ 63.80 $ 31.05 6 2 $ 1,179
Heat & fFrost Insulators S 6587 $ 40.26 4 0 5 -
{ron Workers* $ 4000 5 35.75 7 2 $ 179
Laborers - Building $ 5662 § 32.45 6 2 $ 870
Laborers - H&H $ 6046 $ 3491 4 2 3 613
Operating Engineers - Building $ 79.04 $ 43.14 4 2 5 862
Operating Engineers - H&H $ 91.41 55.38 3 2 $ 649
Operating Engineers - Tech S 78.82 § 48.67 2 2 ] 362
Painters $ 55.09 § 28.50 4 2 $ 638
Plumbers & Steamfitters $ 7274 § 42.68 8 2 $ 1,443
Roofers $ 6230 $ 34.10 4 2 5 677
Sheet Metal Workers $ 71.74 3 43.01 4 2 ] 690
Sprinkler Fitters 5 7447 § 45.06 4 4 5 2,493
Teamsters - Building $ $9.16 $ 31.39 1 2 S 167
Teamsters - H&H $ 59.16 § 31.39 1 2 S 167

Total $ 17,058

Lo-Hle



New Entry and Tropics Building
Seneca Park Zoo

Assumptions:

No Holiday Pay Due Diligence Study

Appendix C

- Based on the number of workers on site for each observed holiday

- Assumne project site planned shutdown on Christmas/New Years week (no pay obligation)
- Martin Luther King Day and Juneteenth not included in the analysis as they are not addressed in current CBAs
- Assume no survey work scheduled for the week of a holiday (nc pay obligation)

Monroe County

Number of Holidays | 11 |
Workers per Holiday Total

Craft iy Week Pay (Hrs) Savings
Bricklayers - Building 3 35.81 5 0 $ -
Bricklayers - H&H s 38.63 2 ] $ -
Carpenters - Bullding $ 34.23 12 0 ) -
Carpenters - H&H $ 39.42 2 8 $ 1,261
[Carpenters - Pile Driver H] 4141 5 8 s 18,220
Cement Masons $ 35.81 3 0 $ -
Electrical Workers $ 44.30 7 0 $ -
Elevator Constructors $ 61.52 3 8 $ -
Glaziers $ 31.05 ] 0 $ -
Heat & Frost Insulators $ 40.26 4 0 $ -
iron Workers $ 35.75 7 0 $ -
Laborers - Building S 32.45 6 0 S -
LLaborers - H&H $ 34,91 a 8 $ 12,288
Operating Engineers - Building $ 43.14 4 8 5 15,185
'Operating Englneers - H&H $ 55.38 3 8 $ 14,620
Operating Engineers - Tech $ 48.67 2 8 $ .
Painters $ 28.50 4 0 $ -
Plumbers & Steamfitters $ 42.68 8 0 3 -
Roofers $ 34.10 4 0 s -
Sheet Metal Workers $ 43.01 4 0 5 -
Sprinkter Fittars $ 45.06 4 0 $ -
Teamsters - Building $ 31.39 1 0 $ -
Teamsters - H&H $ 31.39 1 0 $ -

Total 5 61,576

Union Participation 70%
Totat Savings through the Etimination of Holiday Pay | % 43,103 |

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building

Seneca Park Zoo

Assumptions:

Offsite Fabrication

Appendix C

- Offsite fabrication would result in a 20% cost reduction
- Offsite fabrication only applies to the following crafts:

Carpenters (5% of total hours}

Electrical Workers (2% of total hours)
Iron Workers (2% of total hours})
Plumbers & Steamfitters (2% of total hours)
Sheet Metal Warkers {5% of total hours)

(o. Y3

Due Diligence Study
Monroe County

Rates & Project Offsite Cost

Coan Benefits Hours Work Reduction Total Savings
Bricklayers - Building $ 65.25 12,914 0% 20% $ 3
Bricklayers - H&H $ 65.20 204 0% 20% $ -
Carpenters - Building $ 58.58 65,019 2% 20% 5 15,235
Carpenters - H&H _ 5 66.58 493 2% 20% $ 131
Carpenters - Pile Driver $ 7092 2103 0% 20% $ -
Cement Masons S 64.99 1,194 0% 20% $ -
Electrical Workers $ 77.16 33,0711 2% 20% $ 10,207
Elevator Constructors $ 105.25 1,012 0% 20% 5 -
Glazlers _ s 63.80 22,373 0% 20% S .
Heat & Frost Insulators 5 65.87 10,300 0% 20% ) -
Iron Workers $ 68.44 34,657 2% 20% $ 9,488
Laborers - Building s 56.62 27,222 0% 20% S -
Laborers - H&H : $ 60.46 16,508 0% 20% $ c
Operating Engineers - Building $ 79.04 19,485 0% 20% $ :
Operating Engl neers - H&H $ 91.41 5,223 0% 20% $ >
Operating Engineers - Tech $ 78.82 1,880 0% 20% $ -
Painters $ 5509 8,779 0% 20% $ 2
Plumbers & Steamfitters 5 72.74 42,455 2% 20% $ 12,353
Roofers $ 6230 7,598 0% 20% $ -
Sheet Metal Workers S 71.74 16,560 5% 20% S 11,880
Sprinkfer Fitters $ 74.47 3,547 0% 20% $ -
Teamsters - Building S 59.16 814 0% 20% $
Teamsters - H&H $ 59.16 677 0% 20% $ -

Total 334,088 $ 59,294

Union Participation 70%

Total Savings through the Use of Offsite Fabrication

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026.04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Work Break Time Reduction Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- Savings assumed by reducing one (1) work break by approximately five {(5) minutes per day per employee

Union Project Workers per  Estimated

Craft Raték Hours Week Days Total Savings
Bricklayers - Building $ 3581 12,914 5 323 $ 4817
Bricklayers - H&H $ 38.63 204 2 13 S 82
Carpenters - Buliding $ 3423 65019 12 677 § 23,183
Carpenters - H&H ) 39.42 493 2 31 $ 202
Carpenters - Pile Driver $ 4141 2103 5 53 $ 907
Cement Masons S 35.81 1,194 g 50 ] 445
Electrical Workers $ 4430 33071 7 591 $ 15261
Elevator Constructors $ 61.52 1,012 3 42 $ -
Glaziers $ 31.05 22373 6 466 $ 7,236
Heat & Frost Insulators 5 40.26 10,300 4 322 $ 4,320
Iron Workers $ 3575 34657 7 619 § 12,906
Laborers - Building 5 32.45 27,222 6 567 $ 9,202
Laborers - H&H $§ 3491 16,508 4 516 $ 6003
Operating Engineers - Building $ 43.14 19,485 4 609 $ 8,756
Operating Engineers - H&H $ 55.38 5,223 3 218 $ 3,013
Operating Engineers - Tech S 48.67 1,880 2 118 $ 953
Painters $§ 2850 8779 4 274 $ 2,606
Plumbers & Steamfitters - 42.68 42,455 8 663 5 18,875
Roofers $ 34.10 7,598 4 237 $ 2,699
Sheet Metal Workers $ 43.01 16,560 4 518 $ 7,419
Sprinkler Fitters $ 45.06 3,547 4 11 s 1,665
Teamsters - Building s 31.39 814 1 102 5 266
Teamsters - H&H $ 31.39 677 1 85 S 221

Total 334,088 $ 131,039

Union Participation 70%

Total Savings through the Reduction of Work Breaks

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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New Entry and Tropics Building Wage Concessions Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- Assume all craft hous with Heavy & Highway classification be reclassified as Building
- All reclassifed work subject to Building rates only

Craft Project Union Conesslon  Labor Cost  Labor Cost Total
Hours Rates Rates {w/o Con.) {w/ Con.) Savings
Bricklayers - Bullding 12914 5 3581 $ 3581 § 462450 $ 462,450 S '
Bricklayers - H&H 204 $ 3863 $ 3581 $ 7,881 § 7,305 $ 575
Carpenters - Building 65019 $ 3423 § 3423 5 2,225600 $ 2,225,600 $ -
Carpenters - HE&H 493 § 3%42 § 3423 $ 19,434 § 16,875 § 2,559
Carpenters - Pile Oriver 2103 $ 4141 § 3423 $ 87085 $ 71,986 $ 15100
Cement Masons 1,194 $ 3581 $ 3581 $ 42757 $ 42,757 5 .
iElectrical Workers 33,071 § 4430 $ 4430 S 1,465045 $ 1,465,045 $ -
Etevator Constructors 1,012 $ 6152 $§ 6152 3 62,258 § 62,258 § -
Glaziers 22373 $ 3105 $ 3105 § 694682 $ 694,682 S -
Heat & Frost Insulators 10,300 § 40.26 § 40.26 $ 414678 § _ 414,678_ $ -
Iron Workers ] 34657 ¢ 3575 § 3575 $ 1,238,988 § 1,238,988 $ -
Laborers - Building 27,222 § 3245 5 32 45 $ 883354 § 883,354 $ -
Laborers - H&H 16508 § 3491 § 3245 § 576,294 $ 535685 $ 40,610
Operating Engineers - Building 19,485 $ 4314 $ 4314 $ 840,583 §$ 840,583 $ -
Operating Engineers - H&H 5223 ¢ 5538 ¢ 4314  § 289250 $ 225320 $ 63,930
Operating Engineers - Tech 1,880 $ 4867 $ 4867 $ 91,500 $ 91,500 § -
Painters 8779 § 2850 § 2850 $ 250202 $ 250,202 $ -
Plumbers & Steamfitters 42,455 $ 4268 $ 4268 S 1,811,979 $ 1,811,979 § -
Roofers 7598 § 3410 § 3310 § 259092 $ 259,092 $ -
Sheet Metal Workers 16,560 § 4301 $ 4301 $ 712,246 % 712,246 S .
Sprinkler Fitters 3547 § 4506 § 4506 $ 159828 S 159,828 $ 3
Teamsters - Building 814 $ 3139 ¢ 3139 $ 25551 $§ 25551 5
Teamsters - H&H 677 & 3139 $§ 3139 § 21251 S5 21,251 § -
Total 334,088 $12,641,988 $12,519,215 $ 122,773

Total Savings through the Use of Wage Concessions

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22



New Entry and Tropics Building Managements Rights Due Diligence Study
Seneca Park Zoo Appendix C Monroe County
Assumptions:

- 2% for large, long duration, complex projects

- 1% for smaller, shorter duration, less complex projects

- 1/4% to 1/2% savings reduction resulting from jurisdictional restrictions on small projects

- 1/4% to 1/2% savings reduction resulting from efficiencies already available through Design/Build Contracts

Management Rights Savings Project Project Cost Percent Union Total Savi
0.25% Seneca Park200 § 85,277,195 70% [ 149,235
Total $ 149,235

Total Savings through a Strong Managements Rights Clause | 3 149,235 |

Seneca Park Zoo Rev 4 2026-04-22
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By Legislators Baynes and Maffucci
Intro. No.
RESOLUTION NO. ___ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN & RESEARCH,
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE, ENGINEERING & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, D.P.C.
FOR PROFESSIONAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR CHURCHVILLE PARK MASTER PLAN
UPDATE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as fullows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with Environmental Design & Research, l.andscape Architecture, Engineering & Environmental Services,
D.P.C,, in the amount of $79,800 for professional design services for the Churchville Park Master Plan Update,
and any amendments necessary to complete the project within the total capital fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capiral fund
2099 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall rake effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Recreation & Education Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 ~ CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0141

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

ACTION BY THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
APPROVED: ; VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Maffucci
Intro. No.
RESOLUTION NO. ___ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH ERDMAN, ANTHONY AND ASSOCIATES INC. FOR
PROFESSIONAL. DESIGN SERVICES FOR FLEET CENTER ELECTRICAL
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with Erdman Anthony and Associates, Inc., in the amount of $24,750 for professional design services for the
Fleet Center Electrical Improvements project, along with any amendments necessary to complete the project

within the total capital fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2., Funding for this contract, consistent with authonzed uses, is included in capiral fund
2125 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 5, This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Environment & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Wavs & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0142
ADOPTION: Date: Vote:
ACTION BY THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Baynes and Maffucci
Intro. No.
RESOLUTION NO. ___ OF 2026
AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH CHRISTA CONSTRUCTION, LLC FOR

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES FOR MONROE COMMUNITY COLLEGE
DOWNTOWN CAMPUS CAREER CENTER PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISL.ATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with Christa Construction, L.I.C, in the amount of $155,700 for construction management services for the
Monroe Community College Downtown Campus Career Center project, along with any amendments necessary
to complete the project within the toral capital fund(s) appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2116 and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Recreation & Education Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0143

ADOPTION: Date: Vorte:

APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATIL OF RESOLUTTON:




By Legislators Burgess and Maffucci
Intro. No. ___
RESOLUTION NO. __ OF 2026

AUTHORIZING CONTRACT WITH POPLI ARCHITECTURE + ENGINEERING & LS,
D.P.C. (DBA POPLI DESIGN GROUP) FOR PROFESSIONAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR JAMES
R. POND REGIONAL TRAFFIC OPERATIONS CENTER REHABILITATION Il PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LLEGISI.LATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROL, as follows:

Section 1. The County Executive, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute a contract
with Popli Architecture + Engineering & 1.5, D.P.C. (DBA Popli Design Group}, in the amount of 368,286
for professional design services for the James R. Pond Regional Traffic Operations Center Rehabilitation I1
Project, along with any amendments necessary to complete the project within the total capital fund(s)
appropriation.

Section 2. Funding for this contract, consistent with authorized uses, is included in capital fund
2159, and any capital fund(s) created for the same intended purpose.

Secrion 3. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Moaroe
County Charter.

Transportation Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0
File No. 26-0144

ADQPTION: Date: Vote:

APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURI: DATEL:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:




By Legislators Frazier, Blankley, Hughes-Smith, Baynes, Hasman, Burgess, Long, and Maffucci

Intro. No.

ADOPTING 2027-2032 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The Legislature hereby adopts the proposed 2027-2032 Capital Improvement
Program of the County of Monroe, as submitted by County Executive Adam J. Bello, in its entirety.

Section 2. This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Planning & Economic Development Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 5-0
Intergovernmental Relations Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 5-0
Environment & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 - CV: 7-0
Recreation & Educatdon Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0

Human Services Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0

Transpottation Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 7-0

Public Safety Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 10-0

Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0

File No. 26-0145



By Legislators Frazier, Blankley, Hughes-Smith, Baynes, Hasman, Burgess, Long, and Maffucc

Intro. No. ___
MOTION NO. OF 2026
PROVIDING THAT RESOLUTION (INTRO. NO. ___ OF 2026), "ADOPTING 2027-2032

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM," BE TABLED

BE IT MOVED, that Resolution (Intro. No. ___ of 2026), entitled “ADOPTING 2027-2032
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM,” be tabled.
File No. 26-0145

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

| 3.



By Legislators Frazier, Blankley, Hughes-Smith, Baynes, Hasman, Burgess, Long, and Maffucci
Intro. No. ___
RESOLUTION NO. OF 2026

FIXING PUBLIC HEARING FOR ADOPTION OF 2027-2032 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The Legislature hereby fixes a public hearing to be held before the Monroe County
Legislature on Tuesday, July 14, 2026, at 6:15 P.M,, at the County Legislative Chambers, County Office
Building, Rochester, New York, on the proposed 2027-2032 Capital Improvement Program of the County of
Monroe, submitted by County Executive Adam |. Bello.

Section 2. The Clerk of the Legislature is hereby directed to publish the legal notice of such
public hearing at least once in one (1) daily newspaper of general circulation in the County at least ten (10) days
before the date set for the hearing.

Section 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately.

Planning & Economic Development Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 5-0
Intergovernmental Relations Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 5.0
Environment & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 7-0
Recreation & Education Committee; May 18§, 2026 — CV: 7-0

Human Services Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0

Transportation Committee; May 19, 2026 - CV: 7-0

Public Safety Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 10-0

Ways & Means Committee; May 19, 2026 — CV: 9-0

File No. 26-0145

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

13,



By Legislators Hughes-Smith and Hoffman
Intro. No. __
RESOLUTION NO. OF 2026

CLASSIFICATION OF ACTION AND DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE PURSUANT
TO STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT TO ADOPT MONROE COUNTY
AGRICULTURAL AND FARMLAND PROTECTION PLAN UPDATE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1, The Monroe County legislature determines that adopting the Monroe County
Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update is an Unlisted action.

Section 2. The Monroe County Legislature has reviewed and considered the Full Environmental
Assessment Form dated April 10, 2026, and has considered the potential environmental impacts of adopting
the Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update pursuant to the requirements of State
Environmental Quality Review Act and has found that the proposed action will not result in any significant
adverse environmental impacts. The Monroe County Legislature hereby issues and adopts the Negative
Declaration attached hereto and made a part hereof and determines that an environmental impact statement is
not required.

Section 3. The County Executive, ot his designee, is hereby authorized to take such actions to
comply with the requirements of the State Environmental Quality Review Act, including without limitation, the
execution of documents and the filing, distribution, and publication of the documents required under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act, and any other actions to implement the intent of this resolution.

Section 4, This resolution shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter,

Environment & Public Works Committee; May 18, 2026 - CV: 7-0
File No. 26-0146

ADOPTION: Date: Vote:

ACTION BY THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
APPROVED: VETOED:

SIGNATURE: DATE:

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RESOLUTION:

. |
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responscs become part of the application for approval or funding,
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.

Complcte Part 1 based on information currenily available. 1f additional research or investigation would be necded to fully respond to
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist,
ot is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or stiudics which would be necessary to
upsate or fully develop that information.

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most ilems contain an inilial question that
must be answered either “Yes” or “No”. If the answer 1o the initia} question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow. If the
answer to the initial question is “No™, proceed to the niext question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify and attach any
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the applicant or project sponsor to verify that the information
contained in Pant lis accurate and complete.

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
Monroe County Agricullural and Farmiand Prolection Plan

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
Project includes all municipalities located in Monros County.

Briel Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need):

Monros County's last Agricultural and Farmiand Prolection Plan was adopted aver 20 years ago in 1999, To address the changing needs of the
agricuitural community, Monros County developed an updated Agricultural and Farmiand Protection Plan that will sarve as a guiding document that guides
decigion-making for the County, municipalities, landowners, farmers, farm support agencies and organizations, and businass owners, The Plan does not
regulate [and use, but identifies goals and associated strategies focused on preserving agricultural land, enhancing the economic viability of farm
oparations, supporting anvironmental stewardship, and increasing public understanding and appreciation of agriculture.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: 565-753-1000
Monroe County E-Mail-

Address: 39 West Main Strest

City/PO: Rochester State: new York Zip Code: 14514

Project Contact (il not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: 585-753-2032
Patrick Gooch, Senior Associate Planner E-Mail- palrickg S

Address:
50 Wast Main Street, Sulte 1150
City/PO: State; Zip Code:
Rochester New York 14616
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor}: Telephone:
e E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:

Page 1 of 13
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B. Government Approvals

4.9

assislance.)

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship. (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of fmancial

or an adopted municipa) farmland protection plan?
Iers, ldentll'y the plan(s):

Monroe COunly Agrlculiural andF armland Pmlao!ion Han (1999)

CGovernment Entity If Yes: 1dentify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)

a. City Council, Town Board, [IvesiZINo

or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village OlYesiZINo

Planning Board or Commission
c. City, Town or [3YesiINo

Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies OYestZINo
e. Counly agencies mchDNO rMonroo COU"W Leqlslature - Adoption of Plan uly 2026 (ptoiocled)
f. Regional agencies OYesINo

i NYS Department of Agriculture and Markels - August 2028 {projected)

g. State agencies IYesDOONo oo Fran
h. Federal agencies OYesZINo
i. Coastal Resources.

i. s the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of 2 Designated Inland Waterway? YesTiNo

ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? B YesOINo

#ii. 1s the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Arca? & YesOINo
C. Planning and Zoning
C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the  WJYes[INo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
s If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
» If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part |

C.2. Adopted land use plans.
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county} comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site Yes[INo

where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action @yesCINo
would be located?
b. s the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district {for example: Greenway,; OYesINo

Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;

or olher?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
¢. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, DYesCINo

Page 2 of 13



4.4

C.3. Zoning

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopled zoning law or ordinance. OvYesZNo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? DYes@iNo
c. Is a zoning change requested as pan of the proposed action? OYestZiNe
I Yes,

i, What is the proposed new zoning for the site? /A - this action is not sile specific

C.4, Existing community services,

a. In what school district is the project site located? School Disticis Fvoughout Monroe County

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
FNIA - this action is not site spacific

¢. Which fire grolcclion and emergency medical services serve the project site?
IN/A, - this action [s not site specific

d. What parks serve the project site?
N/A - this action is not gHe specific

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (c.F., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include alt
components)? The proposed action is the adoption of the updated Monroe County Agricultural and Farmiand Protection Plan. There

no site-specific action.
b. a. Total acreage of the sile of the proposed action? o N/A acres
b. Total acreage 10 be physically disturbed? ) N/A acres
c. Total acreage {project site and any contiguous propertics) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? N/A acres
c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? O Yesdd] No
i If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the propesed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does il include a subdivision? CYesNo
I Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? - ' ~ OvYes@No
fif. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum ~ Maximum
¢. Will the proposed action be constructed in muitiple phases? O YesiZINo
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: _ months
ii. If Yes:
»  Total number of phases anticipated
s Anpticipated commencement date of phase | (including demolition) month year
»  Anticipated completion date of final phase _ month year
o  Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of onc phase may

determine timing or duration of luture phascs:
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f. Docs the peoject include new residential uses? CYesZNo
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.
One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family {four or morg)

Initial Phase
At complelion
ol all phases

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? [:IchﬁFlo
Il Yes,

i. Total number of struclures

ii. Dimensions {in fect) of largest proposed structure: height; width; and _length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: square feel

h. Docs the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any [tesE]No
liquids, such as creation of a waler supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
1f Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment:
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: Ground water [ ] Surface water streams [_JOther specify

#i. 17 other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: _ ____ million galons, surface area: _acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: height; length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fifl, rock, wood, concrete):

D.2. Praject Operations

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? DYesEl\To
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
If Yes:
i.What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? ’
ii. How much material {(including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed (rom the site?
*  Volume (specify tons or cubic yards):
¢ Over what duration of time? ) ” R ]
iii Describe nature and characteristics of matcrials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated malerials? DYesENo
If yes, describe.

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? feer
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? OvesiINo

ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment DYesﬁNo
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be afTccted (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description):
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ir. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, (ill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres.

fii. Will the proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? ClYesEZNo
If Yes, describe: T J

iv. Will the proposcd action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aqualic vegelation? O Yesi/INo
If Yes:

s acres of aqualic vegetation proposed lo be removed:
» expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining afler project completion:
o purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access):

¢ proposcd method of plant removal:
o il chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s):
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? E']ch EWNo
If Yes:
i Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? OYes i@No
Il Yes:
* Name of district or service area: e =
» Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? O YesDNo
o Is the project site in the existing district? [ YesCINo
s Is expansion of the district needed? 0 Yes[dONo
s Do existing lines scrve the project site? O Yes[ONo
i Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? OYesNe

If Yes:
s Describe exlensions or capacity expansions proposed lo serve this project:

e Source(s) of supply for the district:

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed 1o be formed to serve the project site? [ Yes m-No
If, Yes:

s Applicant/sponsor for new district:

¢ Date application submitted or anticipated:

¢  Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: o
v If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: _

IN/A =
vi. If water sdb-pfy; will be from wells {public or private), what is the maximﬂﬁ_pumping capaciiy? _gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? OYesbMNo
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: - gallons/day

it Nature of liquid wastes to be generaled (e.g., sanilary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and
approximate volumes or proportions of each).

ifi. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment (acilities? ' OYesZMNo
If Yes:

»  Name of wastewaler (reatmen! plant to be used:

e  Name of district: = 3 ] : =

o  Does the existing waslewater Ireatment plant have capacity to serve the project? O ¥esiZNo
*  Is the project site in the existing district? OYesNo
s Is expaasion of the district needed? OYesiINo
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+ Do cxisting sewer lincs serve the project site? DYesAANo
»  Will alinc extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? OYesZINo
If Yes:

o Describe exlensions or capacity cxpansions proposed (o serve this project:

iv, Will a new wastewaler (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? OyesiZINo
If Yes:
e Applicant/sponsor for niew district:
e Datc application submifted or anticipated:
. What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge?
v. if public facilitics will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment or the project, mcluding specilying proposed
receiving waler (name and classification if surface discharge or describe subsurface disposal plans):

|N/A

vi, Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste:
NIA

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point OYesAANo
sources (i.¢. dilches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwaler) or non point
source (i.e. sheet Now) during construction or post consiruction?

if Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
Square feetor _ acres (impervious surface)
Square feetor _ acres (parcel size}

ii. Describe types of new point sources A

groundwater, on-site surface water or off-sile surface waters)?

s  Ifto surface waters, identily receiving water bodies or wetlands:

¢  Will stormwater runofT flow to adjacent properties? [ Yesl/lNo
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious maierials or collect and re-use stormwater? OYcsiINo
(. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air cmissions, including fuel OYesidINo

combustion, wasle incineration, or other processes or operations?
if Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)

ii Stationary sources during construction (c.g., power generation, structural heating, baich plant, crushers)

iii Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)

g- Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f(above), require a NY Stale Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, [OYesifNo
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?
If Yes:
i ls the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? {Arca routinely or periodically fails 1o meet OvYesCINo
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)
fi. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:
Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO;)
Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N20)
Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
__Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SFs)
Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)
Tons/year (short tons) of Hazacdous Air Pollutants (HAPs)

* & & & 4 &
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4. ¢

h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methanc {including, but not limited to, sewage trcatment plants, ClvestING
landfills, composting facifitics)?
If Yes:
i Estimate methanc generalion in lons/year (metric): _ _ B
if. Describe any methane capture, controd or elimination measures included in project design (c.g., combustion to generate heat or
electricity, flaring):

i, Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as Dchm No
quarry or landfill operations?

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (c.g., diesel exhaust, rock panticulates/dust):

j. Will the proposed aclion result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial TIesf/]No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
IlNYes:
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply):  [JMoming [ Evening ClWeekend
[ Randumly between hours of 1o )
ji. For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day and type (¢.g., semi trailers and dump trucks):

iii. Parking spaces:  Existing Propased Net increase/decrease
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? Ovesvo
v. Ifthe proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within '2 mile of the proposed site? ClYes{}Ne

vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, eleciric (YesCINo
or other altemnative fueled vehicles?

vili. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycte accommodations for connections to existing OyesOnNo
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand Yeshf| No
for energy?

If Yes:
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: _

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of eleciricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-sile renewable, via grid/llocal utility, or
other):

iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade, to an exisling substation? CIyes[INo
1. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.
i. During Conslruction: it. During Operations:
s Monday - Friday: e  Monday - Friday:
¢  Saturday: ¢  Saturday: -
¢  Sunday: o  Sunday:
¢ Holidays: *»  Holidays:
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m. Wil the proposed action produce noise that will excecd existing ambient noise levels during construction, OvYes@INo
operation, or both?

I yes:

i Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:

if. Will the proposcd action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screcn? OYeskANo
Describe: R ) __
n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? OYesINo
If yes:

i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), directionfaim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:

fi. Will proposed action remove cxisting natural barriers that could act as a light barricr or screen? Tyes@ino
Describe:
0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce adors for more than one hour per day? O Yes[OONo

If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximily to nearest
occupied structures:

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) ~ L YeslNo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?

If Yes:
i. Produci(s) to be stored
ii Volume(s) per unit time (e.g., month, year)

#ii. Generally, describe the proposed storage facilities:

q. Will the proposed aclion (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.c., herbicides, O Yes [AINo
insecticides) during construction or operalion?

If Yes:
i. Describe proposed freatment(s):

i Will \he proposed action use Integrated Pest hEn_agemem Praclices? _g Yes [INo

r. Will the proposed action (commercial or indusirial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal [ Yes @No
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

If Yes:
i Describe any solid waste(s) to be gencrated during construction or operation of the facility:
o Construction: tons per (unit of time)
e  Operation : tons per {unis of 1ime}

it Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
* Construction:

s Operation:

ifi. Proposed disposal methads/facilities for solid waste generated on-sile:
e  Construction:

+  Operation:
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of' a solid waste management facility? E-] Yes ﬁ No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of wastc proposed for the site (c.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities):
H. Anticipated rate of disposal processing:

. Tons'month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
. Tons/hour, il combustion or thermal treaiment
iii. If landfill, anticipated sitc life: years

1. Will the proposed action al the site involve thc commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous LlYesENo
waste?

If Yes:
i. Name{s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents 1o be gencrated, handled or managed at (acility:

ii. Generally describe processes of activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents:

iii. Specily amount (o be handled or generated tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents:

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsilc hazardous waste facility?  DOyesOno
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Actlon

E.l. Land uses on and surrounding the project site

a. Existing land uses.
i Check aHl uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project sile.
O Urban [J Industrial [0 Commercial [J Residentiat (suburban) [ Rural (non-farm)
O Forest  [] Agriculture [3 Aquatic [0 Other (specify):
ii. 1T mix of uses, generaily describe:

|The proposed action is the adoption of the updated Monroe County Agricultural and Farmiand Protection Plan There ks no site-sepcific action and the
| Pt v T PR oI WA MR GOy —— e

t"i'a'."i:'ar'{(-i us}:_s'and_éﬁypes on the project sile.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype | Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
*  Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces i e g
¢  Foresled [

e Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-

agricultura), including abandoned agriculural) |
e  Agricultural

(includes active orchards, (ield, ;recnhouse etc.)
¢  Surface water fcalures

(lakes, ponds, strcams, rivers, etc.)
| Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

e Non-vegctated (bare rock, eanh or fill}

¢ Other
i Describe:
B e et
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? OvestNo
i. If Yes: explain: ;

d. Are there any facilitics serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed CYesiINo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 fcet of the project site?

If Yes,
i, 1dentify Facilities:

¢. Does the project sile contain an exisling dam? OYesiINo
Il Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
¢ Dam height: feet
¢ Dam length: feet
e Surface area: i ___ acres

s  Volume impounded: _ gallons OR acre-fect

ii. Dam's existing hazard classification: -
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

I. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, O YesiINo

o does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid wasle managemcnt facility?

If Yes:

i. Has Ihe facility been formally closed? ves No
s [l yes, cile sources/documentation: e

ii. Describe the location of the project site refative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:

iii. Describe any development constraints due (o the prior solid waste aclivities: _

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin OYeskINo
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?

If Yes:
i. Describe wasle(s) handled and waste managemenl activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:

h. Potential conlamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any JyestZ] No
remedial actions been conducted al or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site yesONo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
O Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC 1D number(s):
] Yes - Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC 1D number(s):

] Neither database
ii. 1 site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:

#fi, 15 the project within 2000 feet of any sitc in the NYSDEC Eavironmental Site Remediation databasc? OvesLINo
IT yes, provide DEC 1D number(s):
iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control himiting property uses? OvesINo
If yes, DEC site ID number:

Describe the type of institutional conirol (e g-. decd restriction or easement):
Describe any use limitations:
Describe any engincering controls: o
Wilt the project affect the institutional or engincering controls in place" Oyes[ONo
Explain;

* & & & & @

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site
a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? NIA feel

b. Are there bedrock oulcroppings on the project site? CyesiINo
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %

c. Predonunant soil type(s) present on project site: NA %

d. What is the average depth 1o the water table on the project site? Average: N/A feet

e. Drainage status of project site soils:L] Well Drained: % of site
O Moderately Well Drained: % of site
{71 Poorly Drained % of site

f. Approximate proportion of proposed aclion site with slopes: ] 0-10%: ___ %ofsite
0 10-15%: % ofsite
[ 15% or greater: % of site

g. Are there any unique geologic fealures on the project site? U Yesk/INo
I Yes, describe:

h. Surface water fealures.

i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, OvesilINo
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? CyeskZINo
If Yes to either / or /i, continue. |f No, skip (o E.2.i.
ill. Ate any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, COyesTINo
state or local agency?
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:
e  Sireams: Name _ Classification
®  Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification
®  Wetlands: Name Approximate Size
®  Weiland No. (il regulated by DEC)
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired Oves[No
waterbodies?
If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:

i. Is the project sitc in a designaled F!oodway" Yes¥No

j. Is the project site in the 100-year Floodplain? COYesifMNo

k. Is the project site in the 500-year Floodplain? OYesZNo

1. Is the project site locatcd over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? OYesbNo
If Yes:

i Name ol aquifer:
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m, Itillennf'y the predominant wildlife specics thal occupy or use the project site:
A

n. Doces the project site contain a designated significant natural community? —E]ch E_INO
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat‘community (composition, function, and basis for designation):

ii Sourcc(s)_é'ﬁescriptlon or evaluation:
iii. Extent of community/habitat:

¢  Currently: acres
s  Fellowing completion of project as proposed: acres
e Gain or loss (indicate + or -). acres
0. Does project sile contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as O YeskfINo

endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habilat for an endangered or threatened species?

IfYes
i Species and listing (endangered or threatened):

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a specics ol UYesh/INo
special concem?

if Yes:
i. Species and listing:

q. s the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? I':IYcSMNo
If yes, give a briel description of how the proposed action may affect that use: -

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site

a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant 10 iYes[INo
Agriculture and Markets Law, Anticle 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: Menroe County Agricultural District #5

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? EAYes[ONo
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site? The Monros County Agricultural District consists of approximalely 144,159 acres as of 2025,
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s): Soil Survey Geographic Databasa (SSURGO)

¢. Does the project site contain all or pant of, or is it substantially contiguous 10, a registered National OYesiiNo

Natural Landmark?
If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark: [J miotogical Community O Geological Feature

ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:

d. Is the project site located in o does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Arca? OYesk/INo
If Yes:
i. CEA name: _ =
ii. Basis for designation:
iii. Designating agency and date: _
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¢. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district O YesﬁL No
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner of the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places?
Il Yes:
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: [JArchaeological Site OHistoric Building or Distnct
ii Name: ) Do =
iti Brief description of atinbutes on which listing is based:

{. Is the projcct site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for DOYesiNe

archacological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SH PO) archaeological site inventory?
g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? OvesINo
If Yes:

i. Describe possible resource(s).
ii. Basis for identification:

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local Ovyes{No
scenic or aesthetic resource?
If Yes:
i. Identily resource: R oo . - o -
ii Nature of, or basis for, designalion (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,
ety

iii. Distance between project and resource: [ miles.
i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers O YeskINo
Program 6§ NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i 1dentify the name of the river and its designation: e o -
ii s the activily consistent with development resirictions comained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 OYes[ONe

F. Additional Information
Altach any additional information which may be needed to clanfy your project

1f you have identified any adverse impacts which could be asseciated with your proposal, please describe those impacts plus any
measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them.

G. Verification
I certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge.

Applican/Sponsor Name Patrick Gooch Date 2026.04.10

Slgnalure_ﬁ ( 2 - Title_Senior Associate Planner
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Full Environmenial Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Project :

3

URE

Agency Use Only [1€ applicable|

Monros County Agricultural and F
12028

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

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

with this assessment.

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

Answer each of the |8 questions in Parl 2,

Check appropriate column (o indicate the anticipated size of the impact.

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

question and consult the workbook.

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

I you answer “Yes™ to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in thal section.
(f you answer “No™ to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

»  When answering a question consider all componenis of the proposed activily, that is, the "whole action”.
¢ Consider the possibilily for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacls,

Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

Impact on Land

Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alieration of,
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)

If “Yes ", answer questions a - j. If "No”, move on to Section 2.

ZINo

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

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

OvEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
: = ; L | mayoccur occur
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table 1s E2d e =
less than 3 feet. -
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f a] o
¢. The proposed action may involve construction on fand where bedrock is exposed, or | E2a o O
| generally within § feet of existing ground surface. ]
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a o O
__of natural material, - 1
¢. The proposed action may involve construction that conlinues for more than onc year | Dle o o
|__orin multiple phases. i
f. The proposed aclion may resull in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q o x|
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
[ B The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area, Bli n] n
{ h. Other impacts: — 55 o o
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2. Impact on Geological Features

The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibst

access (o, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If "Yes ™, answer questions a - ¢. If "No", move on to Section 3.

¥INO

[YEs

Relevant No,or Moderate
Part ] smalkl to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may gccur occur
a. ldentify the specific land form(s) attached: E2g o i
b. The proposed action may afTect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a Elc ] €1
registered National Natural Landmark.
Specific feature:
¢. Other impacls: - 0 o

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

INO

[CJyes

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

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

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a D2b g 4
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

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

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

e. The propased action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, D2a, D2h o L
runofl or by disturbing bottom sediments.

. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal D2e o o
of water from surface waler.

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge D2d O
of waslewaler to surface water(s).

h. The proposed aclion may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e a o
stormwater discharge that may lead 1o siliation or other degradation of receiving
water bodics.

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

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

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dla, D2d o N
waslewaler (reatment facilities. .
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I. Other impacts: = . a O
4. [Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or mNO D YES
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2d, D.2.p,D.2.q,D.21)
If “Yes ", answer questions a - h._If “No", move on to Section 3.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand D2c 0 o
on supplies from existing water supply wells. ' :
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable DZc 0 o
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer
Cite Source:
c. The proposed action may allow or resuli in residential uses in areas without waler and | Dia, D2¢ 0 o]
sewer services.,
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E2I y 5
e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in tocations | D2¢, EIf, g o
where groundwaler is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg, Elh
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products | D2p, E2! o 2
over ground water or an aquifer.
g. The proposcd action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2q, o o
feet of potable drinking waler or irrigation sources. E2|, D2c
h. Other impacts: o o o
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. Ino DYES
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes". answer questions a -g. If “No', move on to Section 6.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway E2i | w]
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j o o
c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floedplain, E2k D o
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2e O 0
patterns.
¢. The proposed action may change flood water flows thal contribute to Mooding. D2b, E2i, o o
£2j, E2k
f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, { Ele 0 o

or upgrade?
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g. Other impacts:

o O
6. Impacts on Air
The proposed aclion may include a state regulated air emission source. no Oves
(See Part 1. D.2.f, D.2.h, D.2.g)
If “Yes", answer questions a - f_If “No "', move on to Section 7.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur oceur
a. If the proposed aclion requires federal or siate air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases al or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tonsfyear of carbon dioxide (COy) D2g o} u}
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N;O) Dlg o o
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g o o
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF¢) D2g g g
v, More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D2h o o
b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any onc designated D2g ] o
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2g o o
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 Ibs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour.
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in "a” through “c”, D2g o o
above.
e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal trealment of more than | D2s | o
ton of refuse per hour.
f. Other impacts: R 0 o

7. Impact on Plants and Animals

If "Yes" answer guestions a - j._If "No", move on 1o Section 8.

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

KINo

EJyes

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

Relevant No, or Maderate
Part small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any E2o o o
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
governmenl, that use the site, or arc found on, over, or near lhe sile,
b. The proposed action may resuit in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by EZo o
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.
¢. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any | E2p a O
specics ol special concem or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, ot are found on, over, or near the site.
d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p o o
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c. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural Elc 0 o
Landmark lo support the biological communily it was established to protect.
{. The proposed action may result in lhe removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n o a
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source: P
¢. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/brecding, foraging, or E2m - -
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site. = g
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of fores, Elb n 0
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source:
i. Proposed action (commercial, indusirial or recreational projects, only) involves use of { D2q o a
herbicides or pesticides.
j. Other impacts: o 0
8. Impact on Agricultural Resources
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b)) Ino CJves
If "Yes", answer quesiions a - h._If “No"', move on to Section 9.
Relevant Ne, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
8. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group | through 4 of the E2¢, E3b - o
NYS Land Classification System.
b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Els, Elb =] o
(includes cropland, hayfields, pasiure, vineyard, orchard, etc).
c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of E3b O
active agricultural land.
d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural Elb, E3a a a
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.
¢. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land Ela, Elb [ O
management sysiem.
f, The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2c, (3, a o
potential or pressure on farmland. D2, D2d
g The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland Cc 8 t
Protection Plan.
h. Other impacts: 0 o
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or arc in
sharp contrast 1o, current land use paitems between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E3.h)
If “Yes", answer questions a - g If “No"', go 1o Section 10.

ZIno

CJves

Refevant No, or Moderate
Part] small to large
Question(s} impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local E3h s} o
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b 0 a
screening of one or more oflicially designated scenic views.
c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during olher seasons) a O
il. Year round a o
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: E2q
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work g i o
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Elc G O
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h o a
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dla, Ela, o O
project: DI, Dig
0-1/2 mile
% -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile

g. Other impacts:

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. {Part 1. E3e, f and g.)
If “Yes ", answer questions a - e. If "No", go fo Section 11.

Ino

[Jyes

10, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:

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

2. The proposed aclion may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous

10, any buildings. archaeologicat site or district which is listed on the National or Ele B A

State Register of Historical Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner

of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for

listing on the State Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous E3f a o

to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the N State Historic

Preservation Qffice (SHPQ) archacological site inventory.
c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partiatly within, or substantially contiguous | E3g o a
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' d. Other impacts: o _ o 0

[Fany ol the above (a-d) are answered “Moderate to large impact may T !
£ occur”, continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Pan 3:
i, The proposed action may rcsult in the destruction or alteration of all or pant Ele, E3g, o o
| of the sile or property. E3f
it. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, & =
inlegrity. | E3g, Ela, l
, Elb :
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which | E3e, E3, o
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its seiting. E;BC E;3h.
11. l;pact on Open_Space and Recreation - n
The proposed action may result in a loss of recrealional opportunities or a NO DYES '

reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.

(SeePant1.C.2.c,E.l.c.,E2.q)

If “Yes", answer questions a - e._If “No". go ta Section 12.

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
N d may oceur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem | D2e,Elb o o
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stomwater | E2h, ;
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat. E2m, E2o0,
) ) E2n, E2p 1 S
b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a cutrent or future recreational resource. | C2a, Elc, o o
| C2¢, E2q . -
¢. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2c a 0
with few such resources. . | Elc, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2¢,Elc o o
| community as an open space resource. _ )
€. Other impacls: - — ' o 0
e = il | e )

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical LZI NO D YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If "Yes", answer guestions a - . If "No", go to Section 13.

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

—_— . -

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or Eld o o

characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 1

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or Eid 0 0
| characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 1
| ¢ Other impacls: = a
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may resull in a change 1o existing transportation sysicms.
(Sec Part 1. D.2.j)
If “Yes " answer questions a -f If “No", go to Section 14.

[YIno

[Jvyes

Retevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur
a. Projected traflic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2 =] 0
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2y c G
more vehicles.
c. The proposed action will degrade existing lransit access. D2j o |
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2 o o
e. The proposed action may alier the present patiern of movement ol people or goods. D2 n} ul
f. Other impacts: o a

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

If “Yes™, answer questions a - . If "No", go to Section 13,

[Ino

CJves

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

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an exisling, substation. D2k o ]
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | DI, o a

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

commercial or industrial use.
c. The proposed action may wlilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of cleclricily. D2k o a
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square | Dlg o =]

feet of building area when completed.

¢. Other [mpacts:

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting. NO

(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and 0.)
If “Yes", answer questions a - f_If “No"', go io Section 16.

Oyes

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

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

b. The proposed aclion may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, Eld o 0
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than ane hour per day. D2o o D
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n o C
e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n, Ela a o
area conditions.
f. Other impacts: o a
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure NO DYES
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Pant 1.D.2.q.,E.1.d. f. g andh)
If “Yes", answer questions a - m. If “No", go to Section 17.
Relevant No,or Moderate
Part ) small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may cecur occur
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a schocl, hospital, licensed day Eid o o
care cenler, group home, nursing home or retirement commumnity.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg, Elh a o
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Elg, Elh | o
remediation on, or adjacent to, the sile of the proposed action.
d. The site of the action is subject 1o an institutional control limiting the use of the Eig. Elh o a
property (e.g., easement or deed resiriction).
¢. The proposed action may afTect institutional control measures that were pul in place Elg, Elh o C
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.
f. The proposed action has adequate contro) measures in place to ensure that future D2t o a
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health.
g- The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2q, Eif a o
management facility.
h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, EIf 0 o
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rale of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s o s
solid waste.
j. The proposed action may resull in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | EIf, Elg 5] 0
a sile used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh
k. The proposed aclion may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill EIf,Elg o O
site to adjacent ofT site structures.
1. The proposed action may result in the celease of contaminated leachate from the D2s, EIf, [ 1]
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts: - - o
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17. Consistency with Community Plans

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

[¥Ino

Cves

commercial development not included in the proposed action)

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part ] small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may eccur occur
a. The proposed action's land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,Dla o o
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern{s). Ela, Elb
b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 ful 5
in which the project is located 1o grow by more than 5%.
c. The proposed aclion is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2,C3 Q
d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional tand use | C2, C2 »
plans.
e. The proposed aclion may cause a change in the density of development that is not (3, Dlc, a =
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure, Dld, DIF,
Dld, Elb
. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4,D2¢, D2d o o
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. DZj
2. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts {e.g., residential or | C2a Q 0

h. Other:

18. Consistency with Community Character

, The proposed project is inconsistent with the exisling community character.
(SeePart 1.C2,C.3,D2,E3)

[¢Ino

Clves

Relevant No, or ‘Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
o W _ _may occur gccur
| . The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3c, E3f, E3g u} o
of historic impertance (o the community.
b. The proposed action may creale a demand for additional community services (e.g. C4 a o
schools, policc and fire}) o
¢. The proposed action may displace affordable or Jow-income housing in an area where | C2,C3, D1f (s) o
______ there is a shortage of such housing. Dig, Ela
d_ The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of ofTicially recognized | C2, E3 D o
or designated public resources. ) 2
¢. The proposed action is inconsisient with the predominant architectural scale and C2.C3 s] u!
character
f. Propused aclion is inconsistent with the character of the exisling natural landscape. C2,C3 W a]
i Ela, Elb
! E2, E2h
| g Other impacis: e z
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Agency Use Only |HApplicable]
Project : ||.um County Agricuttural snd Farmiand Py

Date: {4nnczs

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

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

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether 1o require an environmental impact stalement 1o further assess
the proposed action or whether available infosmation is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposcd action will not
have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the certification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its
determination of significance.

Reasons Supporting This Determination:
To complete this section:

s 1dentify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe ils magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
size or extent of an impact.

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

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

»  Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where
there is a need to explain why a particular element of the propesed action will nol, or may, result in a significant adverse
environmental impaet.

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

» For Conditional Negalive Declaralions identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed action so thal
no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.

= Attach additional sheets, as needed.

New York State Agricullure and Markels requires county’s fo classify farmland protection plans as Unlisted Action. Moriros County has prepared a Full

Environmental Assessmant Form Part 1 and Pan 2 for the Monroe County Agricullural and Farmiand Protection Plan. Based on the SEQR review process,
it has bean determined that adoption of the Plan will not result in any significant advarse environmental impacts.

The Monroe County Agricuttural and Farmiand Protaction Plan is an update to the 1989 Plan and addresses changes which have occurred over the last 26
ysars. The Plan was developed through extensive public outreach assesses Ihe currant siate of ihe Monroe County agricultural sector, providing
recommendetions o strangihen, preserve, and enhance agriculture throughout Monroe County. The Plan focuses an current conditions and trends of
agricultural land, agricultural economy, environmental protection and climate resiiency, public understanding and appreciation of agriculture, and urban
sagriculture. The recommendations identified in the Plan include retaning high gualty farmland and agricultural production, improving economic viability
and opportunities for agriculture oparations, prolecting environmental resources, increasing public understanding of agriculture, and supporting
commercial and urban/suburban agriculture producers.

The Plan is intended to be used as a framework thal guides deciston-making for the County, municipalities, landowners, farmers, farm support agencies
and organizations, and business owners. The recommendalions outiinad in the Plan may be used to eslablish programs, policles, and projecis thal
advance the Plan's goals and objectives. Monroe County does nol have regulatory authority to implament any land use control measures, as such
authority is delegated 10 local municipalities under New York State's Municipal Home Rule Law. This Plan does nol commit Monroe County, any
municipality in Monroe County, or any other stakehotder 1o undenake. fund, or approve any specific aclions, policies, or projects identified in the Plan. The
adoption of this Plan also doas not constliule approval of any construction or environmental disturbance activity within Monroe County.

Monroe County has determinad the Plan may poaitively impact egricullural rasources by promoting their long-tarm prasarvation, supporting the viabikty of
farming operations, encouraging sustainable fand management practices, and strengthening the overall agricultural economy and resilience of the County

As such, Ihe proposed action will have no or smallitemporary impacts on the following: land, geological features, surface waler, groundwater, flooding. air
plants and animals, surface waler and land, aesthetic rasources._ historic and archaeological rasources, open space and recreation, critical environmental
areas, transportation, energy, noise, odor and Kght, human health, community plans, and community character. The proposed action described above will
not have a significant effect on the environmenl, therefore a Draft Environmental Impact Statement will not be prepared.

Determination of Significance - Type | and Unlisted Actions

SEQR Status: |:| Type | El Unlisted

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project. [{]} Part | 7] Part 2 [ Pan3

FEAF 2019
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Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional suppont information
NIA

and considering both the magnitude and importance of cach identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the
Manros County Legisiature as lead agency that:

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

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

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacis from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioncd negative
declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions {see 6 NYCRR 617.7(d)).

[0 C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact

stalement must be prepared to further assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those
impacts. Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued.

Name of Action: Monroe County Agricultural and Farmiand Protection Plan Update

Name of Lead Agency: Monroe County Legislature

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Adam J. Betio

Title of Responsible Officer: ¢oynty Executive

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: A 2 Date:

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) ﬁ‘ {%L Date: 2026.04.10

For Further Information:

Conlact Person: Patrick Gooch

Address: 50 West Main Street, Suite 1150, Rochester, NY 14614
Telephone Number: 585-763-2032

E-mail: patrickgooch@monroacounty.gov
For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to;

Chicf Execulive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principalty located (e.g., Town / City / Village of)
Onher involved agencies (if any)

Applicant (if any)

Environmenta) Notice Bulletin: hilp://www dec.ny gov'snbenb himl

PRINT FULL FORM Page20f2




By Legislators Frazier and Jeffery
Intro. No.
ADOPTING MONROE COUNTY AGRICULTURAL AND FARMLAND PROTECTION PLAN
UPDATE
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE COUNTY OF MONROE, as follows:

Section 1. The Legislature hereby adopts the proposed Monroe County Agricultural and
Farmland Protection Plan Update, as submitted by County Executive Adam J. Bello, in its entirety.

Section 2. This resoluton shall take effect in accordance with Section C2-7 of the Monroe
County Charter.

Planning & Economic Development Committee; May 18, 2026 — CV: 5-0
File No. 26-0147
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Agricultural and Farmland
Protection Board

Monros County, New York

April 9, 2026
The Honorable Adam J. Bello

110 County Office Building
39 West Main Street
Rochester, New York 14614

Subject: Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update
Dear County Executive Bello:

1am pleased to report that the Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Board (AFPB) completed its
review of the Proposed Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update ("the Plan”). New York State Agriculture
and Markets Law and Monroe County Resolution 258 of 1993 obligate the AFPB to assess and approve county
agricultural and farmland protection plans. Specifically, prior to adoption by the County Legislature, the Plan must
first be reviewed and receive approval from the AFPB. The AFPB has completed its review of the Pian and voted to
approve and recommend adoption to the Legislature during its February 2026 meeting.

Throughout the Agricultural and Farmland Protection Planning Update process, the AFPB worked closely to advise
and guide the County, its consultants, and the Steering Committee. The Plan identifies the needs of farmers and
the agricultural community in Monrce County. The AFPB looks forward to working with the County, its partners,
and partner agencies to implement the recommendations of the Plan, Successful implementation will require an
ongoing commitment for collaboration among County departments, municipalities, the general public, agricultural
organizations, and the farming community to carry out the Plan’s goals and strategies. The AFPB supports the
Plan’s use as a guiding document for policy decisions, funding priorities, and program development that will
sustain continued agricultural production in Monroe County.

The Plan Is submitted to you with our endorsement and recommended for adoption by the Monroe County
Legislature. The AFP8 strongly urges the County and its partners to support the Plan and its implementation. If you
have any questions or concerns about this Plan, please contact Board Secretary, Patrick Gooch, Senior Associate
Planner, Monroe County Planning and Development.

Sinceraly,

Chairma )
Enc(s):

2026 Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update
Minutes of the February 26, 2026 AFPB Meeting

CityPlace 50 West Main Street, Suite 1150, Rochester, NY 14614
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MONROE COUNTY AGRICULTURAL & FARMLAND PROTECTION PLAN

Pa rt 1. Pﬂ\l_NING PROCESS

1. Overview of Planning Process and Context

Monroe County’s previous Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan was completed in 1899. Monroe
County was awarded grant funding from the NYS Department of Agriculture and Markets NYS DAM) to
assist with the cost of preparing an updated Plan. The Monroe County Planning Department issued a
Request for Proposals in May 2023 and contracted with a consultant team led by LaBella Associates in
January 2024,

A Steering Committee comprised of farmers and representatives of agencies and organizations that
serve farmers met periodically during the planning process to identify issues and opportunities, guide
the farmer and public engagement process, review draft documents, and to provide feedback and
guidance to the consulting team.

The following people served on the Steering Committee:

e  Phil Hurlbutt Farmer, Town of Hamlin

¢ BobKing MCC Agriculture & Life Sciences Institute

+ Lorna Wright Genesee Land Trust

e Kelly Emerick Monroe County Soil & Water Conservation District
¢ David Woodward Farmer, Penfield

e William Steimer Farmar, Chili

¢ Jarmila Haseler Cornell Cooperative Extension of Monroe County

Manroe County Department of Planning Staff provided guidance to the consulting team,

The Agricultural & Farmland Protection Plan complements Monroe County’s Comprehensive Plan and
Climate Action Plan.

2. Farmer, Stakeholder and Public Engagement Summary

Farmer and stakeholder engagement activities included:

¢ Interviews with representative farmers, agency representatives, and other stakeholders
e  Farmer focus group meetings

e Farmer/tandowner survey

¢ Project website

o Public informational meating to present the draft Plan

* County Legislature public hearing

Stakeholder Interviews

One-on-ong interviews, in-person or via telephone or video conference, were conducted with
representatives from farms, community gardens, and agriculture-related agencies and organizations.

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update = July 2026

5.8



Part 1. Planning Process

These interviews provided insight into challenges and opportunities for farms and related businesses in
Monroe County. A summary of the findings from these interviews is in Appendix A.

Regional Farmer Focus Group Meetings

Two focus group meetings, one on the east side {Town of Pittsford) and one on the west side (Town of
Ogden) of Monroe County were held during March 2024 to share information about the Plan update and
to obtain input from tarmers. In addition, one virtual meeting was held via Zoom. Attendees shared their
thoughts and insights on the strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats (SWOT) to agriculture in
Manroe County. Information gathered from these meetings was utilized to identify issues, needs, and
opportunities to address in the updated Monroe County Agriculturat and Farmland Protection Plan and
to identify potential initiatives to investigate further. The consultant team also participated in the
Monrae County Farm Bureauw’'s Annual Meeting in October 2024.

Copies of the presentation materials and summaries of participant comments are in Appendix A.

Farmer/ Landowner Survey

To encourage farmer and farmland owner participation in the Monroe County Agriculturel and Farmland
Protection Plan, a survey was made available to farmers and farmland owners throughout Monroe
County. To increase participation, steering committee members publicized the survey through
newsletters and email lists, The survey was also available through the project website.

This survey campaign yielded a total of 33 responses. The results helped identify the most pressing
issues and priorities for Monroe County farmers and farmland owners and helped in identifying the
actions recommended in the Plan. A summary of the survey results can be found in Appendix A.
Project Website

A project website served to inform the public about the Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan
Update, publicize the farmer/ landowner survey, post meeting notices, and collect commaents on draft
documents.

Public Informational Meeting

One in-parson and one virtual Public Informaticnal Meeting were hetd in November 2025 to present the
draft Plan and encourage public comments.

Monroe County Legislature Public Hearing

The Monroe County Legislature held a public hearing on the draft Ptan on July 14, 2026 and incorporated
comments prior to adopting the updated Plan.

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update | July 2026
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Part 1. Planning Process

3. Plan Contents

The Plan is organized into the following sections:

Part 1. Plan Overview & Methodotogy

Part 2, Current Conditions and Trends

Part3. Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommended Actions.

Agriculturat Land

Agricultural Economy

Environmental Protaction & Climate Resiliency
Public Understanding & Appreciation of Agriculiure
Urban Agriculture

Photo 1. Read Farm aerlal tandscape. Credit: Adam Montoya

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update | July 2026
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10M NTY AGRICULTURAL & FARMLAND PROTECTION PLAN

Part 2: Goals, Opportunities & Challenges,
and Recommended Actions

The Monroe County Agricultural & Farmland Protection Plan Update identifies five broad goals to guide
Manros County and its partners in supporting continued agricultural production and farmiand
protection:

Goal #1: Retain high quality fermland for agricultural production.
Goal #2;: Improve sconomic viability of farm operations.

Goal #3: Improve opportunities for agriculture-related economic davelopment in Monroe
County and the reglon.

Goal #4: Protect soll and water resources, enhance climate resiliency, and minimize
greenhouse gas emissions from agricultural practices.

Goal #5: Increase understanding and sppreciation of agriculture among the genersi public
and local decision-makers.

Goal #6. Support commercisl agricuiturs! producers in urban and suburban areas,

The summary of opportunities and challenges for each goal follow from the analysis of current
conditions and trends (Part 3) as welt as input from farmers, agencies and the Steering Committee.

Recommended actions specify the steps Monroe County and its partners can take to achieve the goals
of this Plan. For each acticn, the Plan identifies the entity or entities that would lead the task and
partnars that would also be involved.

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update | July 2026
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Part 2. Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommuended Actlons

The following acronyms reprasent names of lead and partner entities:

Mohros County Agrioulturat & Farmland Protection Board

BOCES Board of Cooperative Educational Services

CCE Cornaell Cooperative Extansion

COMIDA County of Monroe Industrial Development Agency
DES Manros County Department of Environmantal Services
ESD Empire State Devalopment

GFL-RPC Genesea Fingar Lakes Regionat Planning Council

GRE Greater Rochester Enterprise

MCC Monroe Community College

NYS DAM New York State Department of Agriculture & Markets
NYS DOS New York State Departmant of State

NYSERDA New York State Energy Research & Development Authority
REDC Regional Economic Development Council

SWCD Soil & Water Conservation District

USDA United States Department of Agriculture

Photo 2 . Zarpsntine Farms corn maze. Credit: Lorl Coleman. Copysight Lorl & Erin Photography, used with parmission

]
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Part 2. Goals, Opportunities & Challengas, and Recommended Actions

Goal #1: Retain high quality farmland for agricultural production.
Why is this important?

Retaining high quality farmland for agricultural production is critical to maintaining a viable agricultural
industry in Monroe County. Large areas of high-quality agncultural soils in Monroe County are currently
being used and remain available for agricultural production. Approximately one-third of the tand area of
Monroe County is in agricultural use or open land that mey be suitable for agricuiture. The most recent
U.S. Census of Agriculture (2022), approximately 93,901 acres of land were in farms, including 72,118
acres of farmland. Retention of these lands for agricultural use will help snsure the continued viability of
agriculture in Monsoe County. The figure below depicts active farmland in Monroe County by USDA soil
ctassification, Development projects and other actions that could impact these lands need to be
evaluated to minimize loss of viable farmland.

Figurs 1. Farmiand Sultable for Protection by USDA Agricultural Soll Classificetion
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Part 2. Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommanded Actions

What are the challenges and opportunities?

Farmland throughout Monroe County is susceptible to conversion to non-agricultural uses. As
documented in Part 2A, farmland is often suitable for development as it is generally level and free from
environmental constraints. Continued demand for residential and other development as well as
increasing demand for solar energy development are the main sources of pressure for farmland
conversion,

Lands whare public sewer service is avaitable are suitable for more compact residential and other
development. Managing the location of sewer infrastructure can direct needed development to suitable
areas while maintaining the County's rural areas for continued agricultural use.

What tools can help Monroe County and its partners achieve this goal?

Monroe County and its partners can help to keep farmtand in agricultural use by encouraging land use
regulations that guide development away from farmland, promoting permanent congervation
easements on farms, discouraging residential and solar developmant on high quality farmiand,
educating owners of rented farmland, and supporting programs that help farmers with succession
planning.

Conservation Easements

Permanent conservation easements prevent future non-agricultural development on farmland through
{egal restrictions. By removing the development rights from a parcel, the land becomes more affordable
for the next generation of farmers.

Farmland ownars may voluntarily donate a conservation easement to a land trust or work with a
municipality or tand trust to obtain grants enable the farmer to sell the developmant rights to their
farmland. Genesee Land Trust and Genesee Valley Conservancy are key partners with expertise and
experience in working with landowners to permanently protect farmland.

Counties adjoining Monroe support efforts by land trusts to encourage long-term preservation of
farmland and to work with farmers to prepare applications for NYS-funded Purchase of Development
Rights (PDR) or federal USDA Agricultural Conservation Easement programs. Both Livingston and
Genesee Counties budget for contractual services, administered by their Planning Departments, for
tand trust staff to organize educational workshops for farmers and to help farmers prepare applications
for PDR funding or to consider donating a conservation easement to a land trust.

Municipal Zoning and Solar local laws

Municipalities can limit or discourage use of agricultural lands for solar devetopment through local land
use laws and regulations. For example, zoning or a solar local law may require applications to delineate
both active farmland and the agricultural soil suitability of lands proposad for the project, and to limit
the axtent of high quality farmland that may be used for the solar project.

Local laws reguiating solar development can also help ensure that projects that use farmland are
carried out in a way that minimizes long-term impacts. For example, the local law can require
adherence to NYS Department of Agriculture & Markets construction and decommissioning guidance,

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update | July 2026
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Part 2. Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommended Actions

such as ensuring that topsoil is preserved during construction to retain the viability of the land to be
returned to agriculturat use following decommisasioning. In addition, municipalities can require that the
developer retain a qualified Environmental Monitor on site during construction to ensure that mitigation
practices are carried out properly,

Local laws may require solar developers to consider co-location of agriculturat practices with solar
facilities. Solar developers in New York have incorporated sheep grazing and pollinatars into the design
of solar energy facilities. Sheep grazing under solar panels reduces or eliminates the need for regular
mowing and helps reduce costs for facility maintenance. Ensuring that farmers benefit economically
from co-location with solar panels requires caraful planning and design. The types of agriculture that
can co-locate with solar facilities is different from the production of field crops or other traditionat
agricultural production that would occur without the solar facility.

Municipalities have the authority to regulate projects smaller than 25 MW through tocal laws. For
projects targer than 25 MW, for which NYS ORES has siting approval authority, the local law remains an
important tool as it expresses the Town's policy and is considered by ORES in NYS review of projects.

Outreach to Owners of Rented land

While most farmers intend to keep the land they own in agricultural production, farmland that is rented
or leased to farmers, as well as farmland passed on to non-farming heirs of farmers, may be sold for
other purposes.

Land that is rented or leased to farmers for agricultural use is more susceptible to conversion than
lands owned by farmers. While farmers may sell land for development, they typically choose the least
productive areas of the farm and maintain farming operations on the most productive areas. Owners of
rented land may respond to offers from solar or other developers by selling the entire parcel rather than
subdividing the parcel to retain a portion for continued agricultural production.

Owners of rented tland may benefit from information about tax banefits and resources to assist with
estate planning or options for land conservation. While many farmers work with owners of leased land
to help the owners obtain agricultural use property tax exemptions, some owners of rented land may
not be receiving these benefits. Ongoing communication with owners of rented land may encourage
them to consider selling land to neighboring farmers or including land conservation in their estate
planning.

Farm Succession Education

Farmland in the process of passing to the next generation is susceptible to conversion when there are
multiple heirs or the heirs are not interested in continuing to farm the land. Education and outreach
programs, such as those run by FarmNET, help farmers plan for farm transition and can help avoid sales
of farmland for non-agricultural uses,

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update  July 2026
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Recommended Actions

1.

Provide education and technical assistance to municipalities to support the adoption and
maintenance of farm-friendly land use regulations that require consideration of the
impacts on agriculture from new development.

Lead: Maonroe County Planning
Partners: Municipalities

Provide training and technical assistance, including model laws, to encourage
municipalities to adopt local solar laws that limit the extent to which solar energy facilities
use active farmland with high quality agricultural soils and/or thatincentivize use of lands
that are not suitable for agricultural production, and require mitigation such as reducing
impacts to farmland during construction and decommissioning or including co-location of
agriculture within the solar project.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partnars: Municipalities; NYSERDA Model Law; NYS Ag & Markets (guidance)

As part of negotiations for Payments in Lieu of Taxes (PILOTs) for solar development
projects, incorporate requirements for the facility to avoid siting projects on active
farmland with high quality agricuttural soils. If projects must use active farmland, require
mitigation of impacts to farmland during construction and decommissioning.

Lead: COMIDA

Partners: Monroe County Planning

Work with utilities and advocate with regulators for policies and practices that limit the
impact of new transmission lines and cther electricity infrastructure on farmiand and farm
operations.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners: Monroe County Legislature

Communicate potential impacts on agriculture when municipalities and other entities
propose extensions of public sewer service into predominantly agricultural areas through
County review of development projects, with education and training for local official, and
by filing Notices of Intent to the NYS Dept. of Agriculture & Markets where projects receive
State or Federal funding.

Lead: Monrae County Planning

Partners: Utilities; NYS DAM

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update  July 2026
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Part 2, Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommended Actions

6. Provide information and connect farmland owners to resources to encourage them to
place land under permanent conservation easements.

a. Provide letters of support and technical assistance to support grant applications.

b. Contract with local land trusts to support additional outreach to farmers and the
preparation of grant applications.

¢. Establish a fund for Monroe County to purchase development rights to farms.
Lead: Monroe County AFPB (letters of support); Monroe County Planning {(contracts
with land trusts); Monroe County Legislature (funding)

Partners: Genesee Land Trust

7. Provide information and connect farmland owners with resources tor technical
assistance to encourage them to develop succession plans to facilitate transfer of
farmland to another farmer to continue its use in agricultural production.

Lead: CCE Monros County
Partners: FarmNET

8. Facilitate transfer of farmland to farmers by maintaining an inventory of interested
farmers. Advocate for creation of a “buy, protect, sell” program to be administered by a
tand trust.

Lead: Monroe County Planning

Pariners: Genesee Land Trust; CCE Monroe; Amencan Farmiand Trust (Farmland foca
New Generation Mew York)

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update | July 2026



,53\8

Part 2. Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommaended Actions

Goal #2: Improve economic viability of farm operations.
Why is this important?

Farms in Monroe County generated more than $101 million in salea in 2022, according to the US Census
of Agriculture. Crop farming generated 90% of all sales as shown in the table below.

Table 1, Markat Value of Products Sold, 2022

Item 2022 Market Percent of
Value (in dollars) Total
Crops, including nursery and greenhouse crops $ 91,147,000 0%

Grains, oilseeds, dry beans, and dry peas 37,325,000 37%
Corn 20,595,000 20%
Wheat 4,430,000 4%
Soybeans 11,070,000 11%

Vegetables, melons, potatoes, and sweet potatoes 28,607,000 28%

Fruits, tree nuts, and berrles 9,375,000 9%

Fruits and tree nuts 7,786,000 8%
Berries 1,589,000 2%
Nursery, greenhouse, floriculture, and sod 12,117,000 12%
Cultivated Christmas Trees and short rotation woody crops 930,000 1%
Cultivated Christmas Trees 930,000 1%
Other crops and hay 2,793,000 3%
Livestock, poultry, and their products $ 9,935,000 10%
Poultry and eggs $ 157,000 0%
Cattle and calves $ 963,000 1%
Milk from cows $ 7,913,000 8%
Hogs and pigs $ 38,000 <1%
Sheep, goats, wool, mohalr, and milk $ 140,000 <1%
Horses, ponles, mules, burros, and donkey $ 506,000 <1%
Other animals and other animal products $ 219,000 <1%
Total $101,082,000 100%

Source: 2022 Census of Agriculture

When farms are economically viable, they are highly likely to continue operating and keep farmland in
agricultural production. However, as described in Part 2.8, farming is a complex, challenging business
and farmers need to navigate changes in markat conditions, governmant regulations, and
environmental conditions.

While many farms in Monrae County benefit from County, State and Federal government programs that
provide technical and financial assistance, some farms may have difficulty accessing these programs
or find that existing programs are not well-suited to their farm businesses. Future availability of
government funding is uncertain. Government regulations, including State labor and environmental
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regulations as wall as local zoning regulations, can make farming more difficult. Assisting farmers,
especially smaller farms, in accessing assistance helps to keep farms economically viable and
maintain the agricultural economy of Monroe County.

Proximity of Monroe County farms to consumers in urban areas create opporntunities for agritourism and
direct-to-consumer sales. Incorporating agritourism and/or direct-to-consumer sales into farm
operations can help farmers retain more of the market value of farm products.

What are the challenges and opportunities?

Promising market opportunities for Monroe County farms include agritourism enterprises and direct-to-
consumer sales, as wetl as increasing sales to schools and other institutions.

Direct-to-Consumer Sales

Many farms in Monroe County sell directly to consumers and capture a larger share of the product’s
value. Many consumers are willing to pay more for farm products when they know where it comes from
and want to support local farmers. Several farms manage Community Supported Agriculture {CSA)
programs. The Rochester Public Market and many farmers markets throughout the County offer
opportunities for diract sales to consumers. Several farms in Monroe County participate in New York
State's NY Grown & Certified Program, which helps consumers find local farm products.

Challenges for farmers engaged in direct-to-consumer sales include the need to establish skilis and
devote hours to managing retail markets and customer service. Sources of technical assistance for
tarmers include CCE Monroe a5 well as resources through Cornell University Small Farms Program.

Operators of farmers markets hetp farmers through efficient operation of the market and by publicizing
the market to bring customers.

Agritourism

Agritourism activities help some farms increase revenue, Challenges include:

e the need for farmers to establish and manage a separate business enterprise that requires a
different skill set than producing crops.

s The need to manage local impacts such as traffic, parking, and noige. Municipal regulations can
require safeguards to reduce impacts but may be overly restrictive.

Rescurces to support farmers include technical assistance and educational resources through CCE
and Monroe County Community College as well as grant funding opportunities. CCE Monroe and MCC
promote agritourism through web-based maps and periodic promotions. The Market New York Tourism
Grant Program, administered by NYS Empire State Development, offers funding for regional tourism
marketing and planning as well as capital projects. Guidance for municipal zoning regulations are
suggested in Appendix C: Zoning Review Findings. Impacts of agritourism operations can be managed
through reasonable zoning regulations and permitting and inspection procedures.
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Value-added enterprises on farms

Incorporating on-farm processing, packing or packaging allows the farmer to retain a larger portion of
the value of the end product. However, farmers face challenges in establishing on-farm value-added

enterprises and in scaling up these businesses. Each additional business enterprise requires its own
business plan as well as capital investment, staffing and record-keeping.

While value-added enterprises are considered part of farm operations protected by NYS Agricuiturat
District Law, operations may need to comply with local zoning regulations. Municipalities can support
farms that integrate value-added businesses through farm-friendly municipal zoning regulations.

Secondary businesses on farms

Secondary non-agricultural businesses on farms can help generate additional ravenue to maintain the
farm’s economic viability. As non-agricultural businesses on farms are not considered “farm
operations” in NYS Agricultural District Law, they are not protected from local regulation.

Some municipalities accommodate on-farm businesses through a special use permit, which requires
certain conditions to be met. Other municipal zoning regulations prohibit such businesses because
they do not allow more than one principal use on a ot or require businesses to be located ina
commercial or industrial zoning district.

Farm Transition Planning

Without sound transition planning, farms may be sold for development when the farm owner retires or
passes away. Transition planning may include estate planning and can also include provisions for
another party to take over the farm.

Challenges for new, beginning and women farmers

New and beginning farmers face multiple challenges getting started, including access to land to
purchase or lease, high cost of land, difficulty obtaining financing, and the need to develop business
skills. People who did not grow up in a farming family also tack a built-in network of support and
knowledge.

Women and immigrants face additional challenges as they do not fit the expected profile of a farmer
and may not be part of an existing social network,

Farm Labor

Farms of all sizes face challenges in finding suitable workers. Recent changes in NYS regulations and
minimurm wage requirements exacerbate these challenges. Although New York State law allows farms
to pay youth under age 16 lower rates, and minor children of the farm operator do not need to be paid,
many farms face challenges in obtaining labor. Some small farms are not able to increase operations
due to the cost of tabor.

Existing resources to assist farmers inctude programs administered by Cornell Cooperative Extension,
which offers periodic training on farm business issues, and NY FarmNet, which offers training programs
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to farmers on business planning, workforce training and other aspects of managing a farm enterprise.
These resources help farmers in addressing worktorce challenges.

Diversification of Products

Some farms have had to adapt to changes in markets, such as the loss of regional vegetable processing
capacity. For example, loss of cabbage and other vegetable processors in recent years required farms
to consider other produce,

Farms that sell directly to consumers have introduced new products to increase direct-to-consumer
sates. Farmg have opportunities to meet niche markets with high value products such as hsirloom or
organic produce.

Climate change may lead to opportunities for farmers to grow crops that require longer growing
seasons, Climate change is likely to exacerbate impacts of weeds, pests and diseases, which may
result in farms selecting different crops.

Institutional Sales

Some farms may ba able to sell directly to institutions; smaller farms could sell to institutions through
aggregators that sell farm products to institutions.

increasing opportunities may become available to local farmers as New York State incentivizes
purchases of local farm products by institutions, including:

¢ Monroe County facilities, such as the Monroe County Jail, Monroe Community Hospital and Monroe
Community Coltege

s  Food banks

¢ K-12Schools

s Collteges and Universities
e NYSagencies

Challenges to increasing institutional purchases of local farm products include:

s Lack of aggregation, distribution, processing and packaging infrastructure to alilow small farms
to compete with large-scale providers of food to institutions

e Lack of capacity at local schools and institutions to prepare agricultural products for use in
food service.
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Recommended Actions

1.

Continue to provide funding to organizations such as CCE Monroe and Monroe County
SWCD that provide information and technical assistance to farm operations, including
support for new and beginning farmers, business planning, crop diversification, and
adapting to the impacts of climate change. Partner with Cornell University and CCE
Wayne, Ontario and Wyoming Counties to leverage resources.

Lead: Monroe County Legislature {funding allocation}; CCE Monroe
Partners: CCE Wayne, Ontario and Wyoming; Monroe County SWCD

Advocate for continued State and Federal funding for Cornell Cooperative Extension,
SWCD, USDA and other programs that provide technical and financial assistance to
farms.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners: Farm Bureau; CCE Monroe; SWCD; NYS DAM; Cornell University; USDA

Promote agritourism and direct-to-consumer sales as a component of areawide tourism
campaigns, through “buy local” campaigns, and guides to local producs, including
improvements to ontine guides. Provide information and technical assistance to farmers
to increase diract-to-consumer sales. Improve the local food guide website and expand
outreach to farms with farm stands, u-pick or entertainment to be listed in the online
guide.

Lead; CCE Monroe; MCC
Partners: NYS Empire State Development (tourism promotian); Visit Rochester; NYS DAM

Provide information about funding and sources of technical assistance to farms
interested in incorporating on-farm processing and other value-added enterprises.

Lead: CCE Monroe

Pariners: NYS DAM; USDA

Continue to provide land use education and training programs and provide information
about sources of funding (such as NYS Department of State Smart Growth zoning grants)
to encourage municipalities to revise zoning regulations to accommodate value-added
and secondary businesses on farms.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners: Municipalities; NYS Department of State {funding)

Support programs that assist farms with business planning and hiring procedures and that
help to building and maintain a skilled agricultural workforce.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
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Partners: BOCES; CCE Monroe
7. Advocate for more favorable federal and State labor policies and regulations, including
NYS minimum wage requirements and the federal H2-A program.

Lead: Monroe County Planning

Partners: Farm Bureau

8. Facilitate purchases of local farm products by Monroe County facilities. For example:

» Identify and engage with supply chain support businesses (pick-up and delivery,
storage, etc.) to facilitate order fulfillment and decrease the costs of entry for small
and mid-sized farms.

e Work with the Monroe County Jail, MCC and other institutions to adopt procurement
policies that prioritize products from Monroe County or surrounding farms.

o Adopt an official County policy and direct institutions to modify their contracts with
food providers (e.g., Sysco; Broadliner; Headwater Food Hub as alternative to national
supplier)

Lead: Monroe County Legislatura; Procurement managers at Monroe County Jail, MCC
and other facilities

Partners: Food providers; Aggregators

9. Connect schools and other institutions to information and sources of funding and
technical assistance to expand purchases from local farms. Encourage schools and
emergency feeding organizations to prioritize purchases from Monroe County farms.

Lead: CCE Monroe; School Districts

Partners: Schools, universities, health care and other institutions; Foodlink

Goal#3: Improve opportunities for agriculture-related economic
development in Monroe County and the region.

Agricutture-related industries include processing, aggregation, distribution, packing, packaging,
wholesale and retail operations, financial services and other businesses that support farms. Foad
manufacturing in Monroe County generated $3.2 billion in sales (3% ot the County total) in 2022 and
employed approximately 6,557 people, according to data compiled through an IMPLAN economic
analysis. Operations range from large, multi-national companies to small and medium-sized local
businesses engaged in value-added food processing.

Why is this important?

farms in Monroe County benefit from access to processing, storage, distribution and markets. Monroe
County industries include large facilities that are integrated into global markets as well as small-scale

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmiand Protection Plan Update  July 2026



Part 2. Goals, Opportunities & Challenges, and Recommended Actlons

businesses that support smaller producers. Continued access to markets and support businasses
helps to ensure the economic viability of Monroe County farms.

What are the challenges and opportunities?

Processing

Food manufacturing is recognized as an important industrial cluster in Monroe County and the
Geneses-Finger Lakes region. Greater Rochester Enterprise (GRE) and the Finger Lakes Regional
Economic Development Council {REDC) promote food manufacturing as a key industrial sector.

While many food manufacturing businesses, such as Pepsi, use no local agricultural products, their
presence as part of a regional industrial cluster in agriculture/ food processing represents significant
investment in regional food manufacturing and helps maintain a supply of experienced workers. When
multiple businesses of the same type are located in a region, workers have options for places to work.,

Dairy processing facilities in Monroe County have provided nearby markets for local and regional dairy
farms. The former Upstate Niagara Co-op in the City of Rochester served as a major milk processing
tacility, the plant has since closed. This ctosure reflects broader changes in the dairy industry, including
consolidation, evolving processing technologies, and the facilities limited ability to expand or
modernize within its existing location. The new Fairlife facility to be constructed in Webster is expacted
to significantly increase dairy processing capacity and provide an important new market outlet for
regional dairy producers.

Large food manufacturing facilities other than dairy offer limited opportunities for local farms as they
source inputs from a global supply chain. For example, Star in Churchville gets 30% of its wheat from
Canadian producers. In addition, consolidation in food manufacturing industries has resulted in the
loss of some local processing facilities. For example, a large cabbage processing facility and a green
bean pracessing facility recently left the region, leaving farmers with no ready market for these crops.
Farms that raised crops for processing at that facility needed to either find other markets or pivot to
other ¢rops.

Despite the challanges relating to consolidation and global supply chains, increesing processing
capacity in Monroe County could benefit local farms as well as the broader agricultural economy.
COMIDA administers incentives that could support processing facilities to site or expand in Monroe
County.

Meat processing capacity is limited locally. Many farmers need to travel long distances to bring their
animals to processing facilities. Small farms face particular challenges as they do not have the leverage
to arrange timely processing.

Agricultural Support Businesses

Businessas that provide aggregation, distribution and services to farm operations are important parts of
the regional agricultural economy. Monroe County and its partners can support these businesses,
through financial incentives, infrastructure improvements, site selection assistance and letters of
support for grant applications.
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Recommended Actions

1. Work with County and regional economic development organizations to support existing
and encourage new and expanded agriculture-related businesses, through financial
incentives, infrastructure improvements, site selection assistance, letters of support for
grant applications, and other means.

Lead: COMIDA; Greater Rochester Entarprise (GRE); Regional Economic Development
Councit {REDC); Monroe County Planning

Partners: Municipalities; farms and agriculiure-related businesses; Market NY {funding)

2. Provide tachnical support to private initiatives, including cooperative ventures, which
would support additional aggregation, distribution, or processing where relevant County
skills and capabilities support project advancement, such as grant identification, letters of
support for grant funding, GIS mapping, or site selection.

Lead: Monroe County Planning; COMIDA
Partners: CCE Monroe

3. Building on recent food system studies, support development of a regional (multi-county)
food system study that would include an inventory of existing capacities and operators
across the supply chain to identify gaps, potential partnerships, and opportunities for
expansions that support overall aggregation and distribution for producers, processors,
and purchasers.

Lead: Genesee/ Finger Lakes Regional Planning Council; CCE Monroe

Partners; Monroe County, Monroe County Economic Development (Grow Monroe),
Foodlink, Headwater Food Hub, Western NY Produce, Inc. NYS DAM (funding)

Goal #4: Protect soil and water resources, enhance climate resiliency,
and minimize greenhouse gas emissions from agricultural practices.

Why is this important?

Clean water is critical to agricultural production. White agriculture keeps land open, agricultural
practices may lead to runoff of nutrients and chemicals into surface and groundwater. Bast
management practices such as cover crops and stream buffers can prevent and mitigate impacts of
agricultural practices on water quality.

Proper management of stormwater is needed 10 maintain productivity of farm fields and avoid
introduction of pathogens and other negative impacts on farm fields. Stormwater management
programs through the $cil & Water Conservation District and local governments support
implementation of best practices to better manage stormwater.
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Farms, like all businesses, have a role to play in minimizing greenhouse gas emissions and adapting to
climate change. Farms also have an opportunity to counter the impacts of climate change. Climate
resilient farming practices such as manure management and cover crops can minimize emissions.

What are the challenges and opportunities?

Agricultural Best Management Practices (BMPs)

Agricultural practices may lead to runoff of nutrients or chemicals into streams and other waterways. To
reduce or avoid these impacts, most farms in Monroe County use conservation practices that conserve
soil and protect water quality, help to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and mitigate to impacts of
climate change. Best Management Practices and "Climate Resilient Farming” measures on farms
include stream buffers, cover crops, filter strips, nutrient management systems, fertilizer and pesticide
storage improvements, and effective manure storage facilities.

Cost-sharing programs and education provided by Corneli Cooperative Extension (CCE), Soil & Water
Conservation District (SWCD), and USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS} are critical to
supporting the implementation of these BMPs.

Monroe County Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD) offers technical assistance and cost
sharing to ancourage farms to plan for and implement these practices. New York State Climate Resilient
Farming and USDA NRCS grants offer cost sharing for farms to install best practices.

Sequestering carbon in 50it and plants prevents its release as a greenhouse gas. However, the extent of
carbon sequestration in soil, other than by planting trees or retaining forests, is difficult 1o quantify'. Soil
management techniques such as no-till systems, planting cover crops, trees and perennial forages, and
managing compost application will improve water retention and nutrient storage and reduce erosion
potential.

Drainage

Farms rely on effactive flow of stormwater in streams to prevent flooding of farm fields which can
negatively impact crops. When dead trees or other debris in streams block flow, stormwater may back
up onto farm fields and affect crops and soil health. New York State regulations make it difficult to clear
debris from streams, as a NYS DEC permit is required to work within stream bed.

tn addition, New York State regulations on wetlands have recently changed to require site-specific
evaluation for potential wetiands. The changes in procedures and criteria for designating wetlands need
to be communicated with municipalities and farmers. Farmers would benefit from assistance in
navigating these regulations.

* A pilot project in the Hudson Valley region of New York alms to measure the extent of carben sequestration resulting
from various practices, The study will utilize NRCS COMET-Planner, en ontine calculator tool, to estimate the reductions
In greenhouse gas amissions that will result from each practice. In addition to the potential benetit of carbon
sequestration.
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Devalopment projects adjoining farms may alter natural drainage and impact farm fields. Compliance
with municipal, and state stormwater management regulations and design standards during the review
of development projects help to avoid these impacts.

Resources to support drainage improvements include:

¢ The Monroe County SWCD advises farmers and municipalities regarding stormwater
management, including an extensive stormwater managemaent training program for
code officers, municipal officials, contractors, and developers

* Municipal or inter-municipal drainage districts to support improvements
o NYS stormwater management regutations for solar and other developmaent.
* Monroe County's training for local government officials will include modute on drainage

management
Organic waste

Farms have an opportunity to advance New York State initiatives to reduce organic waste. On-farm
practices include composting on-farm waste and potentially accepting organic waste from restaurants
or institutions to be compasted on the farm. New requirements for organic waste disposal may lead to
opportunities for Monroe County farms.

Coordinating with emergency food providers 1o facilitate gleaning or donation of unsold produce can
also reduce organic waste on farms.

Recommended Actions

1. Encourage farms to participate in Agricultural Environmental Management (AEM}
programs and support continued funding for cost-sharing from NYS and for sufficient
staffing at County SWCD. Connect farm operators with information about conservation
and soil health benefits and sources of funding and technical assistance.

Lead: Monroe County Planning

Partners: SWCD

2. Maintain and expand funding for SWCD AEM programs, including dedicated staff person
to work with farmers to plan and implement best management practices for soil health,
climate resilience, energy efficiency, fuel and chemicat containment structures, and other
water quality and soil protection measures.

Lead: Monroe County

Partners: SWCD
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. Work with NYS DEC to shorten the time it takes to obtain permits to remove excess
debris in streams and allow removal of silt that impedes ftows, while maintaining benefits
of debris such as filtering nutrients and chemicals and providing habitat for fish and
aquatic insects.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners:  SWCD; Farm Bureau; NYS DEC

. Encourage municipalities to work with landowners and neighboring municipalities to plan
for stormwater management and create drainage districts to provide ongoing funding to
manage drainage improvements.

Lead: Monroe County Planning; Municipalities
Partners: SWCD through the Stormwater Coalition of Monroe County

. Provide information and assistance to municipalities to address stormwater management
in the review of development proposals, including solar energy developments, including
consideration of potential impacts on agricultural lands.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partnars: Municipalities; NYSERDA (Model Law); NYS Ag & Markets (guidance)

. Incorporate a module on drainage management in Monroe County'’s training program for
local government officials and encourage members of planning boards and conservation
boards to participate.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners: Municipalities; Cornell Local Roads; SWCD

Connect farms with organizations and businesses engaged in reducing ofganic waste,
such as gleaning programs to supply emergency food and/or opportunities for composting
or other disposal/ reuse of organic waste,

Lead: Monroe County Planning; CCE Monroe

Partners: Municipalities; SWCD; Monroe County DES - Solid Waste & Recycling
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Goal #5: Increase understanding and appreciation of agriculture
among the general public and local decision-makers.

Why is this important?

Interest in and appreciation of agriculture among residents can help build pubtic supponrt for farms in
local communities that may face conflicts with neighbors or need approvals from local boards.
Although NYS Agricultural Districts Law protects farms from nuisance lawsuits relating to farm
practices, conflicts with neighbors make farming more difficult. Increased awareness of farm practices
and support for local agriculture may reduce neighbor complaints and increase support fromlocal
officials who may respond to neighbor complaints. in addition to producing food and other products,
community gardens, school gardens and home gardening help residents feel connected to the land and
better understand where food comes from.

What are the challenges and opportunities?

As a small minority of people who serve on local legislative and advisory boards in Monroe County
municipalities are directly involved in farming, board members woutd benefit from education to
increase understanding of farm practices, protections offered to farmers by NYS Agricultural Districts
Law and the benefits of local agriculture to the regional economy. With greater appreciation and
understanding, local decision makers would hopefully also be more able and willing to make policies
that work for farms instead of against. As local officials change with every alection and appointment,
aducational programs and events need to be presented repeatedly to reach newly appointed officials
and to refresh the knowledge of continuing officials. Farm Bureau, Cornell Cooperative Extension, Soil &
Water Conservation snd other organizations periodically sponsor tours and other events to share
information with local decision-makars and share the perspectives of local farmers about issues that
affect their businesses.

Farms that sell directly to consumers benefit from increased public understanding of where their food
comes from and what products are available locally. Many Manroe County farms that produce
vegetables, fruits, herbs and flowers sell directly to customers via roadside stands, Community
Supponted Agriculture, or farmers markets. Many consumers appreciate fresh, local products and are
willing to pay higher prices for these goods when they know that atl the money goes directly tc the
farmer.

Many Monroe County farms offer hands-on farming experiences to congsumers, such as picking
strawberries or cutting their own Christmas trees. These types of experiences both generate additional
revenue for farm operations and help to increase public understanding and appreciation of agriculture
and local farms. To maximize banefits programs that promote local farm products, farmers must ensure
that their business is listed in the promotional materiats.
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Recommended Actions
1. Continue to support programs that promote local farm products, agritourism and related

businesses, including GrowMonroe, agri-tourism promotions, local harvest calendars,
website listings and publicity for farmers markets, farm stands, CSAs, U-pick and
agritourism operations.

Lead: MCC; CCE Monrae
Partners: NYS DAM: NYS ESD (Market NY grants, | Love New York tourism promotions)

2. Continue programs that help farmers integrate additional direct-to-consumer sales and
agri-tourism initiatives into their farm operations.

Lead: CCE Monroe
Partners: Monroe County, NYS, Cornell University; NYS DAM

3. Work with Farm Bureau to organize farm tours for local decision-makers.

Lead: Farm Bureau
Partners: Monroe County, CCE Monroe; SWCD

4, In training programs for local planning boards and other officials, include education about
NYS Agricultural District Law provisions that limit enforcement of local zoning provisions
that unreasonably restrict farm practices.

Lead: Monroe County Planning; GFL-RPC
Partners: MCC; SWCD
5. Encourage schools to continue youth education and workforce development through
programs such as NYS Ag in the Classroom, BOCES, and FFA.
Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners: CCE Monroe; BOCES; School Districts; NYS DAM

Goal #6. Support commercial agricultural producers in urban and
suburban areas as well as school, community and home gardens.
Why is this important?

Farming in urban and suburban areas can provide opportunities for small scale production or niche
products, produce agricultural products that are close to potential markets, and potentiatly make use
of underutilized tand.

Community gardens, school gardens and home gardening provide food for residents and help
participants better understand where food comes from.
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What are the challenges and opportunities?

Farms in urban and suburban areas are close to markets and may offer access to land for people with
limited resources or lack of transportation. Innovative technologies such as vertical farming and niche
products such as microgreens or cannabis provide potential opportunities for indoor agriculture in
urban areas.

Urban farms share many of the same challenges as small farms countywide, such as laborissues,
finding suitable land, and need to access markets and support services. Neighbor relations can be
challenging where farms are located near residences. Farms in urban areas may need to test and
potentially treat or replace soils contaminated with lead or other substances and obtaining access to
water at a reasonable rate.

Chalienges to maintaining community gardens include the lack of long-term leases to vacant
municipal-owned land that would enable them to plan and invest in soil and other improvements.
Organizations such as Tap Root Collective provide education, tool sharing and other support to school
and community gardens. Urban agriculture initiatives carried out by not-for-profit organizations such as
FoodLink, Greentopia and Tap Root Collective include programs to engage residents and work with
youth to help them develop work skills,

Recommended Actions

1. Provide information and technical assistance to urban growers, including support for soil
testing and resources for innovative products that cen be effectively produced in urban
areas.

Lead: CCE Monroe
Partners: NYS DAM; USDA; SWCD

2. Provide information and training to municipalities to support land use regulations that
reasonably accommodate farm operations in urban and suburban areas.

Lead: Monroe County Planning

Partners: CCE Monroe

3. Support school and community gardens in urban and suburban areas to produce food for
residents, provide skills training for youth and other community members and increase
public understanding and appreciation of agriculture.

a. Encourage local governments, by offering training, educational programs and
informational resources, to maintain land use regulations that altow community
gardens as a permitted principal or accessory use and that include reasonable
accommodations for on-site structures and related uses such as equipment storage.

lLead: Monrae County Planning

Partners: CCE Monroe
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b. Encourage City and other local governments to maintain a process to make
underutilized publicly owned land available for community gardens, preferably with
agreaments 10 use the land for periods of 3 or more years so that gardens can plan for
tuture use and benefit to improvements in the soll.

Lead: Monroe County Planning
Partners: CCE Monroe

c. Encourage residents to participate in backyard or community gardening and continue 1o
support school gardens as a means to learn about where food comes, increase
appreciation of agriculture, develop skills and potentially find jobs in horticuttural or
other agriculture-related occupaticns.

Lead: CCE

Partners; Monroe County; non-profit organizations; School Districts

Photo 3, Apple blossoms, Parma
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MONROE COUNTY AGRICULTURAL & FARMLAND PROTECTION PLAN

Part 3: Current Conditions and Trends

A. Agricultural Land

1. History of Farming in Monroe County

Before European settlers arrived, the area now known as Monroe County was inhabited by the
Haudenosaunee {Iroquois) people, including the Seneca Nation. They are best known for growing crops
like corn, beans, and squash — often refarred to as the "Three Sisters” — as well as other crops, such as
tobacco.

By the late 1700s, European and later American settlers began establishing farms along the Genesee
River and other fertila lands in the area. The soils in Monroe County, particularly around the Genesee
River valley, were very conducive to farming, making it a hub for agricultural development.

During the 1800s, Monroe County became a center of agricuitural production in New York State. The
county was especially well-suited for the production of grains (such as wheat and corn}, dairy tarming,
and the cultivation of fruits, especially apples. The construction of the Erie Canalin the 1820s greatly
facititated the transport of farm goods to other parts of the state and beyond, creating new markets for
local farmers. This led to the expansion of agriculture in Monroe County, including the production of
grains to feed the many mills in “Flour City” Rochester. As development advanced westward and
transportation routes allowed for shipping of agricultural goods from the west, Monroe County’s
dominance in flour milling and agricultural proguction diminished. However, the nursery and seed
industry flourished, leading to Rochester’s new nickname, the "Flower City.”

Technalogical advancements and improved transportation networks during the 20" century led 1o more
efficient farming methods, diversification of farming and increased specialization. Beginning inthe mid-
20" century, urbanization led to significant reduction in farmland as land was sold for residential or
commercial development or for specutation.

2. Agricultural Land Resources

This section describes the exigting agricultural land resources in Monroe County. Data sources include
satellite imagery, USDA Soil Survey, US Census of Agriculture, and parcel data. Each data source ofters
a distinct perspective; all sources should be considered to understand the current extent and
characteristics of farmiand in Monroe County. Anatysis of trends and conversion pressure follows in
Section 2.A.3.

Land Cover

Based on data from the United States Geological Survey’s {USGS) National Land Cover Database
{NLCD), approximately 140,715 acres of land in Monroe County — 33% of all land cover in the County - is
considered agricultural land. These agricultural lands are most abundantly found in the County’s more
rural towns and less so in the City of Rochaester and its adjoining inner-ring suburbs {i.e., Brighton,
Gates, Greece, and Irondequoit). The proportion of land in farmland is lower in Monroe County than in
neighboring, more rural counties.

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update © July 2026



Part 3. Currant Conditions & Trends - Agricultural Land

More than 82,400 acres (19.3%) of tand in the County is forested, 46,103 acres (10.8%) are wetlands,
and 5,255 acres (1.2%) is water when excluding portions of jurisdictional boundaries that include parts
of Lake Ontario. Monroe County is a highly developed county with developed land covering 147,766
acres or 34.7% of land cover in the County; most of these developed lands are found in the City of
Rochester and its inner-ring suburbs (See Magp 2: Land Cover).

Chart 1. Land Cover (2021)

Monroe County Land Cover (2021)

# Developed (147,766 acres)

W Agricultural (140,715 acres)

I Forest (82,400 acras)

Waetlands (46,103 acres)

Water (5,255 acres)

B Other {Herbaceous/Shrubland/Barren} {1,406 acres)

Agricultural Parcels

Approximately 1,579 parcels covering 83,870 acres of land in Monroe County are classified as
agricultural in real property assessment records, as of 2024. (Additional parcels are in agricultural use
but are classified as vacant or residential for assessment purposes.) Among the parcels that are
agriculturally classified:

e 1,029 parcels that cover 51,524 acres are classified as “vacant farmland” - farmland that does
not have a building on the tot.

* The 374 parcels classified as “field crops” cover 24,372 acres. An additional 344 acres in 9
parcels are truck crops.

» Atotal of 27 parcels classified as orchards, vineyards or fruit occupy 1,439 acres.

e The County's 26 nursery parcels occupy 518 acres.

A total of 10 parcels with 1,004 acres are classified as “dairy farm.” The 48 "horse farm” parcels cover
1,963 acres, The 23 parcels used for cattle, sheep, bee products, poultry production, or other livestock
cover a total of 1,057 acres.
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Table 2. Agricultural Parcels by Assessor’s Property Cless Code (2024)

NYS Tax Parcel Code Agricultural Classification # of Acres Covered
Parcels
105 Vac farmland 1029 51,523.80
120 Field crops 374 24,371.90
17 Horse farm 48 1,962.70
129 Land rights 30 1,538.20
112 Dairy farm 10 1,004.20
151 Fruit crop ' 16 7492
113 Cattle farm 13 635.2
150 Orchard crop 8 556.5
17¢ Nursery 26 518
140 Truck crops 9 3445
110 Livestock 2 187.5
152 Vineyard 3 13341
100 Agricultural 3 110.7
116 Other stock 4 92
114 Sheep farm 1 835
180 Speacial farm 1 50.7
1M1 Poultry farm 1 7.2
118 Bee prodﬂéts 1 1
Total 1579 83,869.9

SOURCE: Resl Proparty Tax Data, 2024

2 NOTE: Land use classification code categories are created by New York State Office of Real Property
and are assigned to each individual parcel by local assessors.
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Agricultural Soils
The agricultural ptoductivity of soils in USDA Agricultural Sultability ClassHications
Monroe County was assessed utilizing both Prims Farmland: Pnme soils have the bast physical and chemicat
the USDA’s Agricultural Soil Classification properties lot producing food, faed, torage, fiber, and ollseed

. , with high productivity and insbility wh ri
system {Map 3) and NYSDAM's Mineral Soil oty snd susiaina By whenprepany

Group {MSG) Classification system (Map 4). y o

e ‘ \ ! Prime Farmland If Drained: Soils that have the potantial to be
Exammmg the soil s.l.lltabllliy based on USD‘A tughly productive if they are artficially drained. Many arsas in
agricultural suitability classifications for soils Monroe County with thase types of sqila have baen improved with
in New York State, app,oximam[y 220,398 tite drainage and are as productive aa "prime” 3oils.
acres - 52% of all land cover in Monroe Farmland of Statewide Impartance: These lands ara identified
County - is considered to have sails classified by New York State agencies as important for agriculturel
as “prime farmland”. “Farmland of statewide production state but do not meet the criterla for prime larmland.
. " : Generaily, this land includes areas of solls that nearly meet the
importance” covers more then 44'430 acres requiraments for pnme farmiand and that econemically produce
(10%) of land, and soils classified as “prime high ylelds of eraps when treated snd menaged according lo
farmiand if drained” covers an additional acceptable farming mathods. Some areas mey produce a3 high a

. yleld as prime farmiand if conditions are fevorable. Many of these

65,042 acres (15%) of land. The remaining solls are in the same serias as primne soils but with steeper slopes
96,378 acres of land are not considerad prime || or poorer drainage
farmland and largely correlate with areas with

developed land cover.

SOURCE: LUSDA

Chart 2. Agricultural Solls (USDA)

Agricultural Soils, Monroe County,

NY

Prime farrriiand_if drainad
{65.042 acres)

Onhet soils {96,178
Prime {armland (220,398 acres) acees)

For use in property valuation for agricultural assessments and other applications by State agencies,
NYS classifies the productivity of soil groups using their MSG Classification system. The MSG
Classification system classifies mineral soils into 9 different soil groups, with groups 1-6 being
subdivided further into groups A and B based on lime content in the soil. Soils in the MSG groups 1-4 are
considered the most highiy productive for agricultural use. Across Monroe County there are
approximately 217,981 acres of land (51%) that have soils which are within the MSG groups 1-4. (See
Map 4).
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While there is considerable overlap between areas that are considered prime farmland according to
USDA's Soil Classification system and soils that are a part of NYSDAM's MSG groups 1-4, there are
differences as the two systems are designed for different purposes. New York State’'s M5G
Classification system classifies soil by productivity for property tax valuation purposes, environmental
review and solar policy. The USDA classifications are based on global standards and incorporate
evaluation of the engineering uses of soil.

Land in Farms

Approximately 93,901 acres of land in Monroe County are in farms, according to the 2022 U.S. Census
of Agriculture. Of this totat, 72,118 acres were cropland, 8,502 acres were in woodland, 3,493 acres
were pasture, and 9,788 acres were in homes, buildings and other uses.

The US Census of Agriculture reports an 15,9% decrease between 2017 and 2022 in the amount of
cropland on farms, from 85,728 to 72,118 acres, and a 24.5% reduction in pastureland, from 4,629 to
3,493 acres. Land in homes, buildings and other uses includes land on the farm used for farmwaorker or
owner housing, barns and facilities for on-farm use, As the Census of Agriculture data is besed on
surveys of farm operators, variations in response rates and accuracy of responses could account for
some of the differences in data.

Chart 3. Land in Farms by Use, Monroe County, NY

Land in Farms by Use, 1992 - 2022
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80,000
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mTotalcropland WWoodland ®mPastwe  ®Llandin homes, buildings, other uses

SOURCE: US Census of Agriculiure
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1997 2002 2007 2012 2017 2022

89,730 84,592 105,731 79,522 85,728 72,118
5,601 486 10,758 7915 9226 8,502
1,994 3,157 5,901 3701 4,629 3,493
5,772 9,326 10,651 7,538 7,195 9,788

103,097 106,561 133,041 98,676 106,778 93,901

Over the past 30 years, the amount of land in farms in Monroe County decreased by 15%, and the total
acreage of cropland decreased 25%. As shown in the chart below, between 2012 and 2022, land in
farms in Monrge County declined by 4.8% compared to a 9.5% decrease statewide during the same ten-

year period.

Chart 4. Land In Farma, NY$ and Monros County, 2012 - 2022

NYS Acres
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Types of Farms and Acres in Production

Nearly two-thirds of all farms in Monroe County produced crops. Among the 388 farms that harvested
cropland in 2022, 129 farms harvested forage crops, including hay, haylage, grass silage, and
greenchop, on 19,036 acres. Four crops - corn, soybeans, alfalfa, and winter wheat - accounted for
almost 84% of the total acreage committed to crop production in 2022.

Data from USDA’s National Agricultural Statistics Service and Agricultural Research Services
CroplandCROS web app report that roughly 43 crop varieties are grown in Monroe County. Four crops -
corn, soybeans, alfalfa, and winter wheat - accounted for almost 84% of the total acreage committed to
crop production in 2022.

Atotal of 108 farms produced vegetables for sale on a total of 7,276 acres. The most prevalent
vegetable crops grown in Monsoe County were sweet corm (2,652 acres on 56 farms), beans (snap and
pole) {1,336 acres on 33 farms) and squash (1,122 acres on 38 farms). Only 13 farms produced potatoes
and 13 farms produced melons,

Atotal of 116 farms in Monroe County produced “grains, oilseeds, dry beans and dry peas.” These
included: 76 farms that produced corn for grain on 19,036 acres, generating sales of approximately
$20,595,000; 65 farms that produced soybeans on 16,085 acres, generating sales of $11,070,000; and
53 farms that produced wheat for grain on 7,755 acres, generating $4,430,000 in sales.

Chart 5. Crops by Acreage, 2022

Monroe County Crops by Acreage: 2022

1,853
4,188 1,868

14,828
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34,397 = Soybeans
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12,230

» Sweet Corn
19913

SOURCE: Data collected from the USDA's Cropland CropSpace, 2022

Approximately 74 farms sold nursery crops, sod, and other crops grown under glass or other protection.
Approximately 955,880 sq. fi. (equivalent to approximately 21 acres) were under glass or ather
protection, and 35 acres were in the open. The market value of sales was approximately $12,117,000.
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Approximately 49 fareng 1n Monroe County had 1,050 acres in Christmas trees. Of these, 28 farms cut
approximately 21,174 trees, generating approximately $930,000 in sales.

Table 3, Harvested Cropland - Selected Crops

2022 2017 Change 2017 - 2022
farms  acres farms acres farms acros
Corn for grain 76 19,036 68 21,922 11.8% -13.2%
Forage ({land used for hay, haylage,
grass silage, greenchop) 129 8,367 164 8910 -21.3% -6.1%
Soybeans for beans 65 16,085 70 14,878 -7.1% B.1%
Wheat for grain 53 7,755 49 10,557 8.2% -26.5%
Vepetables harvested for sale 108 7,276 117 7,739 -7.7% -6.0%
Land in orchards 69 1,670 44 1,100 56.8% 51.8%
Land in berries 42 145 25 119 68.0% 21.8%
Harvested cropland - total 386 63,733 397 69,903 -2.8% -8.8%

Size of farms

More than one-half (58%) of all farms in Monroe County (as defined by the US Census of Agriculture)
work fewer than 50 acres. These small farms manage approximately 6% of the farmland in Monroe

County.

Of the 93,801 acres of land in farms, 60% were managed by large farms. The 28 farms with 1,000 or

more acres managed 60 percent of all acres in production.

Statewide, the distribution of farm sizes has trended towards consolidation and increasingly large
farms. From 2017 to 2022, farms with 1,000 to 1,999 acres operated increased 17 percent, farms with
2,000 or more acres operated increased four percent, and all other farm sizes decreased in number and

acreage.

Monroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update
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Table 4. Monroe County Farm Site by Acres Operated, 2022

Farm Size by Acres Operated, Monroe County, 2022

Percent
Number of Change in
Farmsin Percent of Acres in Percent of | Farms 2017 -
Acreage Range Range Total Farms Range Total Acres 2022
1-9 78 15% 296 0.3% -9%
10 - 49 219 43% 5,378 6% 4%
50 - 69 61 12% 3,533 4% —
70 - 99 43 8% 3,545 4% -19%
100- 139 25 5% 3,012 3% -11%
140 - 179 9 2% 1,352 1.4% -18%
180 - 219 é 1% 1,144 1.2% -50%
220 - 259 4 1% 997 1.1% -20%
260 - 499 22 4% 8,113 9% -29%
500 - 999 16 3% 10,165 11% -11%
1,000 - 1,999 19 ' 7%
| 2,000+ 9
Total 511 93,901 -3%

Source: USDA Census of Agriculture

Agricultural Districts

Land enrolied in certified Agricultural Districts pursuant to the NYS Agricultural District program
provides additional insight into the number of farms and land in farms. [n 2024, a total of 139,890 acres
—13% of all land cover in the County were in one of the two certified Agricultural Qistricts in Monroe
County as of 2024 (see Map 8). Since 1999, when a totat of 133,888 acres were in certified Agricultural
Districts, the acres of land within Agricultural Districts has increased by 7.2%.

Active Farmland by Soil Classification

Map 10 depicts areas in Monroe County that are currently farmed (based on satellite imagery and parcel
data) by USDA agricultural soil classification (Prime Soils; Soils of Statewide Importance; Prime Soils if
Drained; Other Soils). This map shows the locations of existing farmiand throughout Monroe County and
the agricultural soil classification of the areas that are actively farmed and other open areas that may be
suitable for agriculture,

Preserved Land

Several farms in Monrae County are permanentty preserved through conservation easements held by
private land trusts, municipalities or the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS). Map 8
depicts the locations of these farmlands.

Manroe County Agricultural and Farmland Protection Plan Update | July 2026
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3. Farmland Conversion

As farmland is generally flat, well-drained and free of environmental constraints, it is often desirable to
be developed for non-agriculturat purposes. Farmiand in Monroe County is susceptible to conversion
tor residential and other development as well as increasingly for solar energy and electric transmission
projects.

Changes in the agricultural parcels

Analysis of real property data offers a rough approximation of changes in the amount of farmland in
Monroe County. The 1999 Plan reported that there were 1,864 parcels with an agricultural property
class code in 1997, comprising 8 total of 111,653.5 acres. In 2025, there were 1,579 parcels comprising
83,869 acres. The total acreage of land in parcels with an agricultural property class code decreased by
24.9%. 1t is important to note that some parcels changed from a 100 Agricultural Classification to a 241
Residential with Agriculture classification. Thase parcels had a residence in 2025 but were also used in
agricultural production.

Photo 4. De Mayer Family Farm - butternut squash, Parme. Credit: Genesee Land Trust
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Teble 5. Total Agricuiture-Coded Parcels and Acres by Municipatity, 1997-2025

1997 2025 Change 1897 - 2025
Municipality | # parcels | # acres # # acroes # # acres
parcels parcels

Brighton 17 384.0 0 0.0 -17 384.0 | -100.0%
Chili 134 8,380.9 13 6,999.0 -3 -1,381.9 -16.5%
Clarkson 68 5,342.7 88 5,820.9 20 478.2 9.0%
Gates 5 29.0 1 11.4 -4 -17.6 -60.7%
Greace 74 2,591.4 42 1,215.1 -32 -1,376.3 -53.1%
Hamlin 207 14,925.1 21 12,313.3 4 -2,611.8 -17.5%
Henrietta 49 2,607.5 46 2,223.9 -3 -383.6 -14.7%
Irondequoit 2 7.6 4 18.1 2 10.5 138.2%
Mendon 144 8,257.7 96 5,011.7 -48 -3,246.0 -39.3%
Ogden 176 8,388.4 130 5,870.7 -46 -2,517.7 -30.0%
Parma 189 10,577.9 121 5,812.7 -68 -4,765.2 -45.0%
Penfield 117 5,134.9 79 3,165.6 -38 -1,969.3 -38.4%
Perinton 52 2,452.2 41 1,727.4 -1 -724.8 -29.6%
Pittsford 56 2,627.4 41 1,666.8 -15 -980.6 -36.6%
Riga 218 13,629.0 159 9,250.7 -59 -4,378.3 -32.1%
Rochester 0 0.0 2 0.2 2 0.2

Rush 116 9,166.7 121 7.568.7 5 -1,598.0 -17.4%
Sweden 53 3,671.2 112 4,818.6 59 1,147.4 31.3%
Webster 30 1,537.9 24 1,081.2 -6 -456.7 -29.7%
Wheatland 157 11,9421 130 9,293.2 -27 -2,648.9 -22.2%
Totals 1864 | 111,853.5 1579 83,869.2 -286 | -27,784.3 -24.9%

Change in Agricultural Parcel Acreage by Municipality, 1997 -

2025
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An analysis of how parcels classified as agricultural in 2015 were coded in 2025 shows that the total
land area of parcels classified as agricultural decreased by approximately 7,716 acres during this 10-
year pericd. Of these, approximately 2,346 acres (30%) were converted to single family dweltings and
approximately 2,938 acres (38%) changed to a non-agricultural “Vacant” classification.

Vulnerability Analysis

Over the past severat decades, residential development has been the primary driver of farmland
conversion in Monroe County. Farmland has also been converted for commercial, solar, conservation
and public uses.

Vulnerability to Residential and Other Development Pressure

Conversion of farmland for residential development occurs both as scattered lot development and as
larger-scale residential subdivisions. While larger developments may convert many acres at once,
residential development on individual lots or subdivisions of 2-5 lots converts tand a few acres at a time,
adding up to significant loss over time.

As shown in the figura below, nearly all of Monroe County is currently served by public water systems.
The availability of public water supply does not appear to have accelerated residential developmentin
agricultural areas.

Extensions of sewer service into agricultural areas that are not already developed would likety
accelerate conversion of farmland to other uses. Areas served by public sewers are highly suitable for
the developmaent of new housing and other development. The physical construction of sewer lines may
also take farmland.

Figure 2. Availability of Public Sewer snd Public Water Services. Source: Real Property Tax Parcel data

Availability of Public Sewer Service Availability of Public Water Service

Parcets by Sourca of
Water Supply
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Factors Impacting Development Pressure

While it is impossible to predict exactly where and how farms may be sold or converted to non-
agricultural uses, certain criteria help identify areas that may be maore valuable for development and
therefore more susceptible to conversion. Map 12: Agricultural Parcels by Vulnerability to Development
shows the location of agricuttural parcels that have one or more of the following characteristics:

e Proximity to previously development land, based on sateilite imagery as shown in Map 12
o Proximity to major highways (Interstates 490, 390 and 590 and NYS Route 704}
e Proximity to sewered areas

Vulnerability to Solar Energy Development

Conversion of farmland to solar energy development is a continuing concern. As agricultural land is
typically flat and not abstructed with buildings or canstrained by wetlands or other natural features, it is
well-suited for solar energy as well as for residential and other development. Solar energy
developments in Monroe County have taken high quality farmland out of production and additional
projects on farmland have been proposed.

Previous Solar Energy Development

Analysis of tax parcel data shows that between 2015 and 2024, eight parcals with 264 acres that were
formerly classified as agricultural were converted for solar energy development.

According to NY-SUN data maintained by NYSERDA, a total of 2,263 solar projects with total generating
capacity of 257 MW have been installed in Monroa County since 2000, including approximately 44
commercial projects with the capacity to generate 2 MW or more. Some of these larger facilities
resulted in loss of agricultural lands. Figure 3 below shows the locations of these projects in relation to
current farm parcels

Photo 8. Soler facllity under construction on Miller Roadin Henrletta, 2018.
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