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Short Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 1 - Project Information 

Instructions for Completing 

Part 1 – Project Information.  The applicant or project sponsor is responsible for the completion of Part 1.  Responses become part of the 
application for approval or funding, are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.  Complete Part 1 based on 
information currently available.  If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to any item, please answer as 
thoroughly as possible based on current information. 

Complete all items in Part 1. You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful to the 
lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item. 

Part 1 – Project and Sponsor Information 

Name of Action or Project: 

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map): 

Brief Description of Proposed Action: 

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: 

E-Mail:

Address: 

City/PO: State: Zip Code: 

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

If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that 
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2.  If no, continue to question 2. 

NO YES 

2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other government Agency?
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval:

NO YES 

3. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action?     __________ acres 
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed?     __________ acres 
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor?     __________ acres 

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

5.        Urban�������Rural (non-agriculture)       ��������Industrial       �����Commercial      ��� Residential (suburban) 

�������������������������Aquatic��������������Other(Specify):□��Forest        ��Agriculture

□��Parkland 

Honeoye Falls Storage, LLC 

Flex Space (Rental) 

1182 Rochester St. Lima NY 14485

 8 buildings 5,000 sq. ft. each (40,000 sq. ft.) built on lot adjacent to existing Honeoye Falls Storage complex. 

Honeoye Falls Storage, LLC

585.624.1790

Bills@notmi.com

PO Box 232 

Honeoye Falls NY 14472

5.13

0.92

5.13
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5. Is the proposed action,

a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

NO YES N/A 

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural landscape?
NO YES 

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

If Yes, identify: ________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

8. a.    Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels?

b. Are public transportation services available at or near the site of the proposed action?

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

NO YES 

9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?

If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

NO YES 

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

If No, describe method for providing potable water: _________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities?

If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment: ______________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

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

archaeological�sites�on�the�NY�State�Historic�Preservation�Office�(SHPO)�archaeological�site�inventory?

NO YES 

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

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

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

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

b.�Is�the�project�site,�or�any�portion�of�it,�located�in�or�adjacent�to�an�area�designated�as�sensitive�for
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14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:

□Shoreline     □�Forest     ��Agricultural/grasslands     ���Early mid-successional

Wetland       □�Urban     ��Suburban 

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

NO YES 

16. Is the project site located in the 100-year�flood plan? NO YES 

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

a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties?

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

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that would�result in the impoundment of water
or other liquids (e.g., retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?

If Yes, explain the�purpose and size�of�the�impoundment:______________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________________

_ 

NO YES 

19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed solid waste
management facility?

If Yes, describe: _______________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

20.Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the�subject of remediation (ongoing�or
completed)������������for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe: _______________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NO YES 

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

    Date: _____________________ Applicant/sponsor/name: ____________________________________________________� __________________________   

Signature: _____________________________________________________Title:__________________________________Member

3-8% slope directing runoff to designated storm water management area on plan

Honeoye Falls Storage, LLC 10/20/23

Member

PRINT FORM



Wednesday, July 19, 2023 12:55 PM

Disclaimer:   The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist 
project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental 
assessment form (EAF). Not all questions asked in the EAF are 
answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF 
question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks.  Although 
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digital data available to 
DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order 
to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a 
substitute for agency determinations.

Part 1 / Question 7  [Critical Environmental 
Area]

No

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

No

Part 1 / Question 12b  [Archeological Sites] Yes

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

No

Part 1 / Question 15 [Threatened or 
Endangered Animal]

No

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

Part 1 / Question 20 [Remediation Site] No

1Short Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
 
SHPO Review Number: 23PR07487 
 
Lead Agency: Town of Lima 
 
Involved State and Federal Agencies: SEQRA 
 
Phase of Survey: Phase IA/IB Cultural Resource Investigation 
 
Location Information: 1182 Rochester Road, Lima, NY 14485 
 
Minor Civil Division:  Town of Lima 
 
County:  Livingston 
 
Survey Area: 

Average Survey Length: 750 feet (229 meters) 
Average Survey Width: 300 feet (91 meters)  
Area of Potential Effect: 5.13 acres (2.08 hectares) 

 
USGS 7.5-Minute Quadrangle Map:  Honeoye Falls, NY 
 
Archaeological Survey Overview 
 Number of STPs: 90 STPs 
 Interval of STPs: 50-foot (15-meter) intervals 
 
Results of Archaeological Survey 
 Number and name of Indigenous sites found: 0 
 Number and name of historic period sites found: 0 
 Number and name of sites recommended for Phase II/Avoidance: 0 
 
Results of Architectural Survey 

Buildings, structures, cemeteries within APE: 0 
  Buildings, structures, cemeteries over 50 years old to be impacted: 0 

Previously determined NRL or NRE buildings, structures, cemeteries, districts: 1 
 Corby Farm Complex (07NR05753) no impact to viewshed 

Identified eligible buildings, structures, cemeteries, districts: 0 
 
Report Author(s): Jeremy Deuel, M.A. 
 Principal Investigator 
 
Date of Report: September 2023
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ABSTRACT 
 
Honeoye Falls Storage, LLC is proposing the Lima Storage Facility at 1182 Rochester Road 
(NYS Route 15A) in the Town of Lima, Livingston County, New York. The area of potential 
effect (APE) consists of 5.13 acres (2.08 hectares) of open space bounded by the existing 
storage facility to the north, Rochester Road to the east, Heath Markham Road to the south, 
and agricultural land to the west. Review of the environmental and soils information 
indicates that the APE is located in the Erie-Ontario Plain physiographic province with no 
mapped units of alluvial soil with the potential for deeply buried cultural deposits. Based on 
Phase IA background research, the APE is considered to have a high degree of 
archaeological sensitivity for Indigenous sites and a low degree of sensitivity for historic 
period sites in undisturbed contexts. During the Phase IB field investigation, 90 shovel test 
pits (STPs) were excavated and 4 photographs were taken to show general field conditions 
and field methodology. No cultural resources in or eligible for inclusion in the State or 
National Registers of Historic Places were identified within the APE. Therefore, no further 
archaeological investigation is recommended for the proposed Lima Storage Facility. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
On September 6, 2023, Ryan Stoner of Honeoye Falls Storage, LLC of Honeoye Falls, New 
York contacted Deuel Archaeology & CRM (DACRM) regarding the Phase IA/IB Cultural 
Resource Investigation for the proposed Lima Storage Facility to be located at 1182 
Rochester Road in the Town of Lima, Livingston County, New York. Geographic limits of the 
APE are shown on the USGS Honeoye Falls, NY 7.5-Minute Series Quadrangle (Figure 1). 
DACRM received notice to proceed on September 7, 2023. The lead agency is the Town of 
Lima (site plan approval and building permit). Design of the septic system will also require 
approval from Livingston County. There are no state or federal agencies currently involved 
with this project. 
 
The APE encompasses 5.13 acres (2.08 hectares) of open space, which will be impacted for 
the development of eight buildings each measuring 5,000 square feet (465 square meters) 
to be utilized as flex space or shop space, three stormwater management facilities, a septic 
system, stone driveways, utilities, and landscaping. The asphalt driveway located on the 
adjoining parcel to the north will be utilized as an entrance to the proposed storage facility. 
The area surveyed by DACRM is shown in Attachment A: Project Map. 
 
The purpose of this investigation was to gather information pertaining to the environmental 
and cultural setting of the APE to determine if any Indigenous or historic period cultural 
resources would be affected. This was accomplished through Phase IA literature research, 
site file search, and sensitivity assessment; and Phase IB field investigation in the form of 
shovel testing. The following report details the research conducted and the results, 
conclusions, and recommendations of the Phase IA/IB Cultural Resource Investigation.
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BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 
 
Physiography 
 
The northern part of Livingston County lies on the Erie-Ontario Plain, and the southern part 
on the northern edge of the Appalachian Plateau. These physiographic provinces are 
separated by the Portage Escarpment, which is less well defined in this area than in counties 
to the east and west. The APE lies within the Erie-Ontario physiographic province, an 
undulating plain 600 to 900 feet (183 to 274 meters) in elevation. Smooth-sided oblong 
hills, called drumlins, up to one-fourth mile (0.4 km) wide and one-half mile (0.8 km) long, 
rise from 50 to 120 feet (15 to 37 meters) above the general level of the plain (USDA 1956: 
5-8). Elevation within the APE is approximately 700 feet (213 meters) above sea level 
(Figure 1). 
 
Geology 
 
The rock formations that provide most of the parent material for soils of this county belong 
to the Devonian period and consist of nearly horizontal layers of limestones and inter-
bedded shales and sandstones. Onondaga limestone (middle Devonian) underlies soils at 
somewhat higher elevations and consists of relatively pure blue-gray calcium carbonate with 
seams of chert. Floodwaters from glaciers have exposed many stretches of bare Onondaga 
limestone. More recent than the Onondaga limestone, but of the middle Devonian period is 
the Hamilton formation, which consists of gray and black shales, some of them calcareous, 
and some thin layers and lenses of limestone. The Portage formation (upper Devonian) 
overlies the Hamilton formation in some parts of the county. The Portage formation consists 
of gray and black soft shales in the lower part, and of inter-bedded shales and sandstone at 
the top. The Chemung formation (upper Devonian) occurs in the higher southern parts of 
the county. It consists of thin-bedded gray and dark shales and fine-grained and dense 
sandstone (USDA 1956: 5). 
 
Drainage 
 
Most of Livingston County drains into the Genesee River, which empties into Lake Ontario to 
the north (USDA 1956). A small section in the southwest portion of the county drains into 
the Susquehanna River through the Cohocton River. Spring Brook is the closest source of 
running water located approximately 1,100 feet (335 meters) east of the APE (Figure 1).
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USGS Topographic Map 
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USDA Soil Survey Map 
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Soils 
 
According to the Soil Survey of Livingston County, NY (USDA 1956) and the Web Soil 
Survey of Livingston County, NY (USDA-NRCS 2023), there are three mapped soil units 
within the APE (Figure 2). Table 1 summarizes the depth of the soil horizon, color, texture 
and inclusions, slope, drainage, and landform of each mapped soil unit. 

 
Table 1. Mapped soil units within the APE. 

 
Name Soil Horizon 

Depth (cm) Color Texture, 
Inclusions 

Slope 
% Drainage Landform 

Cazenovia 
silt loam 

(55B) 

A    0-30 
B    30-107 
C    107-183 

GBrn 
Brn to RBrn 
PinkGr 

SiLo 
SiClLo 
GrlSiClLo 

3-8 Moderately 
well drained 

Reworked lake 
plains, till plains 

Darien and 
Ovid silt loams 

(56A) 

A    0-30 
B    30-64 
C    64-152 

GBrn 
Gr 
Brn 

SiLo 
ChanSiClLo 
ChanSiClLo 

0-3 Somewhat 
poorly drained 

Till plains, hills, 
drumlinoid ridges 

Kendaia 
silt loam 

(60A) 

A    0-20 
B1  20-38 
B2  38-51 

VDkGBrn 
Brn/Y/Gr 
Gr 

SiLo 
SiLo 
GrlSiLo 

0-3 Somewhat 
poorly drained 

Drumlins, ridges, 
till plains 

 
KEY: Shade: Lt – Light, Pl – Pale, Dk – Dark, V - Very 
 Color: Brn – Brown, Blk – Black, Gr – Gray, GBrn – Gray Brown, RBrn – Red Brown, YBrn – Yellow Brown 
 Soils: Si – Silt, Sa – Sand, Cl – Clay, Lo – Loam, Chan – Channery 
 Other: / - Mottled, Grl – Gravel, Cbs – Cobbles, Pbs – Pebbles, Fn – Fine, Rts – Roots 

 
Expected Depth of Potential Cultural Deposits 
 
Review of the Soil Survey of Livingston County, NY (USDA 1956) and the Web Soil Survey 
of Livingston County, NY (USDA-NRCS 2023) indicates no alluvial soils within the APE that 
have the potential for deeply buried cultural resources. Based on the representative profiles 
of the mapped soil units, potential cultural deposits are expected to occur within the A-
horizon at a depth ranging from 0 to 12 inches (0 to 30 cm) below grade. During the Phase 
IB field investigation, STPs were excavated at least 4 inches (10 cm) into culturally sterile 
subsoil to test for potential cultural resources. 
 
Anthropogenic Alterations and Prior Ground Disturbances 
  
Although the APE had been farmed until the early 21st century, no buildings or structures 
are indicated within the APE on maps from 1794 to the present (Figures 1-7). Between 1985 
and 1994, the storage facility to the north was built and the asphalt driveway in the eastern 
section of the APE was installed (Historic Aerials 2023). Aside from the asphalt driveway, no 
significant prior ground disturbances were encountered within the APE (Attachment B: 
Photos 1-4). 
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SITE FILE SEARCH 
 
DACRM performed a search of the NYSOPRHP and New York State Museum (NYSM) files in 
an effort to locate reported Indigenous and historic period sites within 1 mile (1.6 km) of 
the APE (Table 2). The site file search included a review of the National Register of Historic 
Places (NR) and the National Register Eligible listing (NRE) (Table 3). In addition, previous 
surveys conducted proximal to the APE were also reviewed (Table 4). 

 
 

Table 2. Sites within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the APE. 
 

NYSOPRHP 
Site # 

Additional 
Site # 

Distance from 
APE Time Period Site Name 

(Site Type) Status 

05107.000030 NYSM 1021 
and 3661 

1,082 meters 
3,550 feet (S) 

Late Woodland/ 
Contact period 

Power House Site 
(Village/burials) Undetermined 

05107.000035 Follett 
F373 

274 meters 
900 feet (NW) 

Contact period 
(Seneca) 

Dalton Road Site 
(Camp) Undetermined 

05107.000040 Follett 
FLC5 

671 meters 
2,200 feet (W) Indigenous Pipeline #1 Site 

(Camp) Undetermined 

05107.000041 Follett 
FLC6 

549 meters 
1,800 feet (SW) Indigenous Pipeline #2 Site 

(Camp) Undetermined 

05107.000054 RMSC Hne 
254 

1,219 meters 
4,000 feet (S) Archaic Big M Site 

(Lithic scatter) Undetermined 

05107.000055 RMSC Hne 
258 

762 meters 
2,500 feet (S) Indigenous Foxy Toad 

(Lithic scatter) Undetermined 

05107.000056 RMSC Hne 
259 

579 meters 
1,900 feet (S) 

Late Archaic 
(Brewerton) 

C. Milburn Site 
(Lithic scatter) Undetermined 

05107.000057 RMSC Hne 
144  

1,158 meters 
3,800 feet (SE) 

Contact period 
(Seneca) 

Menzis Site 
(Village) Undetermined 

05509.000003 NYSM 1022 
and 3931 

1,097 meters 
3,600 feet (N) 

Contact period 
(Seneca) 

Dann Site 
(Village/burials) Undetermined 

05509.000057 - 1,113 meters 
3,650 feet (NW) 

Historic period 
(Euro-American) 

William Lockwood Farm 
(Outbuilding) Undetermined 

05509.000058 RMSC Hne 
253 

1,372 meters 
4,500 feet (S) 

Historic period 
(Euro-American) 

Gale Road Dump Site 
(Midden) Undetermined 

- NYSM area 
3660 

1,341 meters 
4,400 feet (S) 

Contact period 
(Euro/Seneca) 

ACP LSTN 44 
(Burial) No information 

- NYSM area 
3662 

1,463 meters 
4,800 feet (SW) 

Historic period 
(No information) 

ACP LSTN 46 
(Village) No information 

- NYSM area 
8788 

1,524 meters 
5,000 feet (NW) Indigenous ACP MNRO No# 

(Traces of occupation) No information 

- NYSM area 
8789 

1,463 meters 
4,800 feet (NW) Indigenous ACP MNRO No# 

(Traces of occupation) No information 

 
 

Table 3. NRL or NRE properties proximal to the APE. 
 

NYSOPRHP 
Site # NRL/NRE # Distance from 

APE Time Period Site Type 

05107.000058 07NR05753 610 meters 
2,000 feet (SE) ca 1820-1931 Corby Farm Complex 

(Farmstead) 
 
 

Table 4. Previous surveys adjacent to the APE. 
 

Report 
# 

Survey 
# 

Phase of 
Survey By Date of Survey Sites Identified/Additional 

Work Recommended 
- - - - - - 
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Archaeological Sensitivity Map 
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INTERPRETIVE CONTEXT 
 
Major archaeological phases in New York State are generally categorized based on 
technology, settlement patterns, and socio-political complexity. Human migration into New 
York began with the retreat of the glaciers and the moderation of the climate. The so-called 
“Paleo-Indian” period (ca 10,000-8,000 BCE) is often characterized by bands of highly 
mobile big-game hunters and gatherers. The primary indicator of Paleo-Indian occupation is 
the fluted projectile point. Camps and workshops are sparsely located along the principal 
river valleys (Lord 1979; Ritchie 2014). Prominent moraines, drumlins, knolls, and terraces 
would have been adequate locations for base camps as well (Ritchie and Funk 1973). No 
Paleo-Indian sites have been reported within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the APE (Table 2). 
 
As the climate warmed, many of the big-game animals became extinct prompting human 
adaptation to the local environment. During the Archaic period (ca 8,000-1,500 BCE), small 
mobile bands depended on smaller game, fish, and wild plant foods (Lord 1979; Ritchie 
2014). Side-notched, corner-notched, bifurcated, and stemmed projectile points replaced 
earlier fluted projectile point technology. Early Archaic sites are small, temporary, widely 
dispersed, and oriented around the availability of resources. A slight increase in site 
frequency is noted in the Middle Archaic. However, populations in New York remained 
relatively low (Ritchie 2014). By the Late Archaic, a pattern of seasonal aggregation and 
dispersal led to a range of sites from large residential base camps located near major water 
sources to smaller special-purpose camps and resource processing locations (Hohman 2004; 
Versaggi 1996). Two Archaic period lithic scatters (NYSOPRHP sites 05107.000054 and 
05107.000056) have been identified within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the APE (Table 2). 
 
The utilization of soapstone vessels distinguishes the Transitional period (ca 1,500-1,000 
BCE). Although relatively small mobile bands continued seasonal migration patterns and 
exploited local resources, some of the raw materials of the stone vessels and projectile 
points were sourced as far south as Virginia (Hohman 2004; Versaggi and Knapp 2000). In 
addition, broad-bladed and fishtailed points replaced the narrow-stemmed or side-notched 
projectile points. Transitional base camps are generally located near river or coastal areas 
with small special-purpose camps and processing locations situated inland and upland 
(Ritchie and Funk 1973). No temporally affiliated Transitional period sites have been 
reported within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the APE (Table 2). 
 
The Woodland period (ca 1,000 BCE to 1500 CE) is characterized by clay pottery, 
horticulture, sedentism, mortuary ceremonialism, and increased population and social 
complexity. Although the Early Woodland period represents a continuation of the Late 
Archaic and Transitional periods, a reliance on horticulture and the utilization of pottery 
separates the Woodland stage from preceding periods (Ritchie 1980). The Middle Woodland 
period features a greater diversity in site types, which consisted of large residential sites, 
seasonal camps, cemeteries, burial mounds, and resource processing locations (Ritchie and 
Funk 1973). The increase in site types is attributed to an increase in socio-political 
complexity. The Late Woodland period is characterized by the intensification of horticulture 
with an emphasis on corn, beans, and squash. Large village sites were comprised of 
longhouses surrounded by palisade walls. Villages were located on high terraces and knolls, 
and were occupied year round. The Power House Site (NYSOPRHP site 05107.000030, NYSM 
site 1021, and NYSM site 3661) is a village and burial site with a Late Woodland period 
component located approximately 3,550 feet (1,082 meters) south of the APE. Five 
temporally unaffiliated Indigenous sites consisting of traces of occupation, lithic scatters, 
and camps have been reported within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the APE (Table 2).
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INTERPRETIVE CONTEXT (continued) 
 
The period of European interaction with Indigenous Peoples is referred to as the Contact 
period (ca 1500-1783 CE). Propelled by the Fur Trade, European expeditions into Western 
New York sought to exploit and extract the resources of the Indigenous groups. In the 
1600s, the Seneca expanded their influence, exerting control over territory north of Lake 
Ontario and southward into modern day Pennsylvania (Parker 1926: 14). The territory was 
highly regarded by the Europeans as being both a vector of transportation along the Great 
Lakes to Quebec as well as a point of expansion farther west to the Ohio River Valley. The 
area was also an excellent source of beaver fur as well as fox and mink. The French, British, 
and Dutch valued the beaver furs in particular, which were used in making hats, clothing, 
and blankets. By the 1600s, Europeans had already established trading posts along the 
shores of the Great Lakes where furs were traded for guns, gunpowder, knives, kettles, 
hatchets, clothing, needles, scissors, woven cloth, and other European goods (Ray 1974; 
Haudenosaunee 2023). 
 
Along with the fur traders came the French Jesuit missionaries. Ganondagan, located about 
10 miles (16 km) to the east-northeast, was the largest 17th-century Seneca village and the 
site of the St. Jacques Jesuit Mission (NYSOPRHP 2023). Gandichioragou is another Jesuit 
Mission established at the Dann Site (NYSOPRHP site 05509.000003, NYSM site 1022, and 
NYSM site 3931), a Seneca village and burial ground occupied ca 1655 to 1670 (Sempowski 
1990). The Dann Site is located approximately 3,600 feet (1,097 meters) north of the APE. 
Three other Contact period sites have been identified within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the APE. 
Follett identified the Dalton Road Site (NYSOPRHP site 05107.000035) as a Seneca camp 
located approximately 900 feet (274 meters) northwest of the APE. The Menzis Site 
(NYSOPRHP site 05107.000057) is a Seneca village site located 3,800 feet (1,158 meters) 
southeast of the APE. Finally, Parker (1922) described NYSM area 3660 as a burial place 
“yielding Seneca and European articles” located 4,400 feet (1,341 meters) south of the APE 
(Table 2). 
 
Wary of French military expansion, the Seneca would occasionally disrupt the fur trade. In 
1687, the Marquis de Denonville led a punitive expedition designed to weaken Seneca 
control and consolidate French power in the region. The Seneca capital of Ganondagan, as 
well as the villages of Ganongarae, Totiakton, and Gannondata, were the targets of the 
military incursion. After the villages, granaries, and fields were burned, the Seneca rallied at 
Canandaigua (Follett 1956). The Denonville Expedition re-established a fort at Niagara on 
the site of an earlier French fort that had been built and later burned in 1679. The poorly 
provisioned second French fort was abandoned in 1688 following a harsh winter (Abler and 
Tooker 1978; Lyons 2007). 
 
The French viewed a permanent fort on the Niagara River as an essential component to 
control the flow of goods and resources in the region. Louis-Thomas de Joncaire negotiated 
the French occupation along the Niagara River and Lake Ontario with the Seneca. In 1726, 
construction of Fort Niagara began, ushering in a period of French influence over the 
Niagara valley, much to the chagrin of the British. The French would later establish fortified 
trading posts along the southern shores of Lake Ontario and Lake Erie, fueling animosity 
with the Seneca (Abler and Tooker 1978; Tooker 1978). 
 
After securing a permanent presence along Lake Erie and the Niagara River, Pierre Joseph 
Celoron de Blainville was tasked with fortifying the French claim in the Ohio Valley. In 1749, 
the expedition headed south along Chautauqua Lake and continued down Chadakoin Creek, 
Conewango Creek, the Allegheny River, and eventually to the Ohio River. The French  
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INTERPRETIVE CONTEXT (continued) 
 
military would continue to use this route in an effort to secure the Great Lakes region west 
of the Allegheny Mountains and ultimately the Ohio Valley (Crocker and Currie 2002). The 
French claim on the Ohio Valley lead to further conflict with the British, and contributed to 
the outbreak of the French and Indian War. 
 
The last half of the 18th century was marked by war, first between the French and the 
British, and later between the British and the American colonists. Although the 
Haudenosaunee Confederacy split their alliances, various encroachments by the French, 
British, and American colonists were met with resistance. In an effort to weaken the power 
of the Haudenosaunee, General George Washington ordered a military expedition into the 
heartland of the Confederacy. In 1779, Major General John Sullivan led the campaign that 
destroyed many of the Seneca villages along with their food-stores, crops, and orchards. 
After the Sullivan Campaign, many of the Seneca sought protection at Fort Niagara, which 
was then controlled by the British. When the British were defeated in 1783, major 
permanent Seneca re-settlement in the region was fragmented (Abler and Tooker 1978; 
Haudenosaunee 2023). No archaeological sites associated with the French and Indian War 
or the Revolutionary War have been reported within a 1-mile (1.6-km) radius (Table 2). 
 
Following the American Revolution, Oliver Phelps and Nathaniel Gorham purchased the pre-
emptive rights to all the lands of New York State west of the Pre-Emption Line at Geneva, 
except for a one-mile strip along the Niagara River already retained by the State of New 
York for portage and defense. The sale came to be known as the Phelps & Gorham 
Purchase. At that time, all lands west of the Pre-Emption Line were part of Ontario County, 
a total of nearly 6 million acres (2.43 million hectares). However, Phelps and Gorham 
managed to only obtain clear title to lands between the Pre-Emption Line and the Genesee 
River plus the Mill Yard Tract, for a total of 2.25 million acres (0.9 million hectares). After 
Phelps and Gorham defaulted on their payments, they were forced to sell the title to the 
land. Robert Morris purchased the western parcel in 1791 and all unsold lands east of the 
Genesee River in 1792. Morris then sold the western parcel to the Holland Land Company, 
the eastern parcel to the Pulteney Association, and reserved approximately 500,000 acres 
(202,343 hectares) in between (Turner 1852). The Town of Lima was part of the eastern 
parcel purchased by the Pulteney Association. 
 
The first Euro-American settlers in what would become Lima were Paul Davidson and 
Jonathan Gould who arrived from Pennsylvania in 1788. Between 1789 and 1794, other 
early settlers included Abner Miles, John Miner, Asahel Burchard, Steven Tinker, Solomon 
Hovey, Col. Thomas Lee, Willard and Amasa Humphrey, Reuben and Gideon Thayer, Col. 
David Morgan, and several members of the Warner family. The chief occupation of the early 
settlers was farming, and wheat and spring grains were among the most widely cultivated 
crops. As trees were cut and the land was cleared, lumber also became an important early 
product. To process the raw materials, gristmills and sawmills were soon established. 
Zebulon Norton built the first gristmill in 1794 and Reuben Thayer built the first sawmill in 
1796. Reuben Thayer also kept the first inn and Tryon & Adams opened the first store in 
1794 (French 1860). 
 
Situated along the State Road (NYS Routes 5 & 20) at the intersection of NYS Route 15A, 
Lima grew rapidly in the first quarter of the 19th century with a population of 1,963 by 1820 
(USCB 2023). The fertility of the land produced wealth that led to substantial farmsteads 
throughout the town with a thriving commercial and residential center in the village. The 
wealth generated in Lima led to the establishment of the Genesee Wesleyan Seminary in  
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INTERPRETIVE CONTEXT (continued) 
 
1832 and the Genesee College in 1849 (Doty 1905). With these institutions, Lima became 
more progressive and affluent, which was reflected in the community’s architecture. To wit, 
59 buildings and structures in Lima are listed on the State and National Registers of Historic 
Places (LHS 2023). By 1870, the population in Lima exceeded 2,900 residents (USCB 2023). 
 
Economic momentum in Lima was interrupted later in 1870 when the Methodist-Episcopal 
convention voted to abandon Genesee College and transfer its charter to the newly founded 
Syracuse University (Doty 1905). Thereafter, the local economy stagnated, exacerbated by 
the lack of railroads until the 1890s. While Lima’s population decreased to 1,890 residents 
by 1920, the productivity of the agricultural sector sustained the local economy (LHS 2023; 
USCB 2023). 
 
Following World War II, the population in Lima began to rebound with 2,336 residents in 
1950. The residential boom extended into the 21st century with over 4,300 people living in 
the town by 2010 (USCB 2023). Lima has retained much of its small-town character through 
the preservation of its architecture. The Lima Village Historic District is included in the 
National Register of Historic Places (90NR01399), as well as the Corby Farm Complex 
(07NR05753), the Godfrey House and Barn Complex (90NR01359), and the Markham 
Cobblestone Farmhouse and Barn Complex (90NR01362). 
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HISTORIC MAPS 
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HISTORIC MAPS (continued) 
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HISTORIC MAPS (continued) 
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HISTORIC MAPS (continued) 
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MAP ANALYSIS 
 
Analysis of Figures 1-7 reflects the historical narrative. As early as 1794, the basic political 
boundaries of the towns, general alignment of the main roads, and early settlements were 
already established (Figure 4). In 1794, the closest map-documented structure (MDS) was a 
wagon road that linked Avon (Hartford) and Canandaigua (Figure 4). Between 1794 and 
1852, Livingston County was formed and most of the land was settled including Lot 70 on 
which the APE is situated. In 1852, Rochester Road (NYS Route 15A) was a plank road with 
a toll gate located south of the APE (Figure 5). Although not much change is evident in the 
vicinity of the APE between 1852 and 1902, the Lima & Honeoye Falls Electric Railroad was 
constructed to the west (Figure 7). The APE remained undeveloped until the asphalt 
driveway was installed in the eastern section of the APE between 1985 and 1994 (Historic 
Aerials 2023). During this time, the storage facility to the north was also built (Figure 2; 
Historic Aerials 2023). 
 
Map-Documented Structures 
 
No map-documented structures (MDSs) have been indicated within the APE on maps from 
1794 to the present (Figures 1-7). Historic period MDSs in the vicinity of the APE include 
houses, farmsteads, mills, the plank road, toll gate, lime kiln, electric railroad, and 
Schoolhouse No. 8 (Figures 5-7). The asphalt driveway within the eastern section of the APE 
was installed between 1985 and 1994 (Historic Aerials 2023).
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SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT 
 
The Archaeological Sensitivity Map (Figure 3) indicates that the APE is located within an 
archaeologically sensitive zone. The site file search produced twelve Indigenous sites, two 
historic period Euro-American sites, and one culturally unaffiliated historic period village site 
within a 1-mile (1.6-km) radius (Table 2). Several NYSOPRHP sites are cross-referenced 
with NYSM sites. The closest site is the Dalton Road Site (NYSOPRHP site 05107.000035), a 
Seneca camp dating to the Contact period located about 900 feet (274 meters) northwest of 
the APE (Table 2). The Corby Farm Complex (07NR05753), located approximately 2,000 
feet (610 meters) to the southeast, is the closest property listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places (Table 3). The cultural viewshed of buildings or structures within the Corby 
Farm Complex will be not be impacted by the proposed storage facility. No previous 
archaeological surveys have been conducted within or adjacent to the APE (Table 4). 
 
INDIGENOUS SITE SENSITIVITY 
 
Indigenous Peoples had long occupied the area that would become Livingston County and 
archaeological sites within one mile (1.6 km) of the APE include lithic scatters, traces of 
occupation, camps, villages, and burials (Table 2). The closest Indigenous burial ground is 
the Power House Site (NYSOPRHP site 05107.000030, NYSM site 1021, and NYSM site 
3661) located approximately 3,550 feet (1,082 meters) to the south (Table 2). Temporally 
diagnostic Indigenous sites range from the Archaic period to the historic period. Due to the 
relatively high density of sites within a 1-mile (1.6-km) radius and the environmental 
setting on nearly level terrain, the APE is considered to have a high degree of sensitivity for 
Indigenous sites in undisturbed contexts. Given the types of sites that have been reported 
within 1 mile (1.6 km), potential cultural resources are anticipated to range from stray finds 
and lithic scatters to seasonal camps and components of larger occupation sites. 
 
HISTORIC PERIOD (EURO-AMERICAN) SITE SENSITIVITY 
 
Two historic period Euro-American sites have been reported within 1 mile (1.6 km) of the 
APE (Table 2). The William Lockwood Farm (NYSOPRHP site 05509.000057) consists of an 
outbuilding foundation and associated artifacts located 3,650 feet (1,113 meters) northwest 
of the APE. The Gale Road Dump Site (NYSOPRHP site 05509.000058) is a midden located 
4,500 feet (1,372 meters) south of the APE. Review of Figures 4-7 indicates no historic 
period MDSs within the APE on maps from 1794 to 1902. Historic period MDSs in the vicinity 
of the APE include houses, farmsteads, mills, the plank road, toll gate, lime kiln, electric 
railroad, and Schoolhouse No. 8 (Figures 5-7). Based on the absence of historic period 
MDSs within the APE, the archaeological sensitivity for historic period sites is considered to 
be low. Potential historic period cultural resources are estimated to be in the form of 
agricultural-related artifacts or features associated with 19th-century and 20th-century 
farmsteads in the vicinity of the APE.
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FIELD INVESTIGATION 
 
METHODOLOGY 
 
Based on Phase IA background research and the archaeological sensitivity assessment, all 
relatively undisturbed sections of the APE were shovel tested. Prior to the field investigation, 
the principal investigator conducted field reconnaissance and established a baseline for 
excavation. Transects were placed 50 feet (15 meters) apart and STPs were excavated at 
50-foot (15-meter) intervals along each transect. All STPs were excavated at least 4 inches 
(10 cm) into culturally sterile subsoil, unless otherwise noted. Soil was screened through 
quarter-inch hardware cloth. 
 
Any Indigenous artifacts or historic period artifacts with diagnostic potential excavated from 
the STPs would have been collected for laboratory analysis. Modern debris and non-
diagnostic historic period artifacts were recorded in the field and discarded. Photographs 
were taken to show general field conditions and field methodology (Attachment B: Photos 1-
4). 
 
FIELD INVESTIGATION RESULTS 
 
The principal investigator and two field technicians conducted the Phase IB field 
investigation on September 13 and 14, 2023. During that time, the temperature was in the 
high 60s to low 70s with a mixture of sun and clouds. Field conditions were dry to damp. A 
total of 90 STPs were excavated within the APE (Attachment A: Project Map). The diameter 
of the STPs averaged 14 inches (36 cm). 
 
Stratigraphic contexts ranged from dark brown, dark grayish-brown, to very dark grayish-
brown loam to sand loam topsoil that averaged 12.9 inches (33 cm) in depth above brown, 
grayish-brown, pale brown, reddish-brown, to strong brown loam, very fine sand, fine sand, 
sand, to sand loam subsoil (Attachment C: Shovel Test Results). Mottled subsoils, cobbles, 
pebbles, and roots were also noted. While soils were consistent with the representative 
profiles of the mapped units, higher percentages of loam and sand were observed in both A-
horizon and B-horizon soils. 
 
Three fragments of modern debris and two historic period artifacts were identified in the 90 
STPs excavated within the APE (Attachment D: Artifact Catalog). Three STPs (3.3%) 
produced strictly modern debris and two STPs (2.2%) contained only historic period 
artifacts. Modern debris consisted of asphalt and plastic. Historic period artifacts consisted 
of fragments of bottle glass (N=1) and brick (N=1). No concentrations of diagnostic historic 
period artifacts were excavated. 
 
Despite the high degree of sensitivity for Indigenous sites, no Indigenous artifacts were 
identified. The lack of Indigenous cultural material may be attributed to more attractive 
landforms outside the APE. The confluence of Spring Brook and an unnamed drainage north-
northwest of the APE is an archetypal landform for Indigenous occupation (Figure 1). 
Several other Indigenous sites have also been reported in close proximity to the creeks and 
terraces above the wetlands south of the APE (Table 2). No problems were encountered that 
would have influenced the results of this investigation.
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SUMMARY, CONCLUSION, AND RECOMMENDATION 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Honeoye Fall Storage, LLC is proposing the development of the Lima Storage Facility at 
1182 Rochester Road in the Town of Lima, Livingston County, New York. The purpose of this 
investigation was to determine whether any cultural resources would be negatively 
impacted by the project. This was accomplished through Phase IA literature research, site 
file search, and sensitivity assessment; and Phase IB field investigation in the form of 
shovel testing. 
 
Review of the environmental information indicated that the APE is situated in the Erie-
Ontario physiographic province with no units of alluvial soil with the potential for deeply 
buried cultural resources. Based on the results of Phase IA background research, the APE 
was considered to have a high degree of archaeological sensitivity for Indigenous sites and 
a low degree of sensitivity for historic period sites. During the Phase IB field investigation, 
90 STPs were excavated within the APE. No Indigenous or historic period sites were 
identified. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Due to the lack of archaeological sites identified within the APE, development of the 
proposed Lima Storage Facility will have no impact upon cultural resources in or eligible for 
inclusion in the State or National Registers of Historic Places. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Deuel Archaeology & CRM recommends no further archaeological investigation within the 
APE for the proposed Lima Storage Facility. If the scope of the project is modified or 
expanded beyond the limits surveyed during this investigation, consultation with the 
NYSOPRHP is recommended. 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 
 

Project Map



ATTACHMENT A: 1
Project Map (DACRM 2023). From Schematic Site Plan 
(CVDA 2022).

30 meters
100 feet

AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECT (APE)

NEGATIVE SHOVEL TEST PIT (STP)

POSITIVE STP (MODERN)

POSITIVE STP (HISTORIC PERIOD)

POSITIVE STP (INDIGENOUS)

PHOTOGRAPH LOCATION AND ANGLE

PRIOR GROUND DISTURBANCE
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ATTACHMENT B 
 
 

Photographs



Photo 1. Facing northwest near the southeast corner of the APE showing general 
field conditions and field methodology. STPs were excavated at 50-foot 
(15-meter) intervals within the APE. Soil was screened through quarter-
inch hardware cloth.

Photo 2. Facing southwest near the northeast corner of the APE showing field 
conditions and field methodology.



Photo 3. Facing northeast near the southwest corner of the APE showing field 
conditions and field methodology.

Photo 4. Facing southeast near the northwest corner of the APE showing field 
conditions and field methodology.
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ATTACHMENT C 
 
 

Shovel Test Results 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SHOVEL TEST KEY 
 
Shade: Lt – Light, Dk – Dark, St – Strong, V – Very,  
Color: Brn – Brown, Blk – Black, Gr –Gray, DkGBrn – Gray Brown, RBrn – Red Brown, YBrn – Yellow Brown 
Soils: Si – Silt, Sa – Sand, Cl – Clay, Lo – Loam 
Other: / - Mottled, Grl – Gravel, Chan – Channery, Cbs – Cobbles, Pbs – Pebbles, Fn – Fine, Rts – Roots,  

Sat – Saturated, Wsi – Water Seeping In, PGD – Prior Ground Disturbance 
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STP# Depth           
cm (inches)

Soil Description Artifact Summary Comments

1.1 0-41 (0-16) DkGBrn Lo
41-51 (16-20) Brn SaLo Cbs

1.2 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo
30-43 (12-17) Brn SaLo Cbs

1.3 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo
33-43 (13-17) Brn/Gr Lo

1.4 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo
38-48 (15-19) RBrn SaLo

1.5 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn Lo
28-38 (11-15) Brn SaLo

1.6 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn Lo
28-38 (11-15) Brn/Gr SaLo

2.1 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn Lo
36-46 (14-18) GBrn GrlLo

2.2 0-46 (0-18) DkGBrn Lo
46-56 (18-22) GBrn SaLo

2.3 0-15 (0-6) DkGBrn GrlLo Asphalt PGD
15+ (6+) Gravel impasse

2.4 0-41 (0-16) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
41-51 (16-20) Brn SaLo

2.5 0-41 (0-16) DkGBrn Lo Asphalt
41-51 (16-20) Brn SaLo

2.6 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn Lo
36-46 (14-18) Brn SaLo

3.1 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
30-41 (12-16) RBrn/Gr SaLo

3.2 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
38-48 (15-19) RBrn/Gr SaLo

3.3 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn Lo
36-46 (14-18) RBrn/Gr SaLo

3.4 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
33-46 (13-18) Brn Lo

3.5 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo
38-48 (15-19) RBrn/Gr SaLo

3.6 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
38-51 (15-20) BrnGr Lo

4.1 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) Brn SaLo

4.2 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) Brn SaLo

4.3 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo
30-41 (12-16) Brn SaLo

4.4 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo
38-48 (15-19) Brn SaLo

4.5 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo
33-43 (13-17) Brn Sa

4.6 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo
33-43 (13-17) Brn SaLo

5.1 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo
38-51 (15-20) RBrn Lo

5.2 0-41 (0-16) DkGBrn Lo
41-51 (16-20) Brn Lo

5.3 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo
38-48 (15-19) Brn/Gr SaLo

5.4 0-41 (0-16) DkGBrn Lo
41-51 (16-20) Brn/Gr Sa
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STP# Depth           
cm (inches)

Soil Description Artifact Summary Comments

5.5 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
38-48 (15-19) GBrn Sa

5.6 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo Pbs
33-43 (13-17) GBrn Sa

6.1 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn Lo
28-38 (11-15) Gr/Brn FnSa

6.2 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn Lo
36-46 (14-18) Brn/Gr Sa

6.3 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo
33-43 (13-17) Brn/Gr SaLo

6.4 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo
30-41 (12-16) Brn/Gr SaLo

6.5 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo Cbs
30-41 (12-16) Brn SaLo

6.6 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo Brick
33-43 (13-17) Brn/Gr Sa

7.1 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) Brn Sa

7.2 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) Brn SaLo

7.3 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn SaLo
38-48 (15-19) Brn SaLo

7.4 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-46 (12-18) Brn/PlBrn SaLo

7.5 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) Brn FnSa

7.6 0-25 (0-10) DkGBrn SaLo
25-38 (10-15) Brn/PlBrn SaLo

8.1 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo Compact, Dry
33-43 (13-17) Brn Sa

8.2 0-30 (0-12) DkBrn SaLo
30-43 (12-17) Brn Sa

8.3 0-38 (0-15) DkBrn SaLo
38-51 (15-20) Brn Sa

8.4 0-36 (0-14) DkBrn SaLo
36-46 (14-18) Brn Sa

8.5 0-30 (0-12) DkBrn SaLo
30-43 (12-17) PlBrn SaLo

8.6 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn SaLo Pbs
38-51 (15-20) Brn Sa

9.1 0-46 (0-18) DkGBrn SaLo
46-61 (18-24) GBrn SaLo

9.2 0-43 (0-17) DkGBrn SaLo
43-53 (17-21) Gr Sa

9.3 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-48 (13-19) PlBrn SaLo

9.4 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn SaLo
38-48 (15-19) PlBrn SaLo

9.5 0-36 (0-14) DkBrn SaLo
36-46 (14-18) PlBrn SaLo

9.6 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) Brn Sa

10.1 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn SaLo
38-48 (15-19) Brn/PlBrn SaLo

10.2 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn SaLo
28-38 (11-15) PlBrn SaLo
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STP# Depth           
cm (inches)

Soil Description Artifact Summary Comments

10.3 0-30 (0-12) DkBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) PlBrn SaLo

10.4 0-30 (0-12) DkBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) PlBrn SaLo

10.5 0-25 (0-10) DkGBrn SaLo
25-36 (10-14) Gr SaLo

10.6 0-23 (0-9) DkGBrn SaLo
23-33 (9-13) PlBrn SaLo

11.1 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) Brn/Gr SaLo

11.2 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn SaLo
28-38 (11-15) Brn SaLo

11.3 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) StBrn SaLo

11.4 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) Brn SaLo

11.5 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn SaLo
28-38 (11-15) Brn Sa

11.6 0-25 (0-10) DkGBrn SaLo
25-36 (10-14) Brn/Gr SaLo

12.1 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn SaLo
36-46 (14-18) RBrn/Gr SaLo

12.2 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn Lo
36-46 (14-18) RBrn/Gr VFnSa

12.3 0-38 (0-15) DkGBrn SaLo Pbs
38-48 (15-19) Brn VFnSa

12.4 0-36 (0-14) DkGBrn SaLo
36-46 (14-18) Brn VFnSa

12.5 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn SaLo Glass
28-41 (11-16) Brn Sa

12.6 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo Plastic
30-41 (12-16) Brn/PlBrn SaLo

13.1 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-48 (13-19) Brn FnSa

13.2 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) Brn FnSa

13.3 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) RBrn SaLo

13.4 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn SaLo
33-43 (13-17) RBrn SaLo

13.5 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo
30-41 (12-16) RBrn SaLo

13.6 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn SaLo
28-38 (11-15) RBrn SaLo

14.1 0-41 (0-16) DkGBrn Lo
41-51 (16-20) RBrn/Gr VFnSa

14.2 0-33 (0-13) DkGBrn Lo
33-43 (13-17) RBrn/Gr VFnSa

14.3 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo
30-41 (12-16) Brn/Gr SaLo

14.4 0-28 (0-11) DkGBrn Lo
28-41 (11-16) Brn Lo

14.5 0-25 (0-10) DkGBrn Lo
25-36 (10-14) RBrn Lo

14.6 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn Lo
30-41 (12-16) RBrn Lo
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STP# Depth           
cm (inches)

Soil Description Artifact Summary Comments

15.1 0-30 (0-12) DkGBrn SaLo Rts
30-41 (12-16) Brn/Gr SaLo Rts

15.2 0-25 (0-10) VDkGBrn Lo Rts
25-36 (10-14) Brn/RBrn Lo Rts

15.3 0-25 (0-10) VDkGBrn Lo
25-36 (10-14) RBrn Lo

15.4 0-23 (0-9) VDkGBrn Lo
23-33 (9-13) RBrn/Gr Lo

15.5 0-25 (0-10) DkGBrn Lo
25-36 (10-14) StBrn/Gr Lo

15.6 0-25 (0-10) DkBrn Lo
25-36 (10-14) Brn Lo
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Artifact Catalog 
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STP# Level Depth           
cm (inches)

Description Date Range Count Weight 
grams

Comments

2.3 1 0-15 (0-6) Asphalt Modern 1
2.5 1 0-41 (0-16) Asphalt Modern 1
6.6 1 0-33 (0-13) Brick Historic 1

12.5 1 0-28 (0-11) Clear flat glass Historic 1 Base fragment
12.6 1 0-30 (0-12) Plastic Modern 1







Honeoye Falls Storage LLC

PO Box 232

Honeoye Falls, NY 14472

1182 Rochester Rd, Lima NY 14485

Krieger, Dorothy

135 Willard Rd. Pittsford, NY 14534 

Farm, Vacant land

Holyst, Margaret Mary

1105 Rochester Rd Honeoye Falls, NY 14472
Farm, Field Crops

 Gardner, Martin J
7400 Corby Rd, Honeoye Falls, NY 14472

Farm, Vacant Land







Lima

9/6/2023

Ryan Stoner
PO Box 232
Honeoye Falls, NY 14472

X

Add eight 5,000 sq ft. buildings to be rented and used as flex 
or shop space. Contiguous to existing retail storage business owned by applicant. 

1182 Rochester Rd. Lima NY 14485
 27.-3-9.14

X

X

X X

X

Krieger, Dorothy
135 Willard Rd. Pittsford, NY 14534 

Holyst, Margaret Mary
1105 Rochester Rd HF, NY 14472

Gardner, Martin J
7400 Corby Rd, HF, NY 14472

09/06/2023

Honeoye Falls Storage, LLC

member
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