North Salem Planning Board Minutes

August 7, 2002

8:00 PM – Annex

PRESENT:

Stephen J. Bobolia, Chairman 

Charles Gardner, Deputy




Gary Jacobi, Board Member

Jonathan Rose, Board Member

Liz Axelson, Director of Planning

Roland Baroni, Town Attorney 

ABSENT:

Peter Nardone, Board Member

ATTENDANTS:
Vail Farm:


John McNamara, Bibbo Associates, LLP




Savino Subdivision:

Don Rossi, Hogan & Rossi and Bibbo Associates




Halmi:


John Kellard, Kellard Engineering & Consulting, P.C.




PFAU



John McNamara, Bibbo Associates, LLP




Sprint First Purdy’s:
Cara Bonomolo, Snyder & Snyder Attorneys




CAC:



Joel Fishman

Chairman calls the August 7, 2002, North Salem Planning Board Meeting to order.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1.
Crown Atlantic-Naumburg:


Leslie Snyder, Snyder & Snyder Attorneys

Continue/Adjourn the Public Hearing regarding Applications for Approval of Communications Tower (Conditional Use and Site Development Plan), and Application for Approval of Wetland Permit.

Liz states that we have not received the report from Frank Rodriguez.  She spoke with him and he will forward the draft language to her next week and the report the following week.  Notices will be posted so that the public will know that the meeting will be continued on September 4, 2002, after the receipt of the report from Frank Rodriguez.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Continue/Adjourn the Public Hearing regarding Applications for Approval of a Communications Tower (Conditional Use and Site Development Plan), and Application for Approval of Wetland Permit to the September 4, 2002 meeting.  Charles Gardner seconds. All in favor. No opposed.

2.
Vail Farm:


John McNamara, Bibbo Associates, LLP

Chairman opens the Public Hearing for Application for Amended Site Development Plan Approval.

Steve states that John McNamara is here tonight to represent the applicant.  We are going to open the Public Hearing.  Previously they had received Site Development Plan Approval from the Planning Board.  The time period to satisfy the conditions had expired.  Now it is a do over.  They have amended the previously application and plans.  Steve asks Mr. McNamara if he has the green cards with him.  He hands them in.  The notice was properly published in the newspaper.

Mr. McNamara states that nothing has changed.  The stable was built many years ago.  We realized that Site Plan Approval was never obtained.  The Resolution was never finalized.  The shed in the back was added, and a building permit issued.  The sign has been moved, as has been required by the conditions of approval.  We have noted for the record the certification of the function of the well and septic system.  The training ring has been completed. 

Liz states that any items that were addressed in the previous conditions have been acknowledged in the current Resolution.  Steve asks the Board members if they have any questions.  Charles asks if the Building Inspector has looked at the ring that has been constructed?  Liz is not sure.  She asks if the Board would like to put that in the conditions?  They agree.  Steve mentions that the Building Inspector would have to do a final inspection.  The permit would include the paddock area and ring area.  Liz will confirm this with Bruce.  Steve asks the public if they have any questions.  The response is no.  Steve asks Mr. McNamara is he has had a chance to review the draft Resolution.  Mr. McNamara responds that he has no problem with the conditions.  Steve does not want to run into the same problem as the last time.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board close the Public Hearing on Vail Farm for Amended Site Development Plan Approval.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

REGULAR MEETING:

2.
Vail Farm:


John McNamara, Bibbo Associates, LLP

Consider draft resolution of SEQR Negative Declaration and Amended Site Development Plan Approval.

Liz discusses that the first page in the draft Resolution provides an update on the fact that there was an original approval, and updated with the submittal.  It acknowledges that we are reopening the Public Hearing.  Page 2 restates the findings and acknowledges that conditions have been addressed.  The bottom of Page 2 reaffirms the Negative Declaration and grants the approval.  The last page lists the conditions.  The conditions have been addressed.  There were no plan revisions.  Liz will circulate the certifications on the well and septic to Bill Youngblood.  

Steve asks Mr. McNamara if the sign is up.  Mr. McNamara states that the sign is up.  It has been moved inside the wall instead of outside, on the property.  Liz asks if they obtained a sign permit the first time around? Mr. McNamara is not sure the sign has been there for many years.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Approve the Amended Final Site Development Plan Approval With Modifications for Vail Farm.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

PUBLIC HEARING:

3.
Savino:


Don Rossi, Hogan & Rossi and Bibbo Associates

Correct the 7/10/02 meeting record to reflect – “Determination of Completeness of a Final Minor Subdivision and set final public hearing”.

We note for the record that the July 10, 2002 meeting motion is being amended to reflect the determination of the completeness of a final minor subdivision instead of preliminary.  Liz states that when we did the determination of completeness, Liz had forgotten that it was for a final minor, and worded the motion for preliminary, when it should have been worded as final.  It was complete for final.  Liz asks Roland if the Board should do another motion?  Roland states that they should.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board correct the previous motion at the July 10, 2002 meeting to reflect the determination of completeness of a final minor subdivision, and set a Public Hearing for a Final Minor Subdivision for this evening.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

Chairman opens the Public Hearing for Final Approval of a Minor Subdivision, and asks Don Rossi if the green cards have been handed in.  Don Rossi hands in the cards, and states that two did not come back.  The notice was published in the newspaper.  

Don Rossi is here tonight to represent Mr. & Mrs. Savino.  This application consists of a two-lot subdivision on roughly 36 acres of land at the intersection of Grant and June Road.  No new construction is proposed.  One lot consists of 24.6 acres where the main residence is located.  The second lot is approximately 11.2 acres.  The plans for the plat include the granting of a Conservation Easement that totals approximately 10 ½ acres of the site,  roughly in the area of the existing pond and watercourse system that is presently on the property.  The easement boundary lines will follow the 100-year flood plain.  The lots will share an existing driveway as a common driveway.  A driveway easement has been submitted to the Board.  There will also be a drainage and maintenance easement which will allow for drainage from the pond which is situated close to the intersection on lot 2 which drains to the pond located on lot 1.  The only physical change on the site will be the relocation of a framed shed, which is situated within the new setbacks.  

Steve asks Don if he will show the utilities.  Don states that they discussed that.  It has been determined from a field inspection that all utilities are under ground.  Jack McNamara states that they do show the utilities on the plan, and discusses where the poles are.  Liz asks if the plans have been revised.  Mr. McNamara states that yes, the plans have been revised as of 7/23.  Steve asks the Board members if they have any questions.  Jonathan asks if it was necessary to move the shed.  Don states yes it was.  Steve asks Liz if she has any comments.  Liz states that when the Board is finished hearing public commentary, she feels it would be a good idea to give the applicant guidance as far as technical comments.

Steve opens the questions up to the public.  My name is Guy Winter, the resident adjacent to the proposed lot. I understand from the comments tonight that there is no proposed construction.  My main concern is to the intentions in the future, and if there will be any more subdivisions of the subdivision.  Don discusses the history of the piece of land.  He states that there was a three-lot subdivision proposed, five or ten years ago.  The homeowner has scaled that down to two lots.  There is no provision in this submission to limit more subdivisions. The existence of the watercourse is discussed in conjunction with building.  

Liz states that the technical comments are not controversial.  It is a matter of revisions to the plans.  Don is concerned about Item 4, b.  We do not want to have anything that could be interpreted as establishing a building envelope.  Liz states that this is not considered to be a development envelope.  Don discusses a typo on one of the notes on the improvement plan.  He believes that correction has been made.

Liz states that there is no reason that Hilary should not prepare a Negative Declaration for the next meeting.  Liz asks Roland if there is anything that prevents us from doing a final approval and Negative Declaration at the same meeting, if the Board closes the hearing tonight.  Joel Fishman asks who would hold the conservation easement.  Don states that the easement is a typical form that we have used with the Town.  It is drafted as a conservation easement but the language imposes a restrictive covenant.   Liz asks Don if all of the revisions can be done by the next submittal date, August 21?  Don responds yes.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Close the Public Hearing on the Final Minor Subdivision for the Savino Subdivision.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

REGULAR MEETING:

4.
Halmi:


John Kellard, Kellard Engineering & Consulting, P.C.

Consider draft Part 2 EAF and draft resolution of SEQR Negative Declaration Discussion of technical comments.

John Kellard states that at the last meeting, they agreed to make certain revisions to the plans, which included the comments of the Town Planner and Town Engineer, and comments which were received at the Public Hearing. We believe we have made the necessary revisions to address these comments.  Liz states that she spoke with Tina Burbank and mentioned a couple of items looking forward to the next meeting.  We don’t have the draft legal instrument.  Mr. Kellard states that this document was handed in to the Board tonight.  Liz states that the Board needs another copy of Sheet 9.  Mr. Kellard will provide that.  Liz has a question on Sheet 2 regarding the stormwater treatment area, not being clear what runoff will be going there.  Mr. Kellard states that it is a natural run off.  Liz states that the Board has been given the prepared Part 2 of the EAF, as well as a Draft SEQR Negative Declaration.  Steve asks if it will be necessary for a Part 3.  Mr. Kellard states that they did a Part 2, as well as a Part 3.  Liz states that there have been a number of revisions to the plans.  Liz talks about Sheet 9 in conjunction to the wetland mitigation area.  Liz reviewed Part 2 and did not have any issues with it.  

Steve asks Liz to walk the Board through the Draft Negative Declaration.  Liz states that the first page establishes the project and discusses the fact that it is a subdivision, they will need an open development area, have a private road, and require a wetlands permit.  Then it talks about all of the considerations as part of the environmental review.  The middle of Page 2 confirms the Board status as lead agency, and then starts in with the Negative Declaration action.  Pages 3, 4 and 5 are all of the reasoning.  The development envelope in conjunction with a limited disturbance area are discussed.  Page 3 also discusses the bottomless structural plate box covers that will be used.  Page 4 gets into protection of wildlife habitats.  Page 4 also talks about the gravel road.  Jonathan has a question on Page 5 regarding the park and recreation facilities language.  Liz states that that is the language that is used when we are not asking for parkland on a site.  Jonathan asks if this subdivision has a conservation easement, do we waive this?  Roland states no.  A conservation easement does not allow for active park and recreation.  The Town doesn’t own it.  Mr. Kellard asks if the recreation fee is only attributed to building lots.  The response is yes.  Mr. Kellard states their intent to come back before the Board for a lot line change.  Liz states that normally the recreation fee would be a condition of final approval.  

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Approve the Draft SEQR Negative Declaration for the Halmi Subdivision.  Gary Jacobi seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

There is a discussion about the submission of a lot line change map in the near future.

5.
PFAU:


John McNamara, Bibbo Associates, LLP

Consider Determination of Completeness of Final Subdivision, consider Draft Resolution of waiver of Public Hearing on Final Subdivision and conditional approval of Final Subdivision.

John McNamara provides a brief review of the site.  This is four acres on Whittier Hills Drive.  We proposed on the preliminary plat to share the existing driveway, which has been changed.  The house will be set back in on the property.  Each lot will be two acres.  We had reached the point where everything has been reviewed and is acceptable.  We are ready to be considered complete and obtain final approval. 

Liz states that Hilary has prepared a brief memo with a few comments.  She has also prepared a Draft Resolution that incorporates those comments as conditions.  The Draft Resolution is for waiver of the final Public Hearing, because the final plat is very much the same as the preliminary plat.  Steve asks Roland if he has looked at the driveway easement.  Roland states that he has looked at the document that John Arons has prepared.  The conditions are discussed on  Page 4 regarding the scope of the common driveway and access easement and maintenance agreement.  Hilary states that the legal instrument associated with approved subdivision shall be expanded to address maintenance issues in addition to access and utilities.  Roland is not sure if Hilary has seen the same easement that he has seen.  

Steve asks Liz to walk the Board through the Draft Resolution.  Liz states that the Resolution lists primarily refinements and notations.  Liz discusses the first page describes the project and submittal, acknowledges the process that we have been through, the Negative Declaration, and Preliminary Approval.  It reiterates the findings on Page 2.  It acknowledges that they are not setting aside a reservation of land for recreation.  The top of Page 3 lists the conditions, waives the final Public Hearing, and grants the approval.  The balance of the Resolution talks about minor plan revisions, straightening bulk tables, notations and titles, the scope of the easement.  Everything is standard.  The expiration is listed on the last page.  

Liz asks the Board if they have any questions.  Gary looks at the second drawing and asks if there are steep slopes. Mr. McNamara states that none of the plans are over 20%.  He confirms that the driveway grade is 14%.  Liz confirms that the swale is now on one side of the driveway instead of both sides.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Approve the Waiver of the Public Hearing and Approval of a Minor Subdivision Plat with Modifications, Conditional Approval for the PFAU Subdivision.  Gary Jacobi seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

6.
Sprint First Purdy’s:


Cara Bonomolo, Esq., Snyder & Snyder Attorneys

Consider draft Part 2 EAF and draft resolution of SEQR Negative Declaration

The Board reviews both documents.  Charles states that the building looks different.  Cara is not sure why it looks different.  Steve asks if we are reviewing the EAF or the Resolution?  Liz states that they should look at Part 2 of the EAF first.  Steve asks if a visual EAF has been submitted.  Liz states that she did not ask for one to be drafted.  Page 4, on Part 2 does list small to moderate impact.  Cara states that they did submit one with their original application.  Liz states that a visual demonstration was done.  Gary inquires about the GPS.  There is a discussion about the synchronization of time.  This provides for timing from the hand held receiver.  The military use this in lieu of clocks.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Adopt the Draft SEQR Negative Declaration.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.  

Liz states that the next step is to go before the Zoning Board of Appeals.  Cara states that they are scheduled to go before the Zoning Board of Appeals next week.  She asks if they typically make a decision in the same night.  Liz states that sometimes they do.  Steve talks about an authorization for a referral letter to the Zoning Board of Appeals.  Cara states that this has already been done.  Liz states that the next step is for Hilary to prepare a Draft Resolution of Conditional Use and Site Development Plan Approval.  Cara asks if everything goes smoothly with the Zoning Board of Appeals, will they be back in September?  Liz is fairly sure.

7.
Release of Escrow – North Salem Ambulance Corp.

A request has come in from Beth Sanger, Treasurer for the North Salem Volunteer Ambulance Corps. for the release of their escrow balance, in the amount of $3,497.42.

Steve asks if the Board has done the final approval.  He asks if there are any outstanding bills from Bill Youngblood.  Liz states that Bill Youngblood has submitted bills.  There should be a separate bill for the Wetland Permit that does not have anything to do with the Planning Board escrow account.  There is a discussion if this needs to go before the Town Board for their approval.  The decision is that it should not be approved by the Town Board.  Dawn will confirm with Susan Sedita.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board release the North Salem Ambulance Corp. Escrow in the amount of $3,497.42.  Gary Jacobi seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

8.
Comprehensive Plan Update Draft:

Consider draft Recommendation to Town Board for Adoption of Draft Comprehensive Plan Update.

Liz states that the Planning Board office has had a flood of written commentary.  Liz feels that the Planning Board has put a lot of time and energy into this process, set up a committee, and sent out a survey, etc.  They have worked and reworked the current draft.  Liz and Steve discussed sending a letter to the Town Board recommending that they consider this draft, taking into account the commentary that we are going to provide them with the draft, including all of the letters and the meeting notes from the June 20th meeting.  Liz will review the notes.  They don’t need to be adopted by the Planning Board as a set of minutes.  This was a public information session.  Liz will draft a letter for Steve to review.  It will basically say enclosed please find all of the commentary, and the draft plan, we recommend that the Town Board consider it for adoption, and take into account the public commentary. 

Gary states that the vast majority of the letters all speak very similarly about limiting commercial development. Steve adds that it is almost like someone has written the same letter.  He talks about that the vacant spaces in Peach Lake and Salem Center.  He states that there is no open space in Purdy’s.  All of the stores are filled.  Charles has a question about the letters from residents in Purdy’s.  It seems like the majority of people from a particular hamlet have voiced opinions of not seeing additional expansion.  When we started, it seemed like people wanted to see expansion.  At this point, people may not want expansion.  Maybe we should take some of this information into consideration.  There is a general interest to keep everything the way it is.  Steve states that we are keeping it basically the way it is.  

The three houses in Croton Falls are discussed.  Steve discusses those as transitional zones.  Jonathan states that we can make a lot of people happy and do what the Town people really clearly want a few very small changes.  I think we should put the time and effort in and do it.  Liz would like to talk about a conversation she had with a woman who dropped off a letter.  She did not understand why we are sending a draft plan over that talks about limited commercial expansion when everyone does not want it.  Liz states that what we heard at the June 20th public information session, and the letters afterwards, is that sentiment.  I can’t sit here after all of these years and forget all of the other input that we have had, including the Comprehensive Plan Survey where people stated that they wanted minor to moderate expansion.  I have been told that people felt very intimidated about speaking at the public information session because of the booing and hissing.  Liz knows of a new business person who wants to open a restaurant and couldn’t.  They are starting a new business, and don’t want to alienate the people around them.  Several people have come to me referring to Salem Center, asking if they would be allowed to do certain things, and I have told them no, they could not.  There is all this body of commentary that we would be ignoring if we changed it now.  

Jonathan states that these are not the same letters.  Steve states that they are the same letters.  They start out by thanking us for the great work, then they go on to point out vacancies in Town, they talk about extra commercial, and bringing in extra services.  What extra services?  Are we going to hire more cops because we legalized Kingsley’s?  Are we going to have more firemen because we legalize the Blazer?  Are we going to have Town water and sewer expenses because those three house in Croton Falls may be considered transitional.  It is a total misunderstanding of what we are proposing to do.  Jonathan states that he is totally for legalizing the Blazer.  In Purdy’s, if no one in Purdy’s wants commercial, why do it?  Liz does not have a problem with that.  She feels that at this point, what the Planning Board has done as part of the process and what we have done for the Town Board is created a document that has allowed people to react.  We now have a draft document and a body of commentary.  Liz knows that the Town Board is going to see things differently than we are.  We can change it, and they may change it back.  They may want to propose more commercial, or propose less.  Liz does not understand the use of revising when what we are presenting is a draft document, and our letter asking them to consider the draft based on the commentary that we are also handing them.  They can hold more public information sessions and Public Hearings.  

Joel states that as a Citizen, he is not against business.  There was a discussion about a lot of letters being coached. The signatures were not coached.  A lot of people may not be able to express themselves as others do.  Steve asks how many of those people read the draft comprehensive plan?  Joel states that he has to accept all of the letters as legitimate letters.  If they signed a petition, does that make their signature any less valid.  I wouldn’t think so. We have to be careful, people who are trying to open businesses in North Salem are not necessarily residents or voters.  I am not sure how much weight their opinions should carry.  Steve states that if people felt that way years ago, there would be no North Salem Saddlery.  What we have is a regional use.  It is not just North Salem, people drive from all over.  

Steve states that people are misunderstanding what we are proposing.  They are talking about supermarkets in Salem Center.  Liz talks about how the Board got to this Draft.  When we look at the public commentary there is a lot to look at, including the meeting commentary and the letters, they all weigh in.  Liz feels that the 646 people who responded to the survey also weigh in.  Do we now say, things have changed since they answered that survey? There letters that are in favor of commercial.  Jonathan feels that they are not form letters. There are many personal stories about where people came from.  There are a variety of letters, they are very different.  Steve states that there are not a lot of letters from the population centers.  Steve saw a few from Croton Falls.  

There are people who did not respond because they liked the plan.  They are happy with what we have.  I see a pattern with the many of the letters.  Liz does not see the usefulness of revising the document at this point.  Charles states that he had an hour and a half meeting with his neighbors who wanted to know why we are doing this here. There property is being effected. Not one of those people in that area want this.  Why should we be proposing something that the people don’t even want there.  Liz feels that in the referral letter we can state that there are areas of controversy.  Jonathan feels that it is our job to refer something completely.  To say we’ve done our best job. Not to say that we are passing the buck because we don’t want to deal with a couple of issues.  Purdy’s and Croton Falls have made it clear that they don’t want the zoning changed.  

Liz feels that this can go in the referral letter. Steve states that it is a waste of seven years down the tubes.  Liz states that it would be like ignoring the questionnaire.  Charles talks about the people perceiving what minor expansion was.  When we proposed minor expansion, they had no clue where it would be.  They didn’t understand it until they saw it in print.  We are remiss to continue on that avenue.  I do not think we should be pursuing different areas.  Liz does not think there is a problem with saying that this is what we represented, and there is opposition to doing the zoning in Purdy’s.  The Town Board has already expressed their desire to revise this map. Are we going to spend time working on this map when they already have ideas about what they want to do?  

Steve talks about going through the map.  Charles feels that you show something to people, and they realize that this is not what they want to see.  Liz states that they don’t want to rezone anything in Purdy’s.  The Blazer they agree to rezone.  First Street & Spur will not be rezoned.  There were concerns about the lot behind Mel Dunn, to rezone or not to rezone.  Mrs. Daros has objected.  Liz will leave Sun Valley PO zoned.  The transitional zoning is discussed near where Charlie lives.  Charles spoke with the residents, he let them know that it would not be commercial, but would provide flexibility.  They want it as residential.  They are fearful that if it was changed, they would lose their residential character.  Charles states that if the owners that are there don’t want it, why should we change it.  Jonathan states that if there was an overriding public purpose, it is worth pursuing.  I do not see an overriding purpose.  Steve states that we are doing this for the next ten years.  Gary states that the tone of the letters are almost unanimous in terms of wanting little or no commercial development. If we screwed up on writing the plan, we screwed up.  Liz is not going to say that they screwed up.  Liz confirms no transitional in Croton Falls.  

Liz talks about a woman coming in to talk about the Highway Garage being rezoned to NB, was so a tower could go there.  Liz let her know that if it is rezoned NB, a tower is not allowed there.  The idea is that no one would put a residence there.  Steve states that it is R4.   It would be more comfortable if this was a different business designation.  The antique store is discussed as being possibly RB (Rural Business).  Liz talks about antique shops, art galleries, and offices, you would leave out general retail.  You might allow an art gallery.  Jonathan discusses parking issues.  Johanna does not have parking there.  If she does not change the use, she does not have a problem. Liz states that the use did not lapse according to the Building Inspector.  Steve states that other people in town show antiques from their homes.  

Liz discusses having restaurants in PO and NB, and confirms the two parcels that are now antique stores could be considered for a rural business designation.  The Highway Garage could be NB.  Steve states that it is a big enough site.  Liz states that there is not much you could do there, it could be retail, it couldn’t be a gas station. There is a discussion about day care.  There is day care at the church.  Liz will add in day care to NB.  Kingsley’s and the adjacent parcel are discussed.  Brigham’s Corners is discussed being included in NB, he needs to conform to the district.  There are uses that are not permitted there.  Gary agrees with Charles that initially people seemed to want commercial until they saw where it would go.  

Liz talks about the draft spurring people to come out with their opinions.  This does not negate the survey.  Gary states that we certainly did not get the same amount of commentary in favor of commercial.  Charles feels that we have made this very generic.  Now that the people have had something put in front of them, they are reacting more. Charles states that his neighbors want the neighborhood to stay the same.  If no one wants it, why keep it in?  Charles states that the people in Croton Falls don’t come out and voice their opinions.  They just talk about it amongst themselves.  Liz does not want the Board to forget about the people who have come before them to say can I do this use here, and what would you think about this zoning change?  

Steve asks if the Board can have a vote.  Liz will address the changes provided tonight to be incorporated into a referral letter.  Roland asks if it is necessary to have a second public information session.  The response is no.

Jonathan suggests a letter go to everyone who sent in a letter, thanking them for their comments, stating that in response to their comments, we are making the following changes in our recommendation.  There is a discussion about Steve sending in a letter to the Editor of the Patent Trader.  Steve agrees to write a letter and also enclose the referral letter that will be going over to the Town Board.  Liz will prepare a draft referral letter to the Town Board and e-mail it to Steve.  Liz feels that she and Dawn are very busy with many projects, sending a letter out to everyone who has written to the Planning Board will be extremely time consuming and beyond the scope of their duties.  

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Recommend to the Town Board that they Consider Adopting the Draft CPU, With the Recommended Modifications and Subject to Public and SEQR review.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor. No opposed.

9.
Financial Report:

· July, 2002
Chairman motions that the Planning Board Approve the July, 2002 Financial Report.  Jonathan Rose seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

10.
Minutes:

· May 1, 2002
· May 15, 2002
Chairman motions that the Planning Board approve the May 1, 2002 Minutes.  Jonathan Rose seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board approve the May 15, 2002 Minutes, including a revision to Page 4.  Jonathan Rose seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

11.
Next Meetings:

· August 21, 2002 – Workshop Cancelled
· September 4, 2002 – Regular Meeting
12.
Resolution:

Chairman motions to adjourn the Planning Board Meeting.  Charles Gardner seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.  Meeting is adjourned.
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