North Salem Planning Board Minutes

March 5, 2003

7:30 PM – Croton Falls Fire District #2

PRESENT:

Charles Gardner, Chairman




Gary Jacobi, Board Member

Bernard Sweeney, Board Member

Liz Axelson, Director of Planning

Roland Baroni, Town Attorney 

ABSENT:

Jonathan Rose, Board Member

Peter Nardone, Board Member

ATTENDANTS:
Kamenstein/Sendak:

    Don Rossi, Hogan & Rossi Attorneys at Law




Verizon-Naumburg Property: Leslie Snyder, Snyder & Snyder Attorneys

               





    John Watson, Insite Engineering








    Michael Johnsen, Site Acquisition Consultant




DeBellis:


    Michael H. Campbell, PE, Campbell Engineering


Nash Road:


    William P. Wright, III, Brae Land Corp.




CAC:



    Rohna McKenna

Chairman, Charles Gardner, calls the March 5, 2003, North Salem Planning Meeting to order.

PRE-APPLICATIONS:

1.
Kamenstein/Sendak:


Don Rossi, Hogan & Rossi Attorneys at law

Discussion of Proposed Boundary Line Adjustment.

Don Rossi shows the Planning Board the lot line map.  The purchase involves approximately 16.353 acres on Lot 15 of Mr. Sendak’s property to be annexed to and merge with Mr. Kamenstein’s adjoining property shown as Lot 7, of the Stonewall Farms Subdivision.  Don states that there will be a deed that will show a merger of the 16.353 acres with Lot 7.  We would like to have the deed pass from Mr. Sendak to Stonycreek Corporation, and then convey it to Mr. Kamenstein.  Liz states that it looks like it is eligible for a lot line revision, but Mr. Kamenstein’s land should be shown on the map.  Liz states that Don should follow the guidelines in her lot line memo.  Liz talks about the two property owners signature lines.  Don States that Parcel B is owned by Mr. Sendak.  Mr. Kamenstein owns Lot 7 in his personal name.  Roland states that Mr. Kamenstein has to be the sole owner.  Charles does not see a problem.  Charles asks Liz if any other items need to be on the plan.  Liz states that Don should refer to her memo for the requirements.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

2.
Verizon-Naumburg Property:


Leslie Snyder, Snyder & Snyder Attorneys

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

Charles states that the visual demonstration/balloon test occurred on Saturday, March 1st.  Charles asks the public to fill out a 3 x 5 card on the side table with their name and address if they have questions or comments.  Charles asks Leslie to provide an update.  Charles states that the tower proposal is for a relocation of the tower on the site, as well as a lowering of the equipment building, and roadway into the site.

MINUTES OF PRESENTATION BY LESLIE SNYDER ARE SUPPLEMENTED BY ATTACHED RECORD BY COURT STENOGRAPHER.

Charles asks the public if they have had an opportunity to look at the latest submittal, and asks Leslie if she has copies with her tonight.  Leslie states that they made their submittal to the Town.  People were notified about the visual demonstration/balloon test by the Town.

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”)

Liz states that there was not an adjacent property owner notification.  The notification was published in the Journal News, as well as posted at Town Hall, North Salem Free Library and Post Office.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”)

Liz states that this was a courtesy notification.  Sending the Notice out to all adjacent property owners is a big undertaking, and was done initially.  Only at the beginning of a Public Hearing there is a requirement for adjacent property owners to be notified by mail.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”)

Charles states that this is not a new submittal, it is a continuation of the Public Hearing, with a revised Application. Liz states that copies of the submittals are at the North Salem Free Library.  Charles states that the public is welcome to come up and take a look at the maps.

Francis Tuoti – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”)

Charles states that Notices have been posted around Town numerous times.  The Planning Board staff has been diligent with posting, as well as notification in the newspaper.  There is not a requirement for adjacent property owner notification each time an Application has a modification.  This Application has been open to the public since last year.  If someone did not receive a notification, they should have brought it up before now.  Charles asks Leslie if she has anything further to present.  Leslie responds not at this time.  Charles asks the Planning Board Members if they have any questions or comments pertaining to the Application they have before them.  He asks the Board Members if they had a chance to look at the visual demonstration.  Liz states that she has conducted a review and prepared a memo that reiterates remaining technical issues.  Liz has prepared a Draft visual EAF 

Addendum and a Draft of Part 2 of the Environmental Assessment Form that deals with project impact.  After the hearing we should go through the forms and confirm that they represent what the Board feels is appropriate.  

Charles opens up the floor to the public for commentary and questions.

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz hands Bryan Colley a copy of the review memo that she prepared.  

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion about the NYSDEC wetland, and the DEC buffer.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

Roland Baroni – See Court Stenographer’s record

Liz states that the other issue to be aware of is that typically between the NYSDEC wetland boundary and buffer is where you often find local wetlands.

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion back and forth between Mr. Colley and Ms. Snyder.

Liz states that they have never delineated the wetlands in this area.  John Watson states that the wetlands have been flagged.  There is a discussion about the upland area.

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Gary asks Leslie to restate what their plans are for the public record.

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles Gardner – See Court Stenographer’s record

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

There is a discussion between Mr. Colley and Ms. Snyder.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion between Mr. Watson, Ms. Snyder & Mr. Colley.

Charles talks about the entrance location with John Watson.

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

Charles states a concern about portions of the stone wall and the wetland buffer trees being taken out.

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion between Mr. Gardner and Mr. Watson.

Liz requests a certification stating that there is no additional upland wetlands in the area.  We never looked at the open area.

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion between Ms. Axelson and Mr. Watson.

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that there is a landscape plan, including Norway Spruce, Blue Spruce and Maple Trees.  The trees will not necessarily screen out the proposed tower itself, they are going to screen the equipment building.  The idea is to put the proposed tower back in the property near the hedgerow, where there are existing trees that are approximately 60 feet in height for screening.  

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that the tower is proposed at 100 feet.  There is a discussion with Mrs. Cesta.  It will be difficult to see it from where it is proposed to be. Charles states that he is not saying it will be perfect.  

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that one of the other comments is that if the proposed tower becomes obsolete, it is up to the Applicant to remove it.

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz discusses the provisions for abandonment that are listed in the Zoning Regulations.  There will be a bond requested, and this information will be repeated in the Resolution.  Roland Baroni says it will require a bond.  Liz states that she can’t answer questions regarding the property value for Mrs. Cesta’s home.

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Gary states that the Planning Board is trying to do this in the best way possible.  Charles discusses the three other locations in Town where this Application had been proposed, where the visual concerns would have been impacted more. 

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that it is not a foregone conclusion.  There is a discussion with Mrs. Cesta.  They have an Application before the Planning Board.  They need to meet the criteria required by the Town Code.  

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that the members of the Board will eventually vote on this Application.  They do not know ahead of time how each member will vote.  

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that he cannot speak for the rest of the Board.  There is a discussion with Mrs. Cesta and Mr. Jacobi.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion between Mr. Gardner, Ms. Axelson, Mrs. San Marco and Mrs. Snyder about one provider on the tower and the possibility of additional providers.  Roland and Liz state that for any other carrier to co-locate there would be a requirement for a new application and an additional approval.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Roland confirms with Leslie that the antennas would go inside the flagpole.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion between Mrs. San Marco and Ms. Snyder.  Charles states that there is the potential for other providers to co-locate, but they have to come before the Planning Board with a new Application.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that he does not know why the other providers decided not to co-locate on the tower.  Maybe they decided that they did not need the coverage.  Verizon has demonstrated that they need to provide service to an area in Town.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that instead of having the antennas outside, they are compact and vertical so that two sets will be one over the other.  

There is a discussion between Charles Gardner, Bryan Colley and Leslie Snyder about the configuration of the antennas in the pole, their size, the elevation, the height and location of the proposed tower (See Court Stenographer’s record).  Charles states that the antennas are between four to six feet.  Charles asks the exact height that the balloon was flown at.  Mike Johnson states that the top of the balloon was 113 feet.  Charles says that was 13 feet higher than the proposed top of the cell tower.  There is a discussion about the balloon test.

Gary talks about the height of the transmitters.  He states that the difference between the center line of the lower shelf and the upper shelf is five feet.

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that six antennas will be two stacks of three per stack.  There is a discussion about relocation of the lease area with a member of the public.  Liz states that the lease area will be relocated.

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

There is a discussion with Roland Baroni, Charles Gardner and Mr. Colley about locating the tower on the most Eastern portion of the site.  Charlie talks about the contour elevation change in relation to staying above the corner.

Leslie Snyder – See Court  Stenographer’s record

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion with Mr. Watson about moving the tower location and possible tree removal.

Gary discusses locating the proposed tower on the northeasternmost part without cutting down trees.  Charles talks about the 12 inch maples along the edge that are out from the stone wall.  There is a discussion about the location of the tower on the site and within the leased area with John Watson.  The rectangle is discussed as a possibility for the tower to be located in the northeastern most part.

John Watson – See Court Stenographer’s record

Charles is talking about the whole unit being shifted.  There is further discussion to specify the desired shift in tower location with Charles Gardner, Ms. Axelson, John Watson and Mr. Colley.  Gary talks about moving the tower as far to the East and the North as possible without cutting down any trees of significance.  John Watson agrees.

Francis Tuoti – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz talks about the equipment building being proposed at 600 square feet.  The proposed height is 11.5 feet.  Charles talks about making a request to make the equipment building look more like a barn-like structure instead of a concrete building.  

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Charles states that a barn-like structure would be less obvious when walking around the area.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Charles feels that would be more desirable.  Roland asks what the objection would be.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Gary states that barn siding would be better, brownish in color, so that it fits in.  Charles states that they could make something like a run-in shed.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Francis Tuoti – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion about whether the tower color is decided, with the Planning Board, Ms. Snyder, Messrs. Eugene Colley and Bryan Colley.  Liz states that there were swatches submitted that were bluish.  Gary is talking about the color of the tower, not the equipment building (See Court  Stenographer’s record).  Liz confirms that the manufacture paints the tower.

Elaine Sweeney – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz talks about a warm grey or grey brown color with a finish that is not reflective.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles confirms yes, if they were to locate under the height of what the elevation is within the tower.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that every other co-locator would be a whole new application.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that it is unknown.  They are at approximately 90 feet.  If they could co-locate below 90 feet.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz states that they are allowed 600 square feet per carrier.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Charles states that currently the 600 square feet will only be used by Verizon.  Charles and Rohna McKenna discuss the need to increase the footprint, if other users are added under, a new application.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz states that if there were multiple users, we would want them all in one building, not several little buildings.

Charles states that they could add on to that structure.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles cannot answer that question.  There may not be other applicants that come along.  Originally there were four applicants at 1,400 square feet.  We can assume that will be what they will end up getting if there were four applicants that applied.  Liz states that we have the option to have everything in one building.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

There is a discussion between Mrs. McKenna and Mr. Jacobi about future users.  Gary states that in his opinion he does not feel that the public thinks that Sprint, AT&T, Singular, Voice Stream or Nextel are never going to do anything in this Town.  I think that everyone fully understands that there is a possibility that one or more of those vendors might want to do something in this Town.  Verizon has said that they will work diligently with those vendors to try to accommodate them.  

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

There are questions about what operators are on the tower near I-684.  Gary responds he does not know.

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles responds he does not know.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Roland states that the Planning Board has requested that the Applicant produce letters from each of the vendors stating that they are withdrawing from the site.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Roland states that we have not received the letters yet.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Roland states that the Board should to go through Part 2 of the EAF.  Liz states that the Board has both in with their packets tonight.  It would be quicker to go through the Visual Part 2 Addendum first.  This is intended to identify items or areas from which the project would be visible.  Part 2 gets into the level of impact.  The only items that Liz has noted for visibility are the North Salem Open Land Foundation, the Keeler Lane Parcel, and the Titicus Reservoir, also local roads, Lakeview Road, Elizabeth Drive, Delancey Road and Mills Road.  The bottom of the form talks about whether the visibility is seasonal.  There is a little bit of seasonal impact.  Page 2 characterizes the visual environment.  Within ¼ mile to 1 mile, the area is either forested agricultural, suburban residential, river, lake or pond, and the area is hilly.  Number 5 on Page 2 talks about visually similar projects in the Town within 3 miles.  There is a tower on Crosby Road.  Number 6 on Page 2 talks about the exposure being in the thousands.  The activity when this would be viewed would be when people are traveling to and from work, being involved in recreation activities, and routine travel throughout the Town.  Liz asks if the Board has any changes at this time?  Gary asks if there is open space within a mile?  Liz states not where it would be visible from. Bernard talks about the view from Mills Road, Lakeview Drive & Elizabeth Drive.  Charles states that he could not see it from Mills Road, Lakeview Drive or Elizabeth Drive.  I looked for it, but could not see it from where I was located.  There could be visibility from a residence along there.  

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that he is not sure what Mr. Colley is referring to.  He drove along June Road and could not see it.

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record  

Liz asks the board if they have any changes.  The Board states it is ok.

Liz goes over Part 2 of the EAF.  Page 6 talks about the impact with respect to land with a shallow water table. Page 7 talks about a similar impact for crossing the watercourse.  Liz did not note any other impacts on water, air, plants, animals, or agricultural uses.  On Page 9 there are impacts on aesthetic resources that are small to moderate because the proposed land use is in sharp contrast.  The proposed use is visible to aesthetic resources.  There is a note that talks about the flagpole design reducing visual impacts, and further mitigation will be provided by neutral coloring. Page 11 talks about the likelihood of this tower to cause public controversy.  

Charles would like to make a request to minimize the structure itself.  The color of the equipment building is discussed.  Bernard has a question on Page 10 regarding critical environmental areas.  Liz states that critical environmental designated areas are areas that are filed with DEC.  Liz does not believe there are any filed with the DEC.  Liz states that all of the impacts are small to moderate.  She asks Roland if he would like a Part 3 for this?  Roland asks the Board if they feel that there are larger impacts that should be identified?  Liz states that Part 2 is a listing of the impact areas.  If there are impacts noted regarding potentially large impacts, then Part 3 would be done to identify these impacted areas.  The Board feels that it is not necessary to have a Part 3.  Liz would like to see the mitigation shown on the plans.  Roland states that we need to state that additional public comments may be received until a certain date.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”).

Roland states that the Board needs to finish the environmental review that should happen in April.  A vote may be taken in May.  The next meeting of the Board will be a continuation of this process and the public may address the Board.  Charles states that written comments should be addressed to the Director of Planning and are required to be submitted no later than 12:00 p.m. on March 10, 2003.  If anyone would like to write in comments who could not make the meeting tonight, they may do so.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”).

Liz states for the public that the Planning Board receives a loaner copy of all submittals related to this project, and they are available to be loaned out for photocopying.  The Planning Board file may be looked at and Dawn will make copies for you.  We do not have access to a copier to photocopy the large maps or make color copies.  A submittal is also on file with the North Salem Free Library.  We will continue with this process.  

Bryan Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

There is a discussion about the fact that there will not be a lightening rod.  Gary states that there will be exterior lighting, but it will not be on unless the person working there goes in and turns the switch on.  There will not be a motion sensitive light.  

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles discusses the spruce trees that were to screen out the equipment building.  They are 9 or 10 feet in height, and we have asked for them to be larger.  Liz indicates that two spruces will be twenty feet.

Eugene Colley – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Liz talks about other plantings in the plan with Mr. Watson and Ms. Snyder.

Leslie Snyder – See Court Stenographer’s record

Gary discusses the fence with Mr. Watson, Ms. Snyder and Charles Gardner.  Liz talks about proposed landscaping to be deleted along the Southern boundary.  The Board discusses tree removal.

Charles discusses a stockade fence versus chain link fence and shrubs to be removed.  There is a discussion about keeping the trees around the equipment building.  There is a discussion about vines to be grown on the fence, such as climbing hydrangea, and a suggestion to take out the shrubs.  A chain link fence is preferred by the Board.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that there will be no disturbance to the entrance from Delancy Road.  Mr. Watson and Ms. Snyder indicate that it is an existing traveled way.

Rohna McKenna – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that they are dropping a boxed culvert in.  There will limited regrading and no tree removal.  Charles states that they will be putting a big gate there.  Liz states that the gate will be locked.  Emergency vehicles will be required to have access.  Liz and Ms. Snyder discuss the requirement and need for plan notations.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”).

Charles states that he did not go to Mrs. Cesta’s house.  He went all along Delancy Road, and could barely see the top of the balloon.

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles talks with Mrs. Cesta about the trees that are there, as well as two more trees of hedgerows at a higher elevation.  

Dorothy Cesta – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Gary states that we do not know what the visual impact will be on Mrs. Cesta’s house, but we are putting in 9 or 10-foot trees.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Charles states that no matter what is put in, it will not completely screen it.  Gary states that at subsequent meetings we will have more plans.  That will be an opportunity to look at those plans to request additional trees.  

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record (identified as “Audience Member”).

Charles states that there is a stake there.  It is labeled and clearly visible.  Gary suggests Mrs. Cesta and Mrs. San Marco take a walk towards the stake and orient themselves to where their homes are.  Roland states that they would need permission from Dr. Naumburg.  

Chairman motions that the Planning Board Adjourn and Continue the Public Hearing for Verizon Naumburg, on the Conditional Use Permit and Site Development Plan Approval Application and Wetlands Permit Application to March 19, 2003.  Gary Jacobi Seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

After the motion, the Planning Board discusses the meeting location and time for the March 19, 2003 meeting. A decision is made for the meeting location to continue to be the Croton Falls Fire District Station No. 2 on Titicus Road in North Salem.  The meeting will begin at 7:30 p.m.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Liz states that our agendas are posted on the Town Website at www.northsalemny.org.

Renee’ San Marco – See Court Stenographer’s record 

Roland states that the Patent Trader is only a weekly newspaper.  There is not always time for notices to be published in there.  That is the reason why the Town Board chose the Journal News, which comes out daily.  Only one newspaper has to carry the publication under State law.

REGULAR MEETING:

3.
DeBellis:  

Michael H. Campbell, PE, Campbell Engineering, LLP

Discussion of remaining technical comments; Consider Draft Resolution of SEQR Negative Declaration.

Charles asks Michael Campbell if the lot line adjustment has been corrected.  Michael states that it has been corrected.  Liz asks Michael if he has a copy of the Hahn memo.  Michael states yes he has received it tonight, and they will make those adjustments. Michael states that they have increased the size of the cul-de-sac.  They have provided for planting in the center area of the cul-de-sac, moved the vegetative buffer, and changed the location of the drywells.  The road has been changed to 16 feet wide, and we now have a plan scale that should be easier for the engineer to review.  Liz states that she has not looked at the tree plan.   Michael states that they went through every single tree.  Liz states that the Planning Board, Planning Board Consultant, and Engineer felt that we were ready to go forward with a SEQR Negative Declaration.  Hilary has drafted a Resolution that is in with the packets tonight.  Charles asks the Board if they have any questions with the revised plans.  Charles speaks with Michael about the asphalt tailings.  Charles referred to a recycled soil material that the Town uses.  It is recycled Item 4.  Charles suggests that Michael speak with Drew Outhouse, the Highway Superintendent, to see what the Town uses.  Charles is not sure where Drew obtains it from.  Liz confirms the name of the material that Charles is talking about.  Charles states that it is reconstituted by a process where they take contaminated soils and re-process it for road resurfacing.  

The guiderails are discussed.  Liz states that there are specifications in the Town Regulations.  Gary states that they may want to use something more decorative.  Charles states that it is not a guardrail, it is a guiderail.  Charles has no problem with what is designed.  

The size in the drainage pipes are discussed.  Michael states that the areas are small.  They chose a bigger pipe for cleaning purposes.  They would like to stay with 2 x 2.  The catch basins are discussed.  Liz suggests talking to Roger Schalge to request a waiver.  Charles states that he would like to minimize the drainage.  The DEP Stormwater Management plan is discussed.  Michael states that they have reduced the impervious on the road.  

Liz asks the Board if there are any other comments.  Liz goes over the Draft Negative Declaration.

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

After the motion there is a discussion about putting them on for preliminary approval if they submit plans regarding the remaining technical issues.

REGULAR MEETING:

4.
Continental:


John Watson, P.E., Insite Engineering, Surveying & Landscape Architecture, P.C.

Discussion of Completion Bond and Recommendation to the Town Board for Acceptance.

Liz states that we have received a letter from Hahn Engineering stating that they have reviewed the design engineers construction process and recommend a Completion Bond should be set for $100,000.  The Planning Board should make a recommendation to the Town Board.  Gary asks how Hahn came up with this number.  John Watson states that Insite  Engineering recommended a number and Hahn reviewed the recommendation.  Roland states that we have specific language that we would like to be put in every Bond for the Town Board.  Roland suggests someone from their office contact him for the language.

Chairman motions that the Planning Board make a Recommendation to the Town Board the Completion Bond Amount of $100,000 for the Continental Building Company.  Gary Jacobi seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.  

5.
Financial Report:

· February, 2003
Chairman motions that the Planning Board approve the February, 2003 Financial Report.  Gary Jacobi seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

6.
Next Meetings:

· Regular Meeting/Workshop – March 19, 2003 – Croton Falls Fire District #2
· Verizon Naumburg

· Nash Road Relocation
· Regular Meeting – April 2, 2003
7.
Resolution:

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