North Salem Planning Board Minutes

April 19, 2006
7:30 PM – Annex

PRESENT:

Charles Gardner, Chairman




Bernard Sweeney, Board Member




Robert Tompkins, Board Member
Liz Axelson, Director of Planning

ABSENT:

Gary Jacobi, Board Member




Roland Baroni, Town Attorney (not required to attend)
ATTENDANTS:
Salem Hunt:




Sharon Ebert









Bill Balter










Tim Miller

Chairman, Charles Gardner, calls the April 19, 2006 North Salem Planning Board Meeting to order, and amends the Agenda in order to add in Salem Hunt under “Regular Meeting” so that the Board Members may vote on changing the Scoping Session date from May 3, 2006 to May 17, 2006.
REGULAR MEETING:

1.
Salem Hunt:


Sharon Ebert, Bill Balter, Tim Miller

Discuss Change in Scoping Session Date.

Charles states that the Board just received the Draft Scoping Outline tonight, has not had a chance to review it, and would like more time.  Liz discussed the possibility of rescheduling the Public Scoping Session with Roland, Charles, and the Applicant Representatives.  The Board confirms changing the date of the Public Scoping Session from May 3rd to May 17th.  This will allow for two weeks of review prior to the Regular Meeting on May 3rd, at which point the Board will discuss their comments as part of a separate Work Session. Charles confirms that the Applicant has received a copy of the Draft Scoping Outline.  The Board talks about setting up a Site Visit.
Chairman motions that the Planning Board Change the Public Scoping Session Date from May 3, 2006 to May 17, 2006 for Salem Hunt.  Bernard Sweeney seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.

WORK SESSION:

2.
Salem Hunt:


Sharon Ebert, Bill Balter, Tim Miller

Discussion of Consultant’s Draft Scoping Document.

Liz walks the Board through the Draft Scoping Outline prepared by Hilary Smith at Matthew D. Rudikoff Associates, Inc.  The Draft has been circulated to Roger Schalge, Town Engineer, Peter Russillo, Traffic Engineer, and Russell Urban-Mead, Hydrogeologist.  Initial comments from Liz, as well as the consultants were incorporated into the current Draft in order to provide as much detail as possible so it is clear what is wanted.  Liz states that the topics begin on Page 8 with a section called Land Use and Zoning, the issue is the development, as there is no change in zoning.  This section talks about conformance with zoning, open spaces and recreational opportunities.  Page 10 talks about Vegetation and Wildlife.  This section is very specific about what types of studies are required.  Page 12 talks about Groundwater Resources.  Our Hydrogeologist, Russell Urban Mead reviewed that section.  This is not the same type of studies that we asked for on Orchard Hill because this is not the same level of development.  Page 14 talks about Wetlands/Watercourses and Buffers and goes over how the wetlands should be delineated.  Page 17 talks about Geology, Soils, and Topography, which goes along with all of the natural resource issues.  The main impact of the project will be the impact of development.  Page 18 talks about Cultural Resources.  We are looking for a description in the change in visual character.  We are not looking for a visual simulation.  Page 19 talks about Historical and Archeological Resources.  A Phase 1A Archaeological Study will be conducted.  Page 20 talks about Transportation.  Peter Russillo, Traffic Engineer went over this methodology as to what he would like to see.  Liz states that there is a list of intersections that cover specific areas.  Robert suggests an addition of Fields Lane and June Road.  Bill Balter talks about weekend midday traffic.  Liz confirms with the Board that the Applicant’s traffic engineer may have direct contact with our traffic engineer.  Page 22 talks about Sanitary Waste Disposal.  Bill Balter states that both of their treatment areas will be together so that if one fails the other one will take over.  There is room for the required expansion.  Analysis will be provided through the DEIS.  Page 23 talks about Water Supply.  Page 25 talks about the impacts on existing Community Services.  Page 26 talks about Alternatives for design/layout, as well as the possibility of increasing the number of units, and also consideration about going up to three floors.  Bill Balter states that stack flats are great for senior housing.  There is a discussion about the current market.  There is a discussion about an increase in units adding more affordable units.  Mr. Balter states that 75 units worked well with the proposed septic.  Charles talks about 75 units with three floors, not to increase development area.  Charles states a concern with having 25 driveways, and states that this is not like the original drawing.  Charles states a suggestion to have multiple floors that overlap with one main entrance to be shared.  Charles has seen this type of construction at vacation facilities.  There is a discussion about the height being the biggest limitation.  The Board will continue this discussion on May 3rd.
The Board states that the Site Visit will be held on May 3rd at 6:00 p.m. before the next Regular Meeting.  Bernard Sweeney will walk the site on his own, as he will be on vacation.  The Applicant Representatives will be at the Site Visit.

2.
Draft CPU:

Discussion of Draft CPU.

Liz states that the latest draft has a footer dated March 16, 2006.  Liz did not bring extra copies with her tonight.  Copies had been forwarded to the Board a few weeks ago.  Liz states that the Town Board is looking at a Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS), and looking for completeness.  The Town Board will meet on May 9th to discuss their comments.  Liz has minor revisions to make.  If the Town Board is ready to determine the Draft Environmental Impact Statement to be complete, a Public Hearing will be set for one month later.  Copies will be printed, and also available on the Town’s Website.  Notices will go in the newspaper for a hearing possibly in early June.  There will be a two-week comment period.  Mid to late June the consultants will take the comments from the Public Hearing in order to prepare the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Liz will make more revisions to the CPU and Basic Studies Update Report depending on the comments.  The Public Hearing will be on both the environmental review and the CPU document.  After that, revisions will be made and go back to the Town Board.  At that point the required hearings will be done.  We will then head toward findings and possible adoption.  The Plan may possibly be adopted by the end of the summer.  
Michael Liguori would like to know if there is any documentation that illustrates the differences between the January 10, 2006 version and the March 16, 2006 version.  Liz states that language is underlined.  Liz confirms that either Veronica Howley or Dawn Onufrik will have copies of the March 16, 2006 version.  

Mrs. Mandelstam suggests a computer program that would track changes, similar to programs that lawyers use.  
Liz states that after the Town Board held their Public Hearings, revisions were made.  The biggest change is the creation of the Basic Studies Report.  None of that language is underlined because it is all new.  Liz states that the Town Board has indicated that when the document is ready for a Public Hearing, the underlines will be taken out.  Robert confirms that May 9th will be when the Town Board may decide that the DGEIS is complete.  

3.
Stormwater Management:

Discuss Proposed NYSDEC Heightened MS4 Stormwater Requirements.

Liz handed out a document tonight to the Board Members.  Some of the items have to do with training for the Highway Department, as well as education for applicant representatives.  Page 3, Item 4, has to do with storm- water runoff control.  This caused an upset with towns, regarding regulating disturbance on 5,000 square feet.  Charles talks about someone putting in a driveway having to deal with this regulation.  This is about reducing pollutants.  This will be difficult to implement and will require a lot of staff.  Liz states that this draft document is for public comments.  An early draft was prepared last summer.  Liz states that we will start working on this to the best of our ability to find funding and staff.  Liz is writing a comment letter stating that we currently have regulations, and our staff and consultants are fully-employed.  Roger Schalge writes applications for funds, a lot of which is related to storm water.  If we adopt a storm water management law, it will greatly increase the number of applications, as well as the work load of our consulting engineers.  This document may be put on another agenda for discussion, after the Board has had a chance to review it.
4.
Next Meetings:

· Regular Meeting – May 2, 2006
· Work Session – May 17, 2006
5.
Resolution:

Chairman motions to adjourn the Planning Board Meeting.  Robert Tompkins seconds.  All in favor.  No opposed.
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