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   Attached List
The Board met in Executive Session at 7:00 P.M. in Delancey Hall prior to the regular meeting at which time the following resolution was offered:

RESOLUTION #149 -TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Belcastro

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of North Salem shall go into Executive Session to discuss Personnel (ZBA and Recreation Committee Interviews); floater position; and purchase of Open Space (Bloomerside).

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Absent



Councilman Morley – Aye


Resolution adopted.

The regular meeting was called to order by Supervisor Globerman at 8:00 P.M.   

ANNOUNCEMENTS
· Supervisor Globerman said on June 17th we held a Biotic Corridor meeting at Town Hall with the Towns of Lewisboro and Pound Ridge. Quite a number of people come from the other two towns especially Pound Ridge.  It was an all-day session and we outlined a lot of items that might be looked at for the purpose of the overlay zoning hopefully through the entire corridor from 
North Salem through Lewisboro into Pound Ridge to Ward Pound Ridge Reservation.  

Supervisor Globerman said they will be having another meeting on July 19, 2005 at 9:00 A.M. in Lewisboro to refine it down.  He said as soon as they have some kind of a list he will bring it back to the Board for the Board to review and discuss.

WORKSESSION
1. Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU
The Board discussed the draft resolutions to Adopt Lead Agency Status and to adopt a Positive Declaration for the Comprehensive Plan Update (CPU) with Director of Planning Liz Axelson and Siobhan O’Kane of AKRF the Town’s Planning Consultant for the CPU. 

Siobhan O’Kane appeared before the Board. She said I work for AKRF which is an environmental planning and consulting firm.  I am here to discuss the SEQR process for the Comprehensive Plan Update (CPU) specifically regarding the separation of Lead Agency Status and the Positive Declaration.  We drafted several resolutions for you that you may have in front of you and I will go over them briefly.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Ms. O’Kane said the first one is the Declaration of Lead Agency which is for you to adopt Lead Agency Status.  Recognize that you are the sole authority to adopt amendments for the Comprehensive Plan.  Just to go over it briefly it says the Town is considering amendments to its Comprehensive Plan and that the Proposed Action is a Type I Action under SEQRA and that the Town Board has the sole legislative authority to adopt those amendments to the Plan.

She said the next resolution is the Positive Declaration Notice.  It notes that the Town will serve as Lead Agency, that a GEIS will be prepared and also included is a brief description of the actions and intention that the CPU is meant to update the Master Plan from 1985 and also included are reasons supporting the determination that it is a Type I Action under SEQRA and that an GEIS will be completed to analyze any potential significant impacts that may result from these amendments.

She said on the back of that notice is the list of agencies that it’s circulated to including Westchester County and that it should be published in the Environmental Notice Bulletin.  And finally, the second resolution is to adopt this Positive Declaration and that specifically the Town Board is considering adopting amendments to its Comprehensive Plan and that you declare yourself Lead Agency and that it is a Type I Action once again and that a GEIS will be prepared.

She said those are the two actions that would be taken tonight to start the SEQRA process and that a GEIS can start being prepared by our firm.
Supervisor Globerman said what is it that has to be noticed?  The Lead Agency Notice?

Ms. O’Kane said the lead agency does not have to be noticed because you are declaring yourself Lead Agency tonight because you have that sole authority.  The notice is for the Positive Declaration.  We would send a copy to the Westchester County Department of Planning and to the DEC as required by SEQRA and it would be published in an Environmental Notice Bulletin.

Ms. Axelson said and actually it probably wouldn’t hurt to send it to adjoining communities.

Ms. O’Kane said right.  It’s not required that we do that.

Supervisor Globerman asked the Town Clerk if she every published in that Environmental Bulletin before, or if Liz takes care of that.
Ms. Axelson said we haven’t really discussed that detail.  I know Hilary Smith usually emails right to ENB.

Ms. O’Kane said right.

Supervisor Globerman said oh, so you take care of publishing it?

Ms. O’Kane said yes, I will do that.

Councilwoman Curtis said Siobhan are you familiar with this Comprehensive Plan Update?  Have you read through it?

Ms. O’Kane said yes and I have attended all the public hearings.
Councilwoman Curtis said you were at the public hearings?  So, um, I am rather disturbed that we are stepping forward with an Environmental Impact Statement on a document that I think needs to be reworked or to do additional studies before we have to do a lot of the studies that are mentioned in the document because it seems to me that this Generic Environmental Impact Statement is basically going to say we really can’t comment because we haven’t done the studies or that’s its too site specific and we will be handling it in the site specific.  So I am trying to comprehend how we can move forward with the EIS with something that doesn’t have the work in front of us yet.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Ms. O’Kane said well I have been talking to Hilary we have been working together and I know she is now working on the Basic Studies Update and we have been in constant communication and have agreed that it should be a simultaneous process.

Ms. Axelson said we will have to keep coordinating.  I mean, I have looked through some of the public comments.  I’ll make some revisions in the CPU text.  A lot of the comments will be addressed in the Basic Studies Update which I am working on.

Councilwoman Curtis said shouldn’t we do that first Liz before we expend any time or energy?
Ms. Axelson said I think these two things can run concurrently.  The timeline I think is for September, I’m hoping to have the Basic Studies Update to you in August and hopefully have the revisions to the CPU very soon after that.  I mean the CPU text has been looked at and revised so many times that any revisions that I make and highlight will be easy for you to see.

Councilwoman Curtis said are we actually going through a scoping process on this?

Ms. O’Kane said a scoping process is not required.  

Councilwoman Curtis said I know it’s not required but. 

Ms. Axelson said we can take a look at Continental’s EIS and really look at it.  I mean a lot of Comprehensive Plans and Master Plans are very, very generic, very basic environmental assessments.  When you look at what was done for the 1985 Plan, it’s very basic.  There was no EIS at all, so this is actually more of a review than was done before.  More intensive and more extensive.  

Councilwoman Curtis said so are you going back and doing a review on the entire Master Plan or just on the update that basically says we don’t really know what we need because we haven’t looked at anything yet?
Ms. Axelson said that’s not what we are saying.

Councilwoman Curtis said yes it is Liz.  It basically reaffirms all of the premises of the 1985 Master Plan and then it takes a giant leap to recommend some pretty significant zoning changes and there is nothing to bridge that gap.  And we haven’t really taken a hard look at whether or not the 1985 Master Plan in rezoning the Zoning Ordinance isn’t the result that we want from  

Ms. Axelson interrupted and said a big part of a Basic Studies Update is to look at the objectives of the 1985 Master Plan and creating a huge
Councilwoman Curtis interrupted and said then let’s do that first before we start this.

Ms. Axelson said and it shows the objectives and then it shows what resulted.  Whether or not something resulted. 

Councilwoman Curtis said well we really need that document I think before we can start anything new.
Ms. Axelson said I will get that to you as soon as I can.  I am working on it.  You know it’s a lot of research and there is nothing wrong with starting the GEIS.  If we get to a point where the GEIS is done and we don’t have the Basic Studies Update and the Comprehensive Plan Update text revised then of course.

Councilwoman Curtis said but let’s talk about the Basic Studies Update.  That’s not just going to be a document that you prepare, obviously it has to be something that has to be either reported to the Planning Board or is the Town Board going to review it?
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Ms. Axelson said the Town Board will review it.

Councilwoman Curtis said it’s not going to get referred to the Planning Board at all?

Ms. Axelson said I suppose you could refer it to the Planning Board you know it would be a good idea but I don’t really don’t think that that is absolutely necessary.  It is a consolidation and update of the previous Basic Studies Update with more information added to it.  It basically talks about the existing study.

Councilwoman Curtis said I think it is premature.  I’m sorry.

Ms. Axelson said well there is nothing wrong with getting started.   If it ends up that the GEIS is ahead then it will have to wait and you won’t determine it complete.  You will have that option.  There is no reason to sit and wait here at this point, I don’t think.

Supervisor Globerman said is there anything from anyone else?

Councilwoman Curtis said just one more question Sy.

Supervisor Globerman said yes.

Councilwoman Curtis said at what stage do we discuss the comments from the public.  There were extensive comments from the public at the two public hearings.  We as a Board should sit down and acknowledge those comments, discuss them and decide whether we as a Board want to make any changes based upon those comments.  Shouldn’t we be doing that before the finalization of the Basic Studies Update?  Shouldn’t that come sometime Liz or before we really get into this EIS?  Because if you start making changes and if the changes are significant you know there would be. 

Ms. Axelson said it would be an issue then but one of the things that I have noticed is that there are a number of items in some of the commentary that you have dealt with in the Basic Studies Update and there are a number of comments that will show up in the CPU text and I figure I would go through those comments, make the appropriate changes and bring those items to you and we would have some rather extensive workshop sessions and discuss those issues.  
Supervisor Globerman said in thinking back over some of the comments at the last CPU public hearing that we just closed, some of the comments I heard were that this new plan really didn’t provide enough ratable to really help the school taxes.  I mean we’re really basically taking one large ratable and people were telling us that, I mean they gave us the history of their friends moving out of town since the last Master Plan because it did not have an economic basis for funding the school.  It did not have commercial ratable which you need to fund the school.  Something that sends taxes without sending children.  That may be a lack that maybe has to be addressed.  Now, I know we are very sensitive about adding more commercial and I’d rather go very carefully with that but if you want to look at comments that certainly was a comment.

Ms. Axelson said I guess the one thing that struck me when I was going through the file knowing that the zoning that resulted from the Master Plan was pretty extensive but that there wasn’t a GEIS (inaudible)  So, we are trying to do the GEIS now that maybe should have been done then.

Councilwoman Curtis said well you have to remember then it was a Master Plan and conducted by a Planning Board which was going right into the Zoning Ordinance.  We knew we were going to do the GEIS in the Zoning Ordinance so we did the EIS on the Master Plan which went through two public hearings and went right into the Zoning Ordinance that had the GEIS.  So I think that’s why we were doing it as a package one and then the other.  I’m not quite sure what the next step in this process is going to be.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Ms. Axelson said the 1985 Plan had things in there where it said you know that here are parts of the implementation that needs to be done.  Some of that had to be studying and analyzing it.  It’s not really a whole lot different than this trend.  It is a normal process to adopt a Master Plan and then to implement things as you go along and that is what happened.

Councilwoman Curtis said well we did the basic studies first then we adopted the Master Plan and then we did an implementation.  The implementation was to write legislation.  We wrote the Zoning Ordinance we were suppose to write, we wrote the Wetlands Ordinance and we still needed to (inaudible)                   Ordinance which still hasn’t gotten written and there were a
few other ordinances that were recommended.   A Capital Improvements Program was done.   
Supervisor Globerman said were capital improvements ever made based on that study?

Councilwoman Curtis said sure.

Supervisor Globerman said I would like you to name a few because I can’t remember any.

Councilwoman Curtis said well we started the Road Paving Program.

Supervisor Globerman said one year of road paving, right?

Councilwoman Curtis said no.

Supervisor Globerman said we’ve done how many years since?

Councilwoman Curtis said there were two years and then.

Supervisor Globerman interrupted and said it was in the 1987 Master Plan and I think you did road paving in 1991.

Councilwoman Curtis said no 1988 was the first one.
Supervisor Globerman said and how many years of road paving did you do?  Did we pave every single year from 1988 to 1992?

Councilwoman Curtis said we definitely did three years before you took office Sy.

Supervisor Globerman said I don’t know, I didn’t really see any roads getting paved maybe we should get the list out and see exactly how many roads were paved.

Councilwoman Curtis said Mills Road was the first road we did.  Read the controversial article of how Mr. Spinna took money out of the fund balance to pay for it rather than a borrowing.  I can remember that.  That was a big road paving project, $300,000.  So, yes it was started.  Anyway, I am still trying to understand this process of why we wouldn’t be sitting down and having a worksession on the public comments to see if there are changes which may or may not trigger another public hearing and have the basic studies in front of us before we start the GEIS.

Ms. Axelson said well there is going to be another public hearing that is part of the GEIS.  Sort of a combined public hearing on the CPU and the GEIS.  

Councilwoman Curtis said and you know Sy you did bring up one comment that was made at the public hearing.  There were a lot of significant comments made at the public hearing.  I don’t have the document in front of me to repeat them all but the one that you mentioned is an absolute concern of the majority of the people in town and that alone is reason why we should be doing an economic analysis of the different types of zoning to see what direction we should go in.  I mean, I would do that first and foremost.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Supervisor Globerman said if you do an economic analysis you are going to end up with a lot of commercial that you really don’t want.

Councilwoman said no, I don’t think we will Sy.  I think we are going to find out what type of uses would give us the best and balancing that with the goals that everyone would like us to define is what kind of commercial development or any kind of development.  It might be senior housing, it might be commercial development, I don’t know because I haven’t thoroughly analyzed it myself but I certainly have been checking with other towns and doing some research on my own but clearly we can do a study that says what is the best that we can do that will accomplish the goals that we state we need and some instances it’s to broaden the tax base and in some instances it services to our community and some instances it’s a type of housing that services our community.  So what do we need, where do we put it and what is the economic benefit at the same time balancing that with whether or not it is going to be detrimental and than weighing it.  Is it with traffic, water quality, open space issues whatever they are.  We owe it to the people to do that study.

Supervisor Globerman said we spoken about affordable housing, we zoned for affordable housing nobody has come forward to build affordable housing and when they do come forward to build affordable housing you are going to find that the people who get the affordable are paying only 25% of the taxes of the people who live next door to them and the other 75% are being taxed and each affordable unit has to be made up by everybody else in town.  So while we are doing it because we were told by the court to do it and we feel that we want a measured response to that and to do something realizing that there is a major determent in doing that to the citizens of this town.  No matter how pretty a picture you paint, somebody is paying on an assessed valuation of $150,000 in Salem Chase and his neighbor next door is paying at $500,000 for a $600,000 assessed valuation they are paying 1/4 to 1/3 of the taxes their neighbors are paying, somebody has to make that money up to the school, the town and the county.

Councilwoman Curtis said Sy, you always focus in on one issue.  We need affordable housing so that every resident can afford to stay here.  
Supervisor Globerman said we don’t need affordable housing.

Councilwoman Curtis said we need a variety of housing Sy so that people who grew up in this town and want to stay here can have an opportunity to stay here.  Empty nesters who want to downsize have an opportunity to do that.  Let’s call it a variety of housing styles that people are looking for.  You have to balance that with the benefits.  Maybe on the one issue of taxes you see it one way but we can explain how we are trying to keep our volunteer firemen here our volunteer ambulance drivers here, our school teachers here, you know.

Supervisor Globerman said you may not remember but I think it was two maybe three years ago somebody came in front of this board who wanted to build a senior citizen community and what you said at the time was I don’t know if we should be jumping into approving something like this because all the empty nesters in the town are going to move there and people are going to move into their homes with large families and send more kids to the school.  So, you say one thing when it is convenient for you and you say another thing when it’s not but I happen to have a good memory of things you say.

Councilwoman Curtis said you have an excellent memory but you take things totally out of context.  You said that we should be building more senior citizen housing in town because of the absolute no impact on the school and I said excuse me we do have to analyze whether or not if you are doing this, you are designing this so that people so in your own town move in then clearly families are going to move into the houses they move out of.

Supervisor Globerman said you just said you have empty nesters find a place for them.  You’re contradicting yourself.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Councilwoman Curtis said I’m not contracticting myself.  The point was do not say it is a zero impact on our school.  There is a minor impact on the school.  Not that it is a bad thing, you have to acknowledge what happens when you build more senior housing and people move out of big homes.  People with families move in.  That was the point I made before, don’t take it out of context.

Councilman Belcastro said you’re talking about affordable housing that seniors could buy or not buy?
Councilwoman Curtis said what I was trying to talk about is the fact that we cannot deliver this message to the people because we haven’t sat down and analyzed it and asked our experts to bring information  to do that.  You can’t just sit here and say we need more commercial development.  It’s too broad of an answer.  What is the best thing that is going to make everybody happy.  It’s going to deliver the economic base you are looking for and at the same time not overburden the traffic or degrade the water quality or whatever.  You have two professional planners here, they can help you design the right type of zoning that would deliver, if you would just define the right type of zoning that would deliver if you would define the issue but this Board doesn’t want to define your goals and issues in that way.  You want to adopt a plan that says we are going to talk about it and not talk about it first.
Ms. Axelson said the CPU goes into a lengthy discussion about the types of use that are considered to be possibly desirable or undesirable.

Councilwoman Curtis said and it doesn’t do the economic anayalsis and it doesn’t utilize it with respect to all the issues I just said that do occur.
Ms. Axelson said the study that you would do before you end up actually come up with the zoning in them. Where the zoning is moving forward as a result of the petition are being analysized in the EIS with fiscal impact analysis.  
Councilwoman Curtis said but those are not uses that our people did in 1985 worksessions that we had at meetings, the survey questions.  Nobody said these are the kind of uses that we want.  All of a sudden they are there because petitioners have them there.  So we are back in (inaudible) for the wrong reasons, I’m sorry.

Ms. Axelson said I think you can at least initiate the SEQRA process and Siobhan and I will continue to work together, keeping the information flowing back and forth and we will see how much progress I can make and how much progress Siobhan can make and if we get to a point where we need to put on the brakes then that’s fine but I just think we need to get the process going.  Preparing the document will take a couple of months.
Supervisor Globerman said we are doing an ordinance on senior housing which is going into our ordinance.  So maybe that will be helpful in getting some senior housing built in this town. 

Supervisor Globerman said ok thanks for coming in.  I think the Board wants you to proceed in the direction your proceeding.

Mr. Mandelstam said may I ask you a question about the GEIS?  What moment of input will the public have that would otherwise be developed in the scoping session or series of scoping sessions?  When will you give the public an opportunity to have?
Ms. O’Kane said the public had their opportunity I think to comment on the CPU in several informational sessions and other hearings and also the GEIS involves a public hearing when it is ready, a public hearing will be held on that document for further public input.  Scoping is intended to kind of narrow the issues that are to be analyzed in the GEIS and the GEIS is intended to be broader so you take all the actions that are within the Comprehensive Plan and then analyze them.  It kind of  better broadens them.  So the scoping is more specially required for a specific project but there will be the opportunity for public input at a public hearing after the GEIS is completed.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Mr. Mandelstam said I know it’s not the time but isn’t it also a function of scoping from time to time to broaden the subject that the GEIS should consider?
Ms. Axelson said the GEIS adds specifics.  For example, in Marriott you get into the specifics of what exactly is the hydro study going to be or what are the specific intersections that are going to be added to a traffic analysis, that kind of thing.  The town also has done a GEIS for the Continental zoning in which part of it had to deal with the town generally and part of it had to do with the specific site.  

Mr. Mandelstam said and the CPU is just the same as the Master Plan existed when Continental was an issue or it’s changed radically, in your versions, very different, isn’t it?

Ms. Axelson said what do you mean?

Mr. Mandelstam said is the CPU very different from what the Continental was?
Ms. Axelson said well the CPU goes over the Continental zoning that was already done.  I may have provided an update but the CPU deals with the entire town sort of generally and a few specific sites.  Very few specific sites.  I mean if you take out the white concept map and you look at the areas most of it is white because it’s all (inaudible) and there are very few specific areas that are are rezoned for Continental.

Supervisor Globerman said Liz when you say Continental you have to kind of elaborate that.  We are talking about five sites that we are rezoning for affordability it wasn’t just the Continental property.  It was five sites, right?

Ms. Axelson said right.  Five sites that we are rezoning to address the Continental Decision.  And then in addition to that you see the Orchard Hill site highlighted which is in need of the DEIS/GEIS and then you see Highgate which is also going to have a supplemental EIS and eventually and FEIS. Clearwater which has been subject to a Zone Environmental Review, and then there are a number of very small parcels that will be considered at a later date, they are not under petition for rezoning.  They are preexisting, non-conforming uses.  So those will be considered to add. I don’t know how much more specific you would want to get because any specific project is subject to its own separate Environmental Review so it will revert to them and take an overview of those environmental reviews but they all have to do their own site specific work.  
Mr. Mandelstam said what I am really asking about and really all I’m asking for is to have the public have an opportunity to contribute to what (inaudible) provide in the draft an EIS and my point is it would be a benefit to invite the public in before they need to respond in the public hearing that she talks about.

Ms. Axelson said I don’t know.  I guess I feel that there have been so many public information sessions and public hearings and I think the Town Board is fully aware of the concerns.  The document itself talks pretty extensively about the Town and the Basic Studies Update is going to give a lot of background about the Town.  I guess there could be a public scoping session but it seems unnecessary in this case because it is such a broad GEIS.  We could have a draft scope with the Town Board to take a look at, if they want to adopt the scope but I don’t think it’s necessary.

Mr. Mandelstam said but for all we know is as we sit here tonight and listen to you we don’t know how much if anything the CPU which (inaudible) the public input the Supervisor heard one thing at the public input, I wasn’t there unfortunately, I couldn’t be there, but I have seen the tape of it several times and there was a good bit more than Mr. Globerman is suggesting was raised by the public.  And so we don’t know what you are going to do with any of that.  My point is let’s see what you are going to do in a way its like what Cynthia is saying and then lets address at that point the GEIS process.  Including I am now asking the public input at that point.  Do I make myself clear?
Ms. Axelson said yes.  I don’t see any reason why both projects can’t start at the same time. 
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Supervisor Globerman said you know we had one group of people get up at the public hearing and talk about the rurality and the beauty of the town and then we have another group of people get up at the public hearing and they talk about the rurality and the beauty of the town and the fact that they like to have the ability to continue to live here and maybe even have their children live here someday.  So, in no way do we overlook the ruality, the resisity and the beauty of the town which is why we have really made such minor adjustments to this.  You have Marriott which has nothing to do with the CPU.  It’s been zoned in the Master Plan in 1985 and zoned in 1987.  You have the Highgate/Woodlands which is out of the JoFlo suit and which we really have no control.  We came out of court and we made stipulations and we are bound to stick to the stipulations.  

Mr. Mandelstam said and you have no control because you’ve agreed to stipulations?  No control?
Supervisor Globerman said you know, when the Town Board did something stupid in 1987, we are all paying the price today.

Mr. Mandelstam said I don’t think that is true.

Councilwoman Curtis said the Town Board didn’t do anything stupid, Sy.

Supervisor Globerman said really, they gave up a hotel on 163 acres so that we had to sit down and go through stipulations where you’re claiming there’s too much building on that property.  I say that’s stupid.
Councilwoman Curtis said Sy, you know five elected people sat here, listened to the people and tried to balance the needs of the people.  We rezoned the entire town and only two people found a problem with that.  Two developers found a problem with that and we have been living off the beauty of that 1987 ordinance for the past 15 years and if someone stands up and says thank you, I love the town, it’s because of the 1987 ordinance.
Supervisor Globerman said but we don’t really know that.  The town might have stayed just the way it is without creating lawsuits.

Councilwoman Curtis said but what you just a minute ago you contradicted yourself because you just said the people stood up and they said they want to be able to continue living here, they want their children to be able to live here.  This Board has done nothing to address that issue.  I mean just throwing in the petition of one developer and saying that’s going to bring tax relief.  No, it’s not going to be (inaudible).
Councilman Belcastro said well, what would you like us to do?  How about a Walmart or something?  What you just said is utter nonsense.

Councilwoman Curtis said no, it’s not utter nonsense.
Councilman Belcastro said this Town looks like it does in 2005 because of this Board.  Specifically, the Board majority.

Councilwoman Curtis said no, absolutely not.  It is because of the 1987 Zoning Ordinance.

Councilman Belcastro said the 1987 Zoning brought us into court and we got it out of court.

Supervisor Globerman said let’s go back a step.  You know, you’re telling us that Board in 1987 made a great decision; they didn’t want a hotel and put us in court.

Councilwoman Curtis said that Board worked very hard.  They worked for the people, they were elected by the people, and they did the best they could do.
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1.   Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Supervisor Globerman said and the people told them that they didn’t want the hotel on the JoFlo property but they did want the hotel on 20 acres surrounded by wetlands for the Marriott hotel property?  Did the people tell them that?  What did the people say?
Councilwoman Curtis said I believe they said they didn’t want hotels at all.

Supervisor Globerman said so that Town Board really didn’t carry out their duties, did they?  They zoned out one hotel and put another one in on a much worse property.
Councilwoman Curtis said that Town Board went into many Executive Sessions with their attorney with multiple attorneys and made the best decision they could based upon the advice of everything they had in front of them at the time.  Who are we to sit here and criticize the best job our elected officials could have done at the time.
Supervisor Globerman said well I hope people say that about us next year.

Councilwoman Curtis said well I hope they do too.  But you know Sy, you shouldn’t insult people like that.
Supervisor Globerman said I’m not insulting anybody.

Councilwoman Curtis said you did.

Supervisor Globerman said I’m sorry, I don’t know how anybody who is rationale can say we don’t want a hotel on 163 acres but ok here is a 20 acres piece surrounded by wetlands we live the hotel there.  How do you make a decision like that and say you’re intelligent?

Councilwoman Curtis said Sy; first of all one piece of property was zoned residential and always had been residential.  The hotel only got there because of a petition to rezone.  Here we go with the wonderful petitions that were not supported by the people.  And then the other one had always been commercial.  So you had two totally different situations.

Councilman Belcastro said your 1987 activities put us in court and made this Town a laughing stock of this whole area.  You are the one who had in your campaign material that you are author of the zoning.

Councilwoman Curtis I think the Zoning Board did an excellent job with zoning.

Councilman Belcastro said I know you do.  So did the judges.  

A brief heated argument followed.

Councilwoman Curtis said and now we have high-end housing.  That’s just what we need lots of high-end housing.
Supervisor Globerman said every mansion that comes into this town is high-end housing but I don’t see you objecting to all those mansions.

Councilwoman Curtis said high-end housing is not answering what the people are telling us they want.

Supervisor Globerman said we zoned for affordability and nobody is building it.  Do we have to zone the entire town affordable?  I don’t think the taxpayers of this town can afford to have the entire town zoned affordable.  Who is going to pay the taxes?  Not the people in the affordable.

Gloria Mandelstam asked if she could make a comment.  
Supervisor Globerman said yes, please quickly.
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1.
Discussion of SEQR Lead Agency and Positive Declaration of CPU (Continued)
Ms. Mandelstam said I would really like to point out to the lady and gentlemen of the Town Board that the overwhelming number of comments of the CPU suggests that the CPU is a flawed document and due respect to the all the hard work that’s gone on by very good and able people, it’s a flawed document it has not looked at the data that is necessary in order to have a realistic, rationale Comprehensive Plan and until you address those issues you really cannot proceed.  And I think you have that before you.  You must do that first before you do anything else.
Supervisor Globerman said well our Planners told us we are doing it concurrently.

Ms. Mandelstam said well I think your Planners are misleading you and you have Counsel here I would suggest you refer to Counselor.

Supervisor Globerman said they are professional Planners and I would rather have their opinion than somebody else’s.

Ms. Mandelstam said I would suggest you consult counsel.

Supervisor Globerman said our Counsel has no problems with it either we have consulted counsel.
Ms. Mandelstam said I don’t know if your counsel has a problem or he doesn’t have a problem, but I have a lot of problems.
Supervisor Globerman recognized Peter Bliss.
Mr. Bliss said I will be very quick.  Speaking on behalf of Concerned Residents of North Salem we submitted a document from our Planning Consultant with a number I believe is 47 items.  The offer was made at the public hearing to sit down in a worksession or whatever else the Town Board wanted to do, we would provide the Planner to be here and answer questions, make suggestions or whatever at our cost and we have heard nothing.  Do you intend to do anything with it?  This is a perfectly constructive thing to try to strengthen the CPU. 

Supervisor Globerman said I looked over that document and I didn’t find it impressive at all.  There are a lot of mistakes in it and a lot of things that made no sense whatsoever.

Ms. Axelson said I have been looking over all the public comments as I always do after we have a hearing, I have a transcript to look through, I have comments from various members of the public and comments from Mr. Fink and I am going to look through those and make appropriate changes and then the Town Board will see the Basic Studies Update and revised the CPU text and we will have a worksession then.
2.  Discussion of Building Department Issues
At the request of Building Inspector Bruce Thompson the Board met with him to discuss Wetland Activity Permit Modifications; review ADA requirements for election polling places; the status of temporary office space for the Building Department; Building Department fee increases; status of updates for Zoning Ordinance (i.e., building heights, steep slopes. act.) and a letter from Mary White, 24 Norton Lane regarding run-off from Norton Lane and the sedimentation of their newly constructed ponds/weirs.
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3. 
Discussion of Job Status – Clearwater
Clearwater’s Attorney Don Rossi appeared before the Board and gave the Board an update on the Clearwater property.  
Mr. Rossi said we have had a report from Hilary pointing out among other things some recommended changes to the zoning text both of which are acceptable to us.  A major event that has occurred finally after months of trying to get them out there is that the DEC has inspected the site.  Mike Clancey who is their field representative was out to the site with our Wetlands Consultant Mike Bontje and also Charlie Gardner the Planning Board Chairman.  Mike Clancey has determined but he has not confirmed it yet by letter that the DEC does not have jurisdiction of any of the work that has occurred to date.  
He said I was not at the site visit, Gil who is here tonight was and he apparently stated that the site stabilized, he does not anticipate any problems whatsoever with a permit being issued down the line once our site plan is finalized before the Planning Board.  So that was all discussed at last weeks Planning Board Meeting where Mr. Gardner confirmed that to the Board.  So we are in position where we would like to ask the Board to continue the Public Hearing so that we can proceed with the Rezoning Petition.

Supervisor Globerman asked Town Attorney Roland Baroni where he stands on this now.

Mr. Baroni said I think that was the collective opinion of the Town’s professionals is that we had to wait for the DEC to make a determination before the Town could move forward.

Supervisor Globerman said so we still have to wait for the written determination, don’t you think?

Mr. Baroni said well, I think you have made the determination it’s just a matter of getting them to put it in writing to the Town.  Assuming that that’s forthcoming I guess you can set a date to reconvene the public hearing and if the letter hasn’t come by then you would postpone the hearing.

Supervisor Globerman asked Mr. Rossi what date he wanted the public hearing scheduled for.

Mr. Rossi asked that the hearing be scheduled for the next Town Board Meeting.

Supervisor Globerman scheduled the public hearing for July 26, 2005.

Mr. Rossi informed the Board Inspection 2 weeks ago

Got ok from DEC set public hearing awaiting letter from DEC.

Wants to Continue Public hearing to proceed with zoning petition.

Public Hearing set for July 26 if letter is in

4.
Discussion of Day Camp
The Board briefly discussed Superintendent of Recreation Beverly Golisano’s request to offer children a one week trial visit to the North Salem Summer Day Camp at the cost of one hundred dollars ($100.00) per child for the 2005 Camp Season. 

5.
Discuss Office Copiers
The Board discussed replacing the copier in the Court office and the main one at Lodbell.  The Board did not feel it was necessary to replace the copier in the Lobdell building until the lease expires in two years.  The Board agreed to replace the copier in the Court office with a new one at the cost of $44.00/month for five years.
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WORKSESSION (Continued)

6.
Discussion of Peach Lake Proposal – Hahn Engineering
The Board discussed the proposal from Hahn Engineering to prepare the Map, Plan and Report (MP&R) for the formation of the Peach Lake Sewer District at a cost not to exceed $30,000.00 for the Town of North Salem and $30,000.00 for the Town of Southeast.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The following Minutes as submitted by the Town Clerk were approved.  Motion was made by Supervisor Globerman, seconded by Councilman Belcastro.  All voted in favor.


June 14, 2005 – Regular Meeting/Worksession


June 24, 2005 – Special Meeting

CORRESPONDENCE (See attached list for correspondence received)

Motion to accept the correspondence was made by Supervisor Globerman, seconded by Councilman Belcastro.  All voted in favor.

REPORTS
1. Building Inspector’s Monthly Report – June 2005.

2. Planning Board Financial Report – June 2005.

3. Police Department Monthly Report – June 2005.

4. Receiver of Taxes Monthly Report – June 2005.

5. Recreation Department Financial Report – June 2005.

6.
Town Clerk’s Monthly Report – June 2005.

7.
Supervisor’s Monthly Report – May & June 2005.

8.
Assessor’s Monthly Report – May & June 2005.

Motion to accept the reports was made by Supervisor Globerman, seconded by Councilman Belcastro.  

All voted in favor.

RESOLUTIONS
RESOLUTION #150-TO APPROVE BUDGET TRANSFERS AND MODIFICATIONS

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Belcastro

RESOLVED, that the following transfer(s) are hereby approved:

FROM



TO
A1990.4 Contingency $62,401
A1010.4 TB – Contract $2,995






A1680.2 CDP – Equip – Hardware $29,205






A1680.21 CDP – Equip – Software $1,400






A1910.4 Special Items – Insurance $6,142






A5182.4 Street Lighting $736






A5650.4 Off St. Parking – Contract $21,923

CF 8320.42 Improvements $923
CF8330.4 Chlorination & Testing $923

SRW 8320.45 Contingency $2,904
SR 8330.4 Chlorination & Testing $2,904
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RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
RESOLUTION #150-TO APPROVE BUDGET TRANSFERS AND MODIFICATIONS (Cont’d)

RESOLVED, that the following fund modification(s) is hereby approved:

FROM



TO
Fund Balance $16,580

A7310.43 Summer Programs – Maint $16,580

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #151-TO PAY TOWN BILLS

Motion made by Councilman Belcastro

Seconded by Councilman Morley

RESOLVED, that Town Bills totaling $175,785.45 as listed on Abstract #7, Claims 578 through 678 be audited, approved and ordered paid.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #152-TO PAY HIGHWAY BILLS

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Lucas

RESOLVED, that Highway Bills totaling $23,236.58 as listed on Abstract #7, Claims 315 through 346 be audited, approved and ordered paid.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #153-TO AUTHORIZE THE SUPERVISOR TO SIGN LEASE AGREEMENT

POSTAGE METER

Motion made by Councilman Belcastro

Seconded by Councilman Lucas

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of North Salem hereby authorizes the Supervisor to sign the lease agreement with Pitney Bowes for the DM500 Digital Mailing System with 5lb Integrated Weighing for two hundred sixty-two dollars ($262.00) per month for the 51 month lease term.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.
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RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
RESOLUTION #154-TO AUTHORIZE SUPERVISOR TO SIGN CONTRACT

2004-2005 FUEL ADJUSTMENTS FOR THE MUNICIPAL SNOW & ICE CONTRACTS

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Lucas

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of North Salem hereby authorizes the Supervisor to sign the 2004-2005 Fuel Adjustments for the Municipal Snow & Ice Contracts dated June 17, 2005.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #155-TO REQUEST THE NEW YORK STATE LEGISLATURE ENACT 

THE CLEAN WATER PROTECTION/FLOOD PREVENTION ACT

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Belcastro

WHEREAS, as set forth in the state Freshwater Wetlands Act (Environmental Conservation Law, Art. 24), the “freshwater wetlands of the state of New York are invaluable resources for flood protection, wildlife habitat, open space and water resources;”

WHEREAS, as set forth in the state Freshwater Wetlands Act (Environmental Conservation Law, Art. 24):  Any loss of freshwater wetlands deprives the people of the state of some or all of many and multiple benefits to be derived from wetlands, to wit:

(a) flood and storm control by the hydrologic absorption and storage capacity of freshwater wetlands;

(b) wildlife habitat by providing breeding, nesting and feeding grounds and cover for many forms of wildlife, wildfowl and shorebirds, including migratory wildfowl and rare species such as the bald eagle and osprey;

(c) protection of subsurface water resources and provision for valuable watersheds and recharging ground water supplies;

(d) recreation by providing areas for hunting, fishing, boating, hiking, bird watching, photography, camping and other uses;

(e) pollution treatment by serving as biological and chemical oxidation basins;

(f) erosion control by serving as sedimentation areas and filtering basins, absorbing silt and organic matter and protecting channels and harbors;

(g) education and scientific research by providing readily accessible outdoor biophysical laboratories, living classrooms and vast training and education resources; and

(h) open space and aesthetic appreciation by providing often the only remaining open areas along crowded river fronts and coastal Great Lakes region; and

(i) sources of nutrients in freshwater food cycles and nursery grounds and sanctuaries for freshwater fish.

WHEREAS, the U.S. Geological Survey estimated that, as of 1980, New York State already had lost 60% of its wetlands;

WHEREAS, the state Freshwater Wetlands Act protects only wetlands that are 12.4 acres or larger, or those that have been specially designated as being of unusual local importance, and relies on the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) to protect the vast majority of wetlands under 12.4 acres;

WHEREAS, as a result of changes in federal policy, so-called “isolated” wetlands are no longer afforded federal protection;
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RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
RESOLUTION #155-TO REQUEST THE NEW YORK STATE LEGISLATURE ENACT 

THE CLEAN WATER PROTECTION/FLOOD PREVENTION ACT (Continued)
WHEREAS, the 12.4 acre size threshold in current state law coupled with the loss of federal protection for many smaller wetlands has created a regulatory gap, leaving an estimated tens of thousands of wetlands in New York without any regulatory protection;

WHEREAS, New York is the only state in the Northeast that uses wetland size as a threshold criteria for wetland regulation;

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of North Salem recognizes the valuable functions freshwater wetlands perform for North Salem including maintaining water quality, preventing flooding, and providing critical habitat; and

WHEREAS, the Clean Water Protection/Flood Prevention Act (A.2048/S.2081) gives greater protection to New York’s freshwater wetlands by reducing the size threshold for state jurisdiction to one acre and streamlining the wetland mapping process.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Town Board of the Town of North Salem

Requests that the New York State Legislature enact the Clean Water Protection/Flood Prevention Act (A.2048/S.2081).

RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be sent to Assemblyman Will Stephens, Senator Vincent L. Leibell, Senator Bruno, Speaker Silver, and Governor Pataki.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #156-TO RESCIND ALL EXISTING DESIGNATED MAIN STREET AREAS

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Lucas

WHEREAS, the Watershed Agreement of 1997 permits the designation by municipalities of Main Street Areas, and

WHEREAS, this designation was intended to promote healthy commercial development of hamlets and town centers or Main Street Areas, and

WHEREAS, these designations mandate the preparation of stormwater management plans for each development proposal, but also permit strict regulations to be relaxed in appropriate cases to allow for normal growth and modernization of retail and business areas, and

WHEREAS, the Supervisor discussed this one opportunity only initiative with the Town Board and made designations for the Hamlets of Purdys, Croton Falls and Salem Center to protect future rights and prerogatives for the benefit of the citizens of North Salem as provided for in the Watershed Agreement, and

WHEREAS, this action did not alter the Zoning Ordinance of North Salem which overall controls standards, but only has application to the Watershed Rules and Regulations, and

WHEREAS, at that point in time the Comprehensive Plan Update had not progressed to the point where Hamlet and Main Street Area development and expansion decisions had been arrived at, and

Regular Meeting/Worksession – July 12, 2005




Page 17of 19

RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
RESOLUTION #156-TO RESCIND ALL EXISTING DESIGNATED MAIN STREET AREAS (Continued)
WHEREAS, rapid action in Designation of Main Street Areas was required to reserve those rights until such time as decisions were arrived at, and

WHEREAS, subsequently a Public Information Meeting held by the Planning Board and communications from residents to the Town Board clarified that there was no desire to enhance Hamlet areas nor to expand them, and

WHEREAS, at this time with no zoning changes being proposed in the Comprehensive Plan Update for, or in the close vicinity of the Purdys and Croton Falls Hamlets, and

WHEREAS, the proposed creation of a Rural Business District in Salem Center is of such a minor scope as not to require the prerogatives granted by the Watershed Agreement for the benefit of Designated Main Street Areas, and

WHEREAS, as a result there is no further practical necessity for the retention of these designations, now therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of North Salem in recognition of the validity of all of the above, hereby authorizes the Supervisor to contact the New York City Department of Environmental Protection for the purpose of rescinding all existing Designated Main Street Areas, now recognized for the Town of North Salem under the Watershed Rules and Regulations as provided for in the Watershed Agreement of 1997.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #157-TO APPOINT DAY CAMP STAFF

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Belcastro

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of North Salem hereby approves the following day camp staff as submitted by the Superintendent of Recreation:

Nicole Stephens

Nature


$300/week

Marguerite Kerrigan

Karate Instructor
$300/week

Amber Lannon

C.I.T.


Volunteer

Leah Gable


C.I.T.


Volunteer

Krystal DeLuce

Head Counselor
$280/week

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

Regular Meeting/Worksession – July 12, 2005




Page 18 of 19

RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
RESOLUTION #158-TO ADOPT LEAD AGENCY ON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Belcastro

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of North Salem is considering adopting amendments to its Comprehensive Plan (the Proposed Action); and

WHEREAS, the Town Board determined that the Proposed Action is a Type I action pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA); and

WHEREAS, the Town Board is the sole legislative body with the authority to adopt amendments to its Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Town Board intends to prepare a GEIS on the Proposed Action.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT
RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby declares itself to be Lead Agency for the Proposed Action pursuant to Section 617.6(b) of SEQRA.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Nay


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

RESOLUTION #159-TO ADOPT A POSITIVE DECLARATION ON COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN UPDATE

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Lucas

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of North Salem is considering adopting amendments to its Comprehensive Plan (the Proposed Action); and

WHEREAS, on July 12, 2005, the Town Board declared that it will serve as lead agency; and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Action may have significant adverse environmental impacts with respect to land use, traffic, and natural resources;

WHEREAS, SEQRA requires that an environmental impact statement be prepared for actions that may have significant adverse environmental impacts.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT

RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby adopts a Positive Declaration for the Proposed Action pursuant to Section 617.6(b) of SEQRA and determines that an environmental impact statement should be prepared.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Nay


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.
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RESOLUTIONS (Continued)
RESOLUTION #160-TO APPROVE HAHN ENGINEERING PROPOSAL PEACH LAKE 
SEWER DISTRICT

Motion made by Supervisor Globerman

Seconded by Councilman Belcastro

RESOLVED, by the Town Board of the Town of North Salem that the proposal of Hahn Engineering dated 7/12/05 to prepare the Map, Plan and Report for the formation of the Peach Lake Sewer District is hereby accepted and approved provided the Town of Southeast Town Board should also approve of same.

Supervisor Globerman – Aye

 

Councilman Belcastro – Aye


Councilwoman Curtis – Aye


Councilman Lucas – Aye



Councilman Morley – Aye



Resolution adopted.

There being no further business and all those wishing to be heard having been heard, the meeting adjourned back into Executive Session at 10:20 P.M.  Motion was made by Supervisor Globerman, seconded by Councilman Belcastro.  All voted in favor.








_____________________________

S E A L





 
      Veronica Howley






 
  
                       Town Clerk

