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Commission Agenda (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, January 5, 2000
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

. Administrative
o Summaries of 10/13, 12/8 meetings: review, approval (faxed)
® Request for increase in counsel fees: discussion

. Pine Barrens Credit Program
® Brookhaven Credit initiative: status
e Southampton reverse auction: status
The following item is scheduled for 3:00 pm:
® Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (matenals to
be distributed)

4. Plan Implementation

@ Overview of wireless tower guidelines and ordinances from various
jurisdictions: information item (matenals to be distributed)

Core Preservation Area
e Hampton Hills Golf and Country Club / Northampton (Southampton) /
site plan / approved hardship: report on final project’s
adherence to approval conditions

6. Compatible Growth Area

® American Tissue / Yaphank (Brookhaven) / industrial site plan /
Development of Regional Significance: new application;
schedule hearing (matenals to be distributed)

Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)
Next Commission meeting:

1/26/00 at a location to be determined,
at 2:00 pm
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Commission Agenda (FINAL)
for Wednesday, January 5, 2000
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

. Administrative

e Summaries of 10/13, 12/8 meetings: review, approval (faxed)

. Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Brookhaven Credit initiative: status

e Southampton reverse auction: status

The following item is scheduled for 3:00 pm, but a request for a

postponement due to illness has been received:

® Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (materials to be
distributeq)

. Plan Implementation

® Overview of wireless tower guidelines and ordinances from various
jurisdictions: information item (materials to be distributed)

. Core Preservation Area

® Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / transmission line
corridor: current plans and new materials; discussion

o Hampton Hills Golf and Country Club / Northampton (Southampton) /
site plan / approved hardship: report on final project’s adherence
to approval conditions

. Compatible Growth Area

® American Tissue / Yaphank (Brookhaven) / industrial site plan /
Development of Regional Significance: new application; schedule
hearing (materials to be distributed)

® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / new clearing for agriculture /
determination of jurisdiction (materials to be distributed)

. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Next Commission meeting:
1/26/00 at Riverhead Town Hall
at 2:00 pm
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Commission Meeting Summary (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, January 5, 2000 (To be approved)
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present: Mr. Dragotta (for Suffolk County), Mr.
Girandola (for Brookhaven), Mr. Kozakiewicz (for Riverhead), Mr.
Murphree (for Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for New York State).

Others present: General counsel was Mr. Rigano. Staff members from the
Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen, Ms. Carter and Mr. Rizzo (from the
Commission), Mr. Spitz (from the NYS Department of Environmental
Conservation). Additional attendees are shown on the attached sign-in
Sheet.

The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:11 pm by Mr. Dragotta,
with a five member quorum.

Public Comment
Summary: The only speaker was Mr. John Tumer, representing
the Long Island Pine Barrens Society and the New York State
Assembly’s Water Resources Commission. He explained that
he had traversed the proposed route of the Long Island Power
Authority (LIPA) and KeySpan Energy electric transmission line
with LIPA and KeySpan representatives. He described the
route from Nugent Drive (County Road 94) through County
Road 51, Speonk Riverhead Road, and Sunnise Highway to the
crossing of Bellow Pond Road. He stated that he understands
that clearing of trees is most likely at two locations: the
intersections of Sunrise Highway with Speonk Riverhead Road,
and further east where Sunrise crosses Bellows Pond Road. He
stated that transplanting of many of the trees, rather than cutting
of them, was feasible, in his opinion, and should be required as
part of any approval.

He also observed that underground boring is proposed to pass
by a wetland area on the existing LIPA right of way between
Nugent Drive and CR 51, and that no reference to that section is
made in the written documentation. He stated that this area
should be checked for tiger salamanders.

Mr. Richard Amper, Executive Director of the Long Island Pine

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (To be approved) - Page 1
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Barrens Society, was also present and asked how the exact specifications of
the project could be spelled out so as to be completely clear as to what is being
applied for and/or approved. Mr. Cowen stated that this is exactly what the
project sponsor has been requested to do.

Administrative

e Summaries of 10/13, 12/8 meetings: review, approval

Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Girandola and seconded by Mr.
Cowen to approve the 10/13/99 meeting summary as final as drafted. The
motion was approved by a 4-0-1 vote, with the abstaining vote cast by Mr.
Kozakiewicz.

The following correction to the 12/8/99 minutes was suggested: under “U.S.
Dept. Of Energy / communications tower”, the last paragraph’s last sentence
should read, in part: “... counsel will draft a letter to the US DOE ...”. A motion
was then made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Girandola to approve
the 12/8/99 meeting summary as final with this correction. The motion was
approved by a 4-0-1 vote, with the abstaining vote cast by Mr. Kozakiewicz.

Pine Barrens Credit (PBC) Program

e Program totals to date (not on the original agenda)

Summary: Mr. Rizzo distributed the attached summary of Pine Barrens Credit
Program acreage and credit totals as of 1/3/00. He noted that the total acreage
protected by PBC easements to date has passed the 200 acre mark.

e Brookhaven Credit initiative: status

Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the bids have been received from holders of
Credits originating within Brookhaven Town, as part of the Cleannghouse’s
effort to spend up to $1 million dollars to purchase such credits. He noted that
this will be discussed by the Clearinghouse at its meeting of 1/10/00 at 10:00
am at the Commission office.

e Southampton reverse auction: status

Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the necessary contracts have been sent to
Mr. James Zizzi to sign, which enables him to purchase Credits from
Southampton Town core area landowners as part of this first Southampton
reverse auction. He noted that the “strike price”, the purchase price for all of the
Credits that Mr. Zizzi will purchase, has turned out to be $20,000 per Credit.

Compatible Growth Area

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (To be approved) - Page 2



e American Tissue / Yaphank (Brookhaven) / industrial site plan / Development of
Regional Significance: new application; schedule hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen summarized the status of this Development of
Regional Significance, consisting of a 584,000 square foot manufacturing facility
for the repackaging of bulk roll paper. The process involved is dry, without the
generation of wastewater. The site is on the north side of the Long Island
Expressway, west of Sills Road, and is in a Light Industnial zone.

She reported that there are several problems with the application submitted to
the Commission, which has been forwarded to the Commission members: the
application is not deemed complete until the State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) requirements are completed; the tax map numbers on the
submitted materials are inconsistent or incomplete; there is no landscaping plan;
and a Draft Environmental Impact Statement is being prepared since the project
has received a positive determination under SEQRA. It was agreed that a letter
will be sent to the applicant noting the requirements for completing the
application to the Commission.

Core Preservation Area

o Hampton Hills Golf and Country Club / Northampton (Southampton) / site plan /
approved hardship: report on final project’'s adherence to approval conditions
Summary: Ms. Plunkett explained that the Commission previously issued a core
hardship permit for the addition of a small building and a golf cart storage area,
and that replanting with native vegetation was required as part of that permit.
She reported that on a recent site visit, she noted that grass had apparently
been planted instead. She also explained that the Commission has since
received the attached letter from Mr. Richard Van de Kieft explaining how that
Commission permit requirement is going to be satisfied.

Pine Barrens Credit (PBC) Program

e Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing
Summary: A separate stenographic transcript exists for this. The hearing was
postponed until the 2/16/00 Commission meeting at 3:00 pm, due to the
applicant’s absence due to illness.

Plan Implementation

e Overview of wireless tower guidelines and ordinances from various jurisdictions:
information item
Summary: Ms. Carter distributed five items (see attached cover sheets)
regarding communications towers and local ordinances covering them. The
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maternials include a Wireless Ordinance Checklist and a document entitled “Four
Easy Steps That Your Local Community Can Take”, both from the Appalachian
Trail Conference; a copy of Brookhaven Town Code Section 85; a copy of
Southampton Town’s Cell Tower Ordinance, and an article entitled
“Communications Towers Raise Concems” from the US Fish and Wildlife News.
She summarnized some of the aspects of communications towers that these
materials and ordinances highlight, including color, size, visibility, setbacks, fall
zones, colocation, and removal upon obsolescence.

A discussion ensued regarding how the Commission could approach this type of
land use, including possible future Plan amendments and possible regulations
promulgated by the Commission. Mr. Rigano discussed sections of the pine
barrens statute which may be most relevant to this efforts, as well as the
possibility of future Commission regulations. It was agreed that the Commission
staff will continue looking at other jurisdictions’ efforts regarding communications
towers, and begin compiling the elements of a possible future Commission
standard or regulation.

Core Preservation Area

® Long Island Power Authority (LIPA) / Southampton Town / transmission line corridor:

current plans and new materials; discussion

Summary: Ms. Jakobsen reported that the Commission has received a letter
from the project sponsor identifying two areas where clearing will occur, along
with two copies of the Environmental Management and Construction Plan
(EMCP) produced for the Public Service Commission. The latter item describes
the necessary excavation, traffic control, and related issues involved in this
project. The two areas are the intersections of Speonk Riverhead Road and the
Sunrise Highway, and Bellows Pond Road and Sunrise Highway. The
documents do not mention wetlands. The EMCP does talk about restoration of
these sites.

Mr. Rigano stated that it is important to determine whether there is a material
alteration of grade or vegetation, as part of the determination of this project’s
status under the pine barrens law. Mr. Amper stated that the Long Island Pine
Barrens Society is concemed about establishing a precedent regarding the
Commission’s jurisdiction over future projects. Mr. Adam Yablonsky,
representing the project sponsor, spoke regarding the EMCP and its contents.
A long discussion then ensued regarding the EMCP, the presence or absence
of details of the excavation locations on the construction plans, the status of the
Public Service Commission proceedings regarding this, and the possible
discrepancy between what is in the EMCP, what is on the construction and
excavation plans, and what actually occurs in the field. Mr. Cowen emphasized
that the Commission needs to see an official set of plans for the project in order
fo know exactly what the project is that they are reviewing.

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (To be approved) - Page 4



It was agreed that the project sponsor should file an application with the
Commission, and that a public hearing will be held. A motion was then made
by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Dragotta to hold a public hearing on
the LIPA transmission line project at the Commission meeting on 1/26/00 at
3:00 pm, pending receipt of the formal LIPA application prior to that time.
The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote (Mr. Kozakiewicz was briefly out of
the room when the vote was taken).

A brief discussion then ensued regarding the application of SEQRA if this is to
be a core hardship application.

Compatible Growth Area

® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / new clearing for agriculture / determination

of jurisdiction

Summary: Ms. Jakobsen reported that Mr. Joseph Gazza has requested an
opinion from the Commission regarding the status of a proposal to clear certain
land of native vegetation within the Compatible Growth Area for the growing of
nursery stock using best management practices. There are four parcels
involved, totaling approx 10.9 acres, located west of County Road 31 and on the
north side of Old Country Road in Westhampton, Southampton Town. It was
agreed that Commission counsel will speak with staff re this matter.

Closed Advisory / Executive Session
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Girandola to
enter into a closed advisory session for the purposes of (1) discussing contract
matters, and (2) receiving legal advice from counsel. The motion was approved

by a 5-0 vote, and the Commission entered into closed session from approximately
4:00 pm to 5:02 pm.

Attachments (in order of discussion):
1. Attendance list (1 page)
2. Speaker list (1 page)
3. Easement Protected Lands and Pine Barrens Credits as of 1/3/00 (1 page)
4. Letter from Mr. Van de Kieft re Hampton Hills permit requirement (1/5/00; 3 pages)
5. Cover pages from communications towers handouts (undated; 5 pages)

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (To be approved) - Page 5
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Commission Meeting Summary (FINAL)
for Wednesday, January 5, 2000 (Approved 1/26/00)
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present. Mr. Dragotta (for Suffolk County), Mr.
Girandola (for Brookhaven), Mr. Kozakiewicz (for Riverhead), Mr.
Murphree (for Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for New York State).

Others present:. General counsel was Mr. Rigano. Staff members from the
Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen, Ms. Carter and Mr. Rizzo (from the
Commission), Mr. Spitz (from the NYS Department of Environmental
Conservation). Additional attendees are shown on the attached sign-in
sheet.

The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:11 pm by Mr. Dragotta,
with a five member quorum.

Public Comment
Summary: The only speaker was Mr. John Tumer, representing
the Long Island Pine Barrens Society and the New York State
Assembly’s Water Resources Commission. He explained that
he had traversed the proposed route of the Long Island Power
Authority (LIPA) and KeySpan Energy electric transmission line
with LIPA and KeySpan representatives. He described the
route from Nugent Drive (County Road 94) through County
Road 51, Speonk Riverhead Road, and Sunrise Highway to the
crossing of Bellow Pond Road. He stated that he understands
that cleaning of trees is most likely at two locations: the
intersections of Sunnise Highway with Speonk Riverhead Road,
and further east where Sunrise crosses Bellows Pond Road. He
stated that transplanting of many of the trees, rather than cutting
of them, was feasible, in his opinion, and should be required as
part of any approval.

He also observed that underground boring is proposed to pass
by a wetland area on the existing LIPA right of way between
Nugent Drive and CR 51, and that no reference to that section is
made in the written documentation. He stated that this area
should be checked for tiger salamanders.

Mr. Richard Amper, Executive Director of the Long Island Pine

FINAL Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (Approved 1/26/00) - Page 1



Barrens Society, was also present and asked how the exact specifications of
the project could be spelled out so as to be completely clear as to what is being
applied for and/or approved. Mr. Cowen stated that this is exactly what the
project sponsor has been requested to do.

Administrative

e Summaries of 10/13, 12/8 meetings: review, approval
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Girandola and seconded by Mr.
Cowen to approve the 10/13/99 meeting summary as final as drafted. The
motion was approved by a 4-0-1 vote, with the abstaining vote cast by Mr.
Kozakiewicz.

The following correction to the 12/8/99 minutes was suggested: under “U.S.
Dept. Of Energy / communications tower”, the last paragraph’s last sentence
should read, in part: “... counsel will draft a letter to the US DOE ...”. A motion
was then made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Girandola to approve
the 12/8/99 meeting summary as final with this correction. The motion was
approved by a 4-0-1 vote, with the abstaining vote cast by Mr. Kozakiewicz.

Pine Barrens Credit (PBC) Program

® Program totals to date (nof on the original agenda)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo distributed the attached summary of Pine Barrens Credit
Program acreage and credit totals as of 1/3/00. He noted that the total acreage
protected by PBC easements to date has passed the 200 acre mark.

® Brookhaven Credit initiative: status
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the bids have been received from holders of
Credits originating within Brookhaven Town, as part of the Clearinghouse’s
effort to spend up to $1 million dollars to purchase such credits. He noted that
this will be discussed by the Clearinghouse at its meeting of 1/10/00 at 10:00
am at the Commission office.

® Southampton reverse auction: status
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the necessary contracts have been sent to
Mr. James Zizzi to sign, which enables him to purchase Credits from
Southampton Town core area landowners as part of this first Southampton
reverse auction. He noted that the “strike price”, the purchase price for all of the
Credits that Mr. Zizzi will purchase, has tumed out to be $20,000 per Credit.

Compatible Growth Area

FINAL Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (Approved 1/26/00) - Page 2



e American Tissue / Yaphank (Brookhaven) / industrial site plan / Development of
O Regional Significance: new application; schedule hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen summarized the status of this Development of
Regional Significance, consisting of a 584,000 square foot manufacturing facility
for the repackaging of bulk roll paper. The process involved is dry, without the
generation of wastewater. The site is on the north side of the Long Island
Expressway, west of Sills Road, and is in a Light Industrial zone.

She reported that there are several problems with the application submitted to
the Commission, which has been forwarded to the Commission members: the
application is not deemed complete until the State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) requirements are completed; the tax map numbers on the
submitted materials are inconsistent or incomplete; there is no landscaping plan;
and a Draft Environmental Impact Statement is being prepared since the project
has received a positive determination under SEQRA. It was agreed that a letter
will be sent to the applicant noting the requirements for completing the
application to the Commission.

Core Preservation Area

e Hampton Hills Golf and Country Club / Northampton (Southampton) / site plan /
approved hardship: report on final project's adherence to approval conditions
Summary: Ms. Plunkett explained that the Commission previously issued a core
hardship permit for the addition of a small building and a golf cart storage area,
and that replanting with native vegetation was required as part of that permit.
She reported that on a recent site visit, she noted that grass had apparently
been planted instead. She also explained that the Commission has since
received the attached letter from Mr. Richard Van de Kieft explaining how that
Commission permit requirement is going to be satisfied.

Pine Barrens Credit (PBC) Program

e Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing
Summary: A separate stenographic transcript exists for this. The heanng was
postponed until the 2/16/00 Commission meeting at 3:00 pm, due to the
applicant’s absence due to illness.

Plan Implementation

e Overview of wireless tower guidelines and ordinances from various jurisdictions:
information item
Summary: Ms. Carter distributed five items (see attached cover sheets)
regarding communications towers and local ordinances covering them. The

FINAL Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (Approved 1/26/00) - Page 3



materials include a Wireless Ordinance Checklist and a document entitled “Four
Easy Steps That Your Local Community Can Take”, both from the Appalachian
Trail Conference; a copy of Brookhaven Town Code Section 85; a copy of
Southampton Town’s Cell Tower Ordinance, and an article entitled
“Communications Towers Raise Concems” from the US Fish and Wildlife News.
She summarnized some of the aspects of communications towers that these
materials and ordinances highlight, including color, size, visibility, setbacks, fall
zones, colocation, and removal upon obsolescence.

A discussion ensued regarding how the Commission could approach this type of
land use, including possible future Plan amendments and possible regulations
promulgated by the Commission. Mr. Rigano discussed sections of the pine
barrens statute which may be most relevant to this efforts, as well as the
possibility of future Commission regulations. It was agreed that the Commission
staff will continue looking at other jurisdictions’ efforts regarding communications
towers, and begin compiling the elements of a possible future Commission
standard or regulation.

Core Preservation Area

e Long Island Power Authority (LIPA) / Southampton Town / transmission line corridor:
current plans and new materials; discussion
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen reported that the Commission has received a letter
from the project sponsor identifying two areas where clearing will occur, along
with two copies of the Environmental Management and Construction Plan
(EMCP) produced for the Public Service Commission. The latter item describes
the necessary excavation, traffic control, and related issues involved in this
project. The two areas are the intersections of Speonk Riverhead Road and the
Sunrise Highway, and Bellows Pond Road and Sunrise Highway. The
documents do not mention wetlands. The EMCP does talk about restoration of
these sites.

Mr. Rigano stated that it is important to determine whether there is a material
alteration of grade or vegetation, as part of the determination of this project’s
status under the pine barrens law. Mr. Amper stated that the Long Island Pine
Barmrens Society is concemed about establishing a precedent regarding the
Commission’s jurisdiction over future projects. Mr. Adam Yablonsky,
representing the project sponsor, spoke regarding the EMCP and its contents.
A long discussion then ensued regarding the EMCP, the presence or absence
of details of the excavation locations on the construction plans, the status of the
Public Service Commission proceedings regarding this, and the possible
discrepancy between what is in the EMCP, what is on the construction and
excavation plans, and what actually occurs in the field. Mr. Cowen emphasized
that the Commission needs to see an official set of plans for the project in order
to know exactly what the project is that they are reviewing.

FINAL Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (Approved 1/26/00) - Page 4



. It was agreed that the project sponsor should file an application with the
O Commission, and that a public hearing will be held. A motion was then made
by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Dragotta to hold a public hearing on
the LIPA transmission line project at the Commission meeting on 1/26/00 at
3:00 pm, pending receipt of the formal LIPA application prior to that time.
The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote (Mr. Kozakiewicz was briefly out of
the room when the vote was taken).

A brief discussion then ensued regarding the application of SEQRA if this is to
be a core hardship application.

Compatible Growth Area

o Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / new clearing for agriculture / determination
of jurisdiction
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen reported that Mr. Joseph Gazza has requested an
opinion from the Commission regarding the status of a proposal to clear certain
land of native vegetation within the Compatible Growth Area for the growing of
nursery stock using best management practices. There are four parcels
involved, totaling approx 10.9 acres, located west of County Road 31 and on the
north side of Old Country Road in Westhampton, Southampton Town. It was
agreed that Commission counsel will speak with staff re this matter.

Closed Advisory / Executive Session
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Girandola to
enter into a closed advisory session for the purposes of (1) discussing contract
matters, and (2) receiving legal advice from counsel. The motion was approved
by a 5-0 vote, and the Commission entered into closed session from approximately
4:00 pm to 5:02 pm.

Attachments (in order of discussion):
1. Attendance list (1 page)
2. Speaker list (1 page)
3. Easement Protected Lands and Pine Barrens Credits as of 1/3/00 (1 page)
4. Letter from Mr. Van de Kieft re Hampton Hills permit requirement (1/5/00; 3 pages)
5. Cover pages from communications towers handouts (undated; 5 pages)

FINAL Commission Meeting Summary for 1/5/00 (Approved 1/26/00) - Page 5
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Pine Barrens Credit Program Statistics

Pine Barrens Credit Clearinghouse

OTames T.B. Tripp, Esq., Chairman
‘Andrew P. Freleng, AICP, Vice Chairman
Vincent J. Cannuscio, Member
Richard W. Hanley, Member
Mitchell H. Pally, Esq., Member

http://pb.state.ny.us/pbe_act.htm

//S/ao Ota cho. 77 3

///Mff)

Easement Protected Lands and Pine Barrens Credits As of January 3, 2000 %
Brookhaven Riverhead Southampton Total

Parcels 253 7 54 314
Acreage 208.62 36.59 36.89 282.10 z
Credits generated 140.44 57.27 12.50 210.21
Credits 76.79 5.29 5.12 87.20
redeemed
Credits 63.65 51.98 7.38 123.01
not redeemed

Q Total value of all Pine Barrens Credit transactions recorded through this date:

$ 3,671,296.00

1of1

1/3/00 6:59 PM
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FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION Py
MEMO

Date: 1/5/00

TO: DONNA PLUNKETT, CBPJPPC

Addressee's Phone No.: 563-0384
Facsimile Machine Phone No.: (CPBJP&PC) 224-7653
FROM: Richard Van de Kieft @ John J. Raynor, P.E., L.S,, p.c.
Job No.: HAMPTON HILLS GOLF & COUNTRY CLUB (OUR #1497)

Total No. of Pages (including cover sheet): 3
It any problems occur please call the sender at (516) 726-7601

MESSAGE:

Reference is mada 1o the sketch on the last sheet:

1. Areas A - E were previously asphalt;

2 Currently areas labeled A, D & E are grassed; areas B & C are earth;

3. The seed was put down to stabllize these areas and prevent erosion;

4 | have spoken with you, one of the owners (Mr. Stanley Pine), the Southampton

Town Engineer (Tom Talmage) and Rich Gass, Staff Planner, Town Dept. of
Land Management about the present situation;
5. After speaking to all those concerned, | would offer the following proposal on

behalf of the Golf Club:

a. Areas A, D & E will be replaced with & combination of either Bayberry 4
0.c.; possibly in clumps, as recommended by the Town), Bearberry and /
or Pitch Pine seedlings;

b. Areas B & C, being narrow areas of earth between the present parking
lot and the cart paths, would be seeded;
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i c. A plan will be submitted for approval by the Town Planning Board, as
originally required;
d. A copy of the approved plan will be submitted to the Commission for
their records. *
* if necessary, we would submit a copy of the ynapproved plan to you

upon submission of same to the Town Planning Board and staff, prior to
approval, so that you and the Town could coordinate the results.

Any questions, please call me at 726-7600
Thank you for your help.
Copy by fax to Stanley Pine, HHG&CC, at 727-7139

Copy by fax to Jetferson Murphree, TOS, at 287-5706
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O WIRELESS ORDINANCE CHECKLIST

Below is a detailed checklist that can be used to develop and evaluate local wireless
telecommunications ordinances. If you would like a very brief version of this checklist,
see our summary "Four Easy Steps." The following checklist was written especially for
local communities along the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, but any community
can use it. At the end of the checklist can be found a bibliography and a list of
suggested references. This checklist is not meant to be comprehensive, but it does cover
most of the types of provisions that a wireless ordinance ought to include. Furthermore,
this checklist is a work in progress, and we invite your comments as to how the
checklist can be improved (coming soon will be more samples from actual ordinanaces).
The items in this checklist are in no special order, and they overlap to some extent. As
far as the Appalachian Trail is concerned, probably the most important types of
provisions are items 12 and 13 ("'Areas From Which Towers Shall Not Be Visible" and
"Notification"). This checklist was last updated on 11/10/99. Feel free to download and
print copies of this checklist, but keep in mind that it is not meant as a substitute for

Q' legal counsel.

[Go Back to Appalachian Trail Antenna Page][Go Back to ATC Home Page]

CONTENTS:

1. Statement of Purpose and Definitions

2. Different Approval Procedures for Different Locations

3. Colocation, Use of Existing Structures, and Clustering

4. Height Limits

5. Setbacks, Fences, Signs e - -
6. Color, Shape, and Camouflage

7. Lighting

8. Health Concerns

9. Tower Bans and Moratoria

10. Decisions Must be Non-Discriminatory, Written, Prompt

11. Use of Public Property
12. Areas from Which Towers Shall not be Visible

13. Notification

1of8 12/28/99 4:49



FOUR EASY STEPS

That Your Local Government Can Take To Prepare for an "Invasion" of New Antenna
Towers

Appalachian Trail Conference, September 1998
Introduction:

Many communities in the United States have recently enacted regulations
that have put them in a win-win situation: these localities get wireless
telephone service, but avoid excessive numbers of tall antenna towers that
clutter up their neighborhoods, their parks, and their majestic mountain
skylines. About 30,000 new wireless customers are signing up daily, and 125,000
wireless sites are likely by the year 2006, up from 40,000 sites in 1997.
Antennas need not damage property values and cause visual distractions, and the
purpose of this "Four Easy Steps" is to describe how any community in the
country can quickly enact basic regulations, either on a temporary or a
permanent basis. These four basic steps may be supplemented, and, of course, a *
community should consult with its attorney to ensure compliance with law.

Section 704 of the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 ("TCA") says
"nothing in this Act shall limit or affect the authority of a State or local
government or instrumentality thereof over decisions regarding the placement,
construction, and modification of personal wireless facilities" except for five
limitations. First, localities cannot unreasonably discriminate among service
providers, although Congress did intend to leave localities with the flexibility
to treat facilities that create different visual, aesthetic, or safety concerns
differently. Second, localities cannot prohibit wireless service, and therefore
localities may not adopt permanent blanket bans, but localities are free to make
individual zoning decisions. Third, localities cannot take an unreasonably long
time to process applications for new or modified facilities. Fourth, localities
cannot deny applications without substantial evidence in a written record,
meaning that decisions must be reasonably based on relevant evidence even if
other reasonable people could reach a different decision. And, fifth,
localities cannot consider health effects of radio frequency emissions that
satisfy Federal Communications Commission (FCC) standards.

Antennas are only a few yards long, but they must be placed high off the
ground. So, companies either place antennas on existing structures (e.g. on
water towers, rooftops, electric transmission towers, or "colocated" on existing
antenna towers), or they build new towers to prop up the antennas. Towers may
be free-standing or guyed (i.e. anchored by cables). Two basic designs for
towers are the typical "lattice" towers or the narrower "monopole" towers.
Federal law requires flashing red lights on almost all towers higher than 200
feet off the ground (and also on antenna facilities atop existing structures if
they reach to more than 200 feet above the ground and 20 feet above the ex#sting
structure). The cost of a wireless facility is mostly for the equipment shelter
at the bottom of the tower, which is why companies prefer a few sites rather
than many (this leads to taller rather than shorter towers). Lease payments are
often large, and thus communities can benefit by leasing public property for
antenna sites.

STEP #1---Prepare to Evaluate Very Tall or Very Visible Towers

Wireless companies accept tower height limits, and, for example, have
proposed model ordinance language that specifies limits of 200 feet and less in
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§ 85-451 BROOKHAVEN CODE § 85-452
the Town Board upon a change of zoning district
classification.

'Y
ARTICLE XXXVIII

Wireless Communications Towers and Antennas
[Added 3-17-1998 by L.L. No. 5-1998, effective 3-20-1998]

" § 85-452. Legislative intent.

In recognition of advancing technology and the increasing
dexeand for the installation of wireless communication tower(s)
and/or facilities within the Town, the Town Board of the Town of
Brookhaven hereby determines that it is in the public interest
to specifically regulate the siting and installation of such
facilities within the Town in order to protect the public health,
safety and welfare. Therefore the Board hereby determines to
establish general guidelines for the siting of wireless
communications towers and antennas in order to: (1) protect
residential areas and land uses from potential adverse impacts
of towers and antennas; (2) encourage the location of towers in
non-residential areas; (3) minimize the total number of towers
throughout the Town; (4) encourage the joint use of new and
existing tower sites as a primary option rather than
construction of additional single-use towers; (B) encourage users
of towers and antennas to locate them, to the extent possible, in
areas where the adverse impact on the surrounding community
is minimal; (6) encourage users of fowers and antennas to
configure them in a way that minimizes the adverse visual
impacts of the towers and antennas through careful design,
siting, landscape screening, and innovative camouflaging
techniques; (7) enhance the ability of the providers of
telecommunications services to provide such services to the
community quickly, effectively, and efficiently; (8) consider the
impacts upon the public health and safety of communication
towere; and (9) avoid potential damage to adjacent and/or
nearby propertles from tower failure through appropriate
engineering and careful siting of tower structures and/or
facilities. In furtherance of the aforementioned objectives, the
permitting Board or Cemunissioner shall give due consideration

8798 . 5-25.98
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Special Exception Standards 330-122
§ 330-122 General standards.

For every such special exception use, the Planning Board shall determine
that:

A Such use will be in harmony with and promote the general purposes
and intent of this chapter as stated in § 330-3.

B The plot area is sufficient, appropriate and adequate for the use
and the reasonably anticipated operation and expansion thereof.

C The proposed use will not prevent the orderly and reasonable use
of adjacent properties, particularly where they are in a different district.

D The site is particularly suitable for the location of such use in
the town.

E The characteristics of the proposed use are not such that its
proposed location would be unsuitably near to a church, school, theater,
recreational area or other place of public assembly.

F The proposed use, particularly in the case of a nonnuisance
industry, conforms to this chapter definition of the special exception use
where such definition exists or with the generally accepted definition of
such use where it does not exist in this chapter.

G Access facilities are adequate for the estimated traffic from
public streets and sidewalks, so as to assure the public safety and to avoid
traffic congestion; and, further, that vehicular entrances and exits shall
be clearly visible from the street and not be within seventy-five (75) feet
of the intersection of street lines at a street intersection, except under
unusual circumstances.

H All proposed curb cuts have been approved by the street or highway
agency which has jurisdiction.

I There are off-street parking and truck loading spaces at least in
the number required by the provisions of §§ 330-92 through 330-101, but in
any case an adequate number for the anticipated number of occupants, both
employees and patrons or visitors; and, further, that the layout of the
spaces and driveways is convenient and conducive to safe operation.

J Adequate buffer yards and screening are provided where necessary
to protect adjacent properties and land uses. o

K Adequate provisions will be made for the collection and disposal
of stormwater runoff from the site and of sanitary sewage, refuse or other
waste, whether liquid, solid, gaseous or of other character.

L No outdoor sales lot, rental equipment storage or display area
will be permitted in the required front yard area of any business district,
except that in the HB District such uses may be permitted in the required
front yard, provided that they are set back fifty (50) feet from the front
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Communications Towers

Raise Concerns

The Service is leading an effort to take a
renewed look at one of the least understood
or publicized causes of migratory bird
deaths: collisions with radio, television and
telephone towers.

Scientists believe that more than 4 million
birds are killed every year in North America
in collisions with communications towers, but
more research needs to be done to document
the full extent of the problem and to explore
ways to minimize deaths. Migratory
songbirds may become confused by the
lights on towers, “abandoning their reliance
on the stars or their own internal compasses.
Spiraling aimlessly around the towers,

they collide with guy wires, the towers
themselves, other birds or the ground,” said
Dr. Albert Manville, Service wildlife biologist
and co-chair of a recent workshop on avian
mortality at communications towers.

The Service co-hosted the groundbreaking,
first-of-its-kind workshop August 11 at
Cornell University to chart the future course
of research and policy on avian tower
collision mortality. The workshop brought
together more than 100 of the world’s
leading ornithologists, representatives from
federal and state agencies, industry and
conservation organizations and established
research priorities for a newly-formed
Communications Tower Working Group.
The meeting was covered extensively by
local and national media.

In the age of telecommunications, a
proliferation of tall cellular telephone,
television and radio towers has led to
growing concerns in the scientific community
that entire migratory bird populations

could be in jeopardy.

Researchers have known for years that tall
towers pose a threat to migratory birds.
Published accounts of birds striking tall,
lighted structures such as lighthouses—
although often anecdotal—appeared as early
as 1880. One Service estimate in the 1970s
placed the number of birds killed at 1.4
million birds per year. That estimate

was based on the 1,100 tall towers then

in existence.

Today, there are nearly 49,000 towers
greater than 200 feet in height, and industry
reports indicate there may be as many as
100,000 new towers built in the next decade.
Because of present Federal Communication
Commission mandates to digitize all
television stations by 2003, at least 1,000 of
these new towers will exceed 0.2 miles in
height, creating a potentially serious threat
to birds because taller towers require more
lighting and guy wires, increasing the
probability of fatal bird collisions.

Bird species vulnerable to communications
towers comprise nearly 350 species of
neotropical migratory songbirds — thrushes,
vireos and warblers seem the most
vulnerable — that breed in North America in
the spring and summer and migrate to the
southern United States, the Caribbean or
Latin America during the fall and winter.
These species generally migrate at night and
appear to be most susceptible during their
migrations to collisions with lit towers on
foggy, misty nights with low cloud ceilings.

All towers greater than 199 feet above
ground are required by the Federal Aviation
Administration to be lighted for purposes of
public and pilot safety. An unknown number
of smaller towers are also lighted.

Manville is optimistic that the workgroup
will eventually uncover solutions to the
hazards of lighted towers.

“We're at the beginning of a long journey.
We need to determine the magnitude of the
problem, do a thorough analysis and clearly
identify ways to reduce bird deaths. But
we've made progress in defining research
needs and have a working group in place to
implement the protocols we identify,” he
said. “I'm confident this work will shape the
course of future policy and prevent future
bird deaths.”

Chris Tollefson, Public Affairs,
Washington, DC
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Commission Agenda (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, January 26, 2000
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

. Administrative

e Summary of 1/5 meeting: review, approval (to be faxed)
e Dept. of Energy Brookhaven Office: correspondence re Brookhaven
Executive Roundtable

. Pine Barrens Credit Program

o Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / new appeal: schedule hearing
(maternials to be distributed)

e Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / new appeal: schedule
hearing (matenals to be distributed)

. Plan Implementation

® No items at this time.

. Core Preservation Area

The following hearing is scheduled for 3:00 pm:
® Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / transmission line
corridor / core hardship: public hearing

. Compatible Growth Area

® No items at this time.

. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Next Commission meeting:
2/16/00 at Brookhaven Town Hall,
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford
at 2:00 pm
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Commission Agenda (FINAL)
for Wednesday, January 26, 2000
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

. Administrative

e Summary of 1/5 meeting: review, approval (faxed)

® Dept. of Energy Brookhaven Office: correspondence re Brookhaven
Executive Roundtable (to be distributed)

e South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens: Advisory Committee
recommendations from 1/24/00

. Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / new appeal: schedule hearing
(materials to be distributed)

e Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / new appeal: schedule hearing
(materials to be distributed)

. Plan Implementation

e Core area land use summary through 1999: information item (to be
distributed)

. Core Preservation Area

The following hearing is scheduled for 3:00 pm:
e Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / transmission line
corridor / core hardship: public hearing

. Compatible Growth Area

® No jtems at this time.

. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Next Commission meeting:
2/16/00 at Brookhaven Town Hall,
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford
at 2:00 pm
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Commission Meeting Summary (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, January 26, 2000 (To be approved)
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present: Mr. Dragotta (for Suffolk County), Ms. Wiplush
(for Brookhaven), Mr. Hanley (for Riverhead), Mr. Murphree (for
Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for New York State).

Others present: General counsel was Mr. Rigano. Staff members from the
Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen and Ms. Carter (from the Commission), and Mr.
Spitz (from the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation).
Additional attendees are shown on the attached sign-in sheet.

The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:08 pm by Mr. Dragotta,
with a five member quorum.

Public Comment
Summary: The first speaker was Mr. Ralph Schiano,
representing the South Fork Groundwater Task Force. He
explained that the Task Force was now part of the Advisory
Committee; that the Committee has been working on the
contents of the proposed legislation to extend the Pine Barrens
Act to the South Fork: that Mr. Amper, the Committee Vice
Chair, will be presenting a request to the Commission today
which Mr. Schiano requested the Commission to listen to
carefully; and that the proponents of the extension very much
want to see the legislation passed.

The second speaker was Mr. Richard Amper, representing the
Long Island Pine Barrens Society and Vice Chair of the Advisory
Committee. He noted that the Commission has the staff
summary of the South Fork Pine Barrens work in hand today;
and that at the last meeting of the Advisory Committee there
were two resolutions passed (although there was not a quorum
present).

He noted that the first resolution requests the Commission to
hire Dr. James Nicholas of the University of Florida, or possibly
another qualified economist, to look at the economic issues that
must be dealt with in constructing an economically viable
transfer of development rights program for the South Fork Pine

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 1/26/00 (To be approved) - Page 1



, Barrens. He then explained that the second request was for a detailed lists of

Q what parcels have been purchased (along with specific data on the sellers,
purchase price, etc.) within the Central Pine Barrens during the past year, and
how much remains to be protected there.

An extensive discussion then ensued regarding the Commission’s request for a
written detail of the request for an economist, the lack of a quorum at the
1/24/00 Advisory Committee meeting, the question of what exactly the economic
analysis would examine and produce, etc. Further discussion was delayed until
later in today’s meeting.

The third speaker was Mr. Dominic Nicolazzi, representing himself. Mr.
Nicolazzi requested to know when the contracts for sales of Credits that were
discussed at the last Clearinghouse meeting would be ready. Mr. Dragotta
indicated that he would speak with Mr. Nicolazzi later regarding this.

Administrative

e Summary of 1/56 meeting: review, approval (faxed)
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Dragotta to approve the summary of the 1/5/00 Commission meeting as
final as drafted. The motion was approved by a 5-0 vote.

e Dept. of Energy Brookhaven Office: correspondence re Brookhaven Executive
Roundtable
Summary: Mr. Corwin distributed the attached letter from Mr. George Malosh of
the US Department of Energy’s Brookhaven office, inviting the Commission to
participate in the Brookhaven Executive Roundtable. It was agreed that Mr.
Proios, who has been attending the meetings for the County Executive’s Office,
will continue to attend on behalf of the Commission.

e South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens: Advisory Committee recommendations from
1/24/00
Summary: Mr. Corwin distributed and briefly discussed the attached status
sheet for the South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens initiative through 1/24/00.

Mr. Spitz observed that there was no quorum at the 1/24/00 Committee
meeting, and that no formal resolution was passed. It was also noted that in the
original pine barrens work, Dr. Nicholas was hired to analyze the Pine Barrens
Credit Program once it was specified in the Plan, and that this time there is, as
yet, no written version of a transfer program to analyze. Mr. Amper stated that
the Committee is trying to do several tasks in parallel, and that Dr. Nicholas’
assistance would help to identify what size core area and program is feasible
here.

W,
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The discussion that followed emphasized several questions, including whether
w Dr. Nicholas would write a report or just raise the questions that a transfer
program would have to answer; whether he would end up having to do the work
twice, once the new draft program is specified; whether the Committee will
transmit their request in detail and in writing to the Commission; whether this is
a separate effort (i.e., part of a new commission’s responsibility) or part of the
existing Commission’s work; what form the new legislation might take; what role
the Suffolk County Planning Department would play; and the need for the
Commission to receive legal advice in a closed advisory session before acting
on the Advisory Committee’s request.

>

Pine Barrens Credit Program

o \Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / new appeal: schedule hearing

o Gazza/ Westhampton (Southampton) / new appeal: schedule hearing
Summary: Mr. Corwin distributed the attached credit allocation appeal for the
Weinstein parcel (Suffolk County Tax Map number 200-562-3-1), located on the
northeast side of County Route 111 in Manorville, Brookhaven Town. Mr.
Corwin also distributed attached credit allocation appeal for the Gazza parcels
(Suffolk County Tax Map numbers 900-239-2-6 and 7; 900-241-1-32), located
on the south side of Sunrise Highway in Westhampton, Southampton Town.

A motion was then made by Ms. Wiplush and seconded by Mr. Murphree to
Q schedule public hearings on each of these appeals for the 2/16/00
Commission meeting at 3:00 pm. The motion was approved by a 5-0 vote.

Plan Implementation

e Core area land use summary through 1999: information item
Summary: Ms. Plunkett distributed and summarized the attached update of the
Core Preservation Area Parcel Status as of 1/20/00, and displayed a poster
sized map of the current land use in the Central Pine Barrens.

Core Preservation Area

® Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / transmission line corridor / core
hardship: public hearing
Summary: A separate stenographic transcript exists for this item.

Following the close of the heaning (and the conclusion of the transcript's
coverage), a motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Murphree (1) to grant this core hardship permit to the Long Island Power
Authority under the compelling public need portion of the pine barrens law

@
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contained within NY Environmental Conservation Law (ECL) 57-

O 0121(10)(b)(i); and, (2) to further note that the hardship being granted
represents the minimum relief necessary to complete this project and that
the applicant has met the conditions set forth in ECL 57-0121(10)(c)(i)
through (iii), and (3) that this approval is subject to a formal drafting of this
resolution by counsel .

A discussion ensued in which Mr. Cowen stated that he believes that the
proposed plan now incorporates the conditions requested by the
Commission in its past discussions. Ms. Plunkett stated that the staff
recommends the following (more fully described in the attached “Draft
Conditions” sheet): (a) that the applicant forward copies of all other
approvals granted for this project to the Commission for its files; (b) that
there will be restoration of the wetlands if any disturbance to them occurs;
(c) that the areas cleared during construction be restored with native
vegetation to the satisfaction of the agencies with jurisdiction; and (d) that
the final construction schedules be forwarded to the Commission. Mr.
Cowen agreed to all of these conditions excluding (b) re wetlands, since
the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation has wetlands
jurisdiction. It was also agreed that this is a Type 2 action under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) since it is under the
Jurisdiction of the Public Service Commission, so that the Commission is
not responsible for conducting SEQRA on this action.

O The amendments were agreed to by everyone, and the amended motion
was approved by a 5-0 vote.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

o Announcement of additional Clearinghouse Board of Advisors meeting (not on the
original agenda)
Summary: Mr. Corwin announced that he has been notified that the Chair of the
Pine Barrens Credit Cleaninghouse Board has called an additional meeting of
the Board to be held on 1/28/00 at 12:00 noon at the Commission office in
Great River.

Closed Advisory Session
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Dragotta and seconded by Mr.
Cowen to enter into a closed advisory session for the purposes of (1)
receiving legal advice from counsel, and (2) discussing contract
negotiations. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote (since Ms. Wiplush
was out of the room at the time of the vote), and the Commission entered into
closed session from approximately 4:00 pm to 4:38 pm.

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 1/26/00 (To be approved) - Page 4



O Administrative
A .

e South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens: continuation of prior discussion
Summary: Mr. Rigano stated that the Commission may need to issue a
Request for Proposals in order to retain a consultant such as the action
informally requested earlier today by the Advisory Committee through its
representatives present. Mr. Dragotta noted that the Commission could not
simply hire Dr. Nicholas under his prior contract with the Commission. Mr.
Rigano then noted that the first step would be for the Commission to have a
specific written statement of what the work products would be.

Mr. Schiano then raised the question as to whether the Committee could simply
utilize private funds to retain a consultant. A brief discussion then ensued
regarding this and other details of the South Fork work. Mr. Schiano stated that
there are only approximately 60 days for legislation to be drafted, so that many
of the Committee members will be looking forward to moving this work along
expeditiously.

Adjournment
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Murphree to adjourn the meeting. The motion was approved by a 5-0 vote,
and the meeting ended at approximately 4:45 pm.

®

Attachments (in order of discussion):

. Attendance list (1 page)

. Speaker list (1 page)

. Letter from Mr. Malosh of US DOE re Roundtable (1/14/00; 2 pages)
. Status of the South Fork Pine Barrens Initiative (1/24/00; 2 pages)

. Credit appeal letter from Mr. & Mrs. Weinstein (1/6/00; 2 pages)

. Letter from Mr. Gazza re PBC allocation (1/17/00; 1 page)

. Credit appeal letter from Mr. Gazza (1/21/00; 1 page)

. Core area parcel status (1/20/00; 2 pages)

. LIPA transmission line draft approval conditions (undated; 1 page)
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Commission Meeting Summary (FINAL)
for Wednesday, January 26, 2000 (Approved 3/8/00)
Riverhead Town Hall
East Main Street and Howell Avenue, Riverhead, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present. Mr. Dragotta (for Suffolk County), Ms. Wiplush
(for Brookhaven), Mr. Hanley (for Riverhead), Mr. Murphree (for
Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for New York State).

Others present. General counsel was Mr. Rigano. Staff members from the
Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen and Ms. Carter (from the Commission), and Mr.
Spitz (from the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation).
Additional aftendees are shown on the attached sign-in sheet.

The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:08 pm by Mr. Dragotta,
with a five member quorum.

Public Comment
Summary: The first speaker was Mr. Ralph Schiano,
representing the South Fork Groundwater Task Force. He
explained that the Task Force was now part of the Advisory
Committee; that the Committee has been working on the
contents of the proposed legislation to extend the Pine Barrens
Act to the South Fork; that Mr. Amper, the Committee Vice
Chair, will be presenting a request to the Commission today
which Mr. Schiano requested the Commission to listen to
carefully; and that the proponents of the extension very much
want to see the legislation passed.

The second speaker was Mr. Richard Amper, representing the
Long Island Pine Barrens Society and Vice Chair of the Advisory
Committee. He noted that the Commission has the staff
summary of the South Fork Pine Barrens work in hand today;
and that at the last meeting of the Advisory Committee there
were two resolutions passed (although there was not a quorum
present).

He noted that the first resolution requests the Commission to
hire Dr, James Nicholas of the University of Florida, or possibly
another qualified economist, to look at the economic issues that
must be dealt with in constructing an economically viable
transfer of development rights program for the South Fork Pine

Py
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Barrens. He then explained that the second request was for a detailed lists of
what parcels have been purchased (along with specific data on the sellers,
purchase price, etc.) within the Central Pine Barrens dunng the past year, and
how much remains to be protected there.

An extensive discussion then ensued regarding the Commission’s request for a
written detail of the request for an economist, the lack of a quorum at the
1/24/00 Advisory Committee meeting, the question of what exactly the economic
analysis would examine and produce, etc. Further discussion was delayed until
later in today’s meeting.

The third speaker was Mr. Dominic Nicolazzi, representing himself. Mr.
Nicolazzi requested to know when the contracts for sales of Credits that were
discussed at the last Clearinghouse meeting would be ready. Mr. Dragofta
indicated that he would speak with Mr. Nicolazzi later regarding this.

Administrative

e Summary of 1/5 meeting: review, approval (faxed)

Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Dragotta to approve the summary of the 1/5/00 Commission meeting as
final as drafted. The motion was approved by a 5-0 vote.

® Dept. of Energy Brookhaven Office: correspondence re Brookhaven Executive

Roundtable

Summary: Mr. Corwin distributed the aftached letter from Mr. George Malosh of
the US Department of Energy’s Brookhaven office, inviting the Commission to
participate in the Brookhaven Executive Roundtable. It was agreed that Mr.
Proios, who has been attending the meetings for the County Executive’s Office,
will continue to attend on behalf of the Commission.

e South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens: Advisory Committee recommendations from

1/24/00
Summary: Mr. Corwin distributed and briefly discussed the attached status
sheet for the South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens initiative through 1/24/00.

Mr. Spitz observed that there was no quorum at the 1/24/00 Committee
meeting, and that no formal resolution was passed. It was also noted that in the
original pine barrens work, Dr. Nicholas was hired to analyze the Pine Barrens
Credit Program once it was specified in the Plan, and that this time there is, as
yet, no written version of a transfer program to analyze. Mr. Amper stated that
the Committee is trying to do several tasks in parallel, and that Dr. Nicholas’
assistance would help to identify what size core area and program is feasible
here.
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The discussion that followed emphasized several questions, including whether

O Dr. Nicholas would write a report or just raise the questions that a transfer
program would have to answer; whether he would end up having to do the work
twice, once the new draft program is specified; whether the Committee will
transmit their request in detail and in writing to the Commission; whether this is
a separate effort (i.e., part of a new commission’s responsibility) or part of the
existing Commission’s work; what form the new legislation might take; what role
the Suffolk County Planning Department would play; and the need for the
Commission to receive legal advice in a closed advisory session before acting
on the Advisory Committee’s request.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

® Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / new appeal: schedule hearing

o Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / new appeal: schedule hearing
Summary: Mr. Corwin distributed the attached credit allocation appeal for the
Weinstein parcel (Suffolk County Tax Map number 200-562-3-1), located on the
northeast side of County Route 111 in Manorville, Brookhaven Town. Mr.
Corwin also distributed attached credit allocation appeal for the Gazza parcels
(Suffolk County Tax Map numbers 900-239-2-6 and 7; 900-241-1-32), located
on the south side of Sunnse Highway in Westhampton, Southampton Town.

A motion was then made by Ms. Wiplush and seconded by Mr. Murphree to
Q schedule public hearings on each of these appeals for the 2/16/00
Commission meeting at 3:00 pm. The motion was approved by a 5-0 vote.

Plan Implementation

e Core area land use summary through 1999: information item
Summary: Ms. Plunkett distributed and summarized the attached update of the
Core Preservation Area Parcel Status as of 1/20/00, and displayed a poster
sized map of the current land use in the Central Pine Barrens.

Core Preservation Area

® Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / transmission line corridor / core
hardship: public hearing
Summary: A separate stenographic transcript exists for this item.

Following the close of the heaning (and the conclusion of the transcript's
coverage), a motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Murphree (1) to grant this core hardship permit to the Long Island Power
Authority under the compelling public need portion of the pine barrens law
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contained within NY Environmental Conservation Law (ECL) 67-
0121(10)(b)(i); and, (2) to further note that the hardship being granted
represents the minimum relief necessary to complete this project and that
the applicant has met the conditions set forth in ECL 57-0121(10)(c)(i)
through (iii), and (3) that this approval is subject to a formal drafting of this
resolution by counsel .

A discussion ensued in which Mr. Cowen stated that he believes that the
proposed plan now incorporates the conditions requested by the
Commission in its past discussions. Ms. Plunkett stated that the staff
recommends the following (more fully described in the attached “Draft
Conditions” sheet): (a) that the applicant forward copies of all other
approvals granted for this project to the Commission for its files; (b) that
there will be restoration of the wetlands if any disturbance to them occurs;
(c) that the areas cleared during construction be restored with native
vegetation to the satisfaction of the agencies with jurisdiction; and (d) that
the final construction schedules be forwarded to the Commission. Mr.
Cowen agreed to all of these conditions excluding (b) re wetlands, since
the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation has wetlands
jurisdiction. It was also agreed that this is a Type 2 action under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) since it is under the
Jurisdiction of the Public Service Commission, so that the Commission is
not responsible for conducting SEQRA on this action.

The amendments were agreed to by everyone, and the amended motion
was approved by a 5-0 vote.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Announcement of additional Clearinghouse Board of Advisors meeting (nof on the

original agenda)

Summary: Mr. Corwin announced that he has been notified that the Chair of the
Pine Barrens Credit Clearinghouse Board has called an additional meeting of
the Board to be held on 1/28/00 at 12:00 noon at the Commission office in
Great River.

Closed Advisory Session

Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Dragotta and seconded by Mr.
Cowen to enter into a closed advisory session for the purposes of (1)
receiving legal advice from counsel, and (2) discussing contract
negotiations. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote (since Ms. Wiplush
was out of the room at the time of the vote), and the Commission entered into
closed session from approximately 4:00 pm to 4:38 pm.
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O Administrative

e South Fork - Montauk Pine Barrens: continuation of prior discussion

Adjournment

OCONOUMDAWN-

Summary: Mr. Rigano stated that the Commission may need to issue a
Request for Proposals in order to retain a consultant such as the action
informally requested earlier today by the Advisory Committee through its
representatives present. Mr. Dragotta noted that the Commission could not
simply hire Dr. Nicholas under his prior contract with the Commission. Mr.
Rigano then noted that the first step would be for the Commission to have a
specific written statement of what the work products would be.

Mr. Schiano then raised the question as to whether the Committee could simply
utilize private funds to retain a consultant. A brief discussion then ensued
regarding this and other details of the South Fork work. Mr. Schiano stated that
there are only approximately 60 days for legislation to be drafted, so that many
of the Committee members will be looking forward to moving this work along
expeditiously.

Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Murphree to adjourn the meeting. The motion was approved by a 5-0 vote,
and the meeting ended at approximately 4:45 pm.

Attachments (in order of discussion):

. Attendance list (1 page)

. Speaker list (1 page)

. Letter from Mr. Malosh of US DOE re Roundtable (1/14/00; 2 pages)
. Status of the South Fork Pine Barrens Initiative (1/24/00; 2 pages)

. Credit appeal letter from Mr. & Mrs. Weinstein (1/6/00; 2 pages)

. Letter from Mr. Gazza re PBC allocation (1/17/00; 1 page)

. Credit appeal letter from Mr. Gazza (1/21/00; 1 page)

. Core area parcel status (1/20/00; 2 pages)

. LIPA transmission line draft approval conditions (undated; 1 page)
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January 14, 2000

Mr. Raymond Corwin, Executive Director
Central Pine Barrens Commission

P.O. Box 587

3525 Sunrise Highway, 2™ Floor .

Great River, NY 11739-0587

Dear Mr. Corwin:

SUBJECT: INVITATIONTOPARTICIPATE INTHE BROOKHAVENEXECUTIVE
ROUNDTABLE (BER)

As you know, the U.S. Department of Energy oversees management and operation of
Brookhaven National Laboratory. For more than two-and-a-half years, the Department has
O hosted regular, executive-level discussions about the largest, most immediate issues facing the
' Laboratory. These gatherings are known as the Brookhaven Executive Roundtable, and with this
letter, I would like to invite your organization, the Long Island Pine Barrens Commission, to join

this roundtable.

The Brookhaven Executive Roundtable, or BER, formed in August 1997 to facilitate open, timely
and substantive communication between the Department and our key stakeholders — local,
county, state and federal governments; elected officials; environmental regulators; and, the
Suffolk County Water Authority. While the managerial and environmental crises which prompted
formation of the BER have passed, the need for ongoing communication has not. In fact, the
BER’s success in identifying and addressing member interests and concerns made obvious the
need to continue the roundtable indefinitely. This success also convinced BER members to seek. .-
expanded, diversified membership so other key representative organizations could benefit from
participation.

The BER members asked me to invite the Commission because of its responsibility for
constituents, resources and activities which directly or indirectly involve Brookhaven National
Laboratory. The Commission’s participation in the BER’s bi-monthly meetings would serve to
inform — and perhaps educate — your organization’s membership about the Department and the
Laboratory. Your orgamzatnons s participation would also further inform and educatc us about
the perspectives and perceptions of our commumty



Mr. R. Corwin -2- January 14, 2000

In the next week, John Carter, my Manager of Community and Government Relations, will
contact you to discuss this invitation, the particulars of BER membership, and any questions you
may have. Our next BER meeting is Wednesday, February 16, 10 a.m. to noon, and I would
appreciate and enjoy your participation. If you would like to talk with me about this or any other
topic related to the Department or the Laboratory, please do not hesitate to contact me at (631)
344-3424. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Mo Pt

George J. Malosh
Brookhaven Group Manager

cc: Brookhaven Executive Roundtable
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Status of the South Fork Pine Barrens Planning Initiative E
(Updated through 1/24/00)

’

DPursuant to New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 57 (which incorporates the 1993 Long Island
Pine Barrens Protection Act), the East End Towns have the right to petition for membership in the Central Pine
Barrens Commission. Specifically, ECL Section 57-0125 contains this provision.

One of those eligible towns, East Hampton, petitioned the Commission for membership in May of 1999, and
several developments have occurred since that time. This page will be periodically updated to reflect those
milestones. See this link for a map showing the relationship of the Central Pine Barrens area and the other
Suffolk County Towns, including those on the North and South Forks.

Currently, the following chronology has occurred:

1of2

The Town of East Hampton passed East Hampton Town Board Resolution # 581 on May 21, 1999,
requesting membership on the Commission and the establishment of a comprehensive planning effort for
the South Fork Pine Barrens and the Montauk area pine barrens. The South Fork Pine Barrens straddles
the East Hampton - Southampton town line, and the Montauk pine barrens lies to the east of the South
Fork zone, encompassing the Napeague and Mantic portions of the South Fork.

The Town of Southampton (already a member of the Commission), passed Southampton Town
Board resolution #0896 on August 10, 1999, requesting the establishment of a South Fork Pine Barrens
planning initiative and delineation of a South Fork Pine Barrens area.

The Town of Southampton requested formation of a South Fork Pine Barrens Advisory Committee
through Southampton Town Board resolution #0985 on August 27, 1999.

The Central Pine Barrens Commission responded to these two requests at its October 20, 1999
meeting. The Commission passed two resolutions:

o Resolution 1 of that day commences a South Fork Pine Barrens planning process, and requests the
Central Pine Barrens Advisory Committee to convene and begin considering the South Fork
proposals.

o Resolution 2 of that day establishes criteria, as required by ECL 57-0125, for the expansion of the
Commission's jurisdiction, authority, and membership to include geographic areas east of the
Shinnecock Canal.

The Central Pine Barrens Advisory Committee worked on the South Fork initiative at several recent
meetings in response to those Commission's resolutions: November 9, November 15, November 22,
December 6, and December 13, 1999 at the Commission office.

These Committee meetings have concentrated upon two distinct work products so far:

o A South Fork Pine Barrens Plan Goal Statement and Suggested Objectives,

o A set of draft area delineations for the South Fork Pine Barrens and various subordinate areas
defined within the Goal and Objectives.

In addition, the Committee has worked on mapping geographic areas that would likely be included in any
new legislation or planning:

o The Committee met on January 10, 2000 to start work on the Southampton portion of the maps,
and

o Again on January 18, 2000 to discuss the East Hampton map and the overall strategy for producing
legislation and a plan. At the 1/18/00 meeting, a letter was received from East Hampton Supervisor
Schneiderman regarding the East Hampton portion of the pine barrens planning work, and was
discussed as part of the Committee's decisions on how to proceed next.

At the Committee meeting of January 24, 2000, specific changes that might be needed to portions of ECL

1/24/00 6:05 PM



Status of the South Fork and Montauk Pine Barrens Initiative http:/pb.state.ny.us/chart_south_fork htm

57 were discussed, along with the number and type of geographic definitions that could be made for the
South Fork area. The Committee also voted to recommend to the Commission that an early economic
O consultation be obtained regarding the elements of a transfer of development rights program for this
region.
e There are two upcoming meetings scheduled at this time:
o Tuesday, February 1, 2000 at 1:00 pm at the Commission office to review proposed revisions
to the existing Plan, geographic definitions, and other items, and
o A tentative meeting date of Wednesday, February 9, 2000 at 12:00 noon at the Commission
office. See the meeting schedule for directions to the office.

20of2 1/24/00 6:05 PM
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JOSEPH FREDERICK GAZZA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
P.O. Box 969, 5 Ogden Lane
Quogue, New York 11959 '
653-5766 E @
January 17, 2000 GEDT E;
Central Pine Barrens Joint Planning & Policy Commission ‘m ' 8 2000 !i
P.O. Box 587 1
Great River, New York 11739-0587 Cm T
POLICY AND PLANNING (ol

Re: PBC allocation appeal i

Dear Commission Members,

The undersigned, owner of the below listed parcels requests reconsideration of your retraction of credit
allocation.

SCTM# Retraction allocation Requested allocation
900-239-2-6 0.1 1.0
900-239-2-7 0.66 1.0
900-241-1-32 0.18 1.0

My parcels are in compliance with 6.7.6.6 of your codes and qualify for the issuance of one credit per
parcel. ' Rt

I have relied on the “construction” of the specific language of your code. Your choice to interpret this
Specific code language is misplaced. My parcels have frontage on an existing improved road. The fact that
the road has limited access is not germain to this code section. Until the code is amended I should be
allocated one PBC per parcel based on the code as it exists.

Example

I am driving a pickup truck on Sunrise Highway at 55 mph and get pulled over by a State Trooper. The
Trooper says “Pickups should not be traveling at 55 only cars should go that fast.” The law provides
“Speed limit 55” and does not discriminate between cars or trucks or limited access roads or County
lanes. ..the speed limit is 55, until the law is changed.

In reliance on your prior allocation letter of interpretation I did not sell my land to Suffolk County. Now,
months have elapsed, I have been damaged due to lost interest on the County’s offer and realty taxes I have
paid.

Please reconsider,

JOSEPH FRERKRICY GAZZA

Cc: file
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Vacant Core Area Lands (300) by Parcel Size

Parcel Size Number of Parcels Acres
0-.99 1,560 443.34
1-4.99 390 695.05
5-19.99 65 695.93
20-49.99 28 858.49
50-99.99 10 614.45
100 > 5 817.98
TOTAL 2,058 4,125.24
NOTES:

1. Core area parcel list and associate data received from the Tax Assessors from the three towns.
Parcels with known acreage errors based on subsequent analysis have been corrected. Additionally,
some parcels were originally coded as Core but were subsequently determined to be in the Compatible
Growth Area.

2. Listings for County of Suffolk and New York State are as per data received from these respective
agencies as per the date of this summary. These listings do not include any parcels that may be in
contract for purchase.

3. Protected lands are defined as all lands held for conservation purposes. In Suffolk County this
includes nature preserve, parkland and other categories defined by the County. Lands donated to the
County are also listed as “protected” and are as per data received from the Division of Real Estate.

4. Since the passing of the Pine Barrens Protection Act of 1993 a total of 66.77 acres of core lands were
deemed to be in the Compatible Growth Area as per the Commission’s interpretation of the boundary
description.

5. In 1999, the Otis Pike Preserve was transferred from the United States Navy to New York State.
Some of these lands are in the Compatible Growth Area. This record only reflects those in the Core
Preservation Area.

6. As of 4/1/99 parcels that were split by the Compatible Growth Area boundary, were calculated so that
only the Core area portion is now reflected.

7. Agricultural lands include active and fallow farmland as well as preserved farms pursuant to the
purchase of development rights under other Town and County preservation programs.

8. Parcels and acres with PBC easements are not listed here.

9. Grandfathered parcels are those that have been determined to be exempt from the statue by virtue of
previous approvals or other provisions in ECL 57.

10. Improved and unimproved (paper streets) roads in the core area have not been counted.

11. Parcels that have received core hardship exemptions have not all been subsequently built upon.

12. Roadfront exemptions are as per the Plan, Volume I, Section 9.1.1 and 1996 amendment to ECL 57.
Only some of these parcels have actually been built upon.

13. The Nature Conservancy listing reflect recent conveyances to the County of Suffolk as per data
received from the Division of Real Estate.

14. A portion of the Grumman, Calverton site inside the fence and a portion of the Gabreski Airport,
Westhampton are in the core area and are listed in their respective towns under “airport.”

15. Land use codes are from the Property Type Classification and Qwnership Codes produced by the
State Board of Equalization and Assessment (Albany, NY, 1990) and show current uses.



O

@)

facls o Cthachmet 9
(/Pae)

LIPA Transmission Line in the Core Preservation Area
DRAFT Conditions

1. All requirements and any approvals from the Public Service Commission application and
any other agency be received and forwarded to the Commission in their final form.

9 /3/ Vegetation proposed for removal shall be either transplanted or subject areas shall be
* planted with native vegetation as per the agencies having jurisdiction.

3 /t’. Notification of construction and schedule of work shall be forwarded to the Commission.
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Commission Agenda (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, February 16, 2000
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

1. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

2. Administrative
e South Fork Pine Barrens: status of work; correspondence
requesting economic consultant

3. Pine Barrens Credit Program

® Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results

The following items are scheduled for 3:00 pm:

e Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter
distributed 1/5/00; postponed from 1/5/00 due to illness)

® Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter
distributed 1/26/00)

® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: hearing (appeal
letter distributed 1/26/00)

4. Plan Implementation
® Twinning with Migliarino - San Rossore - Massaciuccoli (MSRM)
Regional Park: draft Memorandum of Agreement

5. Core Preservation Area
e Hidden Pond Stables / Manorville / indoor riding arena: new
hardship (materials to be distributed)

6. Compatible Growth Area
e Sachem Central School District: correspondence (matenals to be
distributed)

7. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Next Commission meeting:
3/8/00 at Brookhaven Town Hall,
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford
at 2:00 pm
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Commission Agenda (FINAL)
for Wednesday, February 16, 2000
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

1. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

2. Administrative
e South Fork Pine Barrens: status of work; correspondence requesting
economic consultant

3. Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results

The following items are scheduled for 3:00 pm:

® Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter
distributed 1/5/00; postponed from 1/5/00 due to illness)

e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter
distributed 1/26/00)

® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter
distributed 1/26/00)

4. Plan Implementation
® Twinning with Migliarino - San Rossore - Massaciuccoli (MSRM)
Regional Park: draft Memorandum of Agreement

5. Core Preservation Area
® Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / Transmission line
corridor: written decision (faxed)

6. Compatible Growth Area
e Sachem Central School District: correspondence (materials to be
distributed)

7. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Next Commission meeting:
3/8/00 at Brookhaven Town Hall,
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford
at 2:00 pm
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Commission Meeting Summary (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, February 16, 2000 (To be approved)
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present: Mr. Proios (for Suffolk County), Ms. Eaderesto
(for Brookhaven for today only), Mr. MacLellan (for Riverhead), Mr. Shea
(for Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for New York State).

Others present: General counsel was Ms. Roth. Staff members from the
Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen, Ms. Carter and Mr. Rizzo (from the Commission),
and Mr. Spitz (from the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation).
Additional attendees are shown on the attached sign-in sheet.

The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:07 pm by Mr. Proios, with a
four member quorum consisting of Mr. Proios, Mr. Cowen, Mr. MacLellan, and Mr.
Shea. Mr. MacLellan was introduced by Mr. Proios as a newly appointed
representative of Riverhead Supervisor Kozakiewicz (see attached appointment
letter). He also noted that Ms. Eaderesto, Brookhaven Town Attorney, was
present today as a representative for today only of Brookhaven Supervisor Grucci
(see attached appointment letter). The quorum changed to five members when
Ms. Eaderesto’s letter arrived shortly after the start of the meeting.

Public Comment
Summary: The first speaker was Mr. Buzz Schwenk, a member of
the Pine Barrens Advisory Committee representing the Hamptons
Visitors Council. He spoke on the 8/27/99 Southampton Town
Board resolution number 0985 which requested the formation of a
South Fork Pine Barrens Advisory Committee to address the
proposed extension of the Pine Barrens Act. He stated that he was
unable to find any record of a response from the Commission to
that specific resolution, and requested that the Commission issue a
written response to that resolution.

Mr. Shea and Mr. Corwin each spoke about the current
composition of the Pine Barrens Advisory Committee and the
inclusion of most of the groups listed in the above resolution. Mr.
Schwenk stated that there should be a response to the Town
Board resolution, and wanted to know if Mr. Shea knew whether
the current Advisory Committee satisfied the Town Board’s request.
Mr. Richard Amper of the Long Island Pine Barrens Society also
spoke about the current composition and activities of the Advisory
Committee.

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 2/16/00 (To be approved) - Page 1



(”\ The second speaker was Ms. Eileen Governale, a Manorville resident

- representing herself. She stated that she believes that the Pine Barrens Act has
aaversely affected her neighborhood. She spoke about a neighbor who, by her
description, quit her job to handle her mother’s property, and that the property
was sold to someone who runs what she described as a “canned hunt” on the
property. She stated that she feels that the pine barrens regulations have failed.
She then mentioned another property further down the road next to a concrete
crushing operation; stated that she cannot do her wildlife rehabilitation work
where she lives; and complained that clearing is occurring on the west side of
County Road 111.

A discussion ensued regarding the location of the Core area boundary, the
provisions of the pine barrens law regarding development, and some of the
particular situations which she had referred to earlier.

The third speaker was Mr. Richard Amper, the Vice Chair of the Advisory
Committee and a representative of the Long Island Pine Barrens Society. He
complimented Mr. Michael LoGrande of the Suffolk County Water Authority and
Chair of the Advisory Committee, for his handling of the Advisory Committee’s
South Fork Pine Barrens deliberations. He also complimented Ms. Lisa Liquori
of the East Hampton Town Planning Department and Mr. Shea of the
Southampton Town Natural Resources Department, for their work on the same
topic.

P He specifically noted that there are three components needed for the pine

\_/ barrens extension work: (1) a map needs to be defined, possibly including Core,
Compatible Growth, and Special Management areas; (2) revised language must
be specified for the statute, including roadfront parcels; and (3) an economic
analysis should be undertaken. He noted that the last item is the subject of a
letter from the Committee Chair today.

He also noted that the East Hampton Town Board will be holding an
informational session on the pine barrens expansion tomorrow evening, and
stated that both Towns have committed to contacting landowners, but they do not
yet have a map about which any such contacts should speak. He further stated
that receiving areas for development rights transfers are needed.

Administrative

e South Fork Pine Barrens: status of work; correspondence requesting economic
consultant
Summary: At this point, Mr. Corwin distributed the attached letter from Mr.
LoGrande, Chair of the Advisory Committee, regarding the proposed economic
analysis. No discussion was held on the letter at this time.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

A

L4
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e Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter distributed

1/6/00; postponed from 1/5/00 due to illness)

® Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter distributed

1/26/00)

® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter distributed

1/26/00)

Summary: A separate stenographic transcript exists for these hearings. The
Andersen hearing record was left open until 3/29/00, and the remaining two
hearing records were left open until 3/8/00.

Ms. Eaderesto left during the following discussion item, and a four member quorum was present
for the remainder of the meeting. In her stead, Ms. Gladys Gentile of the Brookhaven Town
Attorney’s office was present, but could not vote since she was not formally appointed.
Compatible Growth Area

e Sachem Central School District: correspondence

Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed and discussed the attached jurisdictional
determination request from Ms. Theresa Elkowitz on behalf of the Sachem
School District. Their project involves the construction of new high school on a
parcel within the Compatible Growth Area, Suffolk County Tax Map number 200-
604-3-11.1. The parcel is 103.3 acres, located on the north side of Granny
Road, between NYS Route 112 and North Ocean Avenue (County Road 83).

Mr. David Sammels, an architect representing the Sachem School District, was
also present and spoke regarding the need for the new high school. The
discussion also touched upon the details contained within the other two
attachments, a consistency analysis (with respect to the CGA standards)
prepared by Ms. Elkowitz’ firm, and an aerial photograph prepared by Mr.
Sammels showing the proposed project conceptually overlaid upon the photo.
He noted that the project would not be laid out precisely as shown on the altered
photo, but that the purpose was to show the number of buildings and athletic
fields, and the approximate clearing that would be involved. The superimposed
images were from another site that the District already owns.

Mr. Sammels also spoke about the rise in the Sachem student body from
approximately 12,000 students currently to an anticipated 16,000 in the near
future. He noted that Sachem is the largest district in the State, operating 12
elementary schools, two junior high schools, and two high schools (one covering
grades 9 and 10, the other covering grades 11 and 12). He explained that the
proposed new school was part of a set of proposed changes in the District’s
operations. He also explained that the District is seeking to obtain voter approval
by 6/30/00 in order to qualify for existing State funding sources.

In the discussion that followed, it was noted that Brookhaven Town does not
have site plan review jurisdiction over this project. Mr. Proios referred to
groundwater contamination at a different school facility, and noted that schools

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 2/16/00 (To be approved) - Page 3



can generate waste materials from laboratories that needs to be properly
disposed. He suggested that the District look into the possible use of the nearby
Allstate Building’s sewage treatment plant, which is currently underutilized. A
brief discussion then followed regarding water supply, nearby wells, and water
pressure in the area. Mr. Cowen asked if the District would stipulate that they
will examine the possible use of the Allstate sewage treatment plant, and Mr.
Sammels said yes.

Discussion then focused upon the amount and location of the clearing that would
be involved, and the similarities to, and differences from, the Eastport-South
Manor Central High School project for which the Commission approved a
nonjurisdictional determination on 9/22/99 (see last page of Ms. Elkowitz’ letter
for the Commission’s resolution of that date).

The topography of the site was then discussed, as well as the compatibility of the
project with the Central Pine Barrens Plan. The discussion centered upon the
aerial photograph, with the agreement that the actual amount of clearing is not to
significantly exceed the amount shown there, and that the clearing should occur
as far to the south of the parcel - and away from the higher elevations on the site
- as possible. Discussion also centered upon the breadth of the requested
nonjurisdictional determination.

A motion was then made by Mr. Shea and seconded by Mr. MacLellan to
determine that the proposed Sachem School District project is not defined
as development under Section 57-0107(13)(1) of the NY Environmental
Conservation Law subject to (1) the stipulation by the Sachem School
District’s representative that the District will examine the possible use of
the Alistate Building’s sewage treatment plant for waste disposal, and (2)
that the amount of clearing will be minimized. It was also noted that the
Commission will forward a letter to the lead agency requesting to be kept
informed of the progress and handling of this project. The motion was
approved by a 4-0 vote.

Administrative

e South Fork Pine Barrens: status of work; correspondence requesting economic
consultant
Summary: After a brief discussion of the attached written request from the
Advisory Committee Chair, a motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded
by Mr. Shea to authorize the spending of up to $6,000 for economic analysis
by Dr. James Nicholas as a sole source provider, subject to review by
Commission counsel. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 2/16/00 (To be approved) - Page 4



(/\ Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the Clearinghouse has entered into contracts

- for the purchase of a total of 28.3 Credits at $40,000 per Credit, and that there
will likely be 1.0 additional Credit purchased at $30,000 and 0.20 Credit
purchased at $32,500 per Credit. He noted that the next Clearinghouse meeting
will be on 3/21/00 at 3:00 pm at the Commission office.

Mr. Cowen then asked that the record show that he feels that this Credit
purchase initiative was an “abject failure” since its purpose was not to
accumulate Credits from intermediate owners, but rather from small property
owners.

Plan Implementation

® Twinning with Migliarino - San Rossore - Massaciuccoli (MSRM) Regional Park: draft
Memorandum of Agreement
Summary: Mr. Corwin and Ms. Plunkett described the attached draft
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA; previously distributed) between the
Commission and the Migliarino - San Rossore - Massaciuccoli Regional Park in
Tuscany, Italy. The agreement calls for the exchange of information, materials,
and visitors; and the establishment of a Cooperation Committee which will
facilitate the startup and the ongoing implementation of the activities under the
MOA. Mr. Corwin noted that any travel costs would have to be assumed
personally by participants representing the Commission.

After a brief discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by
Mr. Shea to approve the Memorandum of Agreement, and to authorize the
Chair or his representative to sign the agreement at a time to be
determined. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Core Preservation Area

® Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / Transmission line corridor:
written decision
Summary: A discussion ensued regarding the conditions to be included in the
Commission’s written determination of nonjurisdiction. Specifically, the
elimination of wetlands provisions (since they are under the jurisdiction of the
NYS Department of Environmental Conservation) and the inclusion of a
requirement to revegetate using native pine barrens vegetation were discussed.
A motion was then made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Shea to
approve the attached written decision, which incorporates the discussed
changes. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Public Comment

® Sachem Central School District: public comment
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(«"‘\ Summary: Mr. Olsen, representing Civil Property Rights Associates, spoke

b4 about the Commission’s discussions of, and the pine barrens law’s applicability
to, projects such as the Sachem School District’s. He stated that public and
quasi public entities should be directed to find another site in certain cases. He
stated that schools should not be bulldozing trees, and asked where Mr. Amper
was on this issue. Mr. Olsen stated that schools should be held to a higher
standard. He complained that the Sachem District arrived at the Commission
meeting without a sketch plan or a site plan, and that they should be ashamed.

Closed Advisory Session
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Proios and seconded by Mr. Shea to
enter into a closed advisory session for the purpose of receiving legal
advice from counsel, and for the additional purpose of discussing contract
negotiations. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote., and the Commission
entered into closed session from approximately 6:07 pm through 6:12 pm.

Administrative

e General Counsel rate increase
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
MacLellan to authorize the Commission Chair or his designated
representative to sign the attached letter amending the Commission’s
3/4/94 retention letter with McMillan, Rather, Bennett & Rigano. The motion
was approved by a 4-0 vote. Mr. Proios then signed the amendment letter on
behalf of the Commission.

Adjournment

Summary: The meeting ended at approximately 6:15 pm, without a formal
adjournment resolution.

Attachments (in order of discussion):

. Attendance list (1 page)

. Speaker list (1 page)

. Letter from Mr. Kozakiewicz appointing Mr. MacLellan (2/16/00; 1 page)

. Letter from Mr. Grucci appointing Ms. Eaderesto for today only (2/16/00; 1 page)
. Letter from Mr. LoGrande re economic analysis (2/16/00; 2 pages)

. Letter from Ms. Elkowitz re Sachem School District project (2/9/00; 4 pages)

. Consistency analysis for Sachem School District project (undated; 10 pages)

. Aerial photograph with project design for Sachem project (undated; 1 page)

. Draft Memorandum of Agreement with MSRM Park, Tuscany (undated; 4 pages)
10. Written LI Power Authority nonjurisdiction determination (2/16/00; 4 pages)

11. Letter amending 3/4/94 retention letter for general counsel (2/16/00; 1 page)

OCONOOTAWN-—=
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Commission Meeting Summary (FINAL)
for Wednesday, February 16, 2000 (Approved 3/29/00)
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present: Mr. Proios (for Suffolk County), Ms. Eaderesto
(for Brookhaven for today only), Mr. MacLellan (for Riverhead), Mr.
Shea (for Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for New York State).

Others present: General counsel was Ms. Roth. Staff members from the
Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen, Ms. Carter and Mr. Rizzo (from the
Commission), and Mr. Spitz (from the NYS Department of
Environmental Conservation). Additional attendees are shown on the
attached sign-in sheet.

The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:07 pm by Mr. Proios, with a
four member quorum consisting of Mr. Proios, Mr. Cowen, Mr. MacLellan, and
Mr. Shea. Mr. MacLellan was introduced by Mr. Proios as a newly appointed
representative of Riverhead Supervisor Kozakiewicz (see attached
appointment letter). He also noted that Ms. Eaderesto, Brookhaven Town
Attorney, was present today as a representative for today only of Brookhaven
Supervisor Grucci (see attached appointment letter). The quorum changed to
five members when Ms. Eaderesto’s letter arrived shortly after the start of the
meeting.

Public Comment
Summary: The first speaker was Mr. Buzz Schwenk, a member
of the Pine Barrens Advisory Committee representing the
Hamptons Visitors Council. He spoke on the 8/27/99
Southampton Town Board resolution number 0985 which
requested the formation of a South Fork Pine Barrens Advisory
Committee to address the proposed extension of the Pine
Barrens Act. He stated that he was unable to find any record of
a response from the Commission to that specific resolution, and
requested that the Commission issue a written response to that
resolution.

Mr. Shea and Mr. Corwin each spoke about the current
composition of the Pine Barrens Advisory Committee and the
inclusion of most of the groups listed in the above resolution.
Mr. Schwenk stated that there should be a response to the
Town Board resolution, and wanted to know if Mr. Shea knew
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: whether the current Advisory Committee satisfied the Town Board’s request.
O Mr. Richard Amper of the Long Island Pine Barrens Society also spoke about
the current composition and activities of the Advisory Committee.

The second speaker was Ms. Eileen Governale, a Manorville resident
representing herself. She stated that she believes that the Pine Barrens Act
has adversely affected her neighborhood. She spoke about a neighbor who, by
her description, quit her job to handle her mother’s property, and that the
property was sold to someone who runs what she described as a “canned hunt”
on the property. She stated that she feels that the pine barrens regulations
have failed. She then mentioned another property further down the road next to
a concrete crushing operation; stated that she cannot do her wildlife
rehabilitation work where she lives; and complained that clearing is occurring on
the west side of County Road 111.

A discussion ensued regarding the location of the Core area boundary, the
provisions of the pine barrens law regarding development, and some of the
particular situations which she had referred to earlier.

The third speaker was Mr. Richard Amper, the Vice Chair of the Advisory
Committee and a representative of the Long Island Pine Barrens Society. He
complimented Mr. Michael LoGrande of the Suffolk County Water Authority and
Chair of the Advisory Committee, for his handling of the Advisory Committee’s
South Fork Pine Barrens deliberations. He also complimented Ms. Lisa Liquori

Q of the East Hampton Town Planning Department and Mr. Shea of the
Southampton Town Natural Resources Department, for their work on the same
topic.

He specifically noted that there are three components needed for the pine
barrens extension work: (1) a map needs to be defined, possibly including
Core, Compatible Growth, and Special Management areas; (2) revised
language must be specified for the statute, including roadfront parcels; and (3)
an economic analysis should be undertaken. He noted that the last item is the
subject of a letter from the Committee Chair today.

He also noted that the East Hampton Town Board will be holding an
informational session on the pine barrens expansion tomorrow evening, and
stated that both Towns have committed to contacting landowners, but they do
not yet have a map about which any such contacts should speak. He further
stated that receiving areas for development rights transfers are needed.

Administrative

e South Fork Pine Barrens: status of work; correspondence requesting economic
consultant

®
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LoGrande, Chair of the Advisory Committee, regarding the proposed economic
analysis. No discussion was held on the letter at this time.

O Summary: At this point, Mr. Corwin distributed the attached letter from Mr.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Andersen / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter distributed
1/5/00; postponed from 1/5/00 due to illness)

e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter distributed
1/26/00)

o Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: hearing (appeal letter distributed
1/26/00)
Summary: A separate stenographic transcript exists for these hearings. The
Andersen hearing record was left open until 3/29/00, and the remaining two
hearing records were left open until 3/8/00.

Ms. Eaderesto left during the following discussion item, and a four member quorum was
present for the remainder of the meeting. In her stead, Ms. Gladys Gentile of the Brookhaven
Town Attorney’s office was present, but could not vote since she was not formally appointed.

Compatible Growth Area

Q e Sachem Central School District: correspondence
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed and discussed the attached jurisdictional
determination request from Ms. Theresa Elkowitz on behalf of the Sachem
School District. Their project involves the construction of new high school on a
parcel within the Compatible Growth Area, Suffolk County Tax Map number
200-604-3-11.1. The parcel is 103.3 acres, located on the north side of Granny
Road, between NYS Route 112 and North Ocean Avenue (County Road 83).

Mr. David Sammels, an architect representing the Sachem School District, was
also present and spoke regarding the need for the new high school. The
discussion also touched upon the details contained within the other two
aftachments, a consistency analysis (with respect to the CGA standards)
prepared by Ms. Elkowitz’ firm, and an aerial photograph prepared by Mr.
Sammels showing the proposed project conceptually overlaid upon the photo.
He noted that the project would not be laid out precisely as shown on the
altered photo, but that the purpose was to show the number of buildings and
athletic fields, and the approximate clearing that would be involved. The
superimposed images were from another site that the District already owns.

Mr. Sammels also spoke about the rise in the Sachem student body from
approximately 12,000 students currently to an anticipated 16,000 in the near
future. He noted that Sachem is the largest district in the State, operating 12

®
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elementary schools, two junior high schools, and two high schools (one covering
Q grades 9 and 10, the other covering grades 11 and 12). He explained that the
proposed new school was part of a set of proposed changes in the District’s
operations. He also explained that the District is seeking to obtain voter
approval by 6/30/00 in order to qualify for existing State funding sources.

In the discussion that followed, it was noted that Brookhaven Town does not
have site plan review jurisdiction over this project. Mr. Proios referred to
groundwater contamination at a different school facility, and noted that schools
can generate waste matenals from laboratories that needs to be properly
disposed. He suggested that the District look into the possible use of the
nearby Allstate Building’s sewage treatment plant, which is currently
underutilized. A bnef discussion then followed regarding water supply, nearby
wells, and water pressure in the area. Mr. Cowen asked if the District would
stipulate that they will examine the possible use of the Allstate sewage
treatment plant, and Mr. Sammels said yes.

Discussion then focused upon the amount and location of the clearing that
would be involved, and the similarities to, and differences from, the Eastport-
South Manor Central High School project for which the Commission approved a
nonjurisdictional determination on 9/22/99 (see last page of Ms. Elkowitz’ letter
for the Commission’s resolution of that date).

The topography of the site was then discussed, as well as the compatibility of

Q the project with the Central Pine Barrens Plan. The discussion centered upon
the aenial photograph, with the agreement that the actual amount of cleanng is
not to significantly exceed the amount shown there, and that the clearing should
occur as far to the south of the parcel - and away from the higher elevations on
the site - as possible. Discussion also centered upon the breadth of the
requested nonjurisdictional determination.

A motion was then made by Mr. Shea and seconded by Mr. MacLellan to
determine that the proposed Sachem School District project is not defined
as development under Section 57-0107(13)(1) of the NY Environmental
Conservation Law subject to (1) the stipulation by the Sachem School
District’s representative that the District will examine the possible use of
the Alistate Building’s sewage treatment plant for waste disposal, and (2)
that the amount of clearing will be minimized. It was also noted that the
Commission will forward a letter to the lead agency requesting to be kept
informed of the progress and handling of this project. The motion was
approved by a 4-0 vote.

Administrative

e South Fork Pine Barrens: status of work; correspondence requesting economic

®
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consultant

Q Summary: After a brief discussion of the attached written request from the
Advisory Committee Chair, a motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded
by Mr. Shea to authorize the spending of up to $6,000 for economic
analysis by Dr. James Nicholas as a sole source provider, subject to
review by Commission counsel. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

e Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: resuilts
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the Clearinghouse has entered into contracts
for the purchase of a total of 28.3 Credits at $40,000 per Credit, and that there
will likely be 1.0 additional Credit purchased at $30,000 and 0.20 Credit
purchased at $32,500 per Credit. He noted that the next Clearinghouse
meeting will be on 3/21/00 at 3:00 pm at the Commission office.

Mr. Cowen then asked that the record show that he feels that this Credit
purchase initiative was an “abject failure” since its purpose was not to
accumulate Credits from intermediate owners, but rather from small property
owners.

Plan Implementation

Q e Twinning with Migliarino - San Rossore - Massaciuccoli (MSRM) Regional Park: draft
Memorandum of Agreement
Summary: Mr. Corwin and Ms. Plunkett described the attached draft
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA; previously distributed) between the
Commission and the Migliarino - San Rossore - Massaciuccoli Regional Park in
Tuscany, Italy. The agreement calls for the exchange of information, matenals,
and visitors; and the establishment of a Cooperation Committee which will
facilitate the startup and the ongoing implementation of the activities under the
MOA. Mr. Corwin noted that any travel costs would have to be assumed
personally by participants representing the Commission.

After a brief discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by
Mr. Shea to approve the Memorandum of Agreement, and to authorize the
Chair or his representative to sign the agreement at a time to be
determined. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Core Preservation Area

e Long Island Power Authority / Southampton Town / Transmission line corridor:
written decision

y
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Summary: A discussion ensued regarding the conditions to be included in the

Q Commission’s written determination of nonjurisdiction. Specifically, the
elimination of wetlands provisions (since they are under the jurisdiction of the
NYS Department of Environmental Conservation) and the inclusion of a
requirement to revegetate using native pine barrens vegetation were discussed.
A motion was then made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr. Shea to
approve the attached written decision, which incorporates the discussed
changes. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Public Comment

e Sachem Central School District: public comment
Summary: Mr. Olsen, representing Civil Property Rights Associates, spoke
about the Commission’s discussions of, and the pine barrens law’s applicability
to, projects such as the Sachem School District’s. He stated that public and
quasi public entities should be directed to find another site in certain cases. He
stated that schools should not be bulldozing trees, and asked where Mr. Amper
was on this issue. Mr. Olsen stated that schools should be held to a higher
standard. He complained that the Sachem District armived at the Commission
meeting without a sketch plan or a site plan, and that they should be ashamed.

Closed Advisory Session
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Proios and seconded by Mr. Shea to
enter into a closed advisory session for the purpose of receiving legal
advice from counsel, and for the additional purpose of discussing contract
negotiations. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote., and the Commission
entered into closed session from approximately 6:07 pm through 6:12 pm.

Administrative

e General Counsel rate increase
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
MacLellan to authorize the Commission Chair or his designated
representative to sign the attached letter amending the Commission’s
3/4/94 retention letter with McMillan, Rather, Bennett & Rigano. The
motion was approved by a 4-0 vote. Mr. Proios then signed the amendment
letter on behalf of the Commission.

Adjournment

Summary: The meeting ended at approximately 6:15 pm, without a formal
adjournment resolution.
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Attachments (in order of discussion):
Q . Attendance list (1 page)
. Speaker list (1 page)
. Letter from Mr. Kozakiewicz appointing Mr. MacLellan (2/16/00; 1 page)
. Letter from Mr. Grucci appointing Ms. Eaderesto for today only (2/16/00; 1 page)
. Letter from Mr. LoGrande re economic analysis (2/16/00; 2 pages)
. Letter from Ms. Elkowitz re Sachem School District project (2/9/00; 4 pages)
. Consistency analysis for Sachem School District project (undated; 10 pages)
. Aerial photograph with project design for Sachem project (undated; 1 page)
. Draft Memorandum of Agreement with MSRM Park, Tuscany (undated; 4 pages)
10. Written LI Power Authority nonjurisdiction determination (2/16/00; 4 pages)
11. Letter amending 3/4/94 retention letter for general counsel (2/16/00; 1 page)
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r?TOWn of Riverhead |
‘Office of the Supervisor

Memo v

JAL PINE BARRENS JOINT
PO&%@&% PLANNING COMMISSION

To: Central Suffolk Pine Barrens ~ Via Eaesimile 224-7
From: Robert Kozakiewicz, Supervisor fC—

Date: 02/16/00

Re: Altemate

Please be advised that in my capacity of Supervisor of the Town of
Rivernead, | have designated Joey Maclellan as an additional
Altemats Commissioner.

If you have any questions, please contact me.

Thank you.

- RFKAmm

C:\MSOffios\Super2\Supervisor Letters\Memo PB-altemate. doc 02/16/00
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TRAL PINE BARRENS JOINT
oo Y AND PLANNING COMMISSION

Felix J. Grucei, Jr., Supervisor

February 16, 2000

Central Pine Barrens Commission
P.0O. Box 587

3525 Sunrise Highway, 2nd Floor
Great River, New York 11739-0587

To Whom It May Concern:

I hereby designate Annette Eaderesto, Town Attorney, to
serve as my representative at the Central Pine Barrens
Commission Meeting on this date for voting purposes.

Simcgrely SZ '
! ‘
)

Felix J.JJGrucci, Jr.
Supervisor

FJG:cs

- Office of the Supervisor
‘\) 3233 Route 112 » Medford ¢ NY 11763 ¢ Phone (631) 451-6955  Fax (631) 451-6677
www.brookhaven.org

Printed on recycled papesre
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CENTRAL PINE BABRENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
I February 16, 2000

Honorable Robert J. Gafiney, Chairman Y

Central Pine Barrens. Joint Planning & Cloo @lached s
- Policy Commisslon. ( o P )

P.O. Box 587 J°

3525 Sunrise Highway

Great River, New York 11738-0587
Deai' C_bun:y Executive Gaffnay,

At the request of the Commission, the Advisory Commitiee has been reviewing the
proposal to extend that part of ECL 57 applicable to the Central Pine Barrens to the area
of Southampton Town, aast of the Shinnecock Canal and the Town of East Hampton.

~ Questions regarding land values, values of development rights, aiternate values
‘based on unique zoning considerations and other land economic concerns have all pointed
10.the need for a competent land economics consultant who can answer as many of the
questions as possible. Having this expert input, we will be able to conclude our review and
forward to you a more comprehensive recommandation that recognizes the unigue and
valuable territory covered by the proposal.

Initially, it was suggested that the fee be limited to $4,000, in addition to travel and
lodging expenses. | personally believe that a total fee of $6,000 (all inclusive) should be
aliocated to this effort. Local profgssionals including those on the Advisory Board are
willing to assist in this effort.

| respectfully ask the Commission to approve this request as soon as possible,
Also, It was suggested (with some dissension) that James Nicholas of Florida who provided
the expert input in the earlier Central Pine Barrens study, be used for this part as well.
‘Regardless of the selection, the expert economist should be familiar with TDR programs.

Aﬁached you will find the summary of the questions encountered in our
deliberations. Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely, .

Neciten s, Lo ot

: Michaei A. LoGrande
3 Chairman
MAL:dinm

cc:  Commission Members
Honorable Vincerit Cannuscio, Supervisor
Honorable Jay Schneiderman, Supervisor
Ray Corwin, Executive Director
Kevin McDonald, Group for the South Fork

-l
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1)

2)

)

4)

- 5)

‘How would a broadcast type as of right TDR program work on the South Fork? Are some

sub-areas more suited than others? What might the values be in the marketplace? What
special provisions if any are needed for disparity in values? What conditions if any, should
be further analyzed?

- What markét-s exist for the so called.Carriage House/Cottage rights proposal? What value

do these rights have? What limits or conditions might need to be placed on these for

_ acceptance i.e., numerical limits, size limits?

‘What market exists for redemption of credits for non-censtruction benefits including property
tax credits on developed properties in designated areas?

Are there sites that lend themselves to adaptive reuse or concentrated mixed use/traditional

- neighborhood development style developments? If yes, what value would these rights
‘command in the marketplaca.

What other parameters are necessary to be planned for or identified in order to assess the
viabllity of any TDR program on the South Fork?

An analysis of this kind is essential in order to move forward and futther narrow the uncertainty

- around the TDR component of any Pine Barrens extension.

TOTAL P.@3
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FREUDENTHAL & ELKOWITZ CONSULTING GROUP, INC.
Theres Elkowits, Presidon

368 Vetorans Memorlal Highway
Buge D. Freudentbal {Retinedo1994) e, o Tk 1175

Commuck, New York 11725
Tel: (631) 4992929

FEbI'Uﬂry 9,2000 Fou: (651) 499.5998

VIA FACSIMILE AND U.$. MAIL BGE

1V E “
The Honorable Robert Gaffney, Chairman ‘l FB 9 2000 U’J

Central Pine Barrens -

Joint Planning and Policy Commission
P.O. Box 587

Great River, New York 11739-0587

Re:  Jurisdictional Inquiry
Proposed Sachem East High School
Granny Road ’
Farmingville, New York

Dear Chairman Gaffney:

This firm is in the process of preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the
Sachem School District which is proposing the construction of a new bigh school within the
Central Pine Barrens Compatible Growth Area (CGA). 1 am writing to you to request the Central
Pine Barrens Planning and Policy Commission’s (hereinafter “Commission”) written opinion as
to whether the above-referenced project would constitute “development” as same is defined in the
Long Island Pine Barrens Protection Act.

As indicated on the enclosed site location map, the subject property is situated on the north side
of Granny Road between North Ocean Avenue and New York State Route 112. The subject site
is already partially developed with the Tecumseh School. As the facility is currently in the
preliminary planning stage, no definitive information is available relative to the size of the
building.

Review of the Commission’s determination regarding the proposed construction of the Eastport-
South Manor Central High School (September 22. 1999 - copy enclosed) indicates that
Commission deemed that the: -

. . .Eastport-South Manor Central High School project on 76.1 acres does rot constitute
development pursuant to ECL 57-0107-13(i) in that it is a public improvement consistent
with Article 57 goals; and . . .that no further review of this project is required by the
Commission.

# Gy
357"

Ws



PHONE NO. : 6314995928 Feb. @9 2000 B2:10PM P2

The Honorable Robert Gaffhey, Chairman February 9, 2000
Central Pine Barrens Joint Planning and Policy Commission Page 2

The Long Island Pine Barrens Protection act Clearly states that “public improvements undertaken
for the health, safety or welfare of the public™ are deemed to be non-development, As previously
discussed with and by the Commission, school districts ate taxing entities with an obligation to
provide education to students residing within their jurisdiction. The proposed public school would
serve various communities including, but not limited to: Ronkonkoma, Lake Ronkonkoma, Lake
Grove, Holbrook, Holtsville, and Farmingville, Thus, it is without question that the proposed
construction of the Sachem East High School is a public improvement undertaken for the welfare
of the public. ‘

Based upon our review and similar to the Eastport-South Manor Central High School matter, the
proposed project should also qualify as a public improvement that is consistent with the goals and
objectives of the Long Island Pine Barrens Protection Act. ,

We respectfully request that the Commission review this matter and provide a determination
regarding its jurisdiction relative thereto. Should additional information be required, please do
not hesitate to contact me, Thapk you.

Sincerely,
FREUDENTHAL & ELKOWHZ /
CONSULTING GROVP, INC. /

cc:  James Rigano, Esq., w/enc.
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Commission Mecting of September 22, 1999
Brookhaven Town Hall
Present: Mr. Cowen (for New York State),
Mr.Proios (for Suffolk County), Ms. Wiplush (for Brookhaven),
Mr. Canauscio (Town of Southampton)

Resolution on the Eastport - South Munor Central High School Project
East of Dayton Avenue aud South of Country Club Drive, Manorville
Town of Brookhaven
Tax Map#s: 200-589-4-15 200-676-1-7.4, 7.5, 7.7, 7.8

‘Whereas, by correspondence dated Septermnber 9, 1999, Ms. Elkowitz of
Freudenthal and Elkowitz, submitted on behalf of the Eastport-South Manor Schoal
District, a jurisdictional inquiry to the Commission in connection with the proposed

6314935928 Feb, 89 2000 B82:11PM P3

Pelix ], Grucei. Jr. . o R : i
) Vzce Chair ** construction of a new junior /senior high school complex on 76.1 acres that is
Vincent Canuscio located within the Central Pine Barrens Compatible Growth Area in the Town of
Member Brookhaven; and
A '
Vl}x:%: egé Vilells Whereas, this matter was discussed at the Commission mee;ing this day, and
er .

Whereas, the Commission finds the proposed project site is located within
the Compatible Growth Area where Article 57 calls for development to be
redirected.

&3 ‘ Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, that the Eastport - South Manor Central High School project on
76.1 actes does not constitute. development pursuant to ECL 57-0107-13(i) in that it
is a public improvement consistent with Article 57 goals; and be it further

Resolved, that no further review of this project is required by the
Commission, :

P.O. Box 587 Motion by: Mr. Cowen

3525 Suarise Highway Seconded by: Mr, Canuscio
2nd Floor Yea Votes: Unanimous
Grzac River, NY - .
11739-0587

Phong (516)224-2604
Fox (516)224-7653

[ \)
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CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS WITH CENTRAIL PINE BARRENS

STANDARDS FOR LAND USE
COMPATIBLE GROWTH AREA

Proposed Sachem East High School
Granny Road
Farmingyville, New York

5.3.3.1: NITRATE-NITROGEN

5.3.3.1.1 Suffolk County Sanitary Code Article 6 Compliance

All development proposals subject to Article 6 of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code shall
meet all applicable requirements of the Suffolk County Department of Health Services.
Projects which require variances from the provisions of Article 6 shall meet all requirements
of the Suffolk County Department of Health Services’ Board of Review in order to be deemed
to have met the requirements of this standard.

The Sachem East High School will be constructed on a 103.3 acre site within Hydrogeologic
Zone III. Pursuant to Article 6 of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code, sewage discharge from
on-site sanitary systems in Hydrogeologic Zone III is limited to 300 gallons per day per

40,000 square feet. Thus, the maximum potential discharge to on-site sanitary systems for

this property is approximately 33,748 gallons per day.

A portion of the site is currently developed with the Tecumseh Elementary School. The peak
enrollment for the elementary school has been projected by Sachem Central School District
to be 712 students (in the year 2000). The enrollment for the year in which construction of
the proposed high school is to be completed (2003-2004) is projected to be 674 students.

Post-construction enrollment at the proposed high school will be approximately 2,600
students. Taking into account the enrollment of the existing elementary school, the total
sanitary discharge (five gallons/per student/per day) for the site (both schools) will be 16,560
gallons per day (assuming peak enrollment for Tecumseh Elementary) or 16,360 gallons per
day for both schools (assuming enrollment of Tecumseh Elementary in the year of projected
completion of the high school). Accordingly, the sanitary discharge will be well within the
limits imposed by Article 6 of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code.



In as much as the proposed action will comply with Article 6 of the Suffolk County Sanitary

Code, consistency with this standard is assured.

53312 Sewage Treatment Plant Discharge

Where deemed practical by the County or State, sewage treatment plant discharge shall be
outside and downgradient of the Central Pine Barrens. Denitrification systems that are
approved by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation or the Suffolk
County Department of Health Services may be used in lieu of a sewage treatment plant.

The proposed action does not involve the construction of a new sewage treatment plant and,

as such, this standard is not technically applicable.

5.3.3.2: OTHER CHEMICAL CONTAMINANTS OF CONCERN

5.3.32.1 Suffolk County Sanitary Code Articles 7 and 12 Compliance

All development projects must comply with the provisions of Articles 7 and 12 of the Suffolk
County Sanitary Code, including any provisions for variances or waivers if needed, and all
applicable state laws and regulations in order to ensure that all necessary water resource
and wastewater management infrastructure shall be in place prior to, or as part of, the
commencement of cOnstruction.

According to Suffolk County Sanitary Code Article 7, it is unlawful for any person to
discharge sewage, industrial wastes, offensive materials, toxic or hazardous materials or
other wastes to any surface waters or groundwaters, to the surface of the ground, or to a

disposal system unless such discharge is specifically in accordance with a State Pollution

Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) Permit or other permit issued for that purpose.

The sanitary system for the Sachem East High School will be designed and constructed in
accordance with Article 6 of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code. Since the project will meet
Article 6 requirements, a permit will be requested from the Suffolk County Department of

Health Services.



Suffolk County Sanitary Code Article 12 addresses toxic and hazardous materials storage
and handling controls. It requires storage tanks or facilities of 1,100 gallon capacity or
greater to be registered with the Suffolk County Department of Health Services. It is
anticipated that the site will be served by natural gas. If any tanks are ultimately installed,
they will comply with Article 12 of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code.

As the project will comply with applicable sections of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code, the

project complies with this standard.

5.3.3.3: WELLHEAD PROTECTION

53331 Significant Discharges and Public Supply Well Locations

The location of nearby public supply wells shall be considered in all applications involving
significant discharges to groundwater, as required under the New York State Environmental
Conservation Law Article 17.

According to the Suffolk County Water Authority Distribution Maps (9-H), the SCWA
operates several well fields and pump stations within a one-half mile radius of the subject

site.

The applicant has been in contact with Mr. Frank Pipino of the Suffolk County Water
Authority with regard to the proposed project. Mr. Pipino has advised that the proposed
action will not impact the surrounding well fields and/or pump stations, and that water
service will be provided by the Suffolk County Water Authority via a twelve inch water main
to the south of the subject property along Granny Road. This information is in the process

of being confirmed, in writing, by the Water Authority.



O

5.3.3.4: WETLANDS AND SURFACE WATERS

5.3.34.1 Nondisturbance Buffers

Development proposals for sites containing or abutting freshwater or tidal wetlands or
surface waters must be separated by a nondisturbance buffer area which shall be no less
than that required by the New York State Tidal Wetland, Freshwater Wetland, or Wild,
Scenic and Recreational Rivers Act or local ordinance. Distances shall be measured
horizontally from the wetland edge as mapped by the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation, field delineation or local ordinance. Projects which require
variances or exceptions from these state laws, local ordinances and associated regulations,
shall meet all requirements imposed in a permit by the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation or a municipality in order to be deemed to have met the
requirements of this standard.

According to Map 27 (Patchogue) of 39 of the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Freshwater Wetlands Maps of Suffolk County,
there are no designated wetlands on or abutting the subject site. In addition, no tidal

wetlands or surface waters are situated on or adjacent to the property. Thus, this standard

is not applicable to the proposed action.

5.3.34.2 Buffer Delineations. Covenants and Conservation Easements

Buffer areas shall be delineated on the site plan, and covenants and/or conservation
easements, pursuant to the New York State Environmental Conservation Law and local
ordinances, shall be imposed to protect these areas as deemed necessary.

As there are no designated wetlands or surface waters on or abutting the subject site, this

standard does not apply.

5.3.34.3 Wild. Scenic and Recreational Rivers Act Compliance

Development shall conform to the provisions of the New York State Wild, Scenic and
Recreational Rivers Act, where applicable. Projects which require variances or exceptions
under the New York State Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers Act shall meet all
requirements imposed by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
in order to be deemed to have met the requirements of this standard.



The subject property is not situated within a Wild, Scenic or Recreational Rivers corridor as

designated by the NYSDEC. Accordingly, this standard is not applicable.

5.3.3.5: STORMWATER RUNOFF

5.3.3.5.1 Stormwater Recharge

Development projects must provide that all stormwater runoff originating from development
on the property is recharged on site unless surplus capacity exists in an off site drainage
system.

The architect has advised that stormwater runoff originating from the proposed high school
complex will be collected and recharged on site via drywells and leaching pools. Therefore,

compliance with this standard is assured.

5.3.3.6: NATIVE VEGETATION AND PLANT HABITAT STANDARDS

5.3.3.6.1 Native Vegetation Clearance Limits

The clearing of native vegetation shall be strictly limited. Development shall not exceed the
clearance standards in Figure 5-1 (Chapter 5, Final Central Pine Barrens Plan). These
percentages shall be taken over the total site including, but not limited to, roads, building
sites and drainage structures. The clearance standard that would be applied to a project site
if developed under the existing residential zoning category may be applied if the proposal
involves multi-family units, attached housing, clustering or modified lot designs.

Although the building design is not yet finalized, the Sachem School District understands

the significance of this issue and will strive to comply with this clearance standard.



\)

5.3.3.6.2 Clearing Calculations

Applications for subdivisions shall contain calculations for clearing, and these limits shall
become part of the filed map.

As this is not a subdivision application, this standard is not applicable.

5.3.3.6.3 Unfragmented Open Space

Subdivision and site design shall support preservation of natural vegetation in large
unbroken blocks that allow contiguous open spaces to be established when adjacent parcels
are developed.

While clearing will be necessary in connection with the construction of the high school, the
project architect and the Sachem Central School District will maintain a large unbroken
block of vegetation in the northern and eastern segments of the property. As such, the
District will comply with this standard.

5.3.3.64 Nonnative Vegetation Limit

Development projects shall place no more than fifteen percent (15%) of the entire site in
nonnative vegetation.

Although the landscaping plan is not yet finalized, the project architect has indicated that the

use of nonnative vegetation for the new high school will be kept to a minimum.

5.33.6.5  Native Plantings

Development designs shall consider the native planting suggestions contained in Figure 5-2
(of the Final Central Pine Barrens Plan).

The Sachem Central School District and the project architect have indicated that every effort
will be made to revegetate with native species. Thus, the proposed action complies with this

standard.
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5.3.3.7: SPECIES AND COMMUNITIES OF SPECIAL CONCERN

5.3.3.7.1 Special Species and Ecological Communities

Where a significant negative impact upon a habitat essential to those species identified on
the New York State maintained lists as rare, threatened, endangered or of special concern,
or upon natural communities classified by the New York State Natural Heritage Program
as G1, G2, G3 or S1, S2 or S3, or on any federally listed endangered or threatened species
is proposed, appropriate mitigation measures as determined by the appropriate state, county
or local government agency shall be taken to protect these species.

An ecological investigation is in the process of being undertaken by Orland J. Blanchard,
Ph.D. (resume attached). No rare, threatened, endangered or special concern species have
been identified. Additionally, the New York Natural Heritage Program was contacted
regarding the possible occurrence of rare or state-listed animals and plants, significant natural

communities or other significant habitats on site. A response is pending. However, if such

species are identified, the site will be designed to minimize adverse impacts thereto.

5.3.3.9: COORDINATED DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT

5.3.3.9.1 Receiving Entity for Open Space Dedications

Applications must specify the entity to which dedicated open space will be transferred.

The proposed action does not include the dedication of open space; therefore, this standard

is not applicable to the proposed Sachem East High School project.



5.3.3.12: COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARD

5.33.12.1 Commercial and Industrial Compliance with Suffolk County Sanitary Code

All commercial and industrial development applications shall comply with the provisions of
the Suffolk County Sanitary Code as applied by the Suffolk County Department of Health
Services, and all other applicable federal, state or local laws. Projects which require
variances from the provisions of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code shall meet all
requirements of the Department of Health Service’s Board of Review in order to be deemed
to have met the requirements of this standard.

As this application does not include development for commercial or industrial purposes, this

standard is not applicable.



),

Orland J. Blanchard, Jr., Ph.D.
Freudenthal & Elkowitz Consulting Group, Inc.

368 Veterans Memorial Highway * Commack, New York 11725
Telephone: (631) 499-2222 « Facsimile: (631) 499-5928

PRESENT POSITION:

Dr. Blanchard is a Senior Environmental Scientist with Freudenthal & Elkowitz Consulting Group,
Inc. who specializes in ecology and is a Professor of Biology at Long Island University, C.W. Post
Campus.

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE:

Dr. Blanchard is a broadly trained and respected field biologist with an extensive knowledge of
the biota of the Northeast and with a range of expertise in wetlands evaluation, botanical and
invertebrate inventory and the study of rare and endangered plants and animals.

Prior to establishing himself on Long Island in 1980, Dr. Blanchard lived and studied in
Massachusetts, upstate New York and Indiana. Teaching and field research have taken him
throughout the United States and to the West Indies, Mexico, Central America, and East Africa.

Dr. Blanchard has been active as a consultant and contractee since 1984, working directly or
indirectly for such clients as the City of New York, the State Department of Transportation, the
State Department of Environmental Conservation, the New York Natural Heritage Program and
The Nature Conservancy. This work has included freshwater wetlands flagging and classification.
botanical inventories, insect inventories, rare insect surveys, tiger salamander searches, and studies
of the ecology of the federally endangered sandplain gerardia.

Dr. Blanchard has been associated with Freudenthal & Elkowitz Consulting Group, Inc. since
1989, and representative projects for which Dr. Blanchard has performed ecological investigations
include:

- NYSDEC Wetland delineation and ecological assessment for 20+ acre proposed
residential subdivision in Brookhaven;

- Ecological impact assessments as part of environmental impact statements prepared
by Freudenthal & Elkowitz Consulting Group, Inc. throughout Long Island:

- NYSDEC and USACOE wetland delineation and ecological assessment for 23~
acre proposed residential development in Kings Point; and



Orland J. Blanchard, Jr., Ph.D.
Freudenthal & Elkowitz Consulting Group, Inc.

Page 2

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: (Cont'd.)

- Ecological investigation for proposed 22+ acre commercial center in Stony Brook.

Dr. Blanchard is a recognized field biologist on Long Island. Dr. Blanchard is a past President
(1988-89) of the Long Island Botanical Society; and Chairman of a committee that is preparing an
atlas of the plants of Long Island; a past member of the Board of Trustees of The Nature
Conservancy and past Chairman of the Board's Stewardship Committee; and member of the Natural
History Advisory Board of the Friends of Long Island Heritage. He has recently been named to the
Advisory Committee of the New York Flora Association. At the present time he is collaborating
with a fellow botanist on a comparative study of the grasslands of Long Island.

In his academic capacities, Dr. Blanchard has taught graduate courses in Ecology, Entomology and
Vascular Plants of Long Island, and as Director of the Graduate Environmental Studies Program at
C.W. Post he has established numerous contacts in the environmental community on the Island.

EDUCATION:

Ph.D., Botany, Cornell University, 1976 (major: Plant Taxonomy; minors: Plant Ecology and
Entomology)

A.B., Biology, Clark University, 1966
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Federico Niccolini Andrea Simoncini

Consulenti Aree Protette
Membti IUCN o/ / (o0 QHahwed# T
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DRAFT

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

between

MIGLIARINO - S. ROSSORE — MASSACIUCCOLI
REGIONAL PARK
(TUSCANY, ITALY)

and

CENTRAL PINE BARRENS JOINT PLANNING & POLICY COMMISSION
(LONG ISLAND, NY, USA)

Whereas, the common mission of the Migliarino — S. Rossore — Massaciuccoli Regional Park
Authority (MSRMSPA) and the Central Pine Barrens Joint Planning & Policy Commission
(CPBJPPC), jointly (the “Management Authorities”), is the conservation of extraordinary natural
resources,

Whereas, lands under the jurisdiction of the Management Authorities (the “Protected Areas™) share
many similarities in the ecosystems that they preserve, mainly both for their floristic and faunal
components; and

Whereas, the landscapes surrounding the Protected Areas include critical factors such as high
urbanization, intensive cultivation and, in general, significant tourist pressures and human activities,
which represent critical factors for the existence of the Protected Areas themselves; and

Whereas, these factors cause the Management Authorities to deal with similar issues and to develop
similar policies of conservation and sustainable development; and

Via F. Crispi 4 - 56125 — Pisa - Italy
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Federico Niccolini Andrea Simoncini

Consulenti Aree Protette
Membri IUCN

Whereas, initial exchanges between the Management Authorities, including a visit by CPBJPPC
Staff, to the MSRMSPA in November 1998 and the visit by Federico Niccolini, MSRMSPA’s
consultant, and by Andrea Simoncini, MSRMSPA Scientific Committee Member, in June 1999 to
Long Island; and

Whereas, the foundations and the development of long term cooperative relationships through the
mutual knowledge and the exchange of ideas, information and experience is the basis for a valuable

organizational learning and enrichment which will lead to positive results on the effectiveness of the
two institutions;

Now therefore
THE MIGLIARINO - S. ROSSORE — MASSACIUCCOLIL
REGIONAL PARK AUTHORITY
and
THE CENTRAL PINE BARRENS JOINT PLANNING & POLICY COMMISSION

hereby agree to the following articles

Article 1
Agreement contents

The Management Authorities will develop a cooperative relationship through the following steps:

a) Integrated communication strategy and exchange of information
b) Mutual actions aimed at developing strategies for continuous improvement of the Protected
Areas
Article 2

Integrated communication strategy and exchange of information

Within this step the Management Authorities will perform the following common actions:

a) Creation of a permanent link between the two entities’ web sites

b) Continuous updating and exchange of information, including planning documentation,
research studies, technical and teaching materials

c) Organization of temporary exhibitions regarding the Protected Areas’ characteristics and
activities

Via F. Crispi 4 - 56125 - Pisa - Italy




Federico Niccolini Andrea Simoncini
Consulenti Aree Protette

Membri IUCN
d) Exchange of personnel, park officials, public officials from local and regional governments
within the Parks
e) Organization of workshops upon subjects of common interest, aimed at finding operational
solutions
Article 3

Mutual actions aimed at the development and improvement of the two Protected Areas

Within this step the Management Authorities will realise the following common actions:

a) Realization of joint Formative Programs (training) for students, employees and public
officials
b) Organization of periodical joint events to recognize results obtained and to outline future

planning of primary strategies.

Article 4
Cooperation Committee

The Parties will designate a Cooperation Committee for the Twinning which will facilitate the start—
up of the cooperative actions described in this Memorandum and will advise the Management
Authorities on the carrying out of the common initiatives.

The Committee will be made up by the following representatives:

- Prof. Maestrelli Stefano (President)

- Engineer. Paglialunga Sergio (Superintendent)

- Dot. Bianchi Fabrizio (Directive Board)

- Dot. Niccolini Federico (Consultant)

- Prof. Simoncini Andrea (Scientific Board)

- Chairman Gaffney, Robert

- Senator LaValle, Kenneth

- Assemblyman DiNapoli, Thomas

- Counsel Rigano, James

- Counsel Dragotta, Roy

- Executive Director Corwin, Ray

Via F. Crispi 4 - 56125 - Pisa - Italy
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Federico Niccolini Andrea Simoncini

Consulenti Aree Protette
Membri IUCN

SIGNATURE

For: MIGLIARINO - S. ROSSORE — |
MASSACIUCCOLI REGIONAL PARK

DATE

For: CENTRAL PINE BARRENS JOINT PLANNING & POLICY COMMISSION

DATE
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In the Matter of the Application of

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY (LIPA)

for a core preservation area hardship
exemption to construct an underground
electric transmission line

By letter dated January 13, 2000 and received by the Central Pine Barrens
Joint Policy and Planning Commission (the “Commission”) on January 18, 2000, the
Long Island Power Authority (“LIPA”) submitted an application under Environmental
Conservation Law section 57-0121(10) for a hardship waiver based on a compelling
public need for a proposed underground electric transmission line.

Under section 57-0121(10)(b)(i), “[a]n applicant shall be deemed to have
established compelling public need if the applicant demonstrates, based on specific facts,
... [that] [t]he proposed development will serve an essential health or safety need of the
municipality....” In addition, under section 57-0121(10)(c): “An application for a permit
in the core preservation area shall be approved only if it is determined that the following
additional standards also are met:

@) The granting of the permit will not be materially detrimental or

injurious to other property or improvements in the area in which

- the subject property is located, increase the danger of fire,

endanger public safety or result in substantial impairment of the
resources of the core preservation area;

(i)  The waiver will not be inconsistent with the purposes, objectives
or the general spirit and intent of this article; or

(iii) The waiver is the minimum relief necessary to relieve the
extraordinary hardship....”

The Proposed Project

The proposed project involves the construction of an underground electric
- transmission line 22.5 miles long, a portion of which will run through the Pine Barrens
U Core Preservation Area. The line will cause roadway and vegetation disturbance related
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to trenching operations and the operation of construction equipment. In addition, the
project will require the clearing of trees in two areas within the Core Preservation Area:
(i) at the intersection of Speonk-Riverhead Road and Sunrise Highway and (ii) at the
intersection of Sunrise Highway and Bellows Pond Road.

The public need for this project has been set forth in the application which
reads as follows: “The proposed electric transmission line will serve the essential public
health and safety of the residents and communities of eastern Long Island and, in
particular, the South Fork by providing electric energy and electric capacity that
otherwise could not be effectively supplied without this project. The South Fork of Long
Island is within an electric load pocket wherein existing electric transmission and
generation facilities restrict the ability of LIPA to serve existing electric loads.” The
unprecedented electric loads in this area during the summer of 1999 lead LIPA to believe
that it would need to take action in the year 2000 to continue to provide adequate service
to the area. According to LIPA, high electric loads, combined with a failure to remedy
the situation, could result in prolonged electric supply disruptions for tens of thousands of
customers on the South Fork. “[I]t is essential that this project’s construction and
operation be immediately implemented to address the existing and future electric load
requirements of the South Fork.” This information was reiterated in the hearing
transcript referred to below. Testimony was also provided on the lack of other viable
alternatives and the extent of care which was taken to design a route and a construction
methodology to minimize environmental impacts.

Commission Hearings

At a Commission hearing held on January 26, 2000, Steve Dalton and
Adam Yablonsky of Keyspan Energy and Bill Davidson, Director of Government
Relations at LIPA testified under oath as to the impacts which are anticipated to result
from the proposed project. According to Mr. Dalton, the applicant is planning on
constructing the transmission line in such a manner that a minimum number of trees are
disturbed. In most areas where the line will be constructed, there is a minimum buffer of
four to six feet between the transmission line and the trees. No trees would need to be
removed except in limited areas specifically described during the hearing. According to
the testimony of Mr. Dalton, less than twenty trees would be cleared at the intersection of
Speonk-Riverhead Road and Sunrise Highway and approximately 400 and 500 trees
would be cleared at the intersection of Sunrise Highway and Bellows Pond Road. The
total area of trees to be removed is less than one-quarter acre. (Transcript (tr.) pg. 19 and
20.) Mr. Davidson agreed that this arrangement is the minimum relief necessary in that it
disturbs the minimum number of trees possible. (tr. pg. 20.) In addition, trees will be
replanted when possible. There was also testimony that the project will not increase the
danger of fire or endanger public safety, and will have no impact on groundwater, since
no discharges or releases are anticipated from the project. (tr. pg. 28.)

LIPA also submitted several maps showing the specific location of the
transmission line and the two areas described above where trees in the Core Preservation
Area will be removed. These maps were introduced as Exhibit four during the hearing.



In addition to the above referenced testimony, LIPA has submitted an
Environmental Management and Construction Plan (“EM & CP Plan”) dated December
1999, as Exhibit three, during the hearing. The EM & CP Plan reports that the proposed
project will be designed in such a manner as to cause a minimum amount of disturbance
to existing vegetation, as follows: Trees which must be removed will be identified and
photographed, and their removal pre-approved, prior to construction activities; topsoil
will be segregated from subsoils and replaced as such; the design of the construction
route will minimize the need to trim and remove trees and shrubs; and the roots of
remaining trees will be protected. The EM & CP Plan further outlines steps to ensure the
protection of surface and groundwater resources and to prevent erosion and control
drainage in the work areas. Promptly after the project is complete, a qualified nursery,
supervised by the National Resources Manager, will restore the area by preparing the soil
for subsequent plantings, applying topsoil on unpaved areas and planting grass seeds,
shrubs and trees.

Conclusion

Based on the content of the application, the testimony, the maps and the
Environmental Management and Construction Plan, LIPA has sufficiently demonstrated
that its proposed project will serve “an essential health or safety need”, will not be
“materially detrimental or injurious to other property or improvements in the area” and
will not “increase the danger of fire, endanger public safety or result in substantial
impairment of the resources of the core preservation area.” In addition, the
Commission’s grant of a hardship waiver will not be inconsistent with the purposes,
objectives or the general spirit and intent of this article, and the waiver is the minimum
relief necessary to relieve the hardship.

Accordingly, the waiver is granted, with the following conditions:

. The project which is approved is that specifically represented in
the record and as specifically represented in the revised
Environmental Management and Construction Plan, Exhibit three.

o LIPA must give the Commission copies of the revised
Environmental Management and Construction Plan which
incorporates the drawings LIPA has submitted to the Commission
(Exhibit four) during the Commission hearing and address the
questions which developed during a public hearing held by the
Public Service Commission. This document must be submitted to
the Commission prior to the commencement of any work on the
project.

o All requirements and any approvals from the Public Service
Commission application and any other agency must be received



and forwarded to the Commission in their final form prior to any
work on the project.

° Vegetation proposed for removal shall be either transplanted or
subject areas shall be planted with native vegetation as required by
the agencies having jurisdiction.

) Notification of construction and schedule of work shall be
forwarded to the Commission. :

A SEQRA determination is not required in this matter under NY
Environmental Conservation Law section 8-0111(5)(b)

ADOPTED BY

THE CENTRAL PINE BARRENS
JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY
COMMISSION

FEBRUARY 16, 2000
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McMILLAN, RATHER, BENNETT & RIGANO, P.C.
ATTORNEYS ATLAW

48 SOUTH SERVICE ROAD
MELVILLE, NEW YORK 11747

LESLIE R. BENNETT FRANKLIN A. CAMA
BARRY S. COHEN RICHARD A. FOGEL
WILLIAM CORNACHIO TELEPHONE (516) 694-8000 Guy W. GERMANO
DONALD J. FARINACCI FAacsMILE  (516) 694-2100 WALTER J. GUMERSELL
ROBERT R. MCMILLAN E-MAIL mail@mrbr.com Doris E. ROTH
JAMES B. RATHER CHARLES A. SINGER
JAMES P. RIGANO COUNSEL
February 16, 2000 BARBARA P. ALOE
DArA A L. CoOPE
Central Pine Barrens Joint STACY L. GERMANO
. . .. LAURIE SAYEVICH HORZ
Planning & Policy Commission CATHERINE A. MULLARKEY
P.O. Box 587 MICHAEL C. SCHMIDT
3525 Sunrise Highway
2nd Floor

Great River, New York 11739

Re:  Amendment to Retention Letter
Dear Sirs or Madams:

This letter will serve as an amendment to the March 4, 1994 retention
letter between McMillan, Rather, Bennett & Rigano, P.C. and the Central Pine Barrens

Joint Planning & Policy Commission. It is agreed that the rates will be increased
effective January 1, 2000 to the following:

Partners $175 per hour
Counsel $165 per hour
Associates $125 per hour
Paralegals $ 65 per hour

All other terms and conditions of the March 4, 1994 retention letter remain
the same.

AGREED AND ACCEPTED:

/Q/«wg&/ D 2))daees
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COMMISSION

Robert J. Gaffney
Chair

Felix J. Grucci, Jr.
Vice Chair

Vincent Cannuscio
Member

Ray E. Cowen
Member
Robert F.

* Kozakiewicz
Member

P.O. Box 587
3525 Sunrise Highway
2™ Floor
Great River, New
York 11739-0587

Phone (631) 224-2604
Fax (631) 224-7653
Internet:
http://pb.state.ny.us

Commission Agenda (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, March 8, 2000
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

1. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

2. Administrative
e Summaries of 1/26 meeting: review, approval (faxed; 2/16 summary to

be faxed before meeting if ready)
e Designation of Records Access Officers (counsel)

3. Pine Barrens Credit Program
® Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results
e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: close of hearing record;

decision due today (deadline is 3/12/00)
® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: close of hearing
record; decision due today (deadline is 3/21/00)

4. Plan Implementation
e |Law Enforcement Council: Innovations in American Government

application (information item)

5. Core Preservation Area
e Suffolk Community College Eastern Campus / Eastport (Southampton) /

site plan: SEQR Coordination for modular building (materials to be
distributed)

® Westhampton Mini Storage expansion / Westhampton (Southampton):
new hardship; set hearing date (materials to be distributed)

6. Compatible Growth Area
® Dept. Of the Air Force, Gabreski Airport / Westhampton (Southampton):

new construction (information item)

e |ronwood Golf Course / site plan / Yaphank (Brookhaven): new
hardship; set hearing date (materials to be distributed)

® Manorville Vistas / Manorville (Brookhaven): information item

7. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Next Commission meeting:
3/29/00 at Riverhead Town Hall,
Howell Avenue and East Main Street, Riverhead
at 2:00 pm



Commission Agenda (FINAL)
for Wednesday, March 8, 2000
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

1. Public Comment (please sign Speaker Sheet)

CENTRAL 2. Administrative

PINE ® Summaries of 1/26 meeting: review, approval (faxed)
BAJI})&ETLNS e Designation of Records Access Officers (counsel)
PLANNING
¥ 3. Pine Barrens Credit Program

__POLICY
COMMISSION e Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results
e Roselin LLC / Longwood (Brookhaven) / Letter of Interpretation

Robert J. Gaffney application: Plan interpretation of yield factor (materials to be

Chair distributed)

Felix J. Grucci, Jr. e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: close of hearing record;
Vice Chair decision due today (deadline is 3/12/00)
® Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: close of hearing
Viﬂce};‘ Slbalmusdo record; decision due today (deadline is 3/21/00)
[4 er
Ray E. Cowen 4. Plan Implementation
Member e Law Enforcement Council: Innovations in American Government
application (information item)
Robert F.
K‘;;?;ZZ‘CZ 5. Core Preservation Area
e Suffolk Community College Eastern Campus / Eastport (Southampton) /
site plan: SEQR Coordination for modular building (materials to be
distributed)
® Westhampton Mini Storage / Westhampton (Southampton) / expansion:
new hardship; set hearing (materials to be distributed)
e Hidden Pond Stables / Manorville (Brookhaven) / riding arena: new
hardship; set hearing (materials to be distributed)
6. Compatible Growth Area
e |ronwood Golf Course / site plan / Yaphank (Brookhaven): new
hardship; set hearing (materials to be distributed)
PO.B e Manorville Vistas / Manorville (Brookhaven): information item
.O. Box 587
3525 Sunrise Highway
2% Floor 7. Executive or Advisory Session (if necessary)

Great River, New

York 11739-0587 Next Commission meeting:

3/29/00 at Riverhead Town Hall,
ng;le(égi)l )2542;1;2224 Howell Avenue and East Main Street, Riverhead
Internet: at 2:00 pm
http://pb.state.ny.us



Commission Meeting Summary (DRAFT)
for Wednesday, March 8, 2000 (To be approved)
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present: Mr. Proios (for Suffolk County), Mr. Girandola
and Ms. Wiplush (for Brookhaven at the times indicated), Mr. MacLellan

CEll:gTE (for Riverhead), Mr. Murphree (for Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for
BARRENS New York State).
JOINT
PLANGING Others present: General counsel was Ms. Roth. Staff members from the
COMMISSION Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.

Robert J. Gaffoey
Chair

Felix J. Grucci, Jr.

Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen, Ms. Carter and Mr. Rizzo (from the
Commission), and Mr. Spitz (from the NYS Department of
Environmental Conservation). Additional attendees are shown on the
attached sign-in sheet.

Vice Chair The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:15 pm by Mr. Proios, with a
Vincent Cannuscio four member quorum consisting of Mr. Proios, Mr. Cowen, Mr. Girandola, and
Member Mr. Murphree.
Ray E. Cowen
Member Public Comment
Robert F. Summary: The only speaker was Mr. Richard Amper,
Kozakiewicz representing the Long Island Pine Barrens Society. He noted
Member that Southampton Town is moving towards finishing a map and
is reviewing legislative language for the proposed pine barrens
extension into the South Fork area. He also noted that a public
informational meeting will be held by the Southampton Town
Board on 3/14/00 at 5:00 pm at the Southampton High School.
Mr. Amper stated that he has looked at the draft version of the
East Hampton core area for the South Fork Pine Barrens, and
that it appears to be less than 1500 acres, with approximately
one half of that total having already been identified in the Town’s
P.O. Box 587 Community Preservation Fund Plan for acquisition. He stated
3525 Sunrise that a similar description may hold true for Southampton Town
Highway as well.
2™ Floor
3:;‘: ﬁ‘;’g’_g‘s%"; He reported that the Central Pine Barrens Advisory Committee
has “bogged down” over objections to the Committee’s
Phone (631) 224-2604 procedures by certain real estate interests. He then noted that
Fax (631) 224-7653 the Town Boards have the draft legislative language which was

. Internet: the subject of recent discussions, and that they and the Town
hitp/fpb.state.ny.us Attomneys are examining it.

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 3/8/00 (To be approved) - Page 1



Mr. Proios asked about the impacts to farmers that may have caused the Long
Island Farm Bureau to object, and Mr. Amper stated that there are no farms in
either of the two Town’s draft core areas, and that farming would be exempt
under the current language proposals. He stated that he felt that the Farm
Bureau is objecting on the basis of general concems over property rights.

Administrative

e Summaries of 1/26 meeting: review, approval
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Murphree to approve the 1/26/00 meeting summary as final as drafted. The
motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

e Designation of Records Access Officers
Summary: Ms. Roth explained that the Freedom of Information Law (FOIL)
refers to Record Access Officers as the points of contact when a FOIL request
is filed with a governmental body. She explained that these individuals would
accept requests and make determinations that they should be granted or
denied. She noted that the Commission could appoint two such individuals to
this position, so that there would always be at least one available to sign FOIL
related correspondence. Mr. Corwin recommended that he and Mr. Rizzo be
appointed.

A motion was then made by Mr. Girandola and seconded by Mr. Murphree
to appoint Mr. Corwin and Mr. Rizzo as the Commission’s Records Access
Officers, as that term is defined in the Freedom of Information Law. The
motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

e 3/29/00 Presentation of plaques to Mr. Jack Hanley’s family and coworkers (not on
the original agenda)
Summary: Mr. Proios reminded the Commission members that the Commission
and the Pine Barrens Credit Clearinghouse Board of Advisors will be presenting
memorial plaques to the family and coworkers of Mr. Jack Hanley at the 3/29/00
Commission meeting. One plaque is intended for the Suffolk County National
Bank, where Mr. Hanley served as President while a member of the
Clearinghouse Board, and the other is for his family. Mr. Gaffney is scheduled
to attend and present the plaques. Mr. Proios asked that the Commission
members try to be sure to attend that presentation.

Administrative

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 3/8/00 (To be approved) - Page 2



e Renewal of Officers and Director’s insurance policy: authorization of Chair to sign
(not on the original agenda)
Summary: Ms. Roth explained that the Commission must authorize the Chair or
his representative to sign the application for renewal of the Commission’s
Directors and Officers insurance policy. A motion was then made by Mr.
Girandola and seconded by Mr. Murphree to so authorize the Chair or his
representative. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote, and Mr. Proios
signed the renewal application.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

Mr. MacLellan arrived during the following agenda item, and a five member quorum was
present for the remainder of the meeting.

e Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that a total of 23.8 Credits have been purchased
from Campo Brothers and Dominic Nicolazzi, and that contracts for an additional
1.2 Credits are awaiting finalization.

e Clearinghouse meeting (not on the original agenda)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the next meeting of the Clearinghouse Board
will be on 3/21/00 at 3:00 pm at the Commission office.

e Roselin LLC / Longwood (Brookhaven) / Letter of Interpretation application: Plan
interpretation of yield factor
Summary: Mr. Rizzo explained that a Letter of interpretation application for a
149.06 acre parcel identified as Suffolk County Tax Map (SCTM) parcel 200-
459-1-1.3 has been received. The parcel is located to the west of William Floyd
Parkway, and north of Longwood Road, in the Longwood area of Brookhaven
Town, and is zoned PRC (Planned Residential Community). It was noted that
this parcel contains the four proposed parcels numbered as parcels 6, 7, 8, and
9 in the North Shore Properties Generic Environmental Impact Statement.

He explained that there is no development yield factor in the Central Pine
Barrens Plan for this zoning category, and that he spoke prior to today’s
meeting with Mr. Girandola regarding what uses and densities are permitted in
this category. A brief discussion ensued regarding the lack of such a yield
factor, and the procedure by which the Clearinghouse usually seeks clarification
from the Commission on such Plan issues.

e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: close of hearing record; decision due
today (deadline is 3/12/00)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo distributed and discussed the attached staff report for this
Credit appeal for SCTM parcel 200-562-3-1. A hearing on this appeal was held
on 2/16/00. A motion was then made by Mr. Girandola and seconded by

DRAFT Commission Meeting Summary for 3/8/00 (To be approved) - Page 3



Mr. Cowen to deny the appeal and to adopt the staff report. The motion
was approved by a 5-0 vote.

Mr. Walter Olsen asked about the details of this appeal, and Mr. Rizzo explained
that the original allocation was 4.56 Credits and that the requested allocation
was 16 to 18 Credits.

e Gazza/ Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: close of hearing record; decision
due today (deadline is 3/21/00)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo distributed and discussed the attached staff report for this
Credit appeal for SCTM parcels 900-239-2-6 and 7, and 900-241-1-32. A
hearing on this appeal was held on 2/1 6/00. Mr. Proios stated that he does not
believe that adjacency to a limited access roadway has been considered in the
past as “roadfront”, and Mr. Murphree agreed. Mr. MacLellan asked about the
restrictions in the conservation easements that are placed on properties, and
that was discussed briefly.

A motion was then made by Mr. Murphree and seconded by Mr. MacLellan
to deny the appeal and to adopt the staff report. The motion was approved
by a 5-0 vote.

Plan Implementation

e Law Enforcement Council: Innovations in American Government application
Summary: Mr. Corwin briefly described this awards program which is
administrated by the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, and
funded by the Ford Foundation. The Program recognizes innovative and
creative examples of problem solving in the public sector. He explained that an
awards application has been submitted on behalf of the Law Enforcement
Council’s unusual interagency approach to their multi jurisdictional
responsibilities. There was no further discussion.

Core Preservation Area

e Suffolk Community College Eastern Campus / Eastport (Southampton) / site plan:
SEQR Coordination for modular building
Summary: Ms. Plunkett distributed and discussed the attached State
Environmental Quality Review Act lead agency coordination letter from the
Suffolk County Community College administration. The letter refers to a
proposed modular building consisting of 14 units to provide 12 classrooms. It
would be constructed on a portion of the current parking area in front of the
energy plant on the College’s Eastern Campus in Eastport, in Southampton
Town. The College Trustees wish to be the Lead Agency.
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Ms. Plunkett explained that since the last discussions between the College and
the Commission regarding the sewage treatment plant at the Eastern Campus,
the College and the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation have
agreed on an upgrade to the existing plant, rather than abandoning the plant
and installing a leaching field, and that the additional sanitary waste from the
proposed modular building would be treated at the existing plant. She noted
that the proposed modular building does not appear to have any impact on core
area resources.

A discussion then ensued regarding the College’s existing Master Plan Phase 1
(which does not include the proposed modular building); the fact that the
existing Master Plan Phase 1 was deemed by the Commission to be
nondevelopment; whether the current proposal was “development” under the
pine barrens law; whether a Core hardship permit would be required; the
provision of the Pine Barrens Plan that says that the Commission shall seek
lead agency status on Core area projects; the desire expressed by Mr. Amper to
obtain a complete picture of the County’s plans for future Core area facilities;
the difficulty in disceming what the College’s current plans or desires are; and
what written materials the Commission currently has at its disposal to determine
whether the project constitutes development.

It was agreed that Commission counsel will examine the current materials, the
pine barrens legislation and the Pine Barrens Plan and make a report at the
next Commission meeting.

e Westhampton Mini Storage / Westhampton (Southampton) / expansion: new
hardship; set hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed the new hardship request for this 53 acre
parcel, zoned LI-200 (Light Industrial, 5 acre lot size), identified as Suffolk
County Tax Map 900-248-1-110.2, and located on the North Perimeter Road on
the north side of Gabreski Airport, in Westhampton, Southampton Town. The
project consists of the addition of 3 buildings containing 20,800 square feet to
the site, which already contains 48,000 square feet of self storage buildings.
She further described the proposal’s details.

A discussion then followed regarding whether the two previous Core area
hardships which the Commission has granted to this property already constitute
the minimum relief necessary to which the pine barrens law refers; whether the
proposed project is an unlisted action (which Mr. Cowen asserted that it is); and
whether the Commission should perform a coordinated or uncoordinated review
under SEQRA regulations. It was agreed that this will be placed on the next
Commission agenda for counsel’s report.

e Hidden Pond Stables / Manorville (Brookhaven) / riding arena: new hardship; set
hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed the new hardship request for this 34.22
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acre parcel, zoned HF (Horse Farm, 1 house permitted for each 30,000 square
feet), identified as Suffolk County Tax Map 200-460-1-5, and located on the
north side of North Street, west of Center Moriches Road and Wading River
Road, in Manorville, Brookhaven Town. The project consists of the construction
of a 100 by 200 by 16 foot indoor equestrian riding facility with a dirt floor, with
no additional septic system and no clearing of native vegetation. She further
described the proposal’s details.

It was agreed that the application lacks necessary details, such as the exact
location of the proposed structure, and certain information on the Environmental
Assessment Form. It was also noted that the previous owners of this property
had received a Letter of Interpretation, but that it has since expired. It was
agreed that this will be placed on the Commission’s next meeting agenda.

Compatible Growth Area (CGA)

Mr. Girandola left part way through the following agenda item. Ms. Wiplush arrived during the
following item also. A five member quorum remained.

e Ironwood Golf Course / site plan / Yaphank (Brookhaven): new hardship; set
hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed the new CGA hardship request for this 121
acre parcel, zoned partly A-1 Residence (5.65 acres) and partly A-5 Residence
(115.34 acres), identified as Suffolk County Tax Map parcels 200-547-1-19,
200-578-1-44, and 200-610-1-22, 23, and 24, and located on the north side of
Mill Road, west of Lincoln Road, in Yaphank, Brookhaven Town.

The project consists of the construction of an 18 hole golf course, a 4,050
square foot storage building, a 3,000 square foot maintenance building, and a
203 vehicle parking area. The hardship seeks relief from the standards which
restrict the amount of fertilizer dependent vegetation and the clearing of native
vegetation. She further described the proposal’s details, including the current
use of approximately 19.61 acres of the site for agriculture.

A brief discussion ensued regarding how to apply the Pine Barrens Plan
standards. A motion was then made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
MacLellan to hold a public hearing on this CGA hardship application at the
3/29/00 Commission meeting at 4:00 pm. The motion was approved by a 5-
0 vote.

e Manorville Vistas / Manorville (Brookhaven): information item
Summary: Ms. Plunkett reported that the Commission has received three calls
from concemed residents regarding the excavation activities that are occurring
on this site along Eastport Manor Road in Manorville, west of County Route 111.
She reported that the Commission staff have spoken with Brookhaven Town
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staff regarding what approvals were granted on which dates during the past;
what activities are permitted under those approvals; whether mining is permitted
or being overseen at this site; and whether the project or any phase of it is
grandfathered under the Pine Barrens law. Specifically, the question has arisen
as to whether the project as currently being proposed and constructed is, in fact,
the same project that may have been grandfathered under the pine barrens law
in 1993, when the law was passed.

Mr. Amper stated that the project should be seen in person by the
Commissioners, since he believes that what is currently underway was never
contemplated by anyone at the time of the law’s passage. Mr. David Sloane,
who stated that he represents the current owner of the site, said that it is, in
fact, the same project.

A discussion followed regarding the provisions of the NY Environmental
Conservation Law which permit mining if it is part of a Town approved
subdivision and which does not, in such a case, require a state mining permit;
Chapter 53 of the Brookhaven Town Code; whether the project can be called up
for review after petition by a Commissioner; and whether the Town Code
provisions which permit this activity are consistent with the Central Pine Barrens
Plan. It was agreed that this will be examined further by counsel, and will be on
the Commission’s next agenda.

e Sachem Central School District / Farmingville (Brookhaven): prior jurisdictional

Adjournment

determination by Commission (not on the original agenda)

Summary: Mr. Proios reported that he has called the State Education
Department to request that the Commission be considered as an interested
party to the proposed construction of the Sachem East High School (which was
recently deemed to not be “development” by the Commission) and to request
that the possibility of the new school being tied into an existing sewage
treatment plant be considered by the department in its review.

Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Murphree and seconded by Mr. Proios to
adjourn the meeting. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote (with Ms. Wiplush
out of the room), and the meeting ended at approximately 4:00 pm.

Attachments (in order of discussion):
1. Attendance list (2 pages)
2. Speaker list (1 page)
3. Weinstein Credit appeal staff report (3/6/00; 3 pages)
4. Gazza Credit appeal staff report (3/6/00; 5 pages)
5. Suffolk Community College SEQRA coordination letter (2/18/00; 6 pages)
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Commission Meeting Summary (FINAL)
for Wednesday, March 8, 2000 (Approved 3/29/00)
Brookhaven Town Hall
Building 4, 3233 Route 112, Medford, NY
2:00 pm

Commission members present. Mr. Proios (for Suffolk County), Mr. Girandola
and Ms. Wiplush (for Brookhaven at the times indicated), Mr. MacLellan

CEgg%AL (for Riverhead), Mr. Murphree (for Southampton) and Mr. Cowen (for
BARRENS New York State)
JOINT
FEGNNIHG Others present: General counsel was Ms. Roth. Staff members from the
COMMISSION Commission and other agencies included Mr. Corwin, Ms. Trezza, Ms.
Plunkett, Ms. Jakobsen, Ms. Carter and Mr. Rizzo (from the
Robert J. Gaffney Commission), and Mr. Spitz (from the NYS Department of
Chair Environmental Conservation). Additional attendees are shown on the
attached sign-in sheet.
Felix J. Grucci, Jr.
Vice Chair The meeting was called to order at approximately 2:15 pm by Mr. Proios, with a
Vincent Cannuscio four member quorum consisting of Mr. Proios, Mr. Cowen, Mr. Girandola, and
Member Mr. Murphree.
Ray E. Cowen
Member Public Comment
Robert F. Summary: The only speaker was Mr. Richard Amper,
Kozakiewicz representing the Long Island Pine Barrens Society. He noted
Member that Southampton Town is moving towards finishing a map and
is reviewing legislative language for the proposed pine barrens
extension into the South Fork area. He also noted that a public
informational meeting will be held by the Southampton Town
Board on 3/14/00 at 5:00 pm at the Southampton High School.
Mr. Amper stated that he has looked at the draft version of the
East Hampton core area for the South Fork Pine Barrens, and
that it appears to be less than 1500 acres, with approximately
one half of that total having already been identified in the Town’s
P.O. Box 587 Community Preservation Fund Plan for acquisition. He stated
3525 Sunrise that a similar description may hold true for Southampton Town
Highway as well.
2nd Floor
3“‘;‘: 11{11;;’_32?; He reported that the Central Pine Barrens Advisory Committee
o has “bogged down” over objections to the Committee’s
Phone (631) 224-2604 procedures by certain real estate interests. He then noted that
Fax (631) 224-7653 the Town Boards have the draft legislative language which was
Internet: the subject of recent discussions, and that they and the Town
http://pb.state.ny.us

Attorneys are examining it.
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Mr. Proios asked about the impacts to farmers that may have caused the Long
Island Farm Bureau to object, and Mr. Amper stated that there are no farms in
either of the two Town'’s draft core areas, and that farming would be exempt
under the current language proposals. He stated that he felt that the Farm
Bureau is objecting on the basis of general concemns over property rights.

Administrative

e Summaries of 1/26 meeting: review, approval
Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
Murphree to approve the 1/26/00 meeting summary as final as drafted. The
motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

e Designation of Records Access Officers
Summary: Ms. Roth explained that the Freedom of Information Law (FOIL)
refers to Record Access Officers as the points of contact when a FOIL request
is filed with a governmental body. She explained that these individuals would
accept requests and make determinations that they should be granted or
denied. She noted that the Commission could appoint two such individuals to
this position, so that there would always be at least one available to sign FOIL
related correspondence. Mr. Corwin recommended that he and Mr. Rizzo be
appointed.

A motion was then made by Mr. Girandola and seconded by Mr. Murphree
to appoint Mr. Corwin and Mr. Rizzo as the Commission’s Records Access
Officers, as that term is defined in the Freedom of Information Law. The
motion was approved by a 4-0 vote.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

® 3/29/00 Presentation of plaques to Mr. Jack Hanley’s family and coworkers (not on
the original agenda)
Summary: Mr. Proios reminded the Commission members that the Commission
and the Pine Barrens Credit Clearinghouse Board of Advisors will be presenting
memorial plaques to the family and coworkers of Mr. Jack Hanley at the 3/29/00
Commission meeting. One plaque is intended for the Suffolk County National
Bank, where Mr. Hanley served as President while a member of the
Clearinghouse Board, and the other is for his family. Mr. Gaffney is scheduled
to attend and present the plaques. Mr. Proios asked that the Commission
members try to be sure to attend that presentation.

Administrative
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o Renewal of Officers and Director’s insurance policy: authorization of Chair to sign
(not on the original agenda)
Summary: Ms. Roth explained that the Commission must authorize the Chair or
his representative to sign the application for renewal of the Commission’s
Directors and Officers insurance policy. A motion was then made by Mr.
Girandola and seconded by Mr. Murphree to so authorize the Chair or his
representative. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote, and Mr. Proios
signed the renewal application.

Pine Barrens Credit Program

Mr. MacLellan arrived during the following agenda item, and a five member quorum was
present for the remainder of the meeting.

® Brookhaven Credit purchase initiative: results
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that a total of 23.8 Credits have been purchased
from Campo Brothers and Dominic Nicolazzi, and that contracts for an additional
1.2 Credits are awaiting finalization.

e Clearinghouse meeting (not on the original agenda)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo reported that the next meeting of the Clearinghouse Board
will be on 3/21/00 at 3:00 pm at the Commission office.

e Roselin LLC / Longwood (Brookhaven) / Letter of Interpretation application: Plan
interpretation of yield factor
Summary: Mr. Rizzo explained that a Letter of Interpretation application for a
149.06 acre parcel identified as Suffolk County Tax Map (SCTM) parcel 200-
459-1-1.3 has been received. The parcel is located to the west of William Floyd
Parkway, and north of Longwood Road, in the Longwood area of Brookhaven
Town, and is zoned PRC (Planned Residential Community). It was noted that
this parcel contains the four proposed parcels numbered as parcels 6, 7, 8, and
9 in the North Shore Properties Generic Environmental Impact Statement.

He explained that there is no development yield factor in the Central Pine
Barrens Plan for this zoning category, and that he spoke prior to today’s
meeting with Mr. Girandola regarding what uses and densities are permitted in
this category. A brief discussion ensued regarding the lack of such a yield
factor, and the procedure by which the Clearinghouse usually seeks clarification
from the Commission on such Plan issues.

e Weinstein / Manorville (Brookhaven) / appeal: close of hearing record; decision due
today (deadline is 3/12/00)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo distributed and discussed the attached staff report for this
Credit appeal for SCTM parcel 200-562-3-1. A hearing on this appeal was held
on 2/16/00. A motion was then made by Mr. Girandola and seconded by
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Mr. Cowen to deny the appeal and to adopt the staff report. The motion
was approved by a 5-0 vote.

Mr. Walter Olsen asked about the details of this appeal, and Mr. Rizzo explained
that the oniginal allocation was 4.56 Credits and that the requested allocation
was 16 to 18 Credits.

o Gazza / Westhampton (Southampton) / appeal: close of hearing record; decision
due today (deadline is 3/21/00)
Summary: Mr. Rizzo distributed and discussed the attached staff report for this
Credit appeal for SCTM parcels 900-239-2-6 and 7, and 900-241-1-32. A
hearing on this appeal was held on 2/16/00. Mr. Proios stated that he does not
believe that adjacency to a limited access roadway has been considered in the
past as “roadfront”, and Mr. Murphree agreed. Mr. MacLellan asked about the
restrictions in the conservation easements that are placed on properties, and
that was discussed briefly.

A motion was then made by Mr. Murphree and seconded by Mr. MacLellan
to deny the appeal and to adopt the staff report. The motion was approved
by a 5-0 vote.

Plan Implementation

e |aw Enforcement Council: Innovations in American Government application
Summary: Mr. Corwin briefly described this awards program which is
administrated by the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, and
funded by the Ford Foundation. The Program recognizes innovative and
creative examples of problem solving in the public sector. He explained that an
awards application has been submitted on behalf of the Law Enforcement
Council’s unusual interagency approach to their multi jurisdictional
responsibilities. There was no further discussion.

Core Preservation Area

e Suffolk Community College Eastern Campus / Eastport (Southampton) / site plan:
SEQR Coordination for modular building
Summary: Ms. Plunkett distributed and discussed the attached State
Environmental Quality Review Act lead agency coordination letter from the
Suffolk County Community College administration. The letter refers to a
proposed modular building consisting of 14 units to provide 12 classrooms. It
would be constructed on a portion of the current parking area in front of the
energy plant on the College’s Eastern Campus in Eastport, in Southampton
Town. The College Trustees wish to be the Lead Agency.
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Ms. Plunkett explained that since the last discussions between the College and
the Commission regarding the sewage treatment plant at the Eastern Campus,
the College and the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation have
agreed on an upgrade to the existing plant, rather than abandoning the plant
and installing a leaching field, and that the additional sanitary waste from the
proposed modular building would be treated at the existing plant. She noted
that the proposed modular building does not appear to have any impact on core
area resources.

A discussion then ensued regarding the College’s existing Master Plan Phase 1
(which does not include the proposed modular building); the fact that the
existing Master Plan Phase 1 was deemed by the Commission to be
nondevelopment; whether the current proposal was “development” under the
pine barrens law; whether a Core hardship permit would be required: the
provision of the Pine Bamrens Plan that says that the Commission shall seek
lead agency status on Core area projects; the desire expressed by Mr. Amper to
obtain a complete picture of the County’s plans for future Core area facilities;
the difficulty in disceming what the College’s current plans or desires are; and
what written matenials the Commission currently has at its disposal to determine
whether the project constitutes development.

It was agreed that Commission counsel will examine the current materials, the
pine barrens legislation and the Pine Barmrens Plan and make a report at the
next Commission meeting.

e Westhampton Mini Storage / Westhampton (Southampton) / expansion: new
hardship; set hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed the new hardship request for this 53 acre
parcel, zoned LI-200 (Light Industrial, 5 acre Iot size), identified as Suffolk
County Tax Map 900-248-1-110.2, and located on the North Perimeter Road on
the north side of Gabreski Airport, in Westhampton, Southampton Town. The
project consists of the addition of 3 buildings containing 20,800 square feet to
the site, which already contains 48,000 square feet of self storage buildings.
She further described the proposal’s details.

A discussion then followed regarding whether the two previous Core area
hardships which the Commission has granted to this property already constitute
the minimum relief necessary to which the pine barrens law refers; whether the
proposed project is an unlisted action (which Mr. Cowen asserted that it is); and
whether the Commission should perform a coordinated or uncoordinated review
under SEQRA regulations. It was agreed that this will be placed on the next
Commission agenda for counsel’s report.

e Hidden Pond Stables / Manorville (Brookhaven) / riding arena: new hardship; set
hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed the new hardship request for this 34.22

FINAL Commission Meeting Summary for 3/8/00 (Approved 3/29/00) - Page 5



acre parcel, zoned HF (Horse Farm, 1 house permitted for each 30,000 square
feet), identified as Suffolk County Tax Map 200-460-1-5, and located on the
north side of North Street, west of Center Moriches Road and Wading River
Road, in Manorville, Brookhaven Town. The project consists of the construction
of a 100 by 200 by 16 foot indoor equestnan riding facility with a dirt floor, with
no additional septic system and no clearing of native vegetation. She further
described the proposal’s details.

It was agreed that the application lacks necessary details, such as the exact
location of the proposed structure, and certain information on the Environmental
Assessment Form. It was also noted that the previous owners of this property
had received a Letter of Interpretation, but that it has since expired. It was
agreed that this will be placed on the Commission’s next meeting agenda.

Compatible Growth Area (CGA)

Mr. Girandola left part way through the following agenda item. Ms. Wiplush arrived during the
following item also. A five member quorum remained.

¢ Ironwood Golf Course / site plan / Yaphank (Brookhaven): new hardship; set
hearing
Summary: Ms. Jakobsen distributed the new CGA hardship request for this 121
acre parcel, zoned partly A-1 Residence (5.65 acres) and partly A-5 Residence
(115.34 acres), identified as Suffolk County Tax Map parcels 200-547-1-19,
200-578-1-44, and 200-610-1-22, 23, and 24, and located on the north side of
Mill Road, west of Lincoln Road, in Yaphank, Brookhaven Town.

The project consists of the construction of an 18 hole golf course, a 4,050
square foot storage building, a 3,000 square foot maintenance building, and a
203 vehicle parking area. The hardship seeks relief from the standards which
restrict the amount of fertilizer dependent vegetation and the clearing of native
vegetation. She further described the proposal’s details, including the current
use of approximately 19.61 acres of the site for agriculture.

A brief discussion ensued regarding how to apply the Pine Bamrens Plan
standards. A motion was then made by Mr. Cowen and seconded by Mr.
MacLellan to hold a public hearing on this CGA hardship application at the
3/29/00 Commission meeting at 4:00 pm. The motion was approved by a 5-
0 vote.

e Manorville Vistas / Manorville (Brookhaven): information item
Summary: Ms. Plunkett reported that the Commission has received three calls
from concerned residents regarding the excavation activities that are occurring
on this site along Eastport Manor Road in Manorville, west of County Route 111.
She reported that the Commission staff have spoken with Brookhaven Town
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staff regarding what approvals were granted on which dates dunng the past;
what activities are permitted under those approvals; whether mining is permitted
or being overseen at this site; and whether the project or any phase of it is
grandfathered under the Pine Barrens law. Specifically, the question has arisen
as to whether the project as currently being proposed and constructed is, in fact,
the same project that may have been grandfathered under the pine barrens law
in 1993, when the law was passed.

Mr. Amper stated that the project should be seen in person by the
Commissioners, since he believes that what is currently underway was never
contemplated by anyone at the time of the law’s passage. Mr. David Sloane,
who stated that he represents the current owner of the site, said that it is, in
fact, the same project.

A discussion followed regarding the provisions of the NY Environmental
Conservation Law which permit mining if it is part of a Town approved
subdivision and which does not, in such a case, require a state mining permit;
Chapter 53 of the Brookhaven Town Code; whether the project can be called up
for review after petition by a Commissioner; and whether the Town Code
provisions which permit this activity are consistent with the Central Pine Barrens
Plan. It was agreed that this will be examined further by counsel, and will be on
the Commission’s next agenda.

e Sachem Central School District / Farmingville (Brookhaven): prior jurisdictional

Adjournment

determination by Commission (not on the original agenda)

Summary: Mr. Proios reported that he has called the State Education
Department to request that the Commission be considered as an interested
party to the proposed construction of the Sachem East High School (which was
recently deemed to not be “development” by the Commission) and to request
that the possibility of the new school being tied into an existing sewage
treatment plant be considered by the department in its review.

Summary: A motion was made by Mr. Murphree and seconded by Mr. Proios to
adjourn the meeting. The motion was approved by a 4-0 vote (with Ms. Wiplush
out of the room), and the meeting ended at approximately 4:00 pm.

Attachments (in order of discussion):
1. Attendance list (2 pages)
2. Speaker list (1 page)
3. Weinstein Credit appeal staff report (3/6/00; 3 pages)
4. Gazza Credit appeal staff report (3/6/00; 5 pages)
5. Suffolk Community College SEQRA coordination letter (2/18/00; 6 pages)
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DR AFT 3/ P/oo(aﬁmd;j #2

S prge
CENTRAL PINE BARRENS JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
PINE BARRENS CREDIT APPEAL
Prepared: March 6, 2000
APPLICATION DATA:  LOlissued 12/16/99
Appeal Received 1/6/00
Appeal Public Hearing 2/16/00
APPLICANT: Robert Weinstein
LOCATION: See attached LOI Staff Report
TAX MAP #: 200-562-3-1
APPEAL REQUEST: Allocated 4.56 PBCs in LOI, requesting 16 to 18 PBCs
PARCEL ZONING: A Residence 5
LAND USE: See attached LOI Staff Report
ADDITIONAL SITE DATA: See attached LOI Staff Report

APPELLANT’S EVIDENCE: A document entitled “IN THE MATTER OF THE
APPRAISAL OF THE ESTATE OF JACK WEINSTEIN
d.b.a. JACKWIN FARMS, INC.,” dated March 19, 1985.
Ms. Evelyn V. Dittmeier, a licensed real estate broker,
stated that the fair market value of the subject parcel was
$427,500.00 on March 19, 1985.

In a letter dated February 14, 2000 Mr. Weinstein states
that the “... Appeals Board should evaluate my property at a
minimum of $650,000.00 which would be less than
$23,000.00 an acre.”

RECOMMENDATION:  The Clearinghouse determined the LOI allocation for the above
referenced parcel according to the Central Pine Barrens
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (Plan) Volume 1 adopted June 28,
1995. §6.3.1.1.9 of the Plan dictates the development yield factors
and computation for residentially zoned property. If zoning allows
one (1) dwelling unit per two hundred thousand (200,000) square
feet, the development yield factor is 0.16 Pine Barrens Credit per
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DRAFT:

acre. Mr. Weinstein’s property is zoned one (1) dwelling unit per
two hundred thousand (200,000) square feet. The applicant did not
provide any evidence of a development yield plan that would allow
more dwelling units than would normally be permitted under
current zoning allowed by Town of Brookhaven. No evidence was
presented by the appellant to establish that the parcel is unique in
any manner, so as to warrant an increase in the allocation..
Therefore, Staff recommends against granting the appeal for the
above referenced parcel.
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PINE BARRENS CREDIT LETTER OF INTERPRETATION APPLICATION

STAFF REPORT
Issue Date: 12/15/99
Site Visit: 12/10/99

Seasonal High Water Table,
Surface Water, etc.*

Item Tax Map Numbers
200-562-3-1
Applicant Name Robert Weinstein
Location/Access North of CR 111, west of Toppings Path, Manorville. Parcel
has frontage on CR111, an improved road.
Hagstrom Map # Map 20, N-27
Aerial # Not available at this time.
Acreage 28.5 acres as per tax bill.
Topography/Geologic Steeply sloping near road, then levels off into more gentle
Features sloping terrain as per site visit.
Soils Soils in general area include HaA (Haven loam, 0-2% slopes),
CpC (Carver and Plymouth sands, 3 to 15 percent slopes),
RdA (Riverhead sandy loam 0-3% slopes), PIC (Plymouth
loamy sand 8-15% slopes ) (SC Soil Survey Map Pg.58)
|
Wetlands, Depth to None.

Vegetative Cover Type Pitch pine - oak forest as per site visit.
Rare and Endangered No Natural Heritage Elements.
Species*
Cultural Resources Not available at this time.
Land Use 322 Residential Vacant Land Over 10 acres (as per tax map
database and field visit)
Zoning A5 Residence. Minimum lot area 200,000 square feet. (Town
Zoning Map Sheet No. 10)
School District Eastport (as per tax bill)
Public Water No
Public Sewer No
Fire/Police District Manorville (as per tax bill)
Comment property surrounded by chain link fence.

*Reference: Data from Central Pine Barrens Manorville Hills Stewardship Unit #8 - Existing
Natural Resources Map, prepared by the Central Pine Barrens Commission, 1999.
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CENTRAL PINE BARRENS JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT

PINE BARRENS CREDIT APPEAL

Prepared: March 6, 2000

APPLICATION DATA:  LOIlissued 11/24/99 and 1/11/00
Appeal Received 1/21/00
Appeal Public Hearing 2/16/00

APPLICANT: Joseph Gazza

LOCATION: See attached LOI Staff Reports

TAX MAP #’s: 900-239-2-6, 900-239-2-7, and 900-241-1-32

APPEAL REQUEST: Allocated 0.10 for SCTM # 900-239-2-6, allocated 0.66 for SCTM
# 900-239-2-7 and allocated 0.18 for SCTM # 900-241-1-32,
requesting 1.00 PBCs for each parcel

PARCEL ZONING: Country Residence 200

LAND USE: See attached LOI Staff Reports

ADDITIONAL SITE DATA: See attached LOI Staff Reports

APPELLANT’S EVIDENCE: Mr. Gazza submitted a title report dated August 24, 1999

RECOMMENDATION:

which includes a street report stating that Sunrise Highway
(SR 27) is currently maintained by the State of New York.
Mr. Gazza also submitted a map showing his subject
parcels and the surrounding area. Mr. Gazza stated that
nothing in § 6.7.6.6. of the Central Pine Barrens
Comprehensive Land Use Plan Volume 1 (Plan) restricts
parcels that are on limited access highways from receiving
and increased LOI allocation..

§ 6.7.6.6 of the Central Pine Barrens Comprehensive Land Use
Plan Volume 1 (Plan) states “The Pine Barrens Credit
Clearinghouse may elect to allocate one (1) full Pine Barrens
Credit for a parcel of land consisting of at least 4,000 square feet
with frontage on an existing improved road.” (emphasis added)
On previous occasions the Pine Barrens Credit Clearinghouse has
interpreted § 6.7.6.6 of the Plan not to apply to limited access

Page -1-
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highways such as Sunrise Highway (New York State Route 27) and
the Long Island Expressway (Interstate 495). On November 28,
1995 the Pine Barrens Credit Clearinghouse issued two LOI’s for
parcels owned by Mr. & Mrs. Edward Trombetta. (SCTM #’s 900-
241-1-17 and 900-241-1-19) The Trombetta parcels have road
frontage on Sunrise Highway and the Clearinghouse did not
increase the LOI allocations under §6.7.6.6 of the Plan. No
evidence was submitted that New York State plans to open a
service road for Sunrise Highway in the area of the subject parcels
in the near future. Therefore, Staff recommends against granting
the appeal for the above referenced parcels.

Page -2-
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PINE BARRENS CREDIT LETTER OF INTERPRETATION APPLICATION

STAFF REPORT
Issue Date: 11/4/99

Tax Map Number: 900-239-2-6 “

Item
Applicant Name Joseph Gazza II
Location/Access North of Sunrise Hwy., west of Speonk Riverhead Road,
Town of Southampton. Parcel has road frontage on Sunrise
Highway.
Hagstrom Map # Map 23, O-29
Aerial # Not available at this time
Acreage .49 acres as per tax bill.
Topography/Geologic Gently sloping, approximately 80 ft. above mean sea level
Features (Eastport Quad)
Soils (SC Soil Survey) CpA (Carver and Plymouth sands 0 to 3% slopes) (Soil

Survey Map Sheet No. 59)

Wetlands, Depth to Seasonal
High Water Table, Surface
Water, etc.

No wetlands as per NYSDEC wetlands map (Eastport Quad)

Vegetative Cover Type Pitch Pine - Oak Forest
Rare and Endangered None.
Species
Cultural Resources Not available at this time
Physical Data:
Land Use 323 Other Rural Vacant Lands
Zoning CR200 - Minimum Lot Area 200,000 square feet as per
Town zoning map.
“School District Riverhead as per tax bill.
Public Water No
Public Sewer No
Fire/Police District Flanders as per tax bill.

Other




PINE BARRENS CREDIT LETTER OF INTERPRETATION APPLICATION

STAFF REPORT
Issue Date: 10/27/99
Item Tax Map Number: 900-239-2-7
Applicant Name Joseph Gazza
Location/Access North of Sunrise Hwy., west of Speonk Riverhead Road,
Town of Southampton. Parcel has road frontage on Sunrise
Highway.
Hagstrom Map # Map 23, O-29
Aerial # Not available at this time n
Acreage 4.1 acres as per tax bill. II
Topography/Geologic Gently sloping, approximately 80 ft. above mean sea level “
Features (Eastport Quad)

Soils (SC Soil Survey)

CpA (Carver and Plymouth sands 0 to 3% slopes) (Soil
Survey Map Sheet No. 59)

Wetlands, Depth to Seasonal

No wetlands as per NYSDEC wetlands map (Eastport Quad)

High Water Table, Surface
Water, etc.
Vegetative Cover Type Pitch Pine - Oak Forest
Rare and Endangered None.
Species
Cultural Resources Not available at this time
Physical Data:
Land Use 323 Other Rural Vacant Lands
Zoning CR200 - Minimum Lot Area 200,000 square feet and Aquifer
Overlay District as per Town zoning map. (Confirmed by M.
Shea TOS Planning Dept.) I
School District Riverhead as per tax bill. “
Public Water No
Public Sewer No
Fire/Police District Flanders as per tax bill.

QOther




PINE BARRENS CREDIT LETTER OF INTERPRETATION APPLI CATION

STAFF REPORT
Issue Date: 11/17/99
Revised 12/8/99
Item Tax Map Number: 900-241-1-32 1]
Applicant Name Joseph Gazza "
Location/Access North of Sunrise Hwy., east of Summit Blvd.(open but "
unimproved), Westhampton, Town of Southampton. Parcel is
in overlap area as per tax map and has road frontage on
Sunrise Hwy.
Hagstrom Map # Map 23, 0-30
Aerial # Not available at this time
Acreage 1.15 acres as per application and Town Assessor !
Topography/Geologic Gently sloping, approximately 100 ft. above mean sea level
Features (Eastport Quad)

Soils* (SC Soil Survey)

CpA (Carver and Plymouth sands 0 to 3% slopes)

Wetlands, Depth to Seasonal | None.

High Water Table, Surface

Water, etc.

Vegetative Cover Type* Pitch Pine/Oak Woods
Rare and Endangered None.

Species*

Cultural Resources

Not available at this time

Physical Data:
Land Use Vacant Land
Zoning CR200 - Minimum Lot Area 200,000 square feet as per
Town zoning map.
School District Westhampton Beach
Public Water No
Public Sewer No
Fire/Police District Westhampton Beach

[oee

* Reference: Data from Central Pine Barrens Hampton Hills/Sarnoff Stewardship Unit # 9- Existing
+Natura] Resources and Soils prepared by the Central Pine Barrens Commission, 1999.
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COUNTY COMMUNITY COLLEGE

College Administrative Offices EEE 1V
FEB2 3 ?UUU '_', i
February 18, 2000
CENTRAL PIN RE N
POLICY AND PLAKIIRG o1 ,t,;':’ eElon l
Ms. Donna Plunkett
Analyst
Central Pine Barrens Commission
PO Box 587

3525 Sunrise Highway
Great River, NY 11739

Re:  State Environmental Quality Review Act
Suffolk County Community College
Eastern Campus Modular Building

Dear Ms. Plunkett:

Suffolk County Community College is proposing a leased modular building on its Eastern
Campus at Riverhead, New York. The building will consist of fourteen (14) modular units
comprising a twelve classroom modular building. Details of the proposed undertaking are
contained in the enclosed copies of the Environmental Assessment Form, supplemental
information and project site location plan.

Under the provisions of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA),
Suffolk County Community College desires to conduct a coordinated SEQRA review among
involved agencies with the Suffolk County Community College Board of Trustees being the lead
agency. Within thirty days of the date of this letter, we request your concurrence and/or
comments as follows:

1. Agreement for the Suffolk County Community College Board of Trustees to be
designated agency.
2. Any SEQRA concerns which may result from the proposed project.

Central Administration Ammerman Campus Western Campus Eastern Campus
533 College Road 533 College Road Crooked Hill Road 121 Speonk-Riverhead Road
Selden, NY 11784-2899 Selden, NY 11784-2899 Brentwood, NY 11717-1092 Riverhead, NY 11901-3499

(516) 451-4112 (516) 451-4110 (516) 851-6700 (516) 548-2500



State Environmental Quality Review Act
February 18, 2000
Page Two

Attached are copies of the completed EAF with related information and a distribution list of

involved agencies and interested parties. If you have any questions on the above, please call
Fred A. Strahs-Lorenc, R.A. at (516) 451-4233.

Sincerely,

=a/74n

Fred A. Strahs-Lorenc, R A.
Administrative Director of Educational Facilities

FASL/bp
Enclosure
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