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CHAI RVAN SCULLY: | will read directly
fromthe public notice into the record:

Pursuant to the Environnent al
Conservation Law Article 57-0121(10), notice is
hereby given that a public hearing will be held by
the Central Pine Barrens Joint Planning and Policy
Comm ssion on March 18, 2015, on the matter of an
application for core preservation area hardship
exenption. The subject of the hearing is: Kent
Ani mal Shelter Core Hardshi p Wai ver Application.

The Applicant's representative is David
Sl oane of Certil man Balin.

Project Site is at 2259 River Road,
Cal verton, New York.

Suffol k County Tax Map Nunbers
600- 138-1.62 and 1.71.

Proj ect description is as foll ows:
Applicant requests a Core Preservation Area
hardship permt to expand and redevel op an exi sting
animal shelter on a 2.138 acre project site in the
Resi dence B-40 Zoning District. The site contains
8,913 square feet of existing structures. The
proj ect includes the renoval of three existing

buil di ngs totaling 5,323 square feet and the
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construction of a 9,968 square foot building. The
project also includes the establishnent of a 50-
foot wetland buffer and construction of a new
sanitary system The project is classified as an
Unlisted Action pursuant to SEQRA, and no
coordi nated revi ew was perforned.

The hearing will be held on March 18,
2015, at 3:00 p.m at Southanpton Town Hall, 116
Hanpt on Road, Sout hanpton, New York. A copy of the
application is avail able for exam nation during
regul ar busi ness hours between 8:30 a.m and 5:00
p.m at the Comm ssion's office at: 624 Ad
Ri ver head Road, West hanpton Beach, New York 11978.
It is also posted on the Comm ssion's website at:
Http:// ww. pb. state. ny. us/.

| would like to ask the nenbers of the
Comm ssion and representatives to identify
t hensel ves for the record.

M5. LANDSDALE: Sarah Landsdal e,
representing County Executive Steve Bell one.

MR. WALTER  Sean Walter, Conmm ssion
menber .

M5. PRUSI NOABKI :  Brenda Prusinowski,

representi ng Brookhaven Town Supervi sor Edward

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION

5

Romai ne.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: Conm ssi oner.

CHAl RVAN SCULLY: Peter Scully,
representing the Governor of the State of New YorKk.

W will turn first, | guess, to staff.
Jul i e?

M5. HARGRAVE: Thank you.

W are just going to go over the itens
that we submtted to you for this application, the
staff report which was sent to you on Friday, March
13th, and the attachnments to that staff report,
whi ch you shoul d have a copy. There are additional
copies of the staff report on the table.

The exhibits include an aerial of the
site, a 2013 aerial of the project site, so you can
see the two parcels that nake up the project site,
the Peconic R ver and Ri ver Road.

Exhibit B is one of the 10 sheets of
the site plan, which is sheet 4. That shows the
exi sting conditions and the buildings to remain and
to be renoved on the site of the project.

Cis sheet one of the site plan, which
shows the proposed building and parking | ot and

sanitary system | eaching pools and the existing
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bui | dings to remain and be renoved, and the wetl and
buffer and the restoration along the Peconic River.
That plan is also on the wall.

Exhibit Dis the | andscape plan, and
that shows the building and all of the | andscapi ng
in the wetland buffer.

E is the Health Departnent border
review variance that was approved in Septenber of
2013 and the sheets that go along with that, sheets
8, 9 and 10 of the site plan, show ng the design of
the sanitary system

Exhibit F is the New York State DEC
fresh water wetlands permt.

Gis the DEC Wl d Scenic and
Recreational Rivers Permt.

His the Town of Ri verhead Zoni ng Board
of Appeal s' approval, and that's dated March 18,
2014.

| is the photograph of the project site
and all the buildings on the site and the existing
condi ti ons.

J is sheet 5 of the site plan, and that
shows the gradi ng agreenent proposed on the site.

Kis the part of the site that fronts
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on the river. The Peconic River is in a FEVA
mapped fl ood zone. That is a map of the FEMA fl ood
zone that covers the site.

L is a copy of the statenent for a
preservation office letter that the applicant
recei ved after they conducted an archeol ogi cal
survey on the project site and it has conditions
which relate to the site plan and shows an area to
be undevel oped since it contains archeol ogi cal
resources of inportance.

Mis the Departnent of State nap
show ng the waterfront boundary which the site is
in, the State waterfront boundary and the
significant wildlife conplex that a portion of the
siteis in. This exhibit also contains a
description of the Peconic R ver significant
wildlife habitat system and as well there is a
letter that the applicant received fromthe
Departnent of State explaining the regul ati ons of
t he coastal managenent program

Nis the Comm ssion's July 20, 2005
hardship for the Kent Animal Shelter, where the
appl i cant proposed a 300 square foot addition at

that time and it was built since this hardship.
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Exhibit Ois a copy of the applicant's
petition and explanation of the project and their
petition to address the statute of the Pine Barrens
Act .

Pis a copy of the online petition that
we received a notice of, so that's a copy of the
petition and the letters, 22 letters that were
received as of the date that we sent it to you, on
March 13t h.

So that's the exhibits, and since that
day we have received an additional seven letters
that | wanted to hand you a copy of as, | guess,
that will be the next exhibit, Exhibit Q and I
will give that to you.

Just to briefly go over the project:
Again, the Conmm ssion Chairman described it in the
hearing notice, but this is a core preservation
area hardship application for Kent Animal Shelter
2.138 resident B-40 zoning district in the Town of
Ri verhead, in Calverton on River Road. The
appl i cant proposes to redevel op and expand the use
on the project site.

The applicant has received approval s

fromthe DEC, the Health Departnent and the Town of
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Ri verhead. There nay be nore permts or approvals
needed, it's not clear at this tine; and the staff
report explains the existing buildings and what
wi Il be renoved under the project. Three
bui |l di ngs, as you said, wll be renoved to
accommodat e t he new redevel opnent and the
construction of a building that is 9,968 square
feet wll be devel oped.

There is a new sanitary systemwth
| eachi ng pools and that systemis described in the
site plan.

There are, again, these applicants have
perfornmed an archeol ogical investigation and it was
di scovered that there was a prehistoric site on
this property and that needs to be protected and
that's why there is sort of a hole in the central
portion of the building and the northern portion of
the site is to be left to remain natural.

The staff report has sone questions at
the end which the applicant has a copy of the staff
report, so those itens may need to be addressed at
the end of the hearing or after the hearing if they
can provide additional information that we agree

with those questions.
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CHAI RVAN SCULLY: For the benefit of the
Comm ssion, can you just explain the difference
bet ween the threshold requirenent for approval of a
hardshi p application in the conpatible growh area
as opposed to the core preservation area?

MR M LAZZO. Sure. | direct your
attention to the staff report on page 7.

So in the core, the applicant has to
denonstrate extraordi nary hardship, and we truly

put in the staff report the |anguage fromthe

statute. | will just read it in part: "Such
application" -- which is in the mddle of the first
par agraph -- "Such application for an exenption

pursuant to the denonstration of hardship within
the core preservation area shall be approved only
if the person, the applicant, satisfies the
follow ng conditions and extraordinary hardship for
conpelling public need is established.” And, then,
ski ppi ng ahead, "the person shall be deenmed to have
established the existence of an extraordi nary
hardship only if he or she denonstrates, based on
specific facts, that the subject property does not
have any beneficial use if used for its present use

or devel oped as aut horized by the provisions of
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this article.”

And then "this inability to have
beneficial use results from uni que circunstances
peculiar to the subject property which," and it
gives three elenents: "Do not apply to or affect
ot her property in the imediate vicinity; relate to
or arise out of the characteristics of the subject
property rather than the personal situation of the
applicant; or are not the result of any action or
I naction by the applicant or its predecessors in
title." So that's the core.

MR. WALTER  Before you go forward,
there is another part of that, conpelling public
need. Could you read the requirenents for
conpelling public need? |If you read it, it says
extraordi nary hardship or conpelling public need
and then it has its own criteria.

MR M LAZZO That's right, and the
applicant has cone in under the, it's an A or a B,
and they have cone in under the: Does not have any
beneficial use provision.

B reads, "A person," again the
applicant, "shall be deened to have established a

conpelling public need if the applicant
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denonstrates, based on specific facts,” and this is

a two-part test, the "A" and "or It says, first,
"The proposed devel opnment will serve an essenti al
health or safety need of the municipalities in the
Central Pine Barrens such that the public and
safety required the requested waiver.

"That the public benefits fromthe
proposed use are of a character that override the
I nportance of the protection of the core
preservation area as established by the | aw.

"That the proposed use is required to
serve existing needs of the residents and no
feasible alternatives exist outside the core
preservation area to neet the established public
need; and no better alternative exists in the
county," or -- and this one | don't think would
apply --

"The proposed devel opnent constitutes
an adaptive reuse of an historic resource,” and |
don't think there has been any argunent that is an
hi storic resource."

So that's the core. So the applicant
on a core hardship has to establish either A or B,

conpelling public need is health, safety and there
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Is no other place in the county, there is no other
feasible place to put it in the county; that's the
conpel ling public need or you have to show you have
no beneficial use if the present use is continued
or if the piece of property is devel oped as
permtted by the Act.

The CGA is a different standard. The
CGA is as follows: "The CGA hardship shall be
granted if the applicant has denonstrated the
restrictions,” which would be the Act's prohibition
on devel opnent, "and the CGA doesn't conformto the
pl an, causes unnecessary hardshi p.

“I'n order to prove unnecessary
hardshi p, the applicant shall denonstrate" -- and
this is not in your report because this is CGA
this parcel's core. So it's really, this is not
how we are going to nmeasure this application. 1It's
what they give for illustration.

"The applicant shall denonstrate to the
Comm ssion that for each and every permtted use
under the zoning regulations for the particul ar
district where the property is located,"” here are
the three el enents:

First one, "Applicant cannot realize
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their reasonable return, provided the |ack of
return i s substantial as denonstrated by conpetent
financi al evi dence.

“"The al |l eged hardship relating to the
property i s unique and does not apply to a
substantial portion of the district or
nei ghbor hood,"” and there is sone simlarity on that
second elenent and the first elenent in the core.
"The request, if granted, will not alter the
essential character of the nei ghborhood."

That is in the core criteria.

The last one is, "The all eged hardship
has not been self-created,” which you could argue
iIs simlar to the was not the act, result of an
action or inaction of the applicant."

So that it's a lower -- the core
hardship is a higher standard, arguably to
denonstrate. You have to show that you have no
present beneficial use or conpelling entity. So
those are the two tests.

Now, the only thing before the
Comm ssion is they cane in on the first el enents.
We went through the public need as well, so that

sets the framework for review ng their application.
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So they have to establish either conpelling public
need or those three elenents or sone conbi nati on of
those three elenents for the "no present benefici al
use. "

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: Questions for staff?

Representing the applicant?

MR. NI COLIA: Representing the
applicant, Christopher Nicolia, with the law firm
of Certilman Balin Adler & Hyman, 100 Mot or
Par kway, Suite 156, Hauppauge, New YorKk.

As the staff report previously
nenti oned, we are here today representing the Kent
Ani mal Shelter in their hardship application. |I'm
here today with David Wrtman of VHB, who is going
to retrieve ny other conpanion, Panela Geen, the
Executive Director of the animal shelter.
Unfortunately, today Jeff Butler, the engi neer who
desi gned the sanitary system could not be present.
He drafted a letter and asked ne to submt it to
the board and also to highlight its points for you.

Essentially, the sanitary system
currently existing on the site is conpletely
I nadequate and nay potentially |lead to adverse

envi ronnental inpacts. The new and updated or
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proposed sanitary systemis updated, is | ocated
over 300 feet fromthe fresh water wetl ands' |i ne,
as opposed to the current systemwhich is 50 feet
fromthe wetlands' line where 100 feet is required.
The details of that further outlined within this

| etter which has been submtted into the record,
and | brought additional copies for you, if you
woul d |i ke.

MR. M LAZZO | think we should mark
this as Kent 1.

(Kent Exhibit No. 1 was so
mar ked.

Wth me is David Wrtman of VHB, who
wi Il also be presenting.

CHAl RMAN SCULLY: Before he speaks he is
goi ng to be sworn.

MR. NICOLIA: The site is 2.138 acres
and it's been operating as an animal shelter since
1969 when the property took title -- when the
animal shelter took title to the property. It's
| ocated on River Road, which is the northern
boundary of the core preservation area and it's
I nproved by nine structures and, as previously

nmenti oned, a substandard and inefficient sanitary
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system

The applicant proposes to renove three
of the nine structures and consolidate them w thin
a 9,968 square foot building, which will be
significantly further away fromthe fresh water
wet |l ands line. The building that will be renoved
i ncl udes a 3,091 square foot dog kennel, a 1,045
square foot caretaker's cottage, and a 1,187 square
foot animal intake building. The dog kennel and
the intake will be consolidated within the new
proposed structure, and the caretaker's cottage,
along with the caretaker's role, wll be
el i m nat ed.

Additionally, the existing sanitary
systemw || be replaced wwth an updated and fully
code conpliant sanitary system | ocated 300 feet
fromthe fresh water wetlands' |ine, as opposed to
the current 50 feet. The applicant al so proposes
to install a 50-foot wi de naturally vegetated
buf f er between the operations and the wetl ands,
whi ch woul d neasure approxi mately 12, 720 square
feet.

As denonstrated in Jeff Butler's

| etter, approving this application wll greatly
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reduce adverse environnental inpacts on ground
wat er and the Peconic R ver and to deny this
application would actually run contrary to the
goals of the Pine Barrens' law and result in
further adverse inpacts to the environnent.

Now, we initially submtted this
application as a hardshi p exenption, but yesterday,
after discussions wth interested parties, it was
determ ned that this may actually be better suited
as non-devel opnent, and if that is the case, we
would be willing -- let nme go back, because this is
essentially the replacenent, reconstruction and
I nprovenent of an existing structure, which has
existed on this property prior to the enactnent of
the Pine Barrens' |aw

If this board is wlling to grant this
as non-devel opnment, we woul d be nore than happy to
accept that, otherwse we are wlling and ready to
present an application on the factors for a
har dshi p exenpti on.

As for the first factor of the hardship
exenption, that the aninmal shelter --

MR WALTER |I'msorry to interrupt, but

how can this be non-devel opnent ?
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MR M LAZZO. | am not sure.

So you indicated that you maintain that
the project's non-devel opnent or if the Conmm ssion
deens it non-devel opnent, you don't want the
application. |s the non-devel opnent request for
the sane activity or is it sonething different?

MR. NI COLIA: The non-devel opnent
request is for the sane activity.

MR. M LAZZO. kay. The Comm ssion
deened it to be developnent, it's before the
Comm ssi on because it's devel opnent, and you are
here for a devel opnent hearing. So the Conm ssion

wi |l probably reserve decision whether it's
non- devel opnent, but you shoul d probably nake your
record on the other piece today.

MR. NI COLI A:  Under st ood.

The first factor for a hardship
exenption is whether there is no beneficial use for
the present use, and as the Suprene Court discussed
in the matter of Long Island Pine Barrens Society,
Inc., Richard Anper as Executive Director against
the Central Pine Barrens Joint Planning and Policy
Comm ssion and Anerican Physical Society, Inc., the

Kent Animal Shelter no | onger has beneficial use of
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the facility because it is greatly expanded from
its original use and the site no |longer can satisfy
the ani mal shelter's needs.

Now, the next factor is whether this
| ack of beneficial use is resulting from uni que
ci rcunstances peculiar to the subject property and
| would say that they do. | amsorry -- that the
| ack of beneficial use is not the result of unique
-- results fromuni que circunstances peculiar to
the subject property because there is no other
animal shelter in the core area, and the area in
the immediate vicinity is largely residential.

The | ack of beneficial use also relates
to or arises out of the characteristics of the
subj ect property because this is, again, as | told
you, a preexisting animl shelter. It existed
bef ore the enactnent of the Pine Barrens | aw and
there is no other property in the area being used
as an ani mal shelter.

Now, | understand the point that nmay be
made that we are still tal king about the user
rather than the conditions of the property.
However, it is, in this circunstances, very

difficult to divorce the two insofar as this
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property, again, has been used as an ani nal shelter
since 1969 and the hardship on the applicant is not
the result of their own actions, because they were
there before the Pine Barrens Law was enacted, and
t hey have continued to maintain this use and nodern
times have forced themto need to expend their use
to further neet the needs of the conmunity.

And, lastly, granting this application,
there will not be a nmaterial detrinment to any ot her
property in the area. This use has been existing
for many years already, and the existing sanitary
system which could potentially be said to be
harm ng the nei ghbors or detrinental to the
nei ghbors, will be inproved and repl aced.

It's not inconsistent with the purposes
of the Pine Barrens Law, because it's actually
furthering the purposes of the Pine Barrens Law,
insofar as it's actually furthering the purposes of
the Pine Barrens |law, insofar it's going to further
protect the ground water in the Peconic River
t hrough an updated sanitary systemin relocating
the main structures further away fromthe Peconic
River, and this is the mninumrelief necessary for

the applicant to be able to continue to operate
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t heir busi ness.

At this point, | would like to turn
over -- | would like to have Panel a G een,
Executive Director of the Kent Animl Shelter,
present sone testinony as to the nature of their
use and what they plan with the new buil di ng.

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: You will be sworn by
the Reporter.

PAMELA GREEN having been

first duly sworn by the Notary Public, was exam ned

and testified as foll ows:

THE REPORTER. Thank you. Can you state

your nanme for the record.
M5. GREEN. Panela Geen, 18 Robert

Cres, Stony Brook, New York.

| would just like to thank the nenbers
of the Comm ssion for considering our application
to rebuild our 47-year-old facility. Most of you
are famliar with Kent Animal Shelter and the work
that we do there. | would |look also like to thank
our board and our |egal counsel for hel ping us out
t oday.

Now, the shelter was built, as

Chri stopher said, in 1968. Back then there were no
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Pine Barren laws and there was a snmall group of
peopl e actually from Sout hanpton that said: GCee,
we need an ani mal shelter on the north fork,
because there wasn't any. So they saw this |ovely
pi ece of property on the river and decided to put
the animal shelter there. So anong the 47 years, |
have been there for 30, believe it or not -- | hate
to admt that, but the truth is the truth.

So, you know, it's areally difficult
business. It's sonetines brutal and the things we
see at the shelter day in and day out are heart
rendering. W help people that can't keep their
ani mal s anynore because the famly may be in sone
type of crisis situation. W take aninmals from
muni ci pal shelters in R verhead, Henpstead,
Brookhaven that are scheduled to be euthanized. W
reach out to other shelters, high-ill shelters out
of New York, down south, that destroy up to 85
percent of their animals because they don't have
t he spay/ neuter prograns that we have here. W are
very proud of that because every year, Kent Ani nal
Shelter spays and neuters 4,000 ani nmal s.

So |l look at this little clinic and |

thi nk, howis that possible? But we do it and
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actually one of our main veterinarians is here
t oday who does nost of it.

So we go into Riverhead and we cl ean up
feral cat colonies. W spay and neuter as nany
animals as we can, and that's why people aren't
calling us fromthe public with litters of puppies.
| can't say litters of kittens, because that is
still there, but the population of honel ess ani mal s
Is getting better. So we nmake a difference by
giving a second chance, a new life to animals that
are abused, abandoned, they're honel ess, they have
nowhere el se to go.

Now, | amnot an architect; | amnot a
| awyer; | amnot any of those things. | don't have
all the technical details, but |I can tell you what
| do. | amnot an expert on any of those things
but | aman expert on finding ways to hel p honel ess
ani ml s because | have been doing it forever. Sone
days | think to nyself, you know. | can't do this
anynore, it's just hard.

Yesterday | was driving to a neeting
and | am going down the road and | have to stop for
a school bus and a little girl gets off and she is

running to her house across the street and the dad,
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| can see dad at the doorway, two big Gernman
Shepherds cone running out to greet her, one is
carrying a frisbee and one is carrying a ball and
they're all excited, the little girl is honme and
she is running up to them and she ki cks the ball
and she is laughing, and I thought to nyself: This
Is what it's all about. W nmake differences in
famli es.

You know, there is a petition out there
and it wasn't even out there that |ong and we have
2,500 signatures. Sone people fromout of state
that used to live here, who got their animals from
Kent, and the coments, you know, | went hone | ast
night and | had to read the comments. | amjust
going to read a few of them because there are pages
and pages of them but | just want you to
understand. | know this isn't about heart-felt
enotions or it's not about: OCh ny God, what are
they going to do if they can't rebuild, their
facility is 47 years old? [It's a cenent bl ock
building that is cold in the winter, it's not --
sayi ng not good for the environnment is an
understatenent, it's not good for the environnent.

| am an environnentali st. | | ove trees. | | ove
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the forest, and that goes hand and hand with people
who | ove animals, | think.

| wll just read a couple of these.
This is fromLaurie Good, she is a resident of
Ri ver head and she says: "As a |life-long resident,
| fully support the rebuilding of Kent Ani mal
Shelter. This wonderful facility is an icon in
Ri verhead. They should be allowed to proceed with
t he proposed project to rebuild the shelter. The
many i nprovenents will enable Kent to rescue,
nurture and place even nore animals. The proposed
proj ect incorporates nunerous inprovenents that
will greatly reduce the environnental inpacts of
the current aging facility. This project is a w n-
win for the environnent, a win for honel ess ani mals
and a win for the community. Take the fight
el sewhere. "

M chell e Mal anga in Medford: "Kent is
a long-standing staple in the well being and care
of Long Island's pet population. | nyself have
adopted fromthere and attended many fund-rai sing
events and" -- have always been a very dedicated --
"they have al ways been a dedi cated, sincere, hard-

wor ki ng organi zati on whose sol e purpose is the well
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being of aninmals."

O her people tal k about how the ani nmal s
they got from Kent actually changed their life,
changed the lives of their famlies. So that's
what we do. We not only help aninmals, we help
people. It's areally inportant thing. I[It's an
I nportant organi zation and there is no zoning for
animal shelters in the County of Suffolk. W are a
private shelter, we are not nunicipal. There just
has to be a place for us, and the place that we are
at right nowis, it gets the job done, but we find
homes for over 800 aninals every year. W, again,
spay or neuter, | think it was 4,500 ani mal s | ast
year. So the work we do is inportant.

| know this is not about enotions, it's
about the law, and I think that there needs to be a

way that we can do this and everybody is going to

be happy, because we don't have mllions of
dollars. | don't have any donors that wite out
mllions dollar checks for ne. | amnot in the

Hanpt ons. You know, so with what we have we have
done an unbel i evabl e j ob.
You know, we are told we shoul d never

have been there. Can you inmagine if Kent Ani nal

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION 28

Shel ter was never there? Look at, it would have
changed so many things. So nmany ani nal woul d have
been destroyed. So many people woul d not have had
any place to go with their animals when they needed
help. So | hope that there is sonething, sonething
that can help us do this so we can continue to do
what we do because | think it's inportant.

Thank you.

MR NI COLIA: M. Green, how nany
animals can the Kent Aninmal Shelter acconmpdate as
of today?

M5. GREEN. W probably have about 130
animals there. W only have 25 kennel runs.

MR N CCLIA: Are you at capacity?

M5. GREEN. Oh, yes, all the tine. All
the tine.

MR. NI COLIA: Wen was the last tine
that you weren't at capacity?

M5. GREEN. There was no tine.

MR. NICOLIA: So you have 25 kennel
runs; how many nore woul d you need, the absolute
mnimumto confortably accommbdate all of the dogs
that you have and nore, to continue taking in dogs

and rescuing themfromnon-kill shelters?
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M5. GREEN:. The new facility
accommodat es 60 kennel runs, so that is two-and-a-
hal f tinmes what we have now. W don't have any
facility for puppies. W need a place to put
litters and so forth and isolation areas,

I nteraction roons where people can actually cone
and spend a little time wwth the pets that they are
interested in rather than standi ng outside on the
property. W don't have any of that.

The new facilities they built there are
state-of-the-art beautiful, soundproof, you know,
efficient. W have $1,000 worth of oil that goes
t hrough our kennel every January and February and
it | ooks March this year as well, and you still
can't get it above in the high 40's when it's
really cold out.

They used to build themthat way but
today it's archaic. |It's inefficient and, you know
it's not great for the animals in the wintertine
either. You know, we put beds in there, we put
bl ankets there, we do everything we can, and it's
better than bei ng euthani zed.

MR NICOLIA: If you have nore space in

your facility, would you be able to better serve
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the comunity?

M5. GREEN. Absolutely. W are so
i nvolved with the community. W have humane
educati on prograns; we have interns from Boces,
east-end Boces; we have the sheriff's departnent
wor kK program where the inmates are always at the
shelter doing various things. W go to schools, we
talk to children about aninmal welfare; and this is
a community organi zation. It's inportant in the
communi ty.

MR NCOLIA: Sois it safe to say that
60 kennels will allow you to (a) better serve the
community and (b) take in nore aninmals and rescue
themfor non-kill shelters?

M5. GREEN. Yes, absolutely.

MR, NI COLIA: Thank you very nuch.

MR. McCORM CK: Question: Dan MCorm ck
fromthe Town of Riverhead. |If |I needed to avail
nysel f of your services but, in fact, your facility
as it presently is in existence wasn't there, where
would | go as an alternative at this particul ar
poi nt ?

M5. GREEN. |f Kent wasn't there?

MR McCORM CK:  Yes.
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M5. GREEN: Then you woul d have to
contact a town shelter. Town shelters do destroy,
t hey can when they have to, and, you know, it's
permtted. Wen they get too full they have no
place to put the animals; they are permtted to do
t hat .

So you woul d have to take your dog or
cat there. The Town of R verhead doesn't
accommodate cats at all, and the new shelter would
put in facilities to have cats for adoption as
wel | .

MR MCORM CK: As a follow up regarding
your expansion, what woul d you be allowed to do
now, assum ng that you are granted the expansion

that you cannot do right now.

M5. GREEN. Well, | hesitate to say that
it's an expansion, that's a big no/no in the Pine
Barrens, it's arebuild. Wat it wwll dois, it
will allow us to take another 40 dogs in that are

slated to be euthanized or that people can't keep
and don't know what to do with them and don't want
to take themto a town shelter if they don't have
to. We built a new nedical spay/neuter clinic in

there to continue doing what we are doing, it's
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not hi ng new.

To ne, it's not an expansion, it's the
same footprint, it's the sanme anount of space. W
are taking down three buildings and putting up this
building. W are taking this cenent bl ock building
off of the river and taking out all of the invasive
vegetation and putting in native vegetation, nmaking
it 300 feet along the river front, nmaking it a
beautiful place that the people that are canoeing
down the river don't have to see a whol e bunch of
barking dogs. It wll create a wonderful buffer
t here.

MR. McCORM CK:  Thank you.

MR. M LAZZO  You are indicating that
it's the sane footprint; is it the sane size?

M5. GREEN. Pretty nuch, just under
10, 000 square foot.

MR. MLAZZO. Is it pretty nuch or is it
t he sane?

M5. GREEN.  You should probably talk to
t he engi neer about that.

MR MLAZZG | think it's big, isn't
it?

MR NCCLIA: It is bigger, but the area
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in use will be smaller.

MR M LAZZO It's bigger but the area
in use will be smaller? Do you want to explain how
t hat can be?

MR WORTMAN: | am not the engineer for
the project. M nane is David Wortman, with VHB,
with offices at 100 Motor Parkway in Hauppauge, New
Yor k.

| believe what Ms. Green is referring
tois that the sane facility would fit within the
confines of the site that's already devel oped and
established for the use of the animal shelter, and
as far as the same but smaller, | believe the
reference there is to the fact that the functioning
facility of the animal shelter will be noved to
provide a great setback fromthe river, where
currently there is not, so they're consolidating
their functions within a snmaller portion of that
overall site that is devel oped as the ani nal
shelter.

MR. MLAZZO. (Going to the staff
exhibit, the staff report, | just want to nake sure
t he Conm ssion knows that nunber, so there is no

confusion in the record.
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The existing facility is 8,913 square
feet and the new facility will be 13,558 square
feet; is that correct.

MR, NI COLI A:  Yes.

that the floor area ratio, upstairs/downstairs?
MR. M LAZZO That's all of the
facility.
MR NICOLIA: That's the footprint.

There is no second floor?

MR. NI COLIA: Right.

MR. M LAZZO. So the square footage wll
i ncrease by 4,000 square feet; the | ot coverage
wll increase by -- again, if I amwong, please
correct me, | just want to nmake sure that we have
this correct. The |Iot coverage will go up to,
I npervious surface will be 45.91 of the site, is
that correct? 45-and-a-half, al nost 46 percent of
the site?

MR. WORTMAN: | believe that's correct.
The total area of inpervious surface is -- 45
percent of the site you said?

MR. M LAZZO  Yes, that's according to

MR WALTER Is that the footprint or is

MR MLAZZO. It's all one floor, right?
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the town --
MR. WORTMAN:. | don't believe that's
correct. | believe the figure m ght be the total

I ncrease, you know the portion that's increased in
the inpervious surface. However, under existing
conditions, there are 0.56 acres out of a 2.138
acre site that are established in the inpervious
surfaces between the existing paved driveway and
the building footprints, et cetera. Under post-
devel opnent conditions, approximately 0.76 acre
woul d be established in inpervious surfaces,
representing an increase of 0.2 acres fromthe 0.56
currently.

MR M LAZZO So the staff report, the
proj ect proposed a net increase of |ot coverage of
4,645 square feet, which is an increase of
approxi mately 52 percent.

MR, NICOLIA: | believe |I understand
that to nean that the total increase in the
bui | ding footprint of 4,645 square feet represents
a 52 percent increase of the existing 8,913 square
feet of building area.

MR M LAZZO  Ckay.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: So what are you all
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agreei ng on?

MR. M LAZZO. It's a bigger building.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: By what percentage?

MR. M LAZZO. 50 percent larger, and
it's not just a bigger building -- actually, 50
per cent .

MR. WALTER Can | ask sone questions
since we are asking questions now?

MR. M LAZZO. Go ahead.

MR. WALTER  Counselor, | amgoing to
direct these to you because |I think we are here
under the wong standard. | say that because the
standard of extraordinary hardship is very, very
difficult to neet, and | know that you are
diligently trying to neet that, but there is an or,

extraordi nary hardship "or" conpelling public need
Is determ ned to have been established under the
foll ow ng standards. Then, if you go to the
standards, the iphone is pretty interesting,
because M. MCorm ck just took a picture of this:
The standards say you can neet 1 or 2, the second
one you are not neeting.

The first one, "The proposed

devel opnent will serve an essential health or
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safety need of the municipality in the Central Pine
Barrens such that the public health and safety
require the requested waiver; that the public
benefits fromthe proposed use are of a character
that overrides the inportance of the protection of
the core preservation area as established in this
article; that the proposed uses require to serve
exi sting needs of residents and that no feasible
al ternatives exist outside the core preservation
area to neet the established public need and that
no better alternative exists wthin the County."

| amgoing to start with the | ast

thing, "no better alternative exists within the

County." If the county were to give the Town of
Ri verhead |l and, | would be hard pressed to turn it
over to an aninmal shelter. | would build an

af fordabl e home. The Town of Riverhead builds
af f ordabl e hones and the County turns over land to
us on a reqgular basis and we build affordable
hones.

| can sit here as a supervisor and | am
saying that | am scouring the town right now,
| ooking for sites to build affordable honmes. So it

Is not county land that is going to be avail able
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within the Town of R verhead. So

gi ve you that.

| amgoing to

Do you mnd if | ask your wtness a

guesti on?

MR NI COLI A: Pl ease do.
VMR WALTER: Does the Town of Ri ver head

have any facility for feral cats or for cats?

MS. GREEN.  No.

MR WALTER: \Where do all the feral cats

in the Town of Riverhead go.

M5. GREEN. In the woods.
MR WALTER  When you spay them where

do they go?

M5. GREEN. W spay and neuter them and

they go back for into colonies that are nanaged.

WALTER. By~?
GREEN: Vol unt eer s.

GREEN:  Not wus.
WALTER: Not you?

2P DD D

WALTER Wbrking for, working wth?

Didn't | conme to a photo op once where

you nmade ne cone hone with a dog.
M5. GREEN. | did.

MR WALTER  For a gentlenen that was
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working with the Kent Aninal Shelter to spay and
neuter, what was his nane?

M5. GREEN: Oh, Al, yes.

MR. WALTER  So the Town of Riverhead
has no place for feral cats?

M5. GREEN: He is |ong gone.

MR. WALTER Wbirn out? Passed away?

M5. GREEN. He has noved away.

MR. WALTER  Have you had a history of
wor king with the Town of R verhead wi th ani nal
control issues?

M5. GREEN. Yes. Not since North Fork
Ani mal Wl fare League, hasn't been a nenber | ust
before that.

MR WALTER And I will say, the Town of
Ri ver head operates, | wll tell you, the Town of
Ri verhead has an aninmal -- a dog pound, the North
Fork Aninmal Welfare League has turned it,
thankfully, into an aninmal shelter and they are
doi ng sone amazing things, but we really operate a
dog pound with no facilities for cats.

Is it safe to say, and | am not goi ng
to put these words in your nouth, but is it

essential to the health, safety, you have to answer
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this question, to the health, safety needs of
Ri ver head that cats be spayed and neutered and
t aken care of ?

M5. GREEN. Absolutely. | nean, |ast
year, we have grants that we receive every year
frompet smart charities. | wite up these grants
and they're to spay and neuter. | have a two-year
one going on right now for feral cats. |[|f these
animals, if the cats are not trapped, they wll
just continue to nultiply and there will be so many
nore, you have no idea. So is that a service that
benefits the health and safety of the community?
Absol utel y.

MR. WALTER Do you work in the town --
| can only speak for the Town of R verhead, but |
think you work in other places, but do you work in
the Town of Riverhead so that this is an essenti al
service to the residents of the Town of R verhead.

M5. GREEN. Yes. Well, we are in
Cal verton, which is in the Town of Riverhead.

MR WALTER So you did testify --

M5. GREEN:. And we do trap in Riverhead,
yes.

MR. WALTER  So you did testify that the
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public benefits fromyour proposed use of Kent.

M5. GREEN. | did.

MR. WALTER: Now, if a resident of
Ri verhead wanted to drop off a cat that they had no
pl ace to drop, couldn't keep them anynore for
what ever reason, where in Riverhead would they drop
t hem of f ?

M5. GREEN. There wouldn't be a place in
Ri verhead. There isn't a pl ace.

MR. WALTER Ot her than?

M5. GREEN. Kent.

MR. WALTER Is that also an essenti al
health and safety -- is that essential to the
health and safety of the residents of the Town of
Ri verhead to have that.

M5. GREEN. It is.

MR. WALTER Whuld you say that the
public benefit of being able to have a facility for
feral cats outweighs any issues that you woul d have
with this expanded facility in the Pine Barrens
area?

M5. GREEN. Well, absolutely. You know,
there isn't anything for cats in Riverhead at all,

feral or otherw se.
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MR WALTER Are there any other better
alternatives that are available to you fromthe
county than the facility that you have now?

M5. GREEN: No, sir. |If you know of one
you should tell ne.

MR. WALTER  Counsel or, | am not going

to ask anynore questions. | honestly think you are
I n under the wong standard. | amgoing to | eave
it at that. | have probably annoyed at | east one

person in the room but I think that | wll say, as
the town supervisor -- now!l wll testify and
should not do this -- but as the town supervisor,
wi t hout Kent Animal Shelter | would have zero pl ace
to send cats. Wien we operated a dog pound and did
not have North Fork Aninmal Wl fare League we had
puppi es that would cone into the facility and we
had no place, no way to really adopt them out,
because they woul d be put next to ani mals that
scared ne when | wal ked through the ani nal
facility. So | can tell you that your services are
essential to the Town of Riverhead.

So that, counselor, you'd better brief
this point, because this is an inportant point. |

am goi ng to shut up now.
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CHAI RVAN SCULLY: Anything else fromthe
applicant?

MR. WORTMAN: Yes, please, if | may. |
prefer to speak fromthe podium if | may.

DAVI D WRTMAN, having been
first duly sworn by the Notary Public, was exam ned
and testified as foll ows:

THE REPORTER  Thank you. Can you state
your nanme and address for the record.

MR, WORTMAN:. My nane is David Wrtnan
with VHB, with offices at 100 Mt or Parkway, in
Hauppauge, New Yor k.

It may be is that we woul d neet the
criteria as described by Supervisor Walter; it may
al so be that it's possible that this application or
project could be deened to be not devel opnent, as
mentioned by M. N colia earlier. | wll just
briefly, if I could, run through each of the
criteria for which we have applied for this
har dshi p exenption, and provide just a bit nore
detail on the proposed project.

VHB has revi ewed the proposed project
Wi th respect to each of the criteria for the

granting of the hardship at Section 57-0121(10)(a)
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of the Pine Barrens Act. W have to denonstrate
extraordi nary hardship and | believe that the
Executive Director, Ms. Geen's testinony speaks to
sone of those uni que circunstances, and | believe
we talked a little bit about the fact that there is
no beneficial use that could be nade of the subject
property if used for its presence use, which it

al ready is or devel oped as authori zed.

Ms. Green's testinony speaks also to
the fact that it cannot be used beneficially inits
present use any |onger because the facility no
| onger neets its needs, and | am sure she woul d be
happy to answer any further questions regarding the
adequacy of that facility to service its present
use, but we are proposing to continue that use.
Sone of that speaks to the unique characteristics
that are peculiar to the subject property. They do
not apply to or affect other properties in the
i mrediate vicinity in that this is the only
property in the neighborhood that is established as
an ani mal shelter and has been so prior to the
enact nent of the Pine Barrens Act.

This hardship relates to and arises out

of the characteristics of the subject property in
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that it has its established use, has a facility
that is there that has becone inadequate for its
purpose. This is not a result of the action or
i naction of the applicant in that this facility is
established prior to the Act and the hardship
arises out of the adoption of the Pine Barrens Act.
The criteria at Section 121(10)(b) of
the Pine Barrens Act that M. Walter's spoke to,
that applies to conpelling public need. At this
time we are not claimng that there is a conpelling
public need, although there may be, that is net by
t he proposed -- existing and proposed facility.

MR. WALTER Can you clarify that? Do
you want to talk to your counsel first before you
make t hat statenent?

MR, WORTMAN: Okay. If | may first
speak to the remaining --

MR. AMPER: | object to the
Comm ssi oner counseling the applicant, please.

(Pause.)

MR. WORTMAN:. Thank you for the
opportunity. W would |like to reserve the right to
make the application that there is a conpelling

publ i c need; however, we would also like to

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION

46

continue with our current application which is for
the hardship criteria.

Under Section 121(10)(c)of the Pine
Barrens Act --

MR MLAZZO Can | interrupt for one
second: Just froma prospect process perspective,
you want to reserve the right to cone in for a
conpel ling public need, you want to reserve that
right; are you suggesting that the Comm ssion
decide the nerits on your first application, if
it's favorable you will conme back or do you want to
adj ourn today and then nmake a second application
under the second piece of this or are we doing it
on the fly and this wll be your conplete

application?

You may want to -- however you deci de
to proceed, we will proceed, but froma record
standpoint, | would prefer to have sonething before

the Comm ssion rather than we may cone back with
this later.

MR NICOLIA: Wuld this board entertain
a notion to consider the conpelling public need
factors along with the hardshi p exenption factors

and then naeke its determnation as it sees fit?
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MR. M LAZZO. The Conm ssion wil |
recei ve and review your application in whatever
formit's submtted to the Commssion. So if you
want to submt that piece of the application,
submt it, but you may want to prepare for that
subm ssion and you can ask that the hearing cl ose,
adjourn, or we can do it today.

|f this is your record on the

conpelling public need, we wll have both of them
before us and we will make that decision under both
el ement s.

MR NCOLIA: | would Iike to confer

w th counsel .

MR. M LAZZO. Of the record.

(Of the record.)

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: Back on the record.

MR N COLIAT W would like the board to
consi der both opportunities today at the hearing,
based on the evidence submtted today for both the
har dshi p exenption and a conpel ling public need.

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: Assunmi ng that neans
you want to establish a better record under a
conpel i ng need application, you' d better do that

qui ckly. You have a | ot of people who travelled
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here to be heard. W have to offer the public an
opportunity to be heard, so how about it?

MR WORTMAN: |f we could first conplete
the record on the application already before us,
very quickly, the criteria, 121(10)(c) of the Pine
Barrens Act requires that we show that the granting
of the hardship would not be material, detrinental
or injurious to other property or result in a
substantial inpairnment of the resources of the core
preservation area. Three of the existing buildings
will be replaced by one nodern facility which has
recei ved sone approvals fromthe Town of Riverhead,
but woul d be subject to review by the town during
the building permt application process, et cetera,
wth respect to fire safety and so forth.

As to its inpacts on core preservation
area resources, the Pine Barrens Act is largely
focused on the protection of vegetation and, as
wel |, ground | evel resources, and to that end we
believe that the application, as it stands, would
do much to inprove both at the site.

There woul d be a m ninmal increase, as
we spoke to earlier, in the total inpervious

surface area by a 0.2 acre at the 2.138 acre site.

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION

49

There's no formal infrastructure under existing
conditions to the county strong water runoff and
it's allowed to travel over |land to the Peconic
river as a resource and on to off-site properties.
A storm wat er managenent system woul d be install ed
as part of the proposed actions to accommodate
stormwater runoff to the total system The
capacity is greater than 5,000 cubic feet, which,
as the applicant here has indicated, would be
capabl e of storing 100 percent of runoff froma 2
I nch stormevent at the site.

Currently, sanitary waste is directed
to several |eaching structures scattered across the
subject site. There are five subsystens currently,
the nearest is less than 50 feet fromthe Peconic
Ri ver. The proposed system woul d divert that waste
fromthe area surrounding the river and to the
northern portion of the site furthest fromthe
wetl and and as well as it relates to the ground
wat er resources, the upgraded system woul d be
desi gned such that its |eaching structures provide
an adequate separation just steps fromthe ground
water, a mninmumof 2 feet, to provide for the

filtration of any effluent |eaching fromthe
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systens, where the current systens do not
acconplish that, and further, be |ocated, as |
said, further fromthe river. Al |eaching
facilities will be a m ninmum of 300 feet fromthe
river boundary, as shown on the project plans.

The engi neer has al ready denonstrated
to the satisfaction of the Suffol k County
Departnent of Health Services, that has
jurisdiction over that system that the proposed
system adheres to the effective limtations for
onsite discharges and that it neets current design
standards for systens.

Wth respect to nitrogen | oading, the
proj ect engi neer has indicated that under existing
conditions approxi mately 412 pounds per year of
nitrogen is discharged to the systens currently,
with the new systens at a rate of approxinmately 50
mlligrans per liter of discharge, |ess nitrogen
woul d be put into the ground water. That
translates to 120 pounds per year reduction or the
equi val ent of nitrogen discharge to ground water of
five to six single-famly residences. These
nunbers are consi dered conservative, but they do

not take any additional credit for the separation
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di stance to ground water that will be afforded by
t he design proposal as conpared with that of the
exi sting systens.

Wth respect to inpact to the wetl ands,
while the creational river systempermt has
al ready been obtained, as well as the test for the
wat er wetlands permt fromthe, the State
Depart nent of Environnental Conservation, and
lastly, with respect to vegetation, currently
there's no substantial areas of natural vegetation
at the site. As indicated in the Part 1 of the
Envi ronnmental Assessnent Formthat was submtted as
part of the hardship application, there are no
rare, threatened or endangered species at the
subj ect property. The proposed action does not
i nclude the clearing of natural vegetation and, in
fact, to the contrary, the proposal includes the
establishnment of 12,720 square feet in native
speci es along the wetl and boundaries, providing
approximately a 50-foot buffer, thereby inproving
conditions for the wetland and conditions as far as
natural vegetation at the site, increasing that
total area.

We respect and submt that the
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I nprovenent of the sanitary system the storm water
system and i nprovenents to natural vegetation areas
at the subject property would not result in any
significant adverse environnental inpact. The

wai ver woul d, therefore, also not be inconsistent
with the purposes, objectives or general spirit of
the Pine Barrens Protection Act, and lastly, as
detailed by Ms. Geen, the requested relief is
believed to be the m nimum necessary to address the
needs of the facility's operations as it is
currently proposed.

Therefore, all three criteria that
apply to the hardship at 121(10)(c) of the Act, we
feel are net, where at |east one is required.

That concl udes ny presentati on.

MR. M LAZZO  Questions for M. Wrtmn?

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: | do have one: You
stated that no clearing wll be required?

MR. WORTMAN: There are no areas of
natural vegetation at the site under existing
conditions. There are individual trees within | awn
areas at the site. Currently, there is, as also
described in the application, sone areas of

vegetation, nomnal areas really, along the
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riverfront itself, that have been affected by

I nvasi ves, and as part of the proposed action, the
total area would be increased, the total area of
vegetation at the site will be increased by that
sane 12,000 square foot nunber | nentioned before.
There are a few individual trees that woul d be
required to be renoved fromthe site within the

| awn ar eas.

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: The staff record
states under the Section entitled "Vegetation,"
that the site contains |arge, mature oak trees, at
these locations and denolition. Denvolition plan:
Many will be renoved in the project, so what is the
real answer? How many trees are being renoved?

MR, WORTMAN: | believe that the area of
t he proposed new building is currently occupi ed by
exi sting paved driveway areas and exi sting
bui | di ngs, and sone of these | awn areas where there
are a few individual scattered trees within those
| awn areas. | have not personally counted them
but | believe themto be on the order of
approxi mately eight trees, eight trees within that
| awn area that would need to be renoved by the

proposed buil der.
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CHAl RVAN SCULLY: Any ot her questions?
Thank you.

MR. M LAZZO. Does the current facility
have a C Oor did it preexist?

MR. WALTER | don't believe | amthe
ri ght person to answer that, | encourage counsel to
reply, if possible.

MR NICOLIA: | believe that we
preexi st, however --

MR. WALTER  What year was it built?

MR NI COLIA: 1969 or '68, | was a Kkid.

MR WALTER  Well, you may or may not
have one.

MR NI CCOLIA: W can certainly foll ow
t hat up.

MR M LAZZO So see if you can provide
that, that woul d be hel pful.

On page 1 of 10, from M. Butler, his
drawi ngs, | just want -- one of the notes in the
box, there are two boxes | abel ed notes, one of them
reads: "There are no veterinarian uses on this
site." |Is that accurate?

M5. GREEN. No, that is not accurate.

What does that nean?
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MR. M LAZZO. | don't know what t hat
nmeans.

M5. GREEN. It's a spay and neuter
clinic. It's not a full facility.

MR. M LAZZO. So that is there
veterinary services or uses or not or is it spay
and neuter only?

M5. GREEN. Spay and neuter only.

MR. M LAZZO Has the clinic been unable
to spay cats because of space constraints.

MS. GREEN.  Yes.

CHAl RMAN SCULLY: Let's get Pam back up
to the podium so she can answer questi ons.

M5. GREEN. The truth is that if we had
nore space and if we had nore cages, we coul d take
nore cats and spay and neuter nore cats. W are
limted by space constraints everywhere.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: Can | ask a question?

MR. M LAZZO. O course.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: How many nore cats do
you think you woul d be able to spay under your new
construction, a year?

M5. GREEN. | haven't cal cul ated that.

We spay dogs as well, you know, it's not
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necessarily --

M5. THRONE- HOLST: COkay. Total
popul ation. | nmean, are you doubling it?

M5. GREEN. W spay nore cats and neuter
nore cats than dogs.

MS. THRONE- HOLST: But can you give ne a
sense, are you doubling your capacity or what are
you doi ng?

M5. GREEN. Dr. Tinpone, Chuck Ti npone,
Presi dent of our Board.

CHAl RMAN SCULLY: You have to be sworn,

CHARLE T1 MP ONE, having
been first duly sworn by the Notary Public, was
exam ned and testified as follows:

THE REPORTER: Can you state your nane
and address for the record, please.

DR TIMPONE: Dr. Charles Tinpone, T | M
P ONE, 43 Coral Avenue, R verhead, New York.

DR, TIMPONE: If you could repeat that
guestion, please.

M5. THRONE-HOLST: | was interested to
know about the increase in your capacity, your

spay, neuter capacity, that you expect?
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DR. TIMPONE: Easily, considering the
reproductive rate of feral cats, we can probably
spay another 1,000 cats every breedi ng season,
every year.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: And are there
correlating nunbers on how that then decreases a
popul ation?

DR. TIMPONE: A significant percentage
of those cats that are trapped and spayed we hope
to place. Unfortunately, a lot of them go back
into the environnent and feral cats are a
significant detrinent to the environnent. Around
the world over 80 billion birds are killed by feral
cats, so they have a significant detrinental i npact
on the environnent of bird popul ations and ot her
I ndi genous species on the Island.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: | assune that by

their natural roam ng that they, too, are adding to

the nitrogen | oading in ground water?

DR TIMPONE: Not only that, but
probably of nore significance is, they have the
potential for transmtting zoonotic diseases to
peopl e; probably the npost devastating is sonething

cal l ed toxoplasnosis. It's transmtted to humans
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t hrough contact wwth cat feces. |It's responsible
for a significant nunber of birth defects in young
chil dren and reproductive disorders in pregnant
woman. So it does neet the criteria for helping to
mai ntain public health on the east end.

CHAl RVAN SCULLY: Are there other
guestions for the applicant?

MR. WALTER  What is rabies? | know
what it is, what a | awer knows of what it is, but
what is rabies and do you inoculate the cats
agai nst rabi es?

DR, TIMPONE: All cats that cone into
the clinic to be spayed and neutered and sterilized
are inocul ated agai nst rabies, which is a very good
point. W haven't had a case of human rabi es on
Long Island in well over a hundred years and that's
because of services like ours, that's why that is.

MR. WALTER  Since you actually live in
the Town of Riverhead, | wll ask you this
question: Are there any other facilities within
the Town of Riverhead that are doing what Kent
Ani mal Shelter is doing?

DR. TI MPONE: No.

MR. WALTER Do you consider it, as a
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veterinarian, that there is a conpelling need to
have a facility like this in the Town of Ri verhead?

DR TIMPONE: W thout a doubt.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: Wbul d you consi der a
revegetation plan for the trees that you are
proposi ng to renove?

DR. TIMPONE: Absol utely.

| nmean, the bottomline is this: W are
taking a very delipidated facility that is under
serving the public right now W can be doing a
| ot nore for the public if we had this space and
the wherewithal to do it.

In an ideal world we would | ove to take
the shelter, buy five acres sonepl ace el se, and
build a state-of-the-art animal shelter, but we
cannot do that economcally. CQur average donations
are $25. W are not getting the $500, 000,
$2, 000, 000 donations that are in RAIN s pocket,

Bi deawee, North Shore Animal League; M. and
Ms. Stern are not on our board of directors.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: Have you expl ored
alternative sites that --

DR. TI MPONE: Yes, we have.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: And the results of
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that were?

DR TI MPONE: Cost prohibitive.

M5. GREEN. Al so, we need a special use
permt no matter where we go.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: And there are no
exi sting parcels with the applicable zoning?

M5. GREEN. No. None available. |
mean, there isn't any, period.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: Have you | ooked both
in Riverhead and beyond Ri ver head?

DR. TI MPONE: [ nto Brookhaven.

M5. THRONE- HOLST: I nto Brookhaven as
wel | .

M5. GREEN. | nean, the original plan,
the original mssion, the original founders of the
shelter wanted to create sonething on the north
fork because there wasn't anything there, and for
47 years we have served the north fork and branched
out to the south fork, to all of Long Island.
People will conme from Brooklyn to get their aninmals
spayed or neutered because it's so cheap, because
they can't afford to pay $400 to get their cat or
dog spayed. It's very unique and there isn't

anything else like this.

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION 61

M5. THRONE- HOLST: One nore questi on:
Wul d you consider a waste water treatnent plant or
systemthat neets a higher standard than the one
you are proposing here, if there was such a thing
available and if it nmet your cost constraints?

DR. TIMPONE: If it is economcally
f easi bl e, absol utely.

M5. GREEN. There is and it's part of
the plan. The anmount of phosphorus nitrogen that
Wi || be decreased into the Peconic R ver and out
into the bay is equal to about six single-famly
homes. That's pretty huge. This is the system
that we are pl anni ng.

CHAI RMAN SCULLY: Any ot her questions of
t he applicant?

MR. WORTMAN: May | neke one bri ef
statenent regarding the conpelling public need?

CHAl RMAN SCULLY: kay.

MR. WORTMAN. As part of the criteria,
there is a threshold that the conpelling public
need nust override the detrinent to the resources
of the core preservation area. W believe that in
this particular case, that is an extrenely | ow

threshol d, being that the proposal would actually

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION

62

I nprove, in our opinion, resources of the core
preservation area, again relating to the water
quality related benefits and beneficially the
pl anti ng of additional natural vegetation.

CHAI RMAN SCULLY: Are there questions
for the applicant?

(No response.)

If not, we wll open it up to the
public. Does anybody fromthe public want to be
hear d?

M. Anper?
RI CHARD AMPER having been

and testified as foll ows:

name for the record.

MR. AMPER. Richard Anper, AMP ER
am Executive Director of the Long Island Pine
Barrens Society, 547 East Main Street, Riverhead.

This is extrenely difficult, | think.
There is really no question but that this
organi zation is doing very inportant work. 1In

fact, | would go so far as to say the Kent Ani nal

first duly sworn by the Notary Public, was exam ned

THE REPORTER. Can you pl ease state your

Shelter is providing a very inportant service. Qur
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problem as you know from previ ous testinony before
this Comm ssion, is what the inplications are to
the protection of the Pine Barrens with represent
to the Pine Barrens Protection Act which woul d
suffer if this Comm ssion were to grant an
extraordi nary hardship for which the applicant was
not entitl ed.

This is not prescribed by the Pine
Barrens Act. The danger of that is that |ess
wort hy organi zati ons can cone forward and nake the
sane clains that are being made today and if the
Comm ssion takes it upon itself to say, "Well, we
agree that there would be sone reduction in
nitrogen," or "W believe that they're trying to do
a good job of mamintaining the natural habitat so we
want to give themthe hardship waiver."

The hardship wai ver, as you fol ks know
and as counsel explained, is different than the
core preservation area and that nmakes it very
difficult for these people. There have been a | ot
of folks who would have |Iiked to have devel oped
their property and couldn't because we nade a
comm tnent 20 years ago to protect the water people

drink, and the place where tens of thousands of
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animals live thenselves. So our problemis not for
the Kent Aninmal Shelter or the work that they do,
it's the process of defending the Pine Barrens
Protection Act. If one were to agree, and we are
not doing that today, that because they're

I nproving the nature of the site that inproves the
Pine Barrens, that doesn't happen if other
applicants can use as a precedent the fact that
this applicant has been granted a hardship, core
area hardshi p application, wthout being able to
show that they have no, absolutely no benefit

what ever. That is an essential part. That's what
the legislature wote.

When they wote the conpati ble growth
area standard they said that you could even waive
strict conpliance with these rules, but they
explicitly said that in the core preservation area
you had to neet a specific requirenent and | want
to argue that because they don't, we have to find
sone other place for themto provide this service.
They are never, by their own adm ssion, going to
neet the full needs of the animals in the county,
the Pine Barrens, the Town of Riverhead, sadly; but

the risk to the Pine Barrens Act and to all of what
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it is that makes it work is that we not, on the
basi s of our synpathies and our caring about
animal s, that we not substitute that for the plain
requi rement of the | aw.

Let's tal k about a couple of those
things: The argunent about public health and
safety, when the law was witten it was explicit
that we were tal king about the public health and
safety of humans. Everything is relative. It wll
be: Cees, if they could build one twice as big
then there would be twice as nmany benefits to the
community, but that's not what conpelling public
need has been found to nean, and so they don't
qualify for the waiver on that basis, and they
don't because they do have beneficial use; so they
don't qualify it on the other. So they don't
qualify, which is why we are talking to them and
trying to figure out what they could do differently
that would not require you to violate the Pine
Barrens Act, which is why the Pine Barrens
Society's board, | don't get to nmake these
decisions on ny own, there are certain things that
you don't have discretion to do and there are

things that | don't have discretion to do. You are

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HEARING March 18, 2015

JOINT PLANNING AND POLICY COMMISSION 66

not supposed to create a hardship if strict
requi renments are not made, and | amnot allowed to
deci de when we |itigate and when we don't.

Qur board has determ ned that the
precedent set by the granting of the permt to this
applicant would be extrenely prejudicial to the
Pine Barrens Protection Act, to the people of
Suffol k County in general, and Long Island in
particular and Long Island in general.

Sadly, the worthiness of the use is not
germane to the decision nmaking. Wen the | aw was
witten it said: Thou shall not say this is a good

use so you can build in the core and this not a

good use, so you can't. |It's not a discretion they
give you. | would ask you to consult wth counsel
on this.

This clearly neets the definition of a
devel opnent. | have passed around to you the | aw
and the definitions, it's devel opnent in every way
that you have ever interpreted it in the past, and
this, if you have ever engaged in devel opnent the
way sone of the people that we don't appreciate,
especially the devel opers that are goi ng on needed

housi ng, on affordabl e housing and other sorts of
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t hi ngs, they are developing for a very humane and
decent purpose, but it's developnent. So you are
| ooki ng at devel opnent and you are | ooking at an
applicant that needs for you to determne if they
qualify under article 57-0107, 0121, but it's
absol utely black and white.

They can't just be providing public
benefits. In fact, | can think of sonme of the
wor st devel opnents ever proposed in the Pine
Barrens. The applicant cones and says that there
are public benefits to having this church here or
this facility there, and this is not sonething that
the Comm ssion has felt overcane the particul ar
requi rements of the consideration of the
application. | amconcerned, and John, if | can
have you pay attention, the applicants obtained
County Health Article 6, Board of Riverhead, DEC
preference and so forth, all about this. W have
to have a better process when we are dealing with
core area hardship applications; that needs to be
taken into consideration by these agencies. This
shoul d be worked out wwth the Commssion. This is
not sonething that these people did wong, it's a

process that makes the project | ook harmnl ess when
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t he expressed | anguage of the statute nmakes it | ook
extrenely harnful. Again, not the nature of the
project, but what the inpact would be on stuff that
everybody who cares about aninmals al so cares about
t he environnent.

There was a reference to nore than 2000
|l etters of support for Kent being able to do the
good work they do. | amsorry, | amnot one of
t hose that had a chance to check that, | would have
done that too. There are 190,000 people who voted
on, |ast Novenber, on Prop 5, saying that the
prograns, the Suffol k County prograns for drinking
wat er protection, were worth -- they're actually
i nvesting their own noney and doing it.

We all belief in these things, but
there are | aws that govern how we behave, the
deci sions we nake, and under, for exanple, the
conprehensi ve | and use plan, the project needs a
variance. So it doesn't conply as it exists. The
mtigation doesn't order the requirenents, the | aw
says what the requirenents are that had to be nmade.
So they have a better sanitary systemthan what was
put in there 40 years ago. |It's likely to generate

40 parts per liter of nitrogen, the county approved
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it, but the county -- | amsorry it's approving the
di scharge of nitrogen and di sappoi nting the whole
office, it's not adequate; so a very good question
from Conm ssioner Throne-Holst, if you could put in
a better one, if you could put in a better one and
it would work, would you do it? That woul d be
good, but it wouldn't solve the problem of not
qualifying for the exenption. The problemis if
the Comm ssion is acting in a manner that wll
al l ow ot her bad actors, of which | consider these
peopl e none, and that is the problem before you.
The sanitary systemis to be further
away than sone of the existing buildings sanitary
systens. The tine of travel would not be
significantly inpacted by that distance and while
there would be |l ess contam nation on that site, it
woul d be contam nation that would conprom se the
river one way or the other. Even if they could
I nprove the actual environnmental situation on those
particul ar acres, the danger of the core being
devel oped i n ways not contenpl ated by the peopl e of
the State of New York, it's a nuch greater danger,
really. Is it a disadvantageous deci sion,

convenient, and does it hurt them and the work they
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are doing? Yes, | think so, but I don't know how
you get around it.

Sanme thing for renoval of buildings.

It would vegetate buil dings; commendable. They set
out to do better job than a | ot of people to
devel op a plan, but they have beneficial use and
they are not providing for the public health and
the welfare of the people. They don't qualify for
t hat .

The fact that this predated the Act,
again, is not germane. There are a | ot people who
intended to building on the areas of the core
preservation area that can't be devel oped, who
wanted to built sonething different, sonething they
t hought was better, sonething they though was good
for the public in the CGA but couldn't do that
because of the Pine Barrens Act, but the water
beneath the Pine Barrens is the cleanest in the
State of New York. W have a habitat that boasts
the greatest diversity of plants and aninmals
anywhere in the State of New York; Adirondack's,
Catskills, it's a Wnder | and.

The previous expansion is not gernmane,

rel ocation efforts have been sought, it's a pain in
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the neck, and if there isn't a zoning for these
things it's considered a nuisance in so many pl aces
that nmunicipalities won't -- if they could do this
sonepl ace el se, | have the feeling that the Town of
Ri verhead, as difficult as they can be, would
accommodat e t hem because of the inportance to the
town of that particular service.

Qur board spent several hours trying to
decide how to deal with this application. W
tal ked to sone very good people associated with
Kent, and | think their intentions are extrenely
good, but we couldn't find a way around the problem
that permtting this project as it's proposed would
viol ate one of the nobst inportant tenets of the
Pine Barrens Protection Act and that is: Wat can
be built, and other than that, had the | aw been
able to say it, would have said, cannot have
anything built on it for any purpose, under any
circunstances. You can't do that, but you can set
up and the legislature did set up a series of
I narguabl e rules that say that you can only permt
that as a Commssion if they neet the letter and
spirit of the | aw.

| wll not give up after this. | ask
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you to di sapprove the application and I wll not
give up trying to figure out how to nmake certain
this kind of service is continued, whether it's ny
job or not, because | think it's inportant and I
don't want the Pine Barrens Act to hurt people who
are doi ng good things, but |I don't want abuse of
the process. | don't want well-intentioned actions
by this Comm ssion to jeopardi ze the Pine Barrens
Protection Act, it's too inportant to too nmany
peopl e.

Thank you very nuch

CHAl RVAN SCULLY: Any others want to be
heard? Ma' anf

APRI L POKORNY, having been
first duly sworn by the Notary Public, was exam ned
and testified as follows:

THE REPORTER: Can you pl ease state your
nanme and address for the record.

M5. POKORNY: April Pokorny, A PRI L,
POKORNY, 2267 R ver Road, Calverton, New
Yor k.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak.
| live on the property adjacent to Kent Ani nal

Shelter, and | don't want you to assune that neans
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that | amhere to support it or oppose it; | have
very m xed feelings about it.

W noved into our house about 12 or 13
years ago, so the kennel already existed. | knew
the condition that | was noving into and to be
qui te honest, probably a new building would be, |
don't know how many tines quieter than the one that
Is there now, which is an echo chanber in that
cement block building, it's very, very loud, but I
am concerned and | see it says it does not apply to
affect other property in the vicinity, but it would
affect not only ny house, but it's not a heavily
devel oped area, and | would be the nost directly
af fected by the construction.

As | said, it has a good point to it
for nme, it wll be quieter, but I would ask you to
consider, and | don't even know truly if this is
part of the process, the traffic, the additional
traffic on River Road, which is a busy road
al ready. County buses go down it. | have an
ei ght-year-old grandson who stands at the end of ny
driveway waiting for the bus every day and the cars
come down very fast early in the norning to get to

Kent to drop off ani nmals.
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It's a concern to ne that the road is
going to be much busier. Wen | noved into ny
house, the kennel had probably 24 runs and now t hey
want to make it 60 runs, so it's going to bring
much nore traffic, but please believe ne when | say
| have m xed feelings, because | know that in ny
heart it's going to nmake ny house quieter, but | do
have ot her concerns that | think need to be thought
about, and so | amjust asking you to think about
t hose.

Thank you.

CHAI RMAN SCULLY: Thank you.

Any ot hers who which to be heard?

J ANE HE L D, having been first
duly sworn by the Notary Public, was exam ned and
testified as foll ows:

THE REPORTER: Can you pl ease state your
name and address for the record.

M5. HELD: Jane Held, 31 Dumar Drive,
Sag Har bor .

My nane is Jane Held and | am here
today to voice ny support for the Kent Ani nal
Shelter. Mich can be said about the obvious need

for aninmal shelters out here. They provide an
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i nval uabl e service to honel ess pets. Under Pam

G een's | eadership, she has commtted herself and
the organi zation to raising the needed funds to
upgrade the shelter. | have visited the shelter
nunmerous tinmes and it's obvious that it's ready for
a much needed facelift in order to provide better
care of the shelter aninals.

Last night on the news | listened to
M. Amper's comments regarding the shelter and what
struck ne nost significantly was his concern, which
| heard today again, for an approval on this
application becom ng precedent setting. Kent
exi sts as a preexisting non-conform ng use and al so
as a non-profit organization. | do not believe the
Pine Barrens Comi ssion wll ever see another
application of a simlar nature as this one.

Soneti mes an exception needs to be nmade to
overrul e.

The Kent application takes a permtted
preexi sting, non-conformng use and it has nade an
application to upgrade and inprove the existing
sanitary conditions. |If the approval is granted on
this application, they will nove their existing

sanitary system which is now |located in close
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proximty to the river, to a new | ocation 300 feet
awnay.

Everything in this application is
directed towards inproving the conditions at the
Kent Animal Shelter, but equally inportant, it is
geared towards inproving the environnental
conditions there. |If the Pine Barrens Conm ssion
Is commtted to being a | eader in environnental
| eadership, | would ask that they give their full
support to the Kent application, as they have
clearly denonstrated their commtnent to creating
environnental inprovenent on their site. | ask
that you pl ease support this very worthy
application. Please do not nake them spend
wasteful dollars trying to fight an approval that
they clearly deserve.

Thank you.

CHAl RMAN SCULLY: Thank you, Ms. Hall.
( Appl ause.)

Does anyone el se w sh to speak?

M. Sl oane?

Pl ease identify yourself for the record
so the Reporter knows who you are.
MR SLOANE: Yes.
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M. Chairman, Menbers of the Board, ny
nane is David Sloane. | ama partner with
Certilman Balin Adler & Hyman, 100 Mot or Parkway,
Hauppauge, New York, representing Kent Ani nal
Shel ter.

My apol ogi es for being |ate today,
however, | had to get ny dog cremated. Tal k about
irony, last night at 1:00 in the norning, | have a
12-year-old bull dog and he just went to sleep. It
was painless, thank God, but this is why | was
| ate. Again, ny apol ogies.

s M. Anper still here? That was
probably the cal nest | have ever seen himand it is
appreciated, it really is, but |I really do have an
I ssue with the precedent setting, and | understand
that's his issue, and this is an issue | deal with
as a land-use attorney constantly wthin
muni ci palities because nunicipalities do not want
to establish a precedence which others could
follow, unless it happens to be a good precedent.

Now, just a couple of very m nor
points, | knowit's been a |ong day, but this is a
2.1 acre site which is on the very edge of the core

area. It contains two oak trees; there are no pine
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trees on the property. There's 55,000 acres of
core area within the Pine Barrens in the three
towns; how this, basically neaningless fromthe

st andpoi nt of the Pine Barrens' application, could
create nmassive types of precedence that's going to
overrun the core area of the Pine Barrens, just
isn't there. However, | understand this concern.

There are conpel ling public needs.

Like | indicated, it's the edge of the core, it's a
substanti al environnmental inprovenent over what is
there at the present tine, not only fromthe

st andpoi nt of ground water quality, but the inpact
on the river, air quality, any type of

envi ronnental issue, including the core area.

As indicated, there is no Pine Barrens'
veget ati on whatsoever, there's, | think, two oak
trees on the property. Thereis alimtation with
the site fromthe standpoint of the archeol ogical
study because they've asked that -- | don't know if
this canme up because, again, | wasn't here, but a
portion of the property they requested stay vacant,
which we are doing, and that's why the odd shape of
that building. As | indicated, you are talking

about 2.1 acres on the extrene edge of the core,
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bet ween R ver Road and the river, out of 55,000
acres in the core area; this is not going to
establish a precedent. | think it's a very worthy
cause. | understand that this isn't -- | know how
sone people feel, but | think any statute, any |aw
has to be interpreted with reason.

Thank you very nuch.

CHAI RMAN SCULLY: Anybody el se?

MR, WALTER Can | just ask you a quick
gquestion?

MR SLOANE: Sure.

MR WALTER | do apol ogi ze. Wuld you
folks be willing to brief that issue of conpelling
public need? Because | am | ooking at the statute
and they absolutely gave a relief point, as opposed
to trying to nmake the extraordinary hardship and
conpelling public need, and I would | ove to see a
witten brief on conpelling public need.

MR SLOANE: | will give you any brief
t hat you want.

MR. WALTER  Thank you, sir.

MR, SLOANE: Absolutely.

CHAI RVAN SCULLY: Does anybody el se w sh

to be heard?
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MR. LATO | do, yes. Thanks.

My nane is Leonard Lado.

LEONARD L AT O having been
first duly affirmed by the Notary Public, was

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

MR LATO 1'd like to stand at the
podi um

| am a resident of Southanpton, of
Quoque, not of Riverhead. 1'd rather stand at the
podi um

Now, with respect to the Kent Ani nal
Shelter, | think what everybody is doing here is
qui bbling. | aman attorney too and | can foll ow
the letter of the law when | have to, but let's
tal k about what is really going on here. W don't
have to really worry about precedent because we are
not tal king about putting in a new comrunity in the
Pine Barrens, we are taking an existing facility
and noving it approximately 100 yards to the north
and dismantling the old facility; so the question
Is: Does the new facility, nunber one, danage the
Pine Barrens? |f we are quibbling we can say two
or three trees will be cut down, but the existing

shelter is already a detrinment to the environnent
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when conpared to the planned shelter. So although
the new shelter will be larger, it's larger but
iIt's al so advanced. The old shelter, | think M.
G een used this phraseol ogy when she said it is
anti quated or archaic.

The point is, if you have, say, 10 dogs
at a facility with a poor septic systemor 30 dogs
and a nodern system actually the environnment w ||
be better protected if you have 30 dogs and a nore
nodern facility. You are going to destroy the old
facility, plant vegetation; for every tree that you
cut down you can plant 10 new ones. The conmunity
will benefit not just the animals. Cbviously, the
animals will benefit, nobody is arguing about that,
but even with respect to disease in the comunity
-- toxoplasnosis, | believe sonmebody has al ready
tal ked about that. If you limt the nunber of
feral cats out there, you |limt the chances that
sone child will get infected with toxopl asnosi s.
Fortunately, we have had no case of rabies in the
area, but what are we going to do? At sone point
rabies starts to cone, what are we are going to
say, we should have had that shelter?

The point is that there are al ways
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going to be people who are going to cone in and
say, "Well, Kent Aninmal Shelter got in there, what
about us?" The difference there is that Kent

Animal Shelter is already there, and we are not

tal king about noving it three or four mles away
and cutting down sone trees. Nobody is going to be
able to use this as precedent, because as a | awyer

| know, when it cones to precedent, you really have
to show that the two cases are factually

I ndi stingui shable. Nobody is going to be able to
stand in Kent Animal Shelter's shoes at a later
date and say: Wll, they got their way, we can't
because Kent Animal Shelter is there. They're
nmovi ng a short di stance away, they are going to

i nprove -- dismantle the old facility, the inpact
to the environnent not only wll be negligible,
there will be no inpact. The environnment wll

I nprove, so how does Suffol k County | ose?

The animals wn, the county w ns
because there will be |l ess waste, |ess chance of
di sease.

CHAl RMAN SCULLY: Thank you M. Lato.
Does anybody el se wish to be heard?

(No response.)
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Just by a show of hands, how many are in
support of shelter?
Thank you very much.
Any questions of staff?
(No response.)
W will |eave the hearing open and we
wi |l reserve deci sion.
Thank you very nuch for your patience
t oday.
There needs to cone before the
Comm ssi on?
(No response.)
| f not, a notion to adjourn.
MR. WALTER  Mbtion to adjourn.
CHAI RVAN SCULLY: Second.
Al in favor?
(Unani nously in favor.)

(Time Noted: 4:45 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MONI QUE CABRERA, a Short hand
Reporter and Notary Public, within and for the
State of New York, do hereby certify that |
reported the proceedings in the within-entitled
matter, on March 18, 2015, at Sout hanpton Town
Hal |, 116 Hanpton Road, Sout hanpton, New York 11968
and that this is an accurate transcription of these
pr oceedi ngs.

| N W TNESS WHERECOF, | have hereunto
set ny hand this 30th day of March, 2015

YAt = ) 4y 5
TV Rasie e
i

MONI QUE CABRERA, Reporter
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