Town  of Lloyd  Town  Board

Regular Meeting 
April 20, 2016
April 20, 2016 


Present:  Supervisor Paul Hansut

   Also present: Sean Murphy, Attorney


    Councilmember Kevin Brennie


 Rosaria Peplow, Town Clerk  

    Councilmember Michael Guerriero

  Kate Jonietz, Secretary  


    Councilmember Joseph Mazzetti

    Councilmember Jeffrey Paladino

Absent:    None 

7:00 PM – Supervisor opened the meeting and led the Pledge of Allegiance
7:00 PM – Supervisor opened the Public Hearing on Local Law C – 2016, a local law to amend Chapter 73 of the Town Code of the Town of Lloyd entitled “The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park”.

1.  REPORTS – Town Board Liaisons

Audit – January 1 to June 30, 2016:  Councilmember Brennie, Councilmember Mazzetti
July 1 to December 31, 2016: Councilmember Guerriero, Councilmember Paladino 

ECC /Zoning Board – Councilmember Guerriero

Guerriero reported that Community Car Wash had applied for a variance through the Zoning Board to increase the size and height of their sign. The Ulster County Planning Board disapproves of the increase in the size of the sign.

The ECC will have a cleanup of Black Creek on May 21st from 10am to 2pm starting at the Black Creek Launch on Rte. 299. Anyone with a kayak or canoe is encouraged to volunteer for the cleanup. 

Highland Central School District – Councilmember Mazzetti

Mazzetti reported that the school budget has been approved by the school board and will be voted on by the general public on May 17th. The marking period for all HCSD students has ended and all students should be receiving their report cards shortly. Third grade students are having their annual “Rainforest Awareness Week” April 18th – 22nd.  This year they will be calling it “make a change, make a difference” and all the funds raised will be split between the Rain Forest and local animal hospitals. He felt it is great to see young people involved in raising money for such worthwhile charities. The Highland Elementary school raised $4300.00 for “Jump Rope for the Heart Fund”. The Middle school has created a sustainable agricultural class and they are working on a garden in the recess field of the school. They have received donations from local farmers for planting apple trees, growing vegetables is planting beds, and creating their own compost. He feels that this is a great learning experience for children to use their own hands to grow and harvest food. The sixth graders will go to Medieval Times on April 29th, the seventh graders will go on a field trip with a physics emphasis and eighth graders will go on their annual overnight trip to Boston on April 27th-28th.  
On Monday April 17th students had a triad which was the modern music masters honor society solos and ensemble. The High school students will be participating in the NYSSMA (New York State School Music Association) Event at Kingston High School on April 22nd and April 23rd.  One hundred students will be going to the Intrepid Space and Science Museum on April 22nd and the high school theatre club will have its annual play at 7pm on April 29th and at 2pm on April 30th. On April 28th 6-8PM BOCES in New Paltz will be hosting a county wide drug prevention program open to all educators and parents. 
Planning Board – Councilmember Paladino

Paladino reported that the Planning Board has been busy with several developments being considered in the Town. They will elaborate on those developments at the workshop meeting.  There were two public hearings in the past month for Erichsen’s Automotive for storage of vehicles on his property on Lumen Lane and Robert Purdy’s property on Lily Lake Road for a special use permit to perform a timber harvest during the winter months.
 He complimented the Planning Board for their time and effort on the PRD Law. There has been interest in implementing solar fields within the Town. The Planning Board is working on a proposed local law on solar fields in order to be able to rezone it and oversee it. The Planning Board is considering asking for a moratorium on solar fields so they will have time to discuss and implement the zoning laws.
Will Farrell, president of the Southern Ulster Chamber, local boy scouts and some local businesses would like to approach the Town Board for approval to restore and fix the 911 clock in Town. He did not think there needed to be any formal resolution for it.
Police/Fire/Town Justice – Supervisor Paul Hansut
Supervisor reported that the Highland Fire Department will be having a class called “Strategies and Techniques for Incident Commanders Operating at a Crude Oil Emergency” on Saturday April 30th from 9am-1pm. It will be a multi-agency training as CSX crude oil travels by train through the Town of Lloyd.  
Water/Sewer/Drainage Committee –Councilmember Brennie

Brennie reported that the committee is waiting for numbers from Ray Jurkowski, Morris Associates, on what amount would be spread out amongst the other water/sewer payers if they eliminated the ten percent tax charge of those who are in the district but service is not available. They should have that number next month and a recommendation for the Town Board.
The final bids for the water line replacement project on Highland Avenue should be available for next month’s meeting.
Murphy added that they are still waiting for the Department of Health approval.

Supervisor read the following letter:

Dear Paul and all Town Board Members,

On behalf of my aunt Ruth Ann Torsone and our family we thank you so much for the wonderful proclamation and Community Pride Award given to her. My aunt treasures this respectfully and appreciates the recognition of her contribution to the community in which she loves so much.

With heartfelt appreciation,
Anita Torsone Freer & Family
Supervisor also read a letter from Senator George Amedore’s Office:
April 12th, 2016

Dear Supervisor Hansut,

Maintaining safe dependable roads is important to the safety of our communities and the health of our economy but maintaining and upkeep can be expensive and I know municipalities need all the assistance they can get to offset the burden. 
I am glad to inform you that the Town of Lloyd will receive $132,879.00 from the Consolidated Local Street and Highway Improvement Program known as CHIPS, as part of the recently enacted 2016-2017 State Budget. 

Additionally, your municipality will receive $30,331.00 in funding under the brand new PAVE- NY program, designated to accelerate resurfacing projects throughout the state.

A strong infrastructure is vitally important to strong, healthy communities. If you have any questions regarding your CHIPS funding, please do not hesitate to contact my office at (518) 455-2350.

Sincerely,

Senator George Amedore

REPORT – Claire Costantino, President, Hudson Valley Rail Trail


No report
REPORT – Matthew Smith, Manager, Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park

Matt Smith reported that the portable toilets will be delivered to the park in a few days and the docks will be installed the following week. Ray Jurkowski, Morris Associates, has volunteered to draw up the design details for the River Walk’s structure so it can be given out to bid. They have put up a new park regulation sign after a weekend of littering and fires. This was the third sign this year as previous signs were vandalized. There has been a problem with visitors leaving litter, smashed beer bottles, etc. in the park and he and the volunteers have had to clean up the garbage numerous times.
The Town received a $70,000.00 grant for the parking lot and he extended his thanks to Donna Deeprose for her efforts in obtaining it.
Smith said Jerry Burfiendt, a local electrician, has the donated LED flagpole light that was for the new flagpole; Burfiendt will install it shortly in memory of his son. A small privacy fence will be installed at the south end of the park property to hide the garbage dumpster on the Mariners Harbor property.  He is still working on the DEC permit required to install the wide steps at the kayak launch.  They will start pouring the concrete for them shortly.

Planning has begun for a major fundraising event at the Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park on August 13, 2016. The event will be called “Glad Day” after an old event from the turn of the century that celebrated the completion of the road from the Highland Landing to New Paltz.  Local restaurant vendors will donate half their profits to the park and there will be a nominal entrance fee for the event. There will possibly be fireworks and site seeing boats, 
Mazzetti asked if the Town Board could help stop the littering and vandalism.
Brennie suggested there should be video cameras installed at the Bob Shephard Landing Park as well as at all the Town parks.

Smith agreed and confirmed they are planning on doing just that. Verizon donated the conduit that would extend inside the building. Cameras will be installed on each corner of the building when finished.  The permanent restrooms inside the building will only be used for events for the time being but would eventually be available for handicapped visitors.
2.  OLD BUSINESS
A. Glenn Gidaly of Barton & Loguidice – authorize re-submitting the application for a trail with the additional information suggested by NYS Parks and Recreation at a cost of approximately $1200.00.
Paladino commented that he had requested inquiring if there would be any funds available from Scenic Hudson for the application process.
Supervisor commented that when the Town Board first discussed the project they reached out to Scenic Hudson for funding but only received a letter of support for the project. 
Mazzetti recalled that Gidaly said “time is of the essence” for re-submitting the application. He felt they should reapply as soon as possible as the Town could be in a better position for approval, since Gidaly listed what should be included in the new application.
Paladino felt the rewards far outweigh the $1200 fee for reapplying and the Town Board should authorize the reapplication.  
B. Ethics Committee recommendations:
1. Add another alternate, 

2. Establish a one-year term length for the Board of Ethics alternate members,

3. Town Board allow citizens of the Town of Lloyd to submit letters directly to     

the Ethics committee instead of going through and having it signed by an employee/volunteer of the Town.  
4. Adopt a procedure establishing if when volunteers’ term ends they must submit a letter requesting reappointment or the Chairperson will contact them and ask if they would like to be reappointed and advise the Town Board.

Supervisor asked Sean Murphy to speak on the matter of the Ethics Committee.

Murphy said the recommendations are a policy issue. He felt two alternates plus the five members are enough as long as everyone attends the meetings.  He could establish a one-year term for the alternates because presently they serve at the pleasure of the Town Board. He did not think it was necessary to establish the term for the alternates as the Town Board could replace them at any time.
 The Chairperson of the Ethics Committee feels very strongly about allowing citizens to submit a letter concerning an ethics violation directly to the committee instead of submitting it to a Town employee or volunteer.  The law would have to be amended to change this procedure and another alternate could be added at that time as well.

 Establishing a procedure for when an alternate’s term ends is not statutory. The Ethics Board could come up with a procedure and the Town Board could adopt it as policy. He believes it would be prudent to establish a policy of the procedure when a volunteer’s term ends. 
Murphy felt that in allowing citizens to present letters directly to the Ethics Board is that   nonsense may be submitted but if it is not a legitimate request the Ethics Board should be able to make that distinction. The Ethics Board can say they have no jurisdiction over it and can choose not to move forward with the letter of violation that was submitted. 
Guerriero reiterated that even if residents are able to bypass submitting a letter to a Town employee or volunteer first, after they do their fact finding, the Ethics Committee still has to come to the Town Board to make a decision.
Murphy added that the Ethics Committee would have to act if there is a legitimate complaint within the jurisdiction of the Committee. The Ethics Committee would then give an advisory opinion to the Town Board and the Town Board could then adopt it or reject it.
Brennie stated that the chairperson has the power to say it doesn’t fall under Ethics and then it would not come in front of the Town Board.

Supervisor stated that if someone submits a letter to Jill Indelicato, Chairperson, she would then have to recuse herself. The committee would then be reduced to four members and this is where an additional alternate would be critical. Indelicato has researched several surrounding towns for their procedures and found that only two towns have the ability to submit letters directly to the committee.
Murphy explained in theory anyone could come to the Town Board to submit a legitimate ethics violation. The real issue is that if someone submits a letter to Indelicato, and she has to recuse herself, she then can refer the complainant to the Town Board. The Ethics Committee feels the petitioners would then get intimidated or discouraged and then will not follow through with the complaint. The original thought was that the Ethics Committee would be bombarded with illegitimate complaints. Indelicato feels that there is a “chilling” affect when someone wants to bring a complaint and has to give it to an employee or Town Board member.

Supervisor suggested that if anyone feels uncomfortable they can file a complaint with the Attorney General’s Office.
Mazzetti felt that having the complainant bring a letter to an employee, volunteer or the Town Board may make them consider further about whether their grievance is truly an ethics violation and /or a serious issue.

Murphy noted Supervisor said they should have Jill Indelicato come in and discuss the thoughts and recommendations that were made.
Brennie expressed that he does not have any problem with it either way.

Supervisor said he would like to research what other towns are doing.

C. Request by Dave Barton that building department employees Anthony Giangrasso and 
Fred Riley be authorized to take home Town vehicles. 
Supervisor said Dave Barton would like to table the request for the time being.

3.  NEW BUSINESS
A.  Requests for street signs.  
1. “Stop ahead” sign for the new stop sign installed in the southerly direction of Commercial 
Ave. and Grove St. 
Supervisor did not see the need for an additional sign and it would only be put up if the    NYSDOT feels it is necessary. 
     2. Letter regarding No Parking signs: 

We are writing to ask the town to add No Parking signs on Argent Drive, between Domenica Lane and the stop sign at Argent Drive and Sterling Place. 

We have lived at 68 Argent Drive for about 6 years and have noticed the increase of cars parking on both sides of the road, in the area that we mentioned, with no consequences for some time now.  There are existing signs at each end of the block but none in the middle on our side or on the opposite side from 71 Argent to Sterling Place.  We are thinking that no one is aware of the existing No Parking signs or they choose to ignore them.  We feel that the addition of these No Parking signs and enforcement would improve this situation. 

 Thank you for in advance for your time.

Respectfully,

Rich Farlese & Cindy Thorn

68 Argent Drive

Highland, NY  12528
Supervisor and Brennie felt the Argent Drive and Sterling Place issue is more of a matter for law enforcement.

Supervisor said he would speak with Police Chief Waage to try and resolve the issue.
4.  Privilege of the Floor
Mark Reynolds, Southern Ulster Times, asked if the fee of $1200.00 Glen Gidaly of Barton & Loguidice referred to with the reapplication to NYS Parks and Recreation is his fee or the fee to reapply.

Supervisor responded that it is Gidaly’s fee to submit the application.

Reynolds also asked if the Supervisor could give an update on the Town of Lloyd towing rotation issue and if the Town Board is going to take any action with it.

Supervisor said that Councilmembers Brennie and Guerriero were working on it.

Brennie said the issue is in the process of being addressed, they have meet with the attorneys, Chief Waage, they are doing their due diligence and it is moving forward. Unfortunately, it will not be as fast as everyone hopes.

Reynolds asked if Brennie could list what they are doing with it presently.

Brennie said they are in process of looking at the code to see if any violations have occurred.

Guerriero added that they are looking into whether the tow operators are following the letter of the law. The information they have will be discussed in a client attorney meeting and afterward they will release the information publicly.
Reynolds inquired as to why Jill Indelicato, chairperson of the Ethics Committee, would have to recuse herself if she receives an ethics violation letter.
Supervisor said if any member of the Ethics Committee brings a letter to the Town Board they would then have to recuse themselves.

Murphy clarified that if a member of the public were to give Jill Indelicato a letter and she signs it and submits it to the Town Board she would have to recuse herself because it is then her request for an opinion.
Reynolds asked if that would change if the Town Board adopted the new recommendations.

Murphy said if they are requesting that the Town Board allow members of the public to petition opinions directly to the Ethics Committee, then if any member of the public makes a request for an opinion it would not cause a conflict or refusal from the Town Board because no one would have to sign it.

George Dembee asked what the term length for regular members of the Ethics Committee is.

Murphy said they are three year terms that have alternating expirations. 
5.  MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS
A. MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Guerriero to approve the minutes 
Workshop Meeting March 2nd, 2016 
Regular Meeting of March 16th, 2016








Five ayes carried.
B. Resolution made by Paladino, seconded by Mazzetti to authorize the payment of vouchers as audited by the Audit Committee.
General


G-294 to G-473

$    85,113.29
Highway


H-149 to H-209

$    63,773.47
Miscellaneous

M-77 to M-114

$    67,923.53
Prepays


P-85 to P-136


$    58,363.56
Sewer


S-72 to S-103


$    13,154.37 

Water


W-126 to W-163

$    37,978.93


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
C. MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Guerriero to approve the Ulster County Board of Realtors hosting the "Realtors for Clean Trails" event on Saturday May 14th from 9 am to 1 pm.  They will use the parking area at 101 New Paltz Road as a staging area and will pick up trash along the entire trail at the recommendation of the Hudson Valley Rail Trail Association.  










Five ayes carried.
D. MOTION made by Guerriero, seconded by Paladino to authorize the use of and closing of the Hudson Valley Rail Trail for Huskies 5K Challenge hosted by the Highland Middle School PTA on Thursday, May 19, 2016 from 5:30 PM to 7 PM to be staged at the Hudson Valley Rail Trail Depot beginning at 3 pm and the event concludes at 8:00 PM.  The race will go westward to Tony Williams and return to the Depot. The organizers of the event will contact Rafael Diaz, Trail Safety and Courtesy Coordinator, before the event to coordinate necessary signage and the use of monitors on the trail before and during the event. 
Mazzetti said he wanted to make sure if this was a school event that they did not charge a fee.

Supervisor said they are not going to charge a fee.









Five ayes carried.
E. MOTION made by Brennie, seconded by Guerriero to authorize the use of the Hudson Valley Rail Trail for the Highland Springfest 5K Challenge hosted by the Semper Fi Parents of the Hudson Valley on Saturday May 21, 2016 from 9:00am to 12noon.  Event to be staged at the Hudson Valley Rail Trail/Rotary Pavilion on 120 New Paltz Road with race going westward towards Tony Williams and return to passing the Pavilion continuing to the access lane by Vintage Village and continuing along Vineyard Avenue to the race terminus in the hamlet. The referenced portion of the trail will be closed from approximately 10:00am to 11:30am.  The Lloyd Police Department will provide traffic control along the portion of Vineyard Avenue.  The organizers of the event will contact Rafael Diaz, Trail Safety and Courtesy Coordinator, before the event to coordinate necessary signage and the use of monitors on the trail before and during the event. 









Five ayes carried.
F. MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie to close the following streets for the Fifth Annual Springfest on Saturday May 21, 2016 from 8:30 AM to 9 PM - Main Street and Vineyard Avenue from Milton Avenue to 60 Vineyard Avenue.  No overnight parking permitted on said streets starting Friday May 20, 2016.  There will be temporary closure of Church Street during the waiters’ races and the bed races.  









Five ayes carried.
G. MOTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino to authorize use of Berean Park on Sunday May 1, 2016 from 6pm to 10pm for a film shoot by Independent Productions at the recommendation of Frank Alfonso, Recreation Director.









Four ayes carried.
H. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino to hire Carl Relyea, Waterfront Director at salary of $2,700.00; Matthew Relyea, Assistant Director, at a salary of $3,900.00 for the 2016 season at Berean Park at the recommendation of Frank Alfonso, Recreation Director.



Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
I. RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Mazzetti to hire Kathleen Berean as Arts & Crafts Director at a salary of $2,900.00 for the 2016 Arts & Crafts Summerfun Program at Berean Park at the recommendation of Frank Alfonso, Recreation Director.



Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
J. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Mazzetti to hire Alissa Morano as Sports Director at a salary $3,300.00 for the 2016 Sports Summerfun Program at Tony Williams Park at the recommendation of Frank Alfonso, Recreation Director.



Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
K. RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Mazzetti to hire Christopher Ranalli as a recreational aide at the hourly rate of $11.50 per hour at the recommendation of Frank Alfonso, Recreation Director.


Roll call:  Brennie, abstain; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Four ayes carried.
L. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Guerriero to promote Jonathan Olori to the position of Laborer at the base rate of $18.80 effective April 30, 2016, at the recommendation of Rich Klotz, Highway Superintendent.


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
M. RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie for signatory approval of the annual 284 Agreement for 2016 as submitted by Richard Klotz, Highway Superintendent.


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
N.  RESOLUTION (TABLED)
Murphy requested to table resolutions N and O as Verizon is still waiting for the final legal version. He said he spoke to Verizon that morning and they should have the legal version shortly.

Supervisor cautioned that this will be the last time it will be on the agenda because it has been going back and forth for a very long time.
WHEREAS, Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless have requested that the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, enter into a lease whereby certain wireless antenna be placed on the storage tank located at 21 Water Tower Road within the Town; and

WHEREAS, the parties have negotiated a proposed lease for the placement of said wireless antenna and appurtenances on said storage tank; and

WHEREAS, the Town Board, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, wish to approve the lease annexed hereto as Exhibit A.

 NOW, THEREFORE, it is resolved as follows:

1. The proposed lease between the Town Board, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, and Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless for a wireless antenna to be placed upon the storage tank located at 21 Water Tower Road within the Town be, and the same hereby is, approved.

2. The Supervisor, on behalf of the Town Board, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, is authorized to sign the lease and any associated documents.

3. The Town Clerk is to be provided with a duplicate original of the lease when final, along with the associated documents, for filing in the Town Clerk’s office, to be available both for public inspection and to record the terms and conditions of the lease for the future.
O.  RESOLUTION (TABLED)
WHEREAS, Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless have requested that the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, enter into a lease whereby certain wireless antenna be placed on the storage tank located at 21 Water Tower Road within the Town; and

WHEREAS, the parties have negotiated a proposed lease for the placement of said wireless antenna and appurtenances on said storage tank; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Lloyd (hereinafter the “Town”) and the County of Ulster

(hereinafter the “County”) hold a joint interest in and to the property and easements and improvements, including the water storage tank, pipes and pumps on the premises, located at 21 Water Tower Road within the Town, and shown as “Parcel B” and “Proposed Road,” as shown on a map entitled “9W Property Group, Inc. – Subdivision Plat,” and filed in the Ulster County Clerk’s office as filed map 07-346, and as granted by the Town to the County by deed dated November 5, 2008, and filed in the Ulster County Clerk’s office in Book of Deeds, Volume 4634, at Page 293, bearing Instrument No. 2008-00020085 (hereinafter referred to as the “Parcel”); and

WHEREAS, the Town has requested the County agree to the proposed lease between Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless and the Town Board, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District; and

WHEREAS, the County seeks the right to erect, construct, assemble and/or maintain
 
communications equipment at the parcel in the event that the County solely determines such need (hereinafter referred to as the “Right”); and

WHEREAS, the County has approved an Agreement wherein the Town would provide 

the County with the Right, and indemnify and hold the County harmless for any and all liability, loss and/or claims arising out of the lease or license agreement with Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless now or in the future in exchange for the County consenting to and waiving any claim or entitlement to the proceeds, compensation or rent in the lease or license agreement between the Town and Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless.  

NOW, THEREFORE, it is resolved as follows:


1.  The proposed Agreement between the County of Ulster and the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, as set forth in Schedule A attached hereto and made a part hereof, be, and the same hereby is, approved.

2. The Supervisor, on behalf of the Town Board, as Commissioners of the Highland Water District, is authorized to sign the Agreement and any associated documents.

3. The Town Clerk is to be provided with a duplicate original of the Agreement when final, along with the associated documents, for filing in the Town Clerk’s office, to be available both for public inspection and to record the terms and conditions of the Agreement for the future.

P. MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie to close the Public Hearing on Local Law A of 2016 a local law known as the “Amendments of Chapter 100 of the Town of Lloyd Zoning Code” to amend the Zoning Map for 593 and 595 New Paltz Road upon the application of Ralf Ludwig, Peter Ludwig and Wolfgang Ludwig, the owners of the premises at 8:55PM.







Five ayes carried.
Murphy explained that Resolution Q is to declare a negative declaration where the action 

will have no significant impact; it is an unlisted action. The applicant prepared a short 
form EAF and there are a few issues the Town Board should address before they adopt 
the negative declaration. The action is changing the zone on the property from DB to GB 
which will increase and allow more commercial uses. All the present allowable uses 
that are not allowed under the DB zone are either with a special use permit or site plan 
approval.

Paladino asked if there was a restriction for car service.

  Murphy said the County Planning Board made a recommendation that the Town Board put some kind of restriction regarding auto sales or auto shops on that parcel. Murphy did not think the restriction would be allowed within the context of approving it as a GB zone. He thought the Board may have to create a new zone such as GB1 etc. in order to accommodate the restriction on that particular parcel.

Paladino asked why the Ulster County Planning Board would recommend that restriction.

Murphy said they do not think the corridor should have a proliferation of used car lots.
Paladino asked if it was a simple action and what it would entail to create a new zone.

Murphy explained that it would be a substantial change and it would require a change in the local law. He said it cannot be conditioned with the acceptance of the property owner.
Mike Moriello, attorney for the petitioner, said he spoke to Dennis Doyle from the Ulster County Planning Board. As the Rail Trail runs behind the parcel, Doyle had a concern about a proliferation of cars being seen from the Rail Trail.
Mazzetti inquired whether there is a minimal amount of acreage required for a car lot in the Town of Lloyd.

Murphy said he was not aware of a minimal amount of acreage but there are requirements for that zone. There are bulk requirements and setbacks for the zone. In the GB zone the setbacks are less than those of a DB zone. A DB zone is more restrictive and that is why they want the zone changed. The property owner has been trying to sell the parcel and the present zoning limits the value and uses.

Guerriero inquired about the size of the lot.

Moriello described the property as being 2.46 acres altogether but that it is actually two lots.

Smith said the Town Planning Board and the Zoning Board of Appeals require GB zoning to have a site plan review, restrictions cannot just be put in as the Town still retains control over it.
Murphy added that motor vehicle sales is a special permitted use with a site plan approval required, thus they have certain restrictions that can be put on it.
Murphy reviewed the criteria for Part I of the Short Environmental Assessment Form for the proposed Local Law A of 2016 for changing zoning from DB to GB.
Q. RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie.

WHEREAS, a proposed Local Law A of 2016 was introduced on the 17th day of 
  
  
  February, 2016; and


WHEREAS, this local law amends the Zoning Map of the Town of Lloyd; and


WHEREAS, the Town Board has determined that this matter constitutes an Unlisted
  
  action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), and the Town 
  
  Board declared lead agency to do all necessary reviews in this matter; and 


WHEREAS, a Short Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) has been prepared by the
  
  Petitioner and provided to the Town; and


WHEREAS, the Town Board has considered the information contained in Part I and
  
  other materials submitted by the project sponsor, and completed Part II of the Short
  
  Form EAF; and


WHEREAS, the Town Board has determined that the proposed action, to wit an 
 
  
  amendment of the Zoning Map of the Town of Lloyd, will have no significant  
  
  
  adverse environmental impacts.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is resolved that the Town Board, as lead agency under the 
 
  New York State Environmental Quality Review Act, finds that the proposed action 
 
  will not result in any adverse environmental impacts and hereby issues its declaration  
 
  of non-significance.  


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
R.  RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie

WHEREAS, proposed Local Law A of 2016, a local law to amend the Zoning Map of 
 
  the Town of Lloyd at 593 New Paltz Road (SBL 87.1-2-37) and 595 New Paltz Road 
 
  (SBL 87.1-2-12) from DB to GB, was introduced at a meeting of the Town Board
 
   held 
on the 17th day of February, 2016 at 7:00 p.m.; and


WHEREAS, this local law amends the Zoning Map to rezone the above-referenced 
 
  parcels from DB to GB; and


WHEREAS, this is an Unlisted action under SEQRA; and 


WHEREAS, the Town Board, having examined Part I and completed Part II of a Short 
 
  Environmental Assessment Form and considered the environmental effects of this 
 
  matter, has found, as lead agency, that there is no environmental impact and has 
 
 
  issued its declaration of non-significance; and


WHEREAS, a public hearing has been held thereon on the 16th day of March, 2016 at 
 
  7:00 p.m., at which time all interested persons were given the opportunity to be heard  
 
  thereon.


NOW, THEREFORE, it is resolved that Local Law A of 2016 be enacted as in the 
 
  form attached hereto as Schedule “A” as if fully set forth herein, being a law to
 
 
  amend the Zoning Map of the Town of Lloyd.  (See Attached)


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
S. MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie to close the Public Hearing on Local Law B of 2016 a local law known as the “Amendments of Chapter 100 of the Town of Lloyd Zoning Code”, the purpose of which is to amend the Zoning Map for 1 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-10), 7 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-11) and 9 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-12), upon the application of SJJP LLC, the owner of 1 Grove Street, and The New Village View SP LLC, the operator of 1 Grove Street, and Joseph Schonberger, the owner of 7 Grove Street and 9 Grove Street at 9:05PM
.



Five ayes carried.
Wendy Rosinski, resident, said she wanted the Town Board to look at the entire project on Grove Street carefully. She questioned whether the Town Board has taken into consideration the elevations of the property, the proposed three stories, and the houses that will be taken down as a result of the project. She is concerned how the plan will affect the surrounding neighborhood as well as the hamlet. She believes the project will not be an economic boost to the hamlet but rather a detriment. 
Brennie remarked that all the Town Board is doing is a zoning change.

Rosinski said she understood that, however, she felt that once the zoning change is done the Town Board is in essence allowing a three story building into a residential neighborhood when it goes to the Planning Board for site plan approval.
Guerriero asked if the fire department has looked at the proposed plan for Grove Street as far as setbacks are concerned.
Supervisor pointed out that would be done at site plan. 

Paladino questioned Joseph Schonberger, owner, if they were proposing two or three stories.

Schonberger responded that it would be two stories.
Rosinski disagreed stating it would be three stories as the basement is street level with two additional stories above that. She continued that no one has ever seen an elevational plan for the project.

Paladino asked if the basement level is exposed.

Schonberger said yes it is exposed because of the hill it is situated on.

Mazzetti asked how much the basement is exposed.

Schonberger explained that the whole street slopes downward and it creates a basement by default and that there would not be any additional height to the overall project.

Rosinski questioned whether the addition would be in the form of a T. 
Schonberger said no that it would be straight and one long building.

Rosinski said that the original plan showed the building and then the additional building “T-ing” up to it. Mr. Schonberger is stating that the building and parking lot would now project even further into the neighborhood.

Murphy interjected that the attorney for the Grove Street project, Richard Cantor, was present, and questions should probably be referred to him.

Richard Cantor asserted that there is no site plan but rather a conceptual plan was done when the owners were in front of the Zoning Board seeking a variance. The Town’s counsel and the Zoning Board offered the opinion that the variance requested could not be done. It could not be done as an area variance but instead a use variance for which Grove Street does not even qualify for. Therefore, the applicant has asked the Town Board to change the zoning from a business zone to R ¼. The net effect of the zoning change is to substantially reduce the permitted business and will protect the residential character of the neighborhood. If the Town Board adopts the zoning change they will go to the Planning Board and there will be a new site plan. He could not accurately discuss whether the plan would be the same or different because presently there is not an existing site plan. The applicants will have to satisfy the standards to get site plan approval and special permit approval. The environmental review that is being introduced is called an uncoordinated review. This means that the Town Board is only making an environmental determination for zoning. If the Town Board adopts the zoning change the applicants will have to do a new Environmental Review which will take into account all the various issues Ms. Rosinski addressed. He believes the project will increase employment and taxes and it is reasonable development for the hamlet. If the property is not rezoned, the applicants will be forced to relocate the facility and use the property on Grove Street for some other permitted commercial use.
Murphy explained that the property is a nonconforming use right now and it will be brought into the realm of a permitted use. The Town Board does not make any decision on a conceptual plan.
Guerriero said he finds it hard to make a decision on a zone change without a site plan. He said that no one could answer his question about sufficient space for a fire truck in the back of the facility on Grove Street if the applicants are able to expand.
Murphy said there will be a site plan.

Cantor interjected that if a fire truck could not get around the building it would generate a positive declaration, an environmental impact statement and ultimately if there was no acceptable answer that would lead to a conclusion that site plan approval is denied.

Mazzetti remarked that he is uncomfortable with the vacant houses being used as a buffer and could the Planning Board require them to come down. He does not want to vote on the zoning change and have the applicants do whatever they want with the property.

Paladino said it is all conditional on site plan and the owners of the property would have to go with what the Town Board and Planning Board desires.

Rosinski said an abandoned house should not be used as a buffer. The plan failed all the various tasks when they brought it to the Town a year ago. The applicants now are asking for a zoning change but it is the same project and it does not change what the project will do to the neighborhood or the hamlet.
Cantor replied that the plan did not fail but rather the nature of the requested variance did not fit the definition of an area variance but fits the definition of a use variance. The standard for a use variance is the requirement that the applicant prove that there is no reasonable economic use for the property for any permitted use. That standard cannot be met as there are multiple commercial uses that could take place on that property that would provide a reasonable return of investment.
Murphy commented the issue was that there was a prior non-conforming use so they needed a variance. They are bringing the property into conformance with the surrounding zoning. If the property is made into an R ¼, that is an allowed use and all the site plan requirements will take effect. 
Rosinski said if the houses are torn down the property will become a parking lot. She questioned whether the Town Board wanted that for the hamlet. She thought that the Town Board wanted to entice people to the hamlet as well as give it more of an economic boost and feels that this is not the kind of project that will accomplish that. She questioned whether the Board wanted to tear houses down in a residential neighborhood. 
Supervisor said the houses that Rosinski is referring to are ready to fall down.

Rosinski felt that was not true as one of the houses was recently lived in by a family with four children. They were offered a nice amount of money in cash to move out. She said the house will now become a parking lot right next to another home and across the street from other homes. She believes that the neighborhood will become parking lots and loading docks and questioned the Town Board again as to whether they really want that in a residential neighborhood in the hamlet.  She also believes that once the zoning is approved and it goes to site plan there will be only discussions on trees and the project will end up being as she said

Cantor said the Planning Board will be looking at far more than just trees.
Rosinski questioned whether the change in zoning is to suit the developer. Starting with Councilman Brennie she began to question why each Town Board member would approve such a zoning change.

Brennie replied that it would actually increase the commercial impact to the hamlet and the hamlet is part of the comprehensive plan.
Rosinski asked what the commercial impact would be.

Brennie responded that there will be 7-10 new employees of the facility who would be able to utilize the hamlet.  There would be a definite increase in taxes to be paid to the school district and the town.
Rosinski believed there would be no economic impact to the hamlet with only an additional 7 employees and said it would be at the cost of the desecration of a neighborhood. 
Cantor interjected that if the Town Board allows the zoning change they will also be eliminating a large number of currently permitted uses. He said by granting the zoning change it will be protecting an area by turning it into residential zoning rather than commercial zoning.
Supervisor asked Cantor if the state had to approve how many beds the facility can have.

Cantor responded that the applicant has to present a certificate of need issued by the state as to how many beds proposed. 
Paladino asked if there was any comment from the County regarding the issue.

Murphy explained there was not a positive or negative recommendation because there was no impact on the county level.

Marcos Pedia, resident of 11 Grove Street, said that he is the neighbor directly impacted by the assisted living facility on Grove Street. He said by approving the zoning change it will keep commercial uses such as a shopping center out of the residential neighborhood. He would rather have more residential beds than industry. This discussion is about the zoning not about the building. If anyone has concerns about the building, they need to go to the Planning Board meetings. He believes the lengthy discussion on the zoning issue is a waste of time as he feels that the zone change will eventually happen anyway. 
Supervisor said they would vote on the zone change and they have learned from past lessons. They have to make sure it is a good project at the Planning Board stage. There has to be public input and the Planning Board understands the impact it will have on the neighborhood and the community. The Town Board has to be comfortable making the decision on the zone change and the Planning Board will make sure it is done right.
Supervisor asked Murphy to comment on Resolution T.

Murphy explained by adopting Resolution T the Town Board would be agreeing, based on the information contained in the EAF, that it is determined that the proposed project would not have any significant adverse impact on the environment. On page 3 of 7, it sets forth the criteria that is used to determine whether this unlisted action may have an adverse impact on the environment. Approving Resolution T would be to adopt the negative declaration.  He reviewed the criteria with the Town Board.

T. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino.
WHEREAS, the Town of Lloyd has introduced local law B  a local law to amend Chapter 100 of the Code of the Town of Lloyd, known as the “Amendments of Chapter 100 of the Town of Lloyd Zoning Code,” the purpose of which is to amend the Zoning Map for 1 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-10), 7 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-11) and 9 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-12) from CB (Central Business) to R ¼ (Single Family Residence ¼ acre); and

WHEREAS, SEQRA Part 617 requires the Town Board to make a SEQRA determination on every project that is not a Type II action; and

WHEREAS, said local law constitutes an Unlisted action under SEQRA; and 

WHEREAS, pending the extension of the R ¼ district, there was a conceptual plan to construct a 13,150 square foot addition to the existing assisted living facility on the site, which will result in the demolition of two (2) vacant houses on tax lot 88.69-1-11 and the two story dwelling on tax lot 88.69-1-10 to provide 34 beds, an 80-seat dining room and additional service areas; and

WHEREAS, this action itself will not produce adverse impacts; however the Environmental Assessment form has been completed to reflect the potential for adverse impacts based on the conceptual plan to expand the facility post-zoning; and
WHEREAS, after reviewing Part I and Part II of the Full Environmental Assessment form, and considering the factors as contained in 6NYCRR Section 617.7, and considering the environmental effects of the amendments to Chapter 100 contained in the above-referenced local law, the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd has determined that the adoption of the local law will not have a significant adverse environmental impact.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is resolved by the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd that the local law to amend Chapter 100, known as the “Amendments of Chapter 100 of the Town of Lloyd Zoning Code,” the purpose of which is the amend the Zoning Map for 1 Grove Street, 7 Grove Street and 9 Grove Street from CB (Central Business) to R ¼ (Single Family Residence ¼ acre), will have no significant environmental impact, and the Board hereby issues its negative declaration pursuant to Part 617 of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act, and as more fully set forth in the Board’s negative declaration Notice of Determination of Non-Significance attached hereto, and the Supervisor is authorized and directed to sign Part III of the Full Environmental Assessment form to indicate that this action will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and therefore an Environmental Impact Statement need not be prepared. 


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
U. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino.
 WHEREAS, proposed Local Law B of 2016, a local law to amend Chapter 100 of the Code of the Town of Lloyd, the purpose of which is to amend the Zoning Map for 1 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-10), 7 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-11) and 9 Grove Street (SBL 88.69-1-12) from CB (Central Business) to R ¼ (Single Family Residence ¼ acre), was introduced at a meeting of the Town Board held on the 17th day of February, 2016 at 7:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS, this local law amends the Zoning Map as set forth above; and

WHEREAS, this is an Unlisted action under SEQRA; and 

WHEREAS, the Town Board, having examined Part I and Part II of a Full Environmental Assessment form, and considering the environmental effects of the matter, has found, as lead agency, that the proposed action will not have a significant adverse environmental impact; and

WHEREAS, the Town Board introduced the proposed Local Law B of 2016 at its February 17th meeting and, as directed by the Town Board and in accordance with GML 239-m, the proposed local law was referred to the Ulster County Planning Board (UCPB) for their recommendations with respect to the local law.  The UCPB provided its decision indicating “No County Impact,” dated March 3, 2016; and

WHEREAS, as directed by the Town Board, the proposed local law was provided to the Town of Lloyd Planning Board for its recommendations with respect to the local law.  The Town of Lloyd Planning Board provided its comments through correspondence from the Town of Lloyd Building Department dated March 3, 2016; and

WHEREAS, pending the extension of the R ¼ district, there was a conceptual plan to construct a 13,150 square foot addition to the existing assisted living facility on the site, which will result in the demolition of two (2) vacant houses on tax lot 88.69-1-11 and the two story dwelling on tax lot 88.69-1-10 to provide 34 beds, an 80-seat dining room and additional service areas; and

WHEREAS, this action itself will not produce adverse impacts; however the Environmental Assessment form has been completed to reflect the potential for adverse impacts based on the conceptual plan to expand the facility post-zoning; and

WHEREAS, the Town Board has considered this potential for adverse impacts in issuing its negative declaration; and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held at the March 16, 2016 regular meeting of the Town of Lloyd Town Board, where citizens had an opportunity to question the Town of Lloyd Town Board, and had the opportunity to be heard on said proposal.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved that, having completed the SEQRA process and having considered all the comments on Local Law B at the public hearing held on March 16, 2016, as well as the written comments of the Town Planning Board and the Ulster County Planning Board, the Town Board hereby adopts Local Law B of 2016, and be it further

RESOLVED, that Local Law B of 2016 be enacted as in the form attached hereto as fully as if set forth herein, being a local law to amend the Zoning Code of the Town of Lloyd.


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, nay; Mazzetti, aye.










Four ayes carried.
Supervisor expressed his concern for the safety of the residents of the Grove Street facility


who use motorized wheelchairs on the roads and sidewalks in the Town. He asked the owners of the facility to find out what they could do to ensure the safety of these residents.
Cantor, attorney for the applicants, said his clients are sympathetic to the residents and Supervisor’s concern but the owners do not want to infringe on any portion of the Americans with Disabilities Act. He continued that the owners/applicants need to find a way to resolve the concern about residents who are doing something that is dangerous while not violating any part of the ADA.
Supervisor said he would like the police, legal counsel, and owners to come up with some type of solution to the matter as the residents are posing a threat to themselves as well as drivers within the Town.
V. MOTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino to close the Public Hearing on Local Law C – 2016, a local law to amend Chapter 73 of the Town Code of the Town of Lloyd entitled “The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park at 8:40 PM.







Five ayes carried.
Murphy commented on Resolution W. He said it is an unlisted action and the resolution is basically the action of adopting regulations into the local law that will have no significant environmental impact.

W. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino.
WHEREAS, proposed Local Law C of 2016 was introduced at a meeting of the Town of Lloyd Board on the 16th day of March, 2016; and,

WHEREAS, this local law amends the Town of Lloyd Code, Chapter 73, entitled “The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park,” by incorporating Vessel Safety Regulations and Jet Ski Protocol to regulate the use of jet skis, also known as personal watercraft vehicles, at The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park; and,

WHEREAS, the Town Board has determined that this matter constitutes an Unlisted Action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), and the Town Board declared Lead Agency to do all necessary reviews in this matter; and, 

WHEREAS, a Short Form EAF having been prepared on behalf of the Town; and,

WHEREAS, the Town Board has determined that the proposed action, to wit, the incorporation of Vessel Safety Regulations and Jet Ski Protocol to regulate the use of jet skis, also known as personal watercraft vehicles, at The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park, into Chapter 73 of the Town of Lloyd Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS RESOLVED that the Town Board, as Lead Agency under the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act, finds that the proposed action will not result in any adverse environmental impacts and hereby issues its declaration of non-significance.


  Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
X. RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie.
WHEREAS, proposed Local Law “C” of 2016, a local law to amend the Town of Lloyd Code, Chapter 73, entitled “The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park,” by incorporating Vessel Safety Regulations and Jet Ski Protocol to regulate the use of jet skis, also known as personal watercraft vehicles, at The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park, was introduced at a meeting of the Town Board held on the 16th day of March, 2016, at 7:00 p.m.; and,

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd, having determined that this matter constitutes an Unlisted action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), and a Short Form EAF having been prepared on behalf of the Town, and the Board having assumed lead agency to do all necessary reviews in this matter; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing has been held thereon on the 20th day of April, 2016, 

at 7:00 p.m., at which time all interested persons were given an opportunity to be heard thereon.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is resolved that Local Law “C” of 2016 be enacted as in the form attached hereto as Schedule “A” as fully as if set forth herein, being a local law to amend the Town of Lloyd Code, Chapter 73, entitled “The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park,” by incorporating Vessel Safety Regulations and Jet Ski Protocol to regulate the use of jet skis, also known as personal watercraft vehicles, at The Bob Shepard Highland Landing Park.


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
Y.   RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino.
WHEREAS, a local law, being proposed as Local Law D – 2016, was introduced at this meeting as follows:

Local Law D – 2016, a local law to amend the Code of the Town of Lloyd, Chapter 100, Article V., Section 100-23, “Planned Residential Development.”

(copy of Local Law attached)
LOCAL LAW D OF THE YEAR 2016

A LOCAL LAW TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE TOWN OF LLOYD

CHAPTER 100, ARTICLE V., SECTION 100-23

“PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT.”

SECTION ONE.  PURPOSE.

The purpose of this local law shall be to rescind Section 100-23.1 of the Town of Lloyd Zoning Code entitled “Planned residential development.” and replace it with a new Section 100-23.1 entitled “Planned residential development (PRD).” The new Section 100-23.1 includes revisions to the existing 100-23.1, including adding factors for the Planning Board to consider when reviewing proposed site plans and any special permits that may be required, revisions to the setbacks in Planned Residential Developments and the minimum distance between detached structures within PRD’s.

SECTION TWO.  MAP AMENDMENT.

The Town of Lloyd Code, Chapter 100, Article V., Section 100-23.1, entitled “Planned residential development.” be, and the same hereby is, deleted and replaced with a new Section 100-23.1, as follows:


“Section 100-23.1 Planned residential development (PRD).

Chapter 100. Zoning 
Article V. Overlay and Other District Regulations 
§ 100-23.1. Planned residential development (PRD). 
[Added 12-14-2011 by L.L. No. 12-2011]

A. General regulations.

 (1) Purpose and general description.  The PRD district is intended to encourage development in or near the Town Center, as defined by the Comprehensive Plan, and should be approved only in locations served by existing or proposed municipal water and sewer lines.  PRD developments should be designed with a traditional village neighborhood sensibility. The PRD district is intended to encourage flexibility and innovation in land use in residential developments. Through careful planning, such districts will provide for the best use of the site consistent with the goals of protecting and embracing the natural environment. At the same time, it is intended that projects within any PRD district provide a compatible blending with surrounding development, minimizing such negative impacts as land use conflicts, traffic congestion, and excessive demands on existing or proposed public facilities.  Appropriate non-residential uses such as neighborhood retail or professional office may be included if they are compatible with the proposed new development and with surrounding land uses.

(2) Establishment. A planned residential development district may be established by the Town Board either on its own MOTION made by seconded by or as a result of a petition from the owner or owners of property complying with the standards and requirements set forth in this chapter for planned residential development districts. The Town Board may waive or modify any part of the requirements of this section.

(3) Application; review; public hearing; action. Application, review, public hearing and action with respect to the establishment of a planned Unit development district shall be as follows.

(4) Considerations. In determining whether exceptions to district standards should be allowed, particularly as regards the intensity of land use, the Town Board shall consider the following factors when considering the establishment of a new PRD and the Planning Board shall consider the following factors when reviewing proposed site plans and any special permits that may be required.

(a) The need for the proposed land use in the proposed location.

(b) The availability and adequacy of municipal water service.

(c) The availability and adequacy of municipal sewer service.

(d) The availability and adequacy of transportation systems, including the impact on the road network.

(e) The pedestrian circulation and open space in relation to structures.

(f) The character of the neighborhood in which the PRD is being proposed, including the safeguards provided to harmonize the proposed use with adjacent properties with the neighborhood in general.

(g) The height and bulk of buildings and their relation to other structures in the vicinity.

(h) Potential impacts on local government services.

(i) Potential impacts on environmental resources including wetlands, surface water, flood plains, and plant and wildlife communities.

(j) The general ability of the land to support the development as well as storm water management, including such factors as slope, depth to bedrock, depth to water table and soil type.

(k) The potential for redevelopment of brownfield and other underutilized properties.

(l) Other factors as may be deemed appropriate by the Town Board.

(5) Procedures and escrows.

(a) An escrow amount shall be established by the applicant to pay for the Town's consultant's fees, including engineering and legal fees, incurred in the evaluation of the plans and documentation for the PRD, in both the preliminary conceptual review phase and during the final site plan review.

(b) The owner of the land or agent thereof shall submit an application for a PRD rezoning to the Town Board. An application fee set by the Town Board and amended from time to time in the development Fee Schedule shall accompany the application. A conceptual plan which may include drawings or architectural renderings, together with a narrative description, shall also accompany the application. The conceptual plan shall include the maximum number of residential units and the maximum number of square feet that the applicant proposes to develop, as well as a description of any non-residential development plans. The conceptual plan shall include a description and the minimum size of proposed open space which shall remain undeveloped. The Town Board at its next regularly scheduled meeting may, if it determines the proposal merits review, refer the application with a copy of the conceptual plan to the Planning Board for its preliminary review and recommendation within 40 days of the date of the application. Any such referral to the Planning Board should not be construed as an approval of the application. If the Town Board determines that the proposal does not merit review because it does not meet the purposes of this article, it shall not refer the application to the Planning Board and no further action on the application shall be taken. The application fee will be refunded to the applicant.  

(c) The Planning Board shall submit its preliminary review and recommendation within 60 days of receipt of the referral from the Town Board.  This time period may be extended with the consent of the applicant.  The Town Board shall within 45 days following receipt of the report from the Planning Board hold a public hearing on the proposal, with public notice as provided by law, as in the case of an amendment to this section. If, however, a positive declaration of environmental significance is issued, the hearing shall be held after the acceptance of the DEIS as complete, preferably at the same time as the hearing on the DEIS.

(d) The Town Board may then amend this section so as to define the boundaries of the PRD. Such action shall have the effect only of granting the applicant permission to apply to the Planning Board for approval of final plans. Such amendment of this section shall not constitute or imply a permit for construction or approval of construction plans.  

(6) Site Plan Review

(a) If approval of the rezoning is granted, the Planning Board, within 45 days after the approval, shall schedule a meeting with the applicant to start the site plan review.  The site plan review will be conducted in accordance with Chapter 100, Article VIII Section 100.53 of the Town Code (Site Plan Review).  The Planning Board may reduce but cannot increase the maximum number of units and total square footage approved by the Town Board.  

(b) PRDs shall be considered as a single parcel for the purpose of applying the regulations. 

(c)  In conducting its site plan review on the proposed development and changes, if any, in the preliminary conceptual plans, the Planning Board shall consider, among other things, the standards listed in this Section at 100-23.1 A. (4) (a) through (l) above, as well as such other matters as the Planning Board may consider pertinent.
(d) If construction work on the proposed development has not begun within three years of the Planning Board approval and such work is not completed within the period of time specified by the Town Board, approval of the application shall become null and void. All rights granted under the PRD shall revert to the same regulations and restrictions as were effective before such approval, unless the Town Board for good cause authorizes an extension, which may be authorized without a public hearing. The Town Board may grant such extensions for up to three additional years, or parts thereof.

(e) Recreation fees shall be paid to the Town according to a schedule that may be amended from time to time. The fee shall be calculated at the time of the signing of the maps as that fee currently on the fee schedule.

(f) The tract or tracts of land under application for consideration for a PRD may be owned, leased or controlled either by a single person or corporation or by a group of individuals or corporations. An application must be filed by the owner or jointly by the deeded owners or their agent of all parcels included in the project. In the case of multiple ownership, the approved plan shall be binding upon all the owners, and such owners shall provide written certification of such binding agreements.

B. Permitted uses and structures.

(1) Single-family detached and attached dwellings; zero lot-line detached and attached dwellings.

(2) Two-family dwellings; multifamily dwellings; condominiums; apartments

(3) Accessory uses and structures including noncommercial greenhouses and plant nurseries, unattached private garages and carports, tool houses and garden sheds, children's play areas and play equipment, swimming pools, gazebos, and the like when meeting the following conditions:

(a) Shall be customarily and clearly incidental and subordinate to permitted principal uses and structures.

(b) Shall be located on the same lot as the permitted principal use or structure, or on a contiguous lot in the same ownership.

(4) Public, private and parochial schools; childcare centers.

(5) Recreational and community assembly facilities intended for the primary use and convenience of the residents within the PRD district and their guests.

(6) Public parks and public recreational facilities, including golf courses, fields or specially designated areas.

(7) Churches and similar places of worship

(8) Home occupations subject to the provisions of § 100-33 of the Zoning Code.

C. Uses permitted on review. Upon review and approval by the Planning Board, neighborhood commercial activities may be permitted, subject to the following conditions:

(1) All commercial facilities must be designed as an integral part of the development; external advertising or other characteristics which would negatively alter the residential scenic quality, noise level, or traffic load shall not be permitted.

D. Prohibited uses and structures: Any use or structure not specifically permitted.

E.  Maximum density. The maximum number of dwelling units in any PRD district shall be computed by multiplying the net acreage to be developed by 15, excluding any area to be developed as a church, school, childcare center, or commercial use (as approved by the Town Board).

F. Minimum off-street parking requirements.

(1) Off-street parking shall be provided so as to comply with the requirements of § 100-29 of this Zoning Code. The following requirements shall additionally apply:

(a) Off-street parking shall be provided on a site convenient to the building it is designed to serve.

(b) At least one parking space per dwelling unit shall be located so as to provide a maximum walking distance of 100 feet from the nearest entrance to the building housing the dwelling unit the space is to serve.

(c) Where appropriate, common driveways, parking areas, walks, and steps shall be provided, maintained, and lighted for night use.

(d) Screening of parking and service areas is encouraged and may be required through the ample use of trees, shrubs, hedges, and screening walls.

            (2) All driveways and parking areas shall be paved.

G. Site plan requirements. All developments requiring building permits shall conform with the applicable site plan requirements of Article VIII, § 100-53, of this Zoning Code.

H. Design standards. The following design standards shall apply for all PRD developments. These standards are in addition to any applicable standards from Appendix A of the Zoning Code, Design Standards. The Planning Board during their review may waive any requirements of the following standards if they find that it is not in the best interest of the community.

(1) Access.

(a) Access to each single-family dwelling unit shall be provided via a public right-of-way or a private driveway owned by the individual in fee simple or in common ownership with the other residents of the PRD. Access and circulation shall adequately provide for firefighting and emergency vehicles and school buses.

(b) Access to buildings containing multifamily dwelling units under individual ownership shall be provided via a public right-of-way or a private driveway owned by the individual in fee simple or in common ownership with the other residents of the PRD. Access and circulation shall adequately provide for firefighting and emergency vehicles and school buses.

(c) Access to buildings containing multifamily dwelling units not owned by their occupants shall be provided via a public right-of-way. Access and circulation shall adequately provide for firefighting and emergency vehicles and school buses.

(2) Obstruction of vision at intersections.

(a) Nothing shall be constructed that may interfere with the visibility at the intersection of any private drive, entrance or exit from a common parking area.

(3) Area and bulk regulations.

a. There shall be no minimum lot size.

b. Minimum setbacks from property lines shall be based on the height of the buildings:

i. One (1) story: 15 foot from property line.

ii. Two (2) story: 20 feet from property line.

iii. Three (3) story: 30 feet from property line.

c.   Setbacks may be adjusted by the Planning Board during site plan review based on particular circumstances.

d. Maximum lot coverage shall be based on the capability of the site design to adequately manage storm water, but should not be more than 70% of the site acreage.  

(4) Spacing of structures.

(a) The location of all structures shall be as shown on the final PRD site plan.

(b) The proposed location of all structures shall be in harmony with existing or prospective adjacent uses and to the existing or prospective development of the neighborhood.

(c) There shall be a minimum distance between detached structures within the PRD as follows:

[1] One and two stories: 15 feet.

[2] more than two stories: 25 feet

(d) No individual residential structure shall extend more than 200 feet in length.

(5) Height of buildings.

(a) The maximum building height for any building shall be 35 feet.

(6) Privacy.
(a) Each development shall provide reasonable visual and acoustical privacy for dwelling units of both the PRD and of adjoining residential property owners. Fences, insulation, walls, barriers, and landscaping shall be used, as appropriate, for the protection and aesthetic enhancement of property and the privacy of its occupants, the screening of objectionable view or use and the reduction of noise.

I. Site improvements.

(1) Streets. The arrangement of public and common ways for pedestrian and vehicular circulation in relation to other existing or planned streets in the area together with provisions for street improvements, shall generally comply with standards set forth in Chapter 89, Streets and Sidewalks, of the Town of Lloyd Code. However, the uniqueness of each proposal for PRD may require that specifications for the width and surfacing of streets, public ways, public utility rights-of-way, curbs and other standards be subject to modification from the specifications of the subdivision or other regulations. Upon application from the developer and good cause shown, the Planning Board may permit changes or alterations of such standards that are consistent with the spirit and intent of this section.

(2) Utilities.

(a) The provision of underground utilities (including electricity, telephone and cable television) in both public and private extensions thereof shall be mandatory in every PRD.

(b) Provisions shall be made for acceptable design and construction of storm water facilities including grading, gutters, piping, and treatment of turf to handle storm water and prevent erosion.

(c) Fire hydrants shall be spaced according to the Town of Lloyd Water Department regulations for location of fire hydrants.

(d) Refuse collection. All collection facilities and containers shall be permanently screened in a manner that is sufficient to completely remove facilities from sight. If individual dwelling receptacles, such as garbage cans, dumpsters, etc., are part of the plan, those receptacles shall be placed in their locations of collection no more than 18 hours before the collection, and shall be removed no more than 18 hours after collection.

(e) Streetlights shall be provided where practicable or for safety reasons. Streetlights shall be shielded and of appropriate wattage. The Planning Board should use its discretion to allow types of lighting that will complement the PRD neighborhood.

(3) Pedestrian circulation.

(a) The "complete street" model should be used for design of the roadway. Consideration must be given to all users of the roadway: bicyclists, public transportation vehicles and riders, pedestrians, and vehicular traffic.

(b) A pedestrian circulation system is required. Where practicable, the system and its related walkways shall be separated as completely as possible from the vehicular street system in order to provide separation of pedestrian and vehicular movement. This separation shall include, when deemed necessary by the Planning Board or Town Board, pedestrian underpasses and overpasses in the vicinity of schools, playgrounds, residential uses, and other neighborhood uses that generate a considerable amount of pedestrian traffic.

(c) Sidewalks may be required where practicable. The sidewalk shall be separated from the street by a grassy strip no less than three feet across. Sidewalks should not dead-end unless transitioning to a nonpaved trail or park area. Sidewalks shall be constructed of concrete.

(d) Street trees shall be located on the side of the sidewalk away from the street in order to minimize damage to trucks. Trees shall be planted at appropriate distances from the sidewalk to inhibit root damage of drains, septic pipes, sidewalks and roadways.

SECTION THREE.  EFFECTIVE DATE.

This local law shall take effect when filed with the Secretary of State, in accordance with the Municipal Home Rule Law.  

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd has determined that this matter constitutes an Unlisted action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), and a Short Form EAF has been prepared on behalf of the Town Board, and the Board having declared its intention to assume lead agency and to do all necessary reviews in this matter; and

WHEREAS, this Board desires to hold a Public Hearing with respect to the adoption of the said local law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Town Board hereby is designated as lead agency to conduct all necessary reviews in this matter; and it is further

RESOLVED that a Public Hearing will be held by the Town Board with respect to the adoption of the aforesaid local law at the Town Hall on the 18th day of May, 2016 at 7:00 p.m.; and it is further

RESOLVED that the Town Clerk is directed to publish and post a notice of said public hearing in accordance with law, and circulate pursuant to the Town of Lloyd Code and the New York State General Municipal Law, to the Town of Lloyd Planning Board, the Ulster County Planning Board, and any other interested agencies, for response prior to the public hearing.


Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
Z. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino.
WHEREAS, a local law, being proposed as Local Law E – 2016, was introduced at this meeting as follows Local Law E – 2016, a local law to temporarily suspend a land owner’s ability to obtain approvals for the installation of commercial solar panels, equipment and structures within the Town while the Town considers and adopts changes to its land use regulations to address new circumstances not addressed by the Town’s current planning and zoning laws, and to bring them into harmony with the Town’s comprehensive plan which was recently updated.  The local law will impose a moratorium for the period of six (6) months following the date of adoption of this local law.  The law provides that the moratorium may be extended by two (2) additional periods of two (2) months each by resolution of the Town Board upon a finding of the necessity for such extension.

(copy of Local Law attached)
TOWN OF LLOYD

LOCAL LAW E of the YEAR 2016

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1SECTION 1. 

This local law shall be known as a moratorium on the approval for use of, or installation of, commercial solar panels, equipment and structures within the Town.

SECTION 2.  Purpose

The purpose of this local law is to temporarily suspend a land owner’s ability to obtain approvals for the installation of commercial solar panels, equipment and structures within the Town while the Town considers and adopts changes and updates to its land use regulations to address new circumstances not addressed by the Town’s current planning and zoning laws, and to bring them into harmony with the Town’s comprehensive plan.  This stopgap or interim zoning is intended to preserve the status quo pending the completion and adoption of permanent additions and revisions to the Town of Lloyd Zoning Code.  The overall purpose of this local law is to promote community planning values by properly regulating the installation and use of commercial solar facilities by enacting a carefully considered plan.  This local law prevents a race by those seeking to obtain approvals and install certain solar facilities before the new plan and regulations are in place.  This local law will protect the public interest and welfare until updates and revisions to the Town’s Zoning Code are adopted.  

Section 3.  Moratorium Imposed

A.  For a period of six (6) months following the date of adoption of this local law, no 

property owner within the Town shall be allowed to obtain approval for and/or install any commercial solar facilities, including panels, equipment and structures, within the Town. 
B.  This moratorium may be extended by two (2) additional periods of two (2) months each by resolution of the Town Board upon a finding of the necessity for such extension.

C.  During the period of the moratorium, the Town shall endeavor to formulate additions and revisions to the Town Zoning Code for future development in the Town of Lloyd. 

Section 4.  Administrative Relief from the Moratorium

In order to prevent unnecessary hardship, the Town Board shall be permitted to grant relief from the moratorium under the following circumstances: a) an applicant for relief from the moratorium shall be required to show by competent, financial, credible dollars and cents proof that the applicant is deprived of all reasonable use of its property for any of the uses permitted during the course of the moratorium, that such injury would be irreparable, and that it would be unreasonable, unjust and an unconstitutional taking of property not to grant relief from the moratorium.  The relief granted by the Town Board shall be the minimum relief necessary.  In the event relief from the moratorium is granted, the applicant shall proceed to the Planning Board for the approvals needed in accordance with this law.  The applicant or any other person aggrieved by a decision of the Town Board hereunder may apply to the Supreme Court pursuant to Article 78 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules.
Section 5.  Supersession of Inconsistent Laws    

The Town Board hereby declares its legislative intent to supersede any provisions of any local law, rule, or regulation or provision of the Town Law inconsistent with this local law.  The Town Law provisions intended to be superseded include all of Article 16 of the Town Law, §§261-285 inclusive and any other provision of law that the Town may supersede pursuant to the Municipal Home Rule Law and the Constitution of the State of New York.  The courts are directed to take notice of this legislative intent and to apply such intent in the event the Town has failed to specify any provisions of law that may require supersession.  The Town Board hereby declares that it would have enacted this local law and superseded such inconsistent provision had it been apparent.

Section 6.  Severability

If any part or provision of this local law or the application thereof to any person or circumstance be adjudged invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, such judgment shall be confined in its operation to the part, provision or application directly involved in the controversy in which such judgment shall have been rendered and shall not affect or impair the validity of the remainder of this local law or the application thereof to other persons or circumstances, and the Town Board hereby declares that it would have enacted this local law or the remainder thereof had the invalidity of such provision or application thereof been apparent.

Section 7.  Effective Date             

This local law shall take effect immediately upon filing with the Secretary of State.
WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Lloyd has determined that this matter constitutes a Type II action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), and is exempt from further proceedings under such Act; and

WHEREAS, the Town Board desires to hold a public hearing with respect to the adoption of said local law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that a Public Hearing will be held by the Town Board with respect to the adoption of the aforesaid local law at the Town Hall on the 18th day of May, 2016 at 7:00 p.m. 



Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
AA. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Paladino to approve the following 
budget amendments for the 2016 budget:

GENERAL

Unallocated Insurance

1910.40
+$8,100.00

Contingency 


1990.40
-$8,100.00
Unemployment

9050.80
+$371.00

Contingency


1990.40
-$371.00

Transfer Station Improvement
8260.5 
+$70,000.00

Unexpended Balance


00-770

-$70,000.00

(Capital Improvements to Transfer Station for retaining walls and containers)

HIGHWAY

Machinery Equipment 
5130.20
+$5,950.00

Snow Removal PS

5142.10
-$5,950.00

(to cover cost of new chipper)

WATER

Unallocated Insurance

1910.40
+$4,143.00

Unexpended Balance

20-770

-$4,143.00

SEWER

Unallocated Insurance

1910.40
+$1,787.00

Unexpended Balance

30-770

-$1,787.00



Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
AB. RESOLUTION made by Brennie, seconded by Guerriero to approve the transfer of funds in the amount of $170,000 from the General Fund assigned unappropriated balance to Capital Projects checking account for the Rail Trail West project (50-04-5680-32) to fund the Town’s portion of the Rail Trail West expansion.

      Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
AC. RESOLUTION made by Paladino, seconded by Brennie to approve the transfer of funds in the amount of $200,000 from the General Fund assigned unappropriated balance to Capital Projects checking account for the Tillson Avenue project (50-04-5781-40) to fund the Town’s portion of the Tillson Ave project.
Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
AD. RESOLUTION made by Mazzetti, seconded by Paladino to authorize Glenn Gidaly of Barton & Loguidice to resubmit grant application to the NYS Office of Parks and Recreation for the Mountainside Woods accessibility project with the modifications suggested by NYS at a cost of $1200.00.

    Roll call:  Brennie, aye; Paladino, aye; Hansut, aye; Guerriero, aye; Mazzetti, aye.










Five ayes carried.
MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Guerriero to go into executive session at 9:00PM to obtain legal advice from attorney.






Five ayes carried.

MOTION made by Paladino, seconded by Guerriero to adjourn the meeting at 9:30PM.






Five ayes carried.







Respectfully submitted,







Rosaria Schiavone Peplow







Town Clerk
MOTION MADE BY SECONDED BY made by Paladino, seconded by Guerriero to adjourn the meeting at 9:10PM.







Five ayes carried.







Respectfully submitted,







Rosaria Schiavone Peplow







Town Clerk

