Town of Kinderhook
Planning Board Meeting
February 16, 2012

Approved

Minutes

The Meeting of the Town of Kinderhook Planning Board was held on Thursday, February 16, 2012 beginning at 7:00pm at the Kinderhook Town Hall, 4 Church Street, Niverville, NY with Chairman Robert Cramer presiding. The meeting was called to order by the Chairman and the Roll was taken by the Secretary.

A. Call Roll

Present:






Excused:
Robert Cramer, Chairman 



Dan Weiller



Patrick Prendergast, Engineer





Andy Howard, Attorney
Mary Keegan-Cavagnaro





Cheryl Gilbert

Dale Berlin
William Butcher
Jake Samascott
Chris Simonsen





Absent:
Nataly Dee, Secretary




None
B. Correspondence

1. Review of Minutes: 

January 12, 2012 - Workshop


January 19, 2012 – Meeting
A Motion was made by Mary Keegan-Cavagnaro to approve the above mentioned minutes. Motion seconded by Dale Berlin. All in favor by a show of hands. Motion carried; minutes approved.
2. Email regarding Ms. MacFarlane’s application
C. Public Hearing: 

1. 7:05pm - Audra MacFarlane: In-Home Business
The Public Hearing was opened by the Chairman. The public notice as it appeared in the Register Star was read by the secretary.
Ms. MacFarlane addressed the Board. The revised site plan was posted and distributed to the Board. The amount of space allocated to the business is within 25% of the total square footage of the house as allowable according to the Code. A potential post for the location of a future sign was noted on the site plan. Any future sign would have to comply with the Code, but a Building Permit would not be necessary. 
Mr. Cramer asked if there was anyone in attendance from the public who would care to be heard on this project. There was no one in attendance who wished to be heard; however, an email was received from a neighbor in regard to this application. As the neighbor was unable to attend the meeting, Mr. Cramer read the letter aloud to the Board. Lorraine and Robert Warner of 440 McCagg Road expressed in their letter a concern for the type and quantity of the chemicals involved in such a business and their potential impact on the surrounding groundwater and environment. The full letter is available for review in the applicant’s file. Ms. Macfarlane replied that the amount of chemicals she would be using would be minimal and doubted if they would reach or leach beyond her own septic system. She herself is not keen on the possibility of contaminating her own septic and has considered the possibility of having a containment system in the future if necessary. The Board indicated that this has not been of issue when considering similar applications in the past. Mr. Prendergast did not have any concerns with the plans, but did advise that the applicant have the septic system pumped more frequently than ordinarily advised, annually rather that once every 3-4 years. 
A Motion to close the Public Hearing was made by Mr. Butcher. Motion seconded by Mr. Simonsen. All in favor by show of hands. Motion carried; Public Hearing closed. 

Mr. Howard inquired as to whether Ms. Macfarlane was planning on having any exterior storage of materials. To which the applicant replied in the negative. Additionally, reading from the Code, it was determined that Ms. MacFarlane would not be allowed to have any additional employees. Ms. Keegan-Cavagnaro inquired of Ms. MacFarlane if such a business was regulated by the State. The applicant stated that she was required to appear before the Planning Board for their approval prior to seeking her New York State Business License. Furthermore, there are site visits to ensure that all sanitation and OSHA codes are followed. The applicant did not think she had to report what chemicals and their amounts were being used, but she is required to have MSDS (Material Safety and Data Sheets) on site. 
 The SEQRA Short From was reviewed by the Board:
C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: 

C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noiselevels, exisiting traffic pattern, solid waste production or disposal, potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems?

No.

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhood character?

No.

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species?

No.

C4. A community’s existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources?

No.

C5. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposed action?

No. 

C6. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified in C1-C5?

None.

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)?

None.

Will the project have an impact on the environmental characteristics that cause the establishment of a CEA? 

No.
Is there, or is there likely to be, any controversy related to potential adverse environmental impact?
No. 
A Motion of Negative Declaration was made by Mr. Simonsen. Motion seconded by Mr. Berlin. All in favor by a show of hands. Motion carried.
A Motion that the project was complete was made by Mr. Berlin. Motion seconded by Ms. Keegan-Cavagnaro. All in favor by a show of hands. Motion carried; application complete and approved. 
The Chairman stamped and signed the site plans. 

D. Old Business

1. Debye-Saxinger - Two Lot Subdivision: No one representing this application was in attendance.
2. Tierra Farms - Site Plan Review:
Cheryl Gilbert recused herself from the proceedings.
Mr. Tuczynski, representative for the applicant, addressed the board and new site plans were distributed and reviewed. 
A memo from the Building Department was read to the Board. Representatives from the Building Department visited the site and spoke with the property owner. The owner was advised to include as much detail of future projects in the site plan as possible. The letter referenced a proposed retail store with new parking spaces allocated for that use and a new building for roasting peanuts.  

Mr. Cramer clarified that when any changes or additions are going to be made they must return to the Planning Board for site plan review. The requests made of the applicant at the last meeting in regard to the storage shed now being used a worker break room and office were complied with and reflected on the current plans including the addition of a note indicating such. More complete engineering drawings will need to be submitted at such time as work ensues on the proposed structures. The Board wanted to be very clear and specific with the applicant about the course of future development. A long range plan can be included on a site plan, and it could be approved, but it would have to be done completely. If the peanut roasting facility is going to be pursued in the next 6 to 12 months, it would be logical to include it now as part of the site plan application and have it approved. It’s a more involved process now, but the applicant might not have to return again in the near future. Alternately, the proposed building could be removed from the plan prior to the current pending approval, and the applicant would return at such time that they are ready to move forward with the peanut roasting facility and retail space. The Board suggested that note number 5, indicating a proposed building, be removed from the current plans. 
Note number 6 on the plans regarding the proposed retail space in an existing building was addressed. It was noted that accessory retail is permitted in an industrial zone. If that note remains at this time the engineer would have to confirm that the requirements for additional parking were met. The number of required parking spaces is based on the total square footage of retail space. 

It was requested that the applicant have the plans rescaled and made larger. 
3. NYSERDA Grant Project for the Blue Spruce Motel - Site Plan Review for Solar Panels: Represented by Terry Moag from The Radiant Store Inc. 

Mr. Moag addressed the Board. The plans presented reflected the location of three different arrays of solar panels. They are all located at the rear of the building. They don’t produce electricity, they passively absorb sun light. Each array consists of three panels that are 3 1/2’ wide by 6’ high. Wind tested. Mr. Prenergast requested that distance markers from the property line be shown on the plans as well as the date and name of the preparer. A Public Hearing will need to be held prior to approval. 
A Motion to make next month’s workshop meeting, scheduled for March 8, 2012, a regular voting meeting was made by William Butcher. Motion seconded by Dale Berlin. All in favor. Motion carried. 
A Motion to hold a Public Hearing on March 8 at 7:05 pm was made by William Butcher. Motion seconded by Dale Berlin. All in favor. Motion carried.

4. Bean Lane - Dedication of road to the Town from Whitney Fields: No one in attendance to represent this project.
5. Tom Hall - Trailer Park: No one in attendance to represent this project.
E. New Business

None

F. ZBA Opinion

1. Appeal of Car Quest Certificate of Occupancy before the ZBA. The appeal will be addressed at the next ZBA meeting on March 1, 2012.

G. Liaisons

1. Village Planning Boards: Nothing to report.
2. Town Board: Building Acquisition. A committee was formed to investigate the acquisition of Martin H. Glynn from Ichabod Crane School District. Appointments were made to the Planning Board: Guy Rivenburgh and Peter Hammerlein are alternates. Dale Berlin was made a full member.
3. Comprehensive Plan Review Committee

4. NYSEG Project

H. Other
1. Distribution of new Code Books 
2. Request for FAQ’s for website
3. Public Comment
A Motion to adjourn was made by Chris Simonsen. Motion seconded by Jake Samascott. All in favor. Motion carried; meeting adjourned.
Respectfully submitted,

Nataly Dee, Secretary
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