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(*THE MEETI NG WAS CALLED TO ORDER AT 9:30 A M *)

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I'"mgoing to call the nmeeting to order and ask that the menbers --
actually, we just got of the m nutes of Novenmber 2002 and January
2003, so | amjust going to put that aside and we'll review them at
the next -- the next neeting. W have correspondence fromthe Town of
Babyl on regardi ng the proposed reconstruction of CR2, Straight Path,
wi th Mount Avenue and South 20th Street. But that's one of the
projects, so I'll hold that until we get toit. But nowl'd like to
take up the ratifications of staff reconmendati ons for Legislative
resolutions laid on table on April 8th 2003. Jim do you have
anything you'd like to call to the Council's attention.

MR BAGG

Yes. There are three resolutions in the packet that need further
review, need environnental assessnents. They deal with property

acqui sitions; one's for the acquisition of Rich Haven Estates LLC
property in the Town of Brook. That needs on environnmental assessmnent
prepared and submitted to CEQ The other is resolution is
Introductory Resolution 1228. This is for the acquisition of Canel ot
Paumanonck Wetl ands property in the Town of Huntington, which is on
your agenda today at the request of the Legislature. That was added,
and the information is in your packet. And the third is resolution
nunber 1243 dealing with the acquisition of active parklands in

Hol brook Road in the Town of Brookhaven. And the Legislature has been
notified of the fact.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Anybody have any questions of Jin? |If not, I'lIl entertain a notion to
accept staff recommendations. | have a notion by M. Swanson. Do |
have a second?

MR, MALLAMO
Second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Second. All those in favor? Qpposed? Abstentions? Carried.

Ceneric CEQ reconmendati on on Planning Steps Resol utions for Suffolk
County Property Acquisitions.

MR BAGG

This is in your folder. At the Environnent, Land Acquisition and

Pl anning Conmittee Meeting on Monday, they had to table a nunber of

pl anni ng steps resolutions for the acquisition of property because
they hadn't been reviewed by CEQ and | thought it was a good idea and
Tom Isles thought it was a good idea to pass a generic resol ution
dealing with planning steps because they involve studies, surveys and
everything else. And if we could do that generically, and the CEQ
found that it did not conmt the County to future acquisition, then
technically they clearly are Type Il actions and we could do it
generically so they don't have to come back to CEQ and ELAFP' s agenda
gets tabl ed.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
So it would be any of the research, any of the planning studies, any
of that?

MR BAGG
That's correct. That's correct. Acquisitions are done in two stages,
first is the planning steps stage.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
| don't have a problemwith that. [1'Il entertain a notion, if someone
has a notion.

MR KAUFMAN:
I'l'l make that notion

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I have a notion to declare the planning steps relating to these
acqui sitions as Type Il actions. Do | have a second?

MR, MALLAMO
Second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I have a second by M. Mallano. Al those in favor? Qpposed?
CARRI ED

Next, consideration of additional information submtted by Legi sl ator
Fi el ds on the proposed dog run, Coindre Hall. Project remanded back
to CEQ by the Legislative ELAP Comm tt ee.

I've reviewed this information, and for one, it does not in any way
change what ny vote woul d have been. And what |'d like to dois I'd
just like to go around the table and see if it would have changed
anyone else's vote. If not, it would be ny reconmendations that this
is a battle for the Legislature.

LEG FI ELDS
May | 7?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
No actually. You can -- when | cone around to you, you can say
what ever you'd |like. Go ahead.

MR KAUFNVAN
I think that the information that Legislator Fields gave us was
interesting and very hel pful. It would not changed ny vote. But

remenber, ny vote was cast in a rather strange fashion. None of the

i nformati on that we've been given here | really think would change
anything at CEQ level. W all know this stuff, we all know these
techni ques, | think everyone of us could have designed this stuff.
There's nothing new in here that we have seen or that we woul d have
needed etcetera. Again, | believe the Town of Huntington had noved
the project 400 feet up, there were talking about filter strips with
chain link fences, etcetera to contain the dogs, etcetera. W've |ook

at the slope issues. | nean, | remenber Larry bringing up with the
CGold Star Battalion Beach the pollutant issues, etcetera. | don't see
3
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anything with Emerson, and | know Emerson, | know how he works. |
don't see anything in here that really would have changed anyt hi ng.
It's good to have the information, but again, we've dealt with this
stuff for so many years.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

And it's highly unusual for ELAP to remand it back. Normally if a
Legi sl ator has question, the Legislator -- whether it's the
Legislators of ELAP or in the Legislative section has the ability to
ask what ever questions he or she wants, because CEQis nerely
advisory. |It's the Legislature that is the | ead agency. Legislator
Fi el ds.

LEG FI ELDS:

The maj or reason that it came back was because of a vote in the

Envi ronment Committee to reconmt it back. And the reason that | felt
that it deserved com ng back was because of the experiences that |'ve
had in this body where soneone from Parks cones and presents a pl an,
and because there aren't trees designated exactly where they are -- |
nmean, we go through all the kinds of analysis of plans. This one

again, also was not a full conplete plan. It didn't tell you how the
-- how many dogs would be allowed in the fenced in area at one tine,
is it going to be a problem who's going to enforce, who -- you know,

there wasn't a plan as we've asked for in the past.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Legislator Fields, all of this was discussed, and you had your vote.
None of this new

LEG FI ELDS:
I didn't vote all by nyself fromthe ELAP Committee.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
You did not vote all by yourself, | know. But you --

LEG FI ELDS:
It cane back, and it was asked to be recomm tted.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Right. But this is highly unusual. 1In the 12 years that | have
served on this Council, never, never has sonething been renanded back.

And it is obvious to many of us that you and the sponsor had a serious
di sagreenent about this. And | really do believe --

LEG FI ELDS:

Al right. | amjust explaining that | felt that there wasn't a plan
that was eval uated here. You can disagree with that and you can
revote for it.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
And you explain -- I'"'mnot revoting. But you explained it here.

LEG FI ELDS:
What ever .
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

M. Swanson.

MR SWANSON:

I've thought about this for a |ot, but what has been provided do ne is
certainly would not be any reason to change ny vote. | m ght change

my vote for other reasons, and that had to do nore with whether this
was a door in for special interests involved in County park, but that
woul d be not related to anything given here.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
M. Mall anp.

MR MALLAMO
| feel that the plan was adequately di scussed, and ny vote would stay
of sane.

MS. MANFREDONI A:
My vote would stay the sane. Thank you.

MB. ESPCSI TO
My vote would stay the sane.

CHAlI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

So |l don't thin that there's a need to take another vote. So, M.
Bagg, if you would advise ELAP that the Council's vote is going to
remain the sane, that the informati on that cane here woul d not have
changed anybody's vote, and if you would al so advise nme when this is
going to be taken up at ELAP, because if ny schedule permts, 1'd like
to cone.

MR BAGG
Fi ne. I will also make sure | transmt the additional information to
ELAP as wel | .

Proposed construction of sidewal k on CR85, Montauk H ghway fromthe
vicinity of Lincoln Avenue to the vicinity of Geeley Avenue and on
CR65, M ddle Road from Collins Avenue to CR85, Montauk, CP 5497, Town
of Islip.

MR KENEBY:

My nanme is Victor Keneby, I'mw th Suffolk County DPW H ghway Design
Section. The project I"'mintroducing is the construction of Montauk
H ghway between Lincoln Avenue to Greel ey Avenue, Town of Sayville --
Ham et of Sayville, Town of Islip. The sidewalk and the curb are in
poor condition, as you can see fromthese pictures. W' re proposing
to rebuild the sidewal ks, build new curb, install concrete pavers and
resurface the entire section.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
You are not adding any new travel | anes?

MR. KENEBY:
No wi deni ng.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Only resurfacing and repair?

MR KENEBY:

That's it.

MR BAGG

You are installing concrete pavers which are not there now?

MR KENEBY:

No. It's just part of the sidewal k, instead of regular concrete
sidewal k - -

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Instead of replacing with concrete, they're replacing it with pavers.

This is actually a Type Il acquisition, | believe anyway. Does
anybody have any questions? GCkay. | think this is a Type Il Action,
because all they're doing is repairing, upgrading and resurfacing. |If

you don't add any travel |anes --

MR KENEBY:
Three to five trees will be renoved and repl aced.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Renoved and replaced |like that one that's | eaning.

MR KENEBY:

Yeah. This is a big tree that's uplifting the sidewalk, and it's
dangerous for pedestrians, we're going to replace it with street-type
trees and three grades.

MS. MANFREDONI A:
My only question is this is a definite replacenent?

MR. KENEBY:
Yes. No wi deni ng.

MS. MANFREDONI A:
No. | mean, sonetines you say you're going to replace the trees if
the property owner say so, but this is a definite?

MR KENEBY:
This is a County road, County right-of-way.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
So actually I think it's Type Il action.

LEG FI ELDS:
VWhat kind of trees are you replacing it with?

MR KENEBY:
Street type trees.

LEG FI ELDS:
Street type, what does that nean?
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MR, KENEBY:
Smal | er trees.

LEG FI ELDS:
Are they native to Long Island?

MR. KENEBY:
Yes.

LEG FI ELDS:
What type is it?

MR KENEBY:

I''mnot a | andscape expert, but we have sone experts in our departnent
that will pick those trees. They will be snmaller trees, they're not
the large trees |ike these.

LEG FI ELDS:
But sonetinmes | think they do plant invasive species, and that's ny
concern is that are these native?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

What we could do -- if Legislator Fields wanted to, what we could do
is it is a Type Il acquisition, but there could be a reconmendation in
the resolution that they be mandated to use native trees in the
replacenment if that's what Legislator Fields would Iike to put in her
resolutions. Wuld you like to make a resolution for a Type Two
Action with that reconmendati on?

LEG FI ELDS:
Yes.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Resol ution by Legislator Fields. Do | have a second?

MS. MANFREDONI A:
Second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Second by Nancy Manfredonia. All those in favor? Qpposed?
Abst enti ons? CARRI ED.

Proposed real estate acquisitions for intersection inprovenents on
CR 80, Montauk H ghway at CR 31, O d Riverhead Road, CP #3301, Town of
Sout hanpt on.

MS. DRESCH.

Good norning. My nane is Bianca Dresch, |'"ma civil engineer with the
Suffol k County Departnment of Public Wirks. The first project I'm
going to talk to you about today is in the Town of Southampton. It

i nvolves the intersection of County Road 31, O d R verhead Road with
County Road 80 and Montauk H ghway. Inprovenents at this intersection
are actually presented to CEQ in 2001. At that tine we were nerely
presenting work to take place within the existing asphalt pavenent.

W were going to provide curbing so that business would be clearly
delineated as well as install new pavenent markings.
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Further review of this project has led us to believe that nore steps
can be taken to inprove the efficiency in this intersection,

specifically at the northern intersection -- at the northern side of
County Road 80, the curve turns are very tight in this area. A
standard vehicle has, | don't want to say difficulty, but nust slow

down significantly in order to negotiate that right hand turn com ng
ei t her westbound to northbound or southbound to westbound. And what
we'd like to do is acquire a right-of-way fromeither side of the --

fromeither corner of this intersection. | think the total

acqui sition is approxi mately two-hundredths of an acre, just to
increase the turning radius. We will [oss some pervious area, | think
it's like .01 acre that -- because currently right nowthis is al

i npervious already. At this corner there is a little grass medi an
where we'd have about, like | side, .01 acre that would go from
pervious to inpervious. So we do feel that this project will provide

-- increase safety and capacity to this intersection, but no
significant adverse inpact to the environnent.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Anybody have any questions for Bianca? |If not, I'lIl entertain a
not i on.

MR KAUFNMAN:
I"l'l make a notion that this is an unlisted negative declaration. |
don't see any environnmental inpact fromit.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Do | have a second?

MS. ESPCSI TO
Second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I have a second by Adrienne Esposito. Al those in favor? Qpposed?
Abst enti ons? CARRI ED

Proposed reconstruction of the intersection of CR 2, Straight Path
wi th Mount Avenue and South 20th Street, CP 5527 I1l, Town of Babyl on

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Before you start, Bianca, | have a letter to read into the record. W
received a letter fromVictoria Russell, Conm ssioner of the Town of
Babyl on Departnent of Environnental Control to Janes Bagg. "Dear M.
Bagg, ny office has reviewed the EAF prepared for the above referenced
project. Based upon our analysis the follow comments are offered.

The EAF part C6, page 4 places the depth to groundwater at

approxi mately 40 feet. Qur estimated place groundwater at

approxi mtely 15 feet below ground level. This figure should be
confirmed as a high groundwater el evation may inpact on the drainage
capacity of the proposed recharge basin. The proposed recharge basin
is being sited within 20 feet of an existing residential structure.
W1l the conpleted basin incorporate fencing and a vegetative buffer
preferably evergreen trees to reduce visual and aesthetic inpacts to
the residents? The project is in close proximty to two public
schools, a public library, town park and retail stores. The

i ntersection receives significant pedestrian use. Wat short term
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mtigation, if any, will be inplenented during the construction phase
to allow for safe transit of the site? The EAF part b-j states noise
exceedi ng anbient levels to be mnimal during construction. After
review ng the scope of work, several activities, albeit short term
may produce significant |evels noise |levels exceeding anbient. WII
[imts regarding day -- excuse ne -- tinme of day and/or restrictions
on weekend construction be enployed? Oher than the short term
inpacts identified above, it is the town opinion's that the project

will not result in significant adverse inpacts, and does -- | think
it's a typo -- does not warrant the preparati on of an environnental

i npact statenent. W appreciate the opportunity to coment."” Bianca.
MS. DRESCH:

Yes, we received these corments fromthe Town of Babylon, and they're
very good comments, they're very reasonable, and |I plan on addressing
all of their points.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Ckay. Did you have an answer to the depth of water?

MS. DRESCH

Yes. \Wiere we get our -- we get our depths based on 1997 water table
contour map devel oped by the Suffol k County Departnent of Health, and
in that area it showed anywhere from40 to 60 feet. There are --
there are head waters for Carlls River, and there's a pond that's not
too far away. Even if it is 15 feet, this is considered a first flush
basin. [I'mactually junping ahead of nyself here. What we're -- what
we're proposing is a first flush basin, so it would be no deeper than
10 feet at the nost, it could be anywhere fromfive to ten feet.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Do you do test bars before you actually dig the basin?

MS. DRESCH:

W could do that, if that -- if CEQ felt that way.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Go ahead. Go through your presentation, then we'll decide.
MS. DRESCH:

And actually I do have a revised plan that 1'd |like to introduce.

This plan that I'"mgoing to introduce has even | ess significant

i npacts, because this basin that we originally provided in the EAF is
actually smaller. W do not -- we will not be acquiring right-of-way.

Oiginally, | believe the plan that you have in your EAF shows a
| arger -- you don't have that? | have copies that |I'mgoing to pass
out right now. Al right. | guess | should start fromthe begi nning.

This project involves a couple of intersections |ocated in the Town of
Babyl on. We're along the corridor of County Road 2, Straight Path,
and at its intersections of Mount Avenue and South 20th Street.

Current this -- Straight Path is a heavily traveled corridor carrying
traffic fromthe South Shore and central Long Island to various

hi ghways; Sunrise, LIE, Southern State. Currently, there is a study
t hat was produced by one of consultants and operational deficiencies
were pointed out for County Road 2. W can do inprovenments to this
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corridor to inprove the capacity and efficiency, and this is the first
project of probably many that you will see. This project sinply

i nvol ves these intersections that you see right here. The existing

i ntersection of Mount Avenue and County Road 2 is signalized, then we
have this offset intersection, South 20th Street. That is not
signalized even though the two -- the operation of the two directly
effect each other. So ideally what we'd like to do, what we're
proposing is to create a traditional "T" intersection with these two
roads; Mount Avenue and South 20th Street and provide one traffic
signal control all four quadrants of the signal. And in doing so and
realigning these two intersections, we would also realign Lake Drive,
whi ch woul d actual ly inprove the novenent al ong Mount Avenue, because
currently on Muunt Avenue there isn't very nmuch cueing di stance for
vehi cl es on Mount Avenue that wish to enter onto County Road 2 because
of this intersection with Lake Drive. So we plan to renedi ate that
with this new realignnent.

As the Town of Babylon letter said, this -- Straight Path sees a | arge
nunber of pedestrian traffic -- |arge nunber of pedestrians. And in
order to address their issue about -- during construction, one
sidewalk will be available, will be open, at all tinmes on either one
side of the road or the other. So there always be sidewal ks for
sonmebody to walk on. | think that was one of their issues. But this
proj ect cane about because we need to inprove the pedestrian safety
and increase the efficiency of this intersection. Now these
realignments will require a right-of-way. And as you can see | think
on the plan that | passed out, you see the hatched areas or the
proposed right-of-way. The takings on the west side of County Road 2
are necessary because we plan on widening the |lanes in that direction
and -- because currently | think the lanes are either 10 or 11 feet
only, and we want to increase those, the widths in order to increase
the efficiency. And we also, of course, have to take takings in order
to realign all three of these roads.

The anount of area that is currently grassed that will becone paved is
al nost equal to the area that is currently paved and will becone
grass, so for instance, this area right here is currently South 20th
Street, when we realign this road, we will then seed -- plant and seed
that area that's currently asphalt, but then we take away this grassed
area here that will becone asphalt. |It's alnpbst -- it's alnpst an
even trade between the two. As far as the basin, we want to provide
drai nage and water quality inmprovenments by building this basin,
constructing this basin, we're going to inprove along this corridor
because we're going is to install nore collections points, and it wll

be distributed to a first flush basin. | believe the Town of Babyl on
al so asked about fencing and plantings. O course, we always do that
for our basins, and that's expected in this area. W'I| provide a

buf fer between the right-of-way, provide fencing and plantings as
wel | .

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

The plantings will be evergreen.
MS. DRESCH:
Arborvitaes, yes. | think we've covered every point except for the

noi se. Typical construction, just typical noise associated with

10
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construction. The construction activities would be limted from 8:00
to 4:30 during weekdays, no weekends and no holidays. And | believe
we've net all of the requests of the Town of Babyl on, which were very
reasonable. And ultinately in their letter, they did endorse this
proj ect .

MR KAUFNMAN:

Madam Chair, if | might. Quick question for you. On the changes in
geonetry, Lake Avenue where it intersects into Mount Avenue, is that
being to be signalized at all?

MS. DRESCH:
No. Currently it's -- stop because it's a "T" intersection, there
really is no warrant for it to be signalized.

MR KAUFNVAN:

So there will be a stop sign though

MS. DRESCH.

Right. There's a stop sign out there currently, and there will be.
MR KAUFNVAN:

How heavy is the traffic off of Lake?

MS. DRESCH:.

I don't have the volunes on that. | can try to request that fromthe

Town of Babylon if you w sh.

MR KAUFNAN:

No, I"'mfamliar with the area. It's not that nuch. | was just
curious if the volume was high enough to warrant another traffic
i ght.

MS. DRESCH:

Typically -- we wouldn't do typically a stop control at just a "T"
intersection like this. Typically, a stop sign is nore than
sufficient.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
It would al so be very close to the other one.

MS. DRESCH:

Right. And that would be another -- it would be too cl ose.

MR KAUFNMAN:

You are still going to get, if there's heavy traffic off of Lake at
any time of day, you are going to have sonme backing up over there, but
| don't think it's going to be critical. The catch basin, how deep is

that going to be in terns of catching the first flush?

MS. DRESCH.

The first flush basin? Anywhere fromfive to ten feet, which the
groundwat er contour map show 40 feet, but the Town of Babyl on has
information that shows 15 feet. So Terry has requested that test
wel I s be perforned.

11
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
You could just do one. Larry.

MR SWANSON:

Coul d you describe first flush basin.

MS. DRESCH:

First flush, when you have a rainfall fromjust daily use of traffic,
you have oils fromthe cars that -- sand fromwhen we -- during the
winters, so your first rainfall, the first rainfall that hits your

pavenent carries the majority of your pollutants, your sedinents.
That's the nost inportant thing, that's what we call first flush.
Suffol k County is usually the first half inch of rainfall over the
area that contributes -- that would contribute to this basin. Does
t hat nake sense?

MR,  SWANSON:
Yeah. |'mcurious as to what the nature of the construction? It is
an open pit? Is it --

MS. DRESCH:.
It's basically, | guess you can consider it a pond. | nean, we cal
it afirst flush basin. |It's basically a pond because percolation is

one of the best ways to inprove water quality, the soil renoves
naturally all of the sedinents, the oils as it percolates through the
ground and eventual Iy through the groundwat er.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Are you asking is it a standard recharge basin? | think it's a
standard recharge basin, just shallow.

MS. DRESCH:
It is, right.

MS. ESPOCSI TO
Actually you don't want to describe it as a pond because the flush
recharge basin shouldn't have standing water in it.

MS. DRESCH:

Right. | didn't want to -- but | don't know how else to --
MR SWANSON:

WIIl it have standing water?

MS. DRESCH.

No, it shouldn't. No. Just like our drainage systemwon't have --
shoul dn't carry standing water.

MS. ESPOCSI TO

Can we -- it doesn't actually stipulate in any of the infornmation we
got that it will be between five and ten feet in depth. Can we
actually get that in witing.

M5. DRESCH:

It's definitely on the record. It is fiveto ten feet. | don't want
to say for sure how deep it is, because this is a prelimnary plan

12
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It's not going to be sonething that's going to turn into a 40 foot --
like | said, this is neant to only carry the first flush.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

What woul d be required is that you have a mnimumtwo foot separation
di stance between the bottom of the basin and the groundwater. Wuld
t hat address your concern if we put that in?

MB. ESPGCSI TO
Yes.

MS. DRESCH:
O course. And we're not going to say the groundwater's necessarily
115 feet in that area too --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
No, but if you do it that way, you will at |east get the perineter

MS. DRESCH:
Yes. Absolutely.

MS. ESPGCSI TO
Because the groundwater is going to fluctuate anyway, so.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Jim you had a question or a conment.

MR BAGG
I have a question. Wat are the existing drainage circunstances in
here, and what is the purpose of first flush? | nmean, is this

currently going in directly to surface waters?

MS. DRESCH:

| actually -- | can't speak to how far -- we currently have catch
basins along the north side. Water is collected on the south side and
brought up to the -- I"'msorry, | shouldn't say north and south --

water is collected on the east side and brought over to the west side
and it continues to travels north. And | think it eventually make its
way to Carlls R ver head waters, but | don't think it's -- | can't say
for certain whether it's direct discharge or not. | can't say that
it's a point of direct discharge.

MR BAGG
There's a series of |eeching basins probably that ultinately end up in
the Carlls River

MS. DRESCH.

Honestly, I'mnot that familiar with that far north of the
intersection. W're just renmoving this one small portion of this
drai nage system So | didn't look into the entire system

MR BAGG

If you say it's a first flush, it accommodates roughly a half inch
two inches of rain, then where does it go? |Is there overflow?

13
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MS. DRESCH:.
No. It percolates into the -- it percolates into the ground, and
ultimately, if we had --

MR. BAGG
So then it's a standard recharge basin.

MS. DRESCH:
It is. But | don't want to say recharge basin, because then people
think 20 feet deep, sonething like that, and this is not what it is.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But it is. It's just a small capacity recharge basin.

MS. DRESCH:
It's acts as the sane thing. But | didn't want sonmebody to envision
sonmet hing that was rmuch | arger and deeper than it actually is.

M5. ESPOSI TO

This is a new termthough, first flush recharge basin. 1've been
around 20 years, | never heard it.

MS. DRESCH:.

It's a creative term | just wanted to illustrate a little nore --
MR KAUFNVAN:

Adri enne, she is an engineer, they have to be very precise on this
stuff.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Jimand the Larry.

MR BAGG

The Department of Public Works' definition of a first flush drai nage
basin is a structure that retains water before it goes into a surface
water. A typical recharge basin is one that contains all the runoff
and it percolates into the ground. There is no outlet.

MS. DRESCH:

Right. Right. And this ultimately doesn't have on outlet either, but
there is a point up to if we have torrential flooding it will back up
in through the systemitself and carry on the way it was -- that it

currently is now D d | answer your question?

MR. BAGG
Yes.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Larry.

MR SWANSON:

If | recall correctly going back to that 1997, groundwater |evels were
probably much | ower than they are normally and perhaps even today. So
"' mconcerned that --
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MS. DRESCH:.

That could explain why there was a di screpancy. Al | could go by was
the nost current information | had given to us by the Suffol k County
Departnent of Health. But Terry has addressed that issue by
requesting a test well be perforned.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Sonmebody is going to make a resolution, but I wuld -- nmake a
reconmendation for resolution, but I would suggest that there be a
test well required and that basin be designed so that there's a

m ni mum two foot separation di stance between the bottom of the basin
and the groundwater el evation.

MS. DRESCH:
That's certainly reasonabl e.

MR SWANSON:
But | think in conjunction with that, we need to know what sort of the
mean and extrene val ues of groundwater levels are in this area.

MS. DRESCH:.

Well, atest well isn't just -- it's there, but it's not just |ooked
at once. So if you want to give us -- if you want to recommend -- |I'm
not that famliar -- | don't performtest wells nyself, so | don't

know what their procedures are, but --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Well, | don't think that you are going to -- | don't think you will
have the test well in long enough to address Larry's question, but
what | woul d suggest to you is that you call Environment Control in
Babyl on, because they do have good surface water -- they do have good
groundwat er gages.

MS. DRESCH:
And we would definitely include themin the design.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Nancy has a question. Nevernind. Any other questions.

M5. ESPOSI TO

Do you feel at all that the recharge basin will act to inprove the
runoff going -- it sounded like you it said earlier, | just want to
get clarification, that the recharge basin will capture runoff that

ot herwi se woul d have gone into the Carlls River. So this sounds |ike
it's al nost an upgrade process.

MS. DRESCH:

Well, it is in this section. | don't want to say, because |'mnot --
I"'mnot that familiar with what happens north of this intersection. |
didn't look into that. | can if its' -- if it's requested. But |
don't know if we directly discharge into Carlls River. | think we
eventually -- it may eventually discharge into a streamthat

eventually gets down to Carlls River, but | can't say that for
certain.
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MB. ESPGCSI TO
They all go south.

MS. DRESCH:

They all go somewhere, and they all go south. But in this -- but to
address your issue, this will inprove the water quality within this
section. Any water that's being collected south that's contai ned
within this existing drainage systemw || be diverted into this basin.

MS. ESPCSI TO
Thank you.

MS. DRESCH:
You are wel cone.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Any ot her questions for Bianca?

MR KAUFNMAN:

I will make a notion that this is an unlisted action, negative

decl aration, that we should have sone test borings done to establish
the water levels and also that we maintain a separation of at | east
two feet between the bottomof the -- between the bottom of the basin,
the first flush basin, whatever we're calling it nowadays -- the
wet | and pond - -

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Let's not call it that.

MR KAUFMAN:
Bet ween the bottom of the basin and the water table.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Ckay. | have a notion, do | have a second?

MS. ESPCSI TGO
I'Il second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
| have a second. Do we have discussion? Al those in favor?
Opposed? Abstentions? CARRI ED.

Proposed open space acquisition of 57 acres of |and known as the Duke
Property, SCTM #0300-07400- 05000, Three M| e Harbor, Town of East
Hanpt on.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Hello, M. Isles. W don't get to see you.

MR | SLES:
It's a pleasure to be back here actually.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Ni ce to have you.
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MR | SLES:

Thank you. The resolution before you is a requested resol ution before
the Legislature at this nonent, wherein, the County of Suffolk is
seeking to purchase with joint partnership with the Town of East

Hanpt on, a parcel known as the Duke Property. The Duke Property is a
parcel of 57 acres |ocated on Three M| e Harbor and Hands Creek in the
Town of East Hanpton. It is a parcel that is unique in severa
aspects, and, in fact, of terns of the open space ranking that used by
the Legislature, this parcel has scored an actual 85 points, which is
I think the highest |1've seen since |'ve been with the County, which
ranges froma scale of zero to 110.

The parcel is wooded. It is a parcel -- | believe you have an aeri al
phot ogr aph before you -- that contains a half mne of frontage on
Three M1l e Harbor and Hands Creek. The parcel has a nunber of
attributes to it environnentally that we think warrants preservati on,
including -- 1'll just note one, that one of the |ast remaining ee
grass beds in Three Mle Harbor is upgradient of this, pointing to
that fact that we're dealing with one of the | ast undevel oped parcels
in Three Mle Harbor. It has the ability for a recharge of | ow
nitrogen, obviously groundwater. It really does add to the health of
Hands Creek, but also Three Mle Harbor. So we woul d suggest that you
consider this acquisition as an unlisted action. W think it is an

i mportant acquisition in this location, and we think that the
participation with the Town of East Hanpton fromthe purchase

st andpoi nt shows a local commtnment as well. That's just a broad
description of the property, but certainly if there are nore detailed
guestions, |I'lIl do nmy best to answer those as well.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I have what | think is a sinple question. You have explained it as
open space passive recreation, the County doesn't have any proposa
for any sort of inprovenments on the property?

MR | SLES:

Correct. There would however be public access for hiking an access to
the water and so forth. That m ght entail a small parking area

adj acent to the road of gravel, low inpact and so forth. And then
maybe sone trails that would be utilized on the property, but that is
about it. Yes.

MR KAUFNAN:
This is Andrew Bi ddl e Duke's ol d property?

MR | SLES:
| believe the nane is in the resol ution

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
It's the trust property, the Duke Fam |y Trust.

MR | SLES:
They would retain a small part of the property as it currently exists.

W woul d buy the 57 acres to the west of that.

MR KAUFNAN:
Ckay. That was one of the questions | had regarding the map. There's
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a-- if you ook at the aerial photograph, there is a dotted Iine on a
north-south access, and I'mtrying to figure out what that neant. It
says -- it's listed as an out parcel, but it's within the acquisition
lines of the County, so | can't figure this out.

MR | SLES:

Right. The acquisition line follows the tax map |ine. W' ve added on
the dotted line to show the portion then to the right, a side of that

woul d be retained as an out parcel by the Duke Family. The bal ance of
property to the left is 57 acres, and that would be the proposed

acqui sition between the town and the County. This is part of, by the

way, a voluntary acquisition program So it's negotiated transaction.

MR KAUFNAN:
One other question. Were is the eel beds located -- or where are the
eel beds | ocated?

MR | SLES:
My understanding is that they are | ocated offshore from-- basically
in Three Mle Harbor, and that there is a -- has been mapped a

| ocation of eel beds. So generally speaking, they're off the north
shore of the property.

MR KAUFNVAN:

I'mfamliar alittle bit with the area, and | think it's an excell ent
excel lent acquisition if the County is able to do it, especially with
t he cooperation of the Duke Famly.

MR | SLES:
M. Penny fromthe Town of East Hanpton is here as well, and | should
point that out. He knows a | ot nore about this than | do.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Anybody el se have questions for M. |sles?

MR KAUFMAN:
No. I'Il make a notion that this is --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Before you nake a notion. | want -- we have to nmake a correction on

t he EAF, because the EAF says that the Suffol k County Planning
Departnent is the | ead agency, it has to be corrected to the Suffolk
County Legislature. And M. Isles, | understand that there are no

pl ans right now to do any inprovenents, there are no drawn plans or
anything, so if you were to do any inprovenents it would require SEQRA
conpliance. Gkay. Oher than that, ['lIl entertain a notion

MR KAUFMAN:
| believe that this is an unlisted negative declaration, and I woul d
so neke that notion

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
| have a notion, do | have a second?

MS. MANFREDONI A:
I'll second it.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
A second by Nancy. Al those in favor? Qpposed? Abstentions?
CARRI ED

Proposed open space acquisition of 40.7 acres of land at Iron Point,
SCTM #0900- 12000- 0200- 024000; 0300- 010000, 011001 & 012000, Fl anders,
Town of Sout hanpt on

MR | SLES:

This is a parcel known as Iron Point in the Town of Southanpton. W
have provided, | believe you have before you, aerial photos of the
property. And the acquisition before you is a 40.7 acre parcel
However, 1'll point out that this is a part of a |arger acquisition

i nvol ving 140 acres approximately. And here again, a joint
acquisition with the local municipality, in this case, the Town of
Sout hanpton. The parcel is question is |ocated essentially in the

Fl anders Reeves Bay area of the Peconic Estuary. As you can Ssee on
the aerial photograph directly opposite on the Peconic River is the
golf course, which is the County owned Indian Island Golf Course.
What is proposed in this case of the 140 acres, the Town of

Sout hanpt on has purchased approxi mately 85 acres, the Nature
Conservancy has purchased the bal ance of the property, which is the 40
acres that's the subject of this resolution, as well as 13 acres that
is a subject of separate resolution involving active recreation

The parcel itself is a parcel that has been partially devel oped and is
partially disturbed. As you can see in the aerial photograph, there's
a ball field on part of the property. There's also been sone

di sturbance. However, much of the property, and we do have sone

phot ographs of the site if you'd like to see that, is in good
condition, is pristine, does consist of both high and tidal marshes,
intertidal marshes. It's a parcel that we think for preservation
purposes in terns of the open space resolution before you is inportant
in terns of the significance of the size of this parcel, the proxinmty
to other county holdings, and also its inmportance in terns of the
Peconi ¢ Estuary critical lands protection strategy. So therefore, the
-- the acquisition we feel is inportant to the County of Suffolk. W
feel it does |everage noney with the Town of Southanpton, they're
actually putting nore into this than we are. That's an overvi ew of
the acquisition at this tine, and if you have nore detail ed questions,
I'"l'l do ny best to answer those. W do have sone back-up information
reports and so forth if you would Iike to | ook at that.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I have a question. You are using both G eenways and the new Quater
Per cent Progranf

MR | SLES:
Ri ght.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Ckay. |Is the Greenways for the ball field that currently exists?

MR | SLES:

Yes. The resolution we're seeking would be for the Quarter Percent
noney, which is the 40 acres that would be nore a conservation area.
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There's a separate resolution that will probably be or possibly be
coming to you at a future neeting involving the active recreation
under the G eenways Program but that's not before you at the noment.
W're working with the Town of Southanpton on that. They've done
certain SEQRA reviews already. W believe they may have -- that their
| ead agency may have satisfied SEQRA, but we're confirmng that at the
present tine.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
If they did a coordinated review with the County, then they --

MR | SLES:

If they did not, then it will cone to you probably next nonth.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Ckay. Larry.

MR SWANSON:

I think these are wonderful opportunities. | guess nmy concern is --
at least | lose track of whether there's a grand plan for acquisition
and whet her or not there's bal ance between east and west in these
acquisitions. |I'mjust wondering if you could coment.

MR | SLES:

Yes. It's an excellent point. |It's a point that's been discussed

extensively with the Environment Conmittee. Cbviously, Suffolk County
has had a | ong and strong history of open space acquisitions
enconpassi ng many plans. And the current plans we have in place for
open space acquisitions include, for exanple, the 1998 G eenways Pl an
and the 1996 Agricultural Farnland Protection Plan and the 1994 Parks
Policy Plan, the Special G oundwater Protection Plan, the Pine Barrens
Plan, from 1995. There are nany specific plans and docunents that --
t hat provide policy guidance and direction for the Legislature. Those
are also reflected in various statutes that have been adopted for
these progranms. Mbdre recently, the Environnent Conmittee -- at the
Envi ronment Committee there have been di scussions about not only
prioritization of acquisitions, but also a step back in exam ning al

of the various efforts we have been doi ng of the ongoing plans, and
essentially doing an update to the plan. W have begun that process
in the Planning Departrment, and we are working with the Environnent
Commttee to basically come to the point of an updated County Open
Space Plan at this tinme.

W don't suggest that we stop doing acquisitions at the present tine.
And | will point out that we do provide recommendati ons to the

Envi ronment Committee in terns of the ranking of parcels and our
suggestions. W do that with coordination with other County
Departnents as appropriate and so forth. So we think it's a valid
point. W think it's -- open space planning | think is an ongoi ng
process as it doesn't really end, it's continuum And | think we're
continuing that with the Administration as well as with the
Legislature at this tinme.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

It's quite an effort though because a | ot of these prograns are
willing sellers. The County usually doesn't go out and condem. So
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you can have a wonderful program and then if you don't have willing
-- you can have a wonderful plan, but without willing sellers, it
makes it very difficult to inplenent.

MR | SLES:
Absol utely. One of the point that we've tal ked about with the
Envi ronment Committee is we have -- we deal with willing sellers and

we deal with sellers who reject our offers. And | recently provided
to the Conmttee a list of recently rejected offers within the past
year or so. W have over 20 parcels or acquisitions, potential

acqui sitions, where they have rejected the offers and wal ked away. W
have rather stringent acquisition guidelines in terns of our criteria
nad our appraisals and so forth, and that's part of the reason, and
that's good and bad, | guess. But, you know, here again, the -- we do
deal with willing sellers, we do have success at times with that,
obviously there are tinmes when they don't participate.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Vell, | thing that you probably heard from Lauretta Fi scher when she
was here discussing the new Quarter Percent Programthat they were
people on the council, not the | east of whomwas nme, who were very
interested in the fact is that we were beconing nore and nore carefu
about the criteria -- applying the actual criteria and buying
properties that were worthy of acquisitions. And | think that went a
long way with Larry when we actually tal ked about that.

MR | SLES:

Let ne just add one other point to that. | nmean, we do do rankings
for the commttee, and as | noted with the Duke property for exanple
that cane in at an 85, one of the things we have done actually for the
Parks Trustees recently, and we could provide to this commttee as
well, is we have such a nultitude of prograns out there right now, |
think at last count | cane up with 17 different acquisition prograns,
basically nmajor programs in subcategories, such as G eenways has
subcat egori es; new Quarter Percent has subcategories. Each one has
its own objectives, each one has certain criteria and so forth. W're
in the process of conpleting a report, actually going through each of
those programs in ternms of its Legislative history, amendnments and so
forth just to kind of get a base to start with in ternms of what the
obj ectives are and what the standards are and al so what the process
is, where the Parks Trustees are involved and not invol ved and so
forth.

W see that as being a, you know, first step of sorts in terns of
doing an updated plan is to see essentially what is the current-- what
are the current prograns, what are the requirenents of those prograns,
what are the objectives of those prograns. And part of that gets into
the issue of west versus east and so forth in terms of the bal ancing
of sone of the progranms, certainly active recreation, has a
significant application in the west just as rmuch as in the east in
ternms of the dimnution of open space, the need for providing
recreation and so forth. Drinking water protection perhaps less so in
ternms of preservation of aquifers. But | think it's an inportant
process, and | think it's a hel pful report, and we can certainly be

pl eased to share that with the Council as well.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Thank you.

MR | SLES:
It should be done in Muy.

LEG FI ELDS:
Do you have idea what kind of active recreation is planned on this
property? And are we |ooking at the green or the yell ow?

MR | SLES:
You' re | ooking at the green.

MR MALLAMO
The yellow is the next resolution, right?

MR | SLES:

Yes. The Town of Southanpton has provided a plan under the Active

G eenways, Active Recreation Program there would have to be in
agreenent between the County of Suffolk or through the County Parks
Departnent and the town. The town has submitted a plan that

i ndi cates, and they have a conpanion report to that, and | know that's
not specifically the subject of today's discussion, but they're
indicating a couple of ball fields, soccer fields, canp ground area,
some basketball and so forth. Keep in mnd too that the | ocation of
those facilities are in the previously disturbed portion of the site.

LEG FI ELDS:

So if I'mlooking at the map, are they -- ny concern is pollution or
runoff. And | would be concerned that if you are going to put a
soccer field in or baseball, you are going to apply sone kind of
fertilizer to -- you know, |'m just concerned about what the actual
plan is.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But that would have to cone before us with the G eenways Resol ution.

I was -- that was what | was confused about too in the beginning.
LEG FI ELDS:
But let me just finish ny sentence. |If this is Greenways, then the

plan is for --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
It's not.

LEG FI ELDS:
-- active recreation.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

No. That was ny question too in the beginning. Wat's before us is
IR 41-02. The G eenways is IR 42-02, which is not before us. So it's
IR 41-02, which is only in the green, which is --

LEG FI ELDS:
So this is open space?
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
-- open space, right. That's what | asked Tom for

LEG FI ELDS
Tom can you just make sure that that's exactly -- the green is not to
be made into any active G eenways.

MR | SLES:
Right. The only thing they have on their plan is a wal king trai
t hrough part of the --

LEG FI ELDS

Fine. Gkay. Thank you.

MR MALLAMO:

Tom could | just ask you, | see the yellow and the green, what's up

in the upper part that isn't included? Wuo owns that?

MR | SLES:

That's owned by the Town of Southanpton. So what happens here is the
triangul ar shaped parcel bounded by the green and the yellow is owned
by the Town of Southanpton, and everything to the right or to the east
of that fromthe yellow as well as part of the green line is owned by
the Town of Southanpton. That is about 85 acres, and the reason we
ended up this way is that this was a situation where the owner of the
property had a deadline of Decenber 31st, 2001 to sell the property.
The Town of Sout hanpton noved in rapidly to purchase the property.

The Nature Conservancy al so cane in and put a purchase on it. They
purchased in excess of $5 million and secured the 140 acres of this
property. Later on, we were then approached by both the Town and the
Nat ure Conservancy for a possible town role -- pardon me, County role.

And the reason for the configuration of the lots is based upon there
are 22 lots in place in this property, and divying up the land and so
forth. Soit's alittle bit unusual in that sense. The end result
will be, if this is approved by the Legislature, will be a joint
County-town facility with managenment provided by the town in agreenent
with the town and County. So | apol ogize for the nessiness of the
transaction, but that's what we needed to do to get there.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Do you know what this was ranked, given that you gave us the rank on
t he ot her one?

MR | SLES:
That's a darn good question

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
" mjust curious.

MR | SLES:
I"mcurious too. |'Il take a quick | ook

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
It's not essential if you don't have it.
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MR | SLES:
We definitely ranked it. Actually, Lauretta's at a neeting of the

Peconi ¢ Estuary Critical Lands Council. She's got nore of the facts
than | do

CHAlI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

It's not -- at least to ne, it's not --

MR | SLES:

"Il try to find it along the way here. | seemto recall a 40 or 50,

but I don't want to say that w thout checking it.

MR KAUFNMAN:

For whatever it's worth, | amalso fanmliar with this property, |'ve
canoed the Peconic a fair ampunt, and | think this is an excell ent
purchase. | thought so when the TNC brought it a long tine ago. And
| -- given it's shore-front values, etcetera, given the |ocation
etcetera, | know it scores relatively well.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

If there are no other questions, |I'll entertain a notion
MR KAUFNMAN:
I will make a notion that this is an unlisted negative declaration, in

that | do not see any environnmental inpact from purchasing this
property.

LEG FI ELDS
I'Il second.

CHAlI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I have a second. Al those in favor? Qpposed? Abstentions?
CARRI ED

Proposed open space acquisition of Peat Hole Pond Site, Village of
Bel | port and Town of Brookhaven.

MR | SLES:

This is a parcel located in the Town of Brookhaven, in the Vill age of
Bellport. This is a relatively small parcel, certainly by conparison
with the two prior parcels, but it's a parcel that was initially
approved by the Legislature for planning steps. | believe you do have
an aerial photograph in front of you, which indicates the area in
guestion and the two parcels that are the subject of the resolution
The two parcels, one of which is about an acre of land on the left or
the west side of the map, includes sone of Peat Hole Pond, which is
under water |and then. The other part of the parcel includes the

ot her side of Peat Hol e Pond.

"Il point out, however, that the acquisition incorporates a part of
that parcel, not the entire parcel. But essentially what ends up is
it would be an acquisition of about two acres. The parcel itself is,
obvi ously you can see, on Bellport Bay or the Geat South Bay and
relatively small. However, the -- this is proposed as a joint

acqui sition involving principally County funds going into this as a
acqui sition, but also including both funds fromthe Town of Brookhaven
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and the Village of Bellport according to the resolution. The pond
itself is obviously still in a natural state. | understand it to be
somewhat brackish. The pond is cited in the resolution as having

i mportance froma wildlife standpoint, froma conservation protection
standpoi nt. The parcel has al so been used and certainly seens to have

some affinity in the cormunity as a locally inportant location. It
has been used apparently on occasion for skating purposes, ice skating
purposes and so forth, linited types of winter recreational use. So

the resolution before you then is part of a proposed acquisition of
the property. The sponsor of this is Legislator Towe, an M. Towe's
aide is here today. Ei ther M. Doyle or nyself can try to answer

t hose questions as best we can.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
The aerial photograph seens to show some structures on the property.

MR | SLES:

Yes. The parcel on the left, which is at the end of Peat Hole Lane is
-- to nmy know edge is not devel oped. The parcel on the right does

i ncl ude sonme structures. | don't -- it's not the intention to
purchase those structures, so that would be a partial acquisition as
nmy understanding of it. And the one acre we would buy woul d be m nus
t he devel oped portion of the site. So basically buying around the
pond, the underwater |and as well as the upland portion. And

M. Doyle, if I'msaying anything incorrectly, please feel free to
correct ne.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Are you subdividing it? O sonebody's go to subdivide this property?

MR | SLES:
Yes. It would have to be divided up

CHAlI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Ckay.

MR SWANSON:

| guess | would feel nore confortable if we knew what the boundary
actually is. But I was curious, when we have these joint

acqui sitions, who actually nanages the facility, and what standards
are adhered to, Suffolk County or Town of Brookhaven or what?

MR DOYLE

Tom can | handle that. The reason this is being acquired at all is
that the Lee family is planning to sell the property. They've had it
for a decade -- generations, and deci ded now they want to sell the
property. They were given an offer fromthe city -- soneone fromthe
City. They figure between three and $4 mllion. But as Tom said,
this is unique to the town -- Village of Bellport because they' re used

to going there and skating, nature wal ks, reflections, neditations,
just having access. And this famly did not (sic) want to give that
up to the Village. So they offered village it at $450,000. There
will be no changes in the property at all. What they're going to do
is leave it exactly -- naybe put down a wal kway and chi pped wood to
access the property.
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So the whol e purpose of this is that if we don't acquire it with the
Village of Bellport, then we | ose the property and access to the pond.

They will sell it, and sonebody will develop this property. As for
who's going to take care of it, the Village of Bellport has said they
will take care of it, they will maintain it to the point of putting

down a wood path. And also the slice way has to be kept available to
the Great South Bay and has to be maintained, they will do that as
well. The Lee Family has also nmade it clear they would not sell the
property unless we at |east gave them our word of honor that we would
give to the Village of Bellport and they would maintain it. So it
woul d be transferred over to the Village of Bellport, and then they
woul d keep it as open space. And that's part of what the owner wants.

The owner does not want to County, the town, anybody el se taking care
of it. So the Village of Bellport had to nake a conmtnent that they

will maintain the property and ensure its econonic -- ecol ogica

mai nt enance, which is the slice way. Understand, the slice way has to
be kept open, otherw se the pond will be damaged fromits natura

st at e.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I know Legi sl ator Fields has a question.

LEG FI ELDS
I think I have three. How did it rank?

MR | SLES:
I recall that it ranked about a 30, and I could try to get that for
you.

LEG FI ELDS

What access woul d the average County resident have to this property?
Where woul d the parking be if | decided | wanted to bring ny famly
and go ice skating?

MR | SLES:

I would assune at the end of Peat Hol e Lane.

LEG FI ELDS

Then you have to wal k through the woods to get to it?

MR | SLES:

Right. | think what M. Doyl e maybe referred to is putting down sone

wood chips for a pathway. But | think the point, maybe relating back
to what M. Swanson had said in ternms of who's going to take care of
this and so forth, this is not a typical County acquisition of buying
a two acre parcel. Mre typical of the County woul d be the |arger
parcels that woul d have County-w de significance and so forth. In
this case, and it's sonething that | think has been broached a little
bit at the Environnment Conmittee, certainly with the County Executive
is that as we get down to these snmaller and smaller parcels, at the
very |l east there should be, and naybe we're getting beyond the SECQRA
issues with this, but just fromthe policy issues, an agreenent with
the locality to take care of the property, because the County Parks
Depart nent cannot be expected or it's very difficult or expensive for
the County to be maintaining these. So | think this is alittle bit
of a newthreshold in terns of sone of the smaller best pocket parks

26

Council on Environmental Quality Minutes: April 16, 2003



or downtown parks. But the ones that |'ve seen cone through have all
been done with | ocal agreenments to take on the obligations of
mai nt enance and so forth.

LEG FI ELDS:
There was a little bit discussion of if we didn't buy it, which | have
some apprehension about that. | think Bellport wants it, Bell port

shoul d probably pay for it. But | guess ny second question is if we
didn't buy and it was going to be devel oped, where? Wat could it be
devel oped into? Wat would be the permitting process of having a pond
there and how close it is to Bellport Bay?

MR | SLES:

W have done an appraisal on this property, and part of that, what the
apprai ser had to review, the devel opment possibilities and so forth.
The concl usi on was that one house could be build at the end of the

cul -de-sac of Peat Hole Lane. CObviously providing a separation to the
wet | ands, which woul d be subject to review and permitting by New York
State DEC. So the conclusion of the appraisal was that one house
could be constructed on the property, and that was the basis

eval uation. CQbviously, providing separation to the wetlands, the
wet | ands t henmsel ves coul d not be devel oped. They woul d, however, also
woul d not be opened to public access. It would be private property.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Right, but they're private property now, and people fromwhat | hear
are using it. M question -- | agree with Legislator Fields, but ny
guestion really is Larry's question. | can't tell fromthis what
we're buying. And it's kinds of interesting to me that an apprai ser
could make a determination if he didn't know what we were buyi ng.

MR | SLES:

Vell, we had provided the appraiser with better definition in itens of
-- the aerials are based on the tax maps. That's where we get the
lines from

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

My question to you, though, Tom is are we really buying any upl and?
Because | nean, | know I'm | ooking at an aerial photograph, and I'm
not on the ground, but none of this | ooks |ike devel opable upland to
ne.

MR | SLES:
Well, the end of Peat Hole Lane, the one parcel there that's kind of a
trapezoid is -- we would be buying that conpletely.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But is this a tidal pond? This is a tidal pond, right?

MR | SLES:
Yeah.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
So the DEC has 300 foot jurisdiction off that tidal pond.
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MR | SLES:
Right. And apparently, here again, based on the investigation that
was done, there is a feasibility of one dwelling.

MR DOYLE

May | add al so Brookhaven Town did evaluate -- did appraisals, found
on the sane thing, we can build one house. And one house in that part
of Bellport would be actively sought out by al nbst anybody. It's a

very exclusive part of Bellport, and the village al so agrees. They
woul d not be able to stop one house frombeing built there and
bl ocki ng the pond.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
D d we have the rank on this?

MR | SLES:
As | recall, it was about a 30. | don't knowif we have it here. No,
| don't.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I don't have any other questions? Any other questions?

M5. MANFREDONI A:

Well, | wasn't clear on public access either. | nean, | could
understand that the people in Bellport would be able to get in there,
but if you had people fromoutside of Bellport parking on Peat Hol e
Lane to lead a hike or sonething, | have a feeling that the Village of
Bel | port might not be happy.

MR KAUFNVAN:

Yeah. That occasionally happens with MAllister Park up in Belle
Terre in Port Jefferson, where people try and access and get ticketed.
Tom nmaybe |I'mrepeating what sone of the other menbers have said
here. | understand that the trapezoid portion of the map is the one
that we're | ooking at, and part of it is, indeed, outside of the
freshwat er wetl ands boundary over there, but there is the eastern
rectangle property. And if | understood correctly, you said that that
was going to be partly subdivided, is that accurate or?

MR | SLES:
Yes. A portion of that property is proposed in the resolution to
include it in the acquisition

MR KAUFNVAN:

Ckay. So basically we would -- the County woul d be purchasi ng,

guess, a perinmeter of the pond going in so many feet and probably the
freshwater wetlands to the northerly end of that.

MR | SLES:
Right. As well as the underwater |and, correct.

MR KAUFNVAN:

Is the underwater |and, the pond, bifurcated the way I'm seeing it on
this nmap? In other words, other people would al so have or retain
owner shi p?
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MR | SLES:
Yes.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Larry.

MR SWANSON:

I'd like to make a notion to table this until we see precise
boundari es of what Suffolk County woul d be purchasing, and that we get
written confirmation fromthe Village of Bellport that residents of
Suffol k County would be entitled to use that.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Larry, could | ask you to amend your resolution, because | also think
that we shoul d see sonet hi ng regardi ng parking, because I don't know
that the scale of this is correct. Because if the scale of this is
correct, you don't have a lot of buildable area on this property. But
as | said, | don't knowif the scale is correct. |If it is correct,
there is very little parking on the end of Peat Hol e Lane.

MR SWANSON:
I will amend it to include also identification of potential parking.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Do | have a second?

MR KAUFMAN:
I'll second that. Can we discuss for a nonent?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Sur e.

MR KAUFNMAN:

Regardi ng parking, it may be an idea for the Village of Bellport if
Peat Hole lane is a publically owned thoroughfare to naybe nake a
comm tment to provide several parking spaces along there rather than
di sturb some of the existing land, etcetera. | nean, that may satisfy
the parking. And again, that's just a suggestion, obviously, it's not
part of the resol ution.

MR MALLAMO:

Per haps make a conmitnent that the day after acquisition no parking
signs don't go up. Because it |ooks |ike four houses on that street,
| suspect they are not going to be happy if people start parking on
their street and go hiking into the woods.

MR KAUFNAN:
A perfect exanple of that is a place in Smithtown called Teapot Lane
of f of Edgewood, where people -- it's a very good access point to the

Ni ssequogue River, and | have used it in the past. And the people in
t he area have conpl ai ned consi derably, and suddenly there's no
par ki ng, and they actively ticket. And | think it's an unfortunate
situation.

MS. ESPOCSI TO
Just to add a commentary, that the -- | would ask the Council nenbers
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to keep in mnd that acquisitions such as this are not only good for
the comunity character, but also this is really an area of

acqui sition that would comply with the recomendations in the

Conpr ehensi ve Managenent Plan for the South Shore Estuary protection
So if this parcel was at risk of being devel oped, which certainly
seens to be questionable in this particular case, but the broader
perspective al so should be that if it was, it's not only about
community character and interests, it's about inplenmenting the
managenent plan for the South Shore Estuary, and that this pond

obvi ously woul d have direct drainage and i npact on the estuary. And

many of the parcels that are available for estuary protection wll not
be the grandi ose parcels that get the 85 ranking or 72 ranking, they
will be very small parcels that come in with a 30 or a 40, but
collectively, they'll add to estuary protection. But they may not

i medi ately seem significant on their own, and this may or nmay not
neet that. But | just wanted to raise that as an issue for us to keep
in mnd.

MR KAUFNMAN:

How do we reconcile that, though?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
VWai t . Isn't the consideration of that -- doesn't the consi deration of
pl ans such as that go into the ranking?

MR | SLES:
Yes, it does. They'll give it five or ten points or something. But
it is inmportant too.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

But you know sonething, Tom which would be hel pful certainly nore for
this parcel and nmaybe even for the prior parcel -- | nean, the East
Hanpt on parcel, | think, was obvious to all of us. But if you could
when you cone have sonebody be able to describe to us what was

consi dered in the ranking, because |I think that is inportant.

MR | SLES:
Ckay. | didn't know that was a consideration that you were interested
in.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Well, we didn't either until you came here.

MR | SLES:

Let ne caution you on one thing. The ranking is good, but it's not
great. It's a measure of certain criteria, and it's a good snapshot

or whatever, but we take it with a grain of salt.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

It's hel pful to know what you consi dered, because obviously, that's a
valid point what Adrienne raised. But, you know, |ooking at this as
not quite a layman, it's hard for me to understand if sonebody
retained me, how!l would get thema permt to build a house there.

MR MALLAMO
Tom could you -- the owner living currently, is the owner living in
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this house to the east?

MR | SLES:
| don't know. M. Doyl e.

MR DOYLE
Yes, the owner lives in that house. Yes.

MR MALLAMO
And their access is from Rogers Lane, | suppose.

MR. DOYLE
Correct.

MR MALLAMO

I think if we could get some deternination -- you know, an area for
par ki ng maybe fromthat area on -- on their current property or an
easenment or sonething, that may solve a |l ot of the problens. | think
the problem|l'mhaving here is froman access perspective, that are we
bei ng asked to preserve something in the name of the People of Suffolk
County that only people who could wal k there fromthis nei ghborhood --

MR | SLES:
W don't disagree with that point. W think it's a valid point too,
especially on these small er ones.

MR MALLAMO:

So | think if they're the property sellers, the property's going to be
subdi vi ded, maybe that can be answered in the nmean tinme if this is

t abl ed.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Did you have a point you wanted to make, Joy?

MS. SQUI RES:
Yes. | have a question, and this is in regard to the urgency issue.
Bei ng from Huntington on the other side of this, | have great synpathy

for the Village of Bellport and what they're trying to do. |Is there
an urgency issue here, or is this if you don't acted quickly, do you
lose this or is there time?

MR DOYLE

There is a certain urgency to it. The owner initially wanted to sel

at the end of last year. And we ran sone problens getting through the
Legislature last year. W finally resolved that with the planning
steps. | don't really know, | think we'll be able to wait until June
to get to buy the property.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

But if there's an urgency, Joy, just like everything else, we're only
advisory. |If they didn't like that it was tabled, the Legislature
could call it up, and they could do whatever they want to do with it.
But, you know, given the -- given the |ong conversati on we had about
the Quarter Percent Program and the scrutiny on acquisitions, | don't
really think that urgency shoul d be one of our considerations.

think it's a Legislative consideration, but | don't think it's our's.
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Al right. I'mgoing to call the question. W have the notion to
table. Al those in favor? Qpposed? Abstentions? CARRIED

Proposed open space acqui sition of Canel ot/ Paumanok Wetl ands Property,
Town of Hunti ngton.

MR | SLES:

W have today Margo Myles fromthe Town of Huntington. This is

anot her joint acquisition, and the Town of Huntington has conpleted, |
believe, an Environnental Assessnment Form And perhaps it would be
best for Margo to take it from here.

M5. MYLES:

The Canel ot acqui sition has cone before you before, and you have
reconmended a negative declaration before on an earlier resolution
when we had hoped to acquire this three years ago. Qur proposal is a
little bit different today, because the Town of Huntington has
commtted a certain percentage of funding, but has cormitted a good

deal nore in terns of long termuse potential. W have a proposa
that we have discussed already with County officials, and we're hoping
the ELAP Conmittee was, | believe, interested in. W are proposing an

outdoor classroom W're calling it an outdoor classroom we're not
proposing a structure on the property per se, but we do have a snal
gravel parking lot that can hold six cars so that we can assure
access. W are going to have interpretive stations, we will have an
entrance kiosk. W are |looking to devel op a handi capped accessi bl e
trail through the site.

What we have proposed to the County is a project that would be
conducted in three set stages. The first stage being essentially our
pl anni ng and engi neering, where we would do a very, very thorough
natural resource inventory. W'Il be |ooking to the Long Island

Bot ani cal Soci ety and sone of the other organizations as we nove
through this, but we will be hiring a contracted environnenta
specialist to aid us with this in order to lay out a trail corridor
that will |east inpact site resources, but will basically be placed so
that it can maxim ze interpretive use of the site. W believe we're
probably being going to have to devel op one snmall section as a catwal k
section. There is a red maple swap, there are two ponds on the site.
W'd like to have an observation platform so we nay be reachi ng out
to you again -- we will definitely be com ng back to you again once we
have our plan to pass SEQRA nmuster once nore to nake sure it's
acceptable to you

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Ckay. Just to make it clear on the record, and this is not a
criticism but we are in intentionally undertaking a segnented revi ew
of the acquisition and the devel opnent. And you are proposing to us
that that woul d be appropriate segnentati on because it's no | ess
protective of the environnent, because you need to acquire it now and
you're going to take all the investigations and conme to us with a
thorough plan. |1'mnot rendering an opinion on it, |I'mjust
explaining it to everybody.

M5. MYLES:
The town is prepared to take on |long term perpetual naintenance as
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well as security. This is a site that adjoins Walt Wi tnman Hi gh
School. It's immediately across a private drive, which is Paumanok
Drive, that serves the high school fromthe West H |Ils Day Canp. So
we really have right there captive audi ences that are very willing and
interested in using it. W have already commtted that we will have
town environnmental educator on staff that will be availed to aid
anyone that would like to visit this. So groups fromthroughout
Suffol k County can conme and access this site. Canelot site is a very
interesting site. It's only 10.6 acres. |It's an area that contains
dry open woods, we've got wet woods, it's got sone freshwater
wet | ands, sone of which are class one wetlands. About two acres right
now are regul ated area by DEC. The town has actually petitioned the
DEC, because we feel that the area is a bit larger in ternms of what
shoul d be regul at ed.

This is a site that has received special use pernit fromour Zoning
Board prior to our acquisition action as well as DEC permts,
freshwat er wetl ands and SPEDES permit for sewage treatnent in order to
support a 120 bed congregate care facility. It would be a three story
facility, 93,000 square feet that would result in clearing about 53%
of the site. So thereis -- this is a site that was funded by the

I DA, and there has been a |ot of research into that. It's a site that
has i mm nent devel opnent potential and extensive devel opnent
potential. W feel that this is a really nice partnership we're going

to formwth the County for long termuse. W are going to nake sure
we have the resources available so the people can conme and use this
site. In western Suffolk as our sites beconme nore and nore pressured
by the surroundi ng devel oprment, we feel it's absolutely inperative
that we provide a neans to get people into the site and nake sure
that they have organi zed use.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
So are you actually proposing to us that the segnented revi ew m ght be
nore protective of the environnent?

M5. MYLES:
W believe it will be. W certainly believe it will be. This was
ranked 50. | always ask for the ranking forns. And if | could just

share with you quickly, subject parcel contains New York State

regul ated freshwater wetlands, including two open ponds. The wetl ands
are part of an expansive watershed that extends north to Cold Spring
Harbor. The site is heavily wooded red mapl e, oak and hi ckory trees.
The forest includes a dense understory including several protective
native plants. O particular note is an exceptional ground cover of
yellowtrout lilies that is possibly the largest colony in Suffolk
County.

The site is |l ocated along the terninal noraine, and is four-tenths of
amle fromthe West Hills-Melville special groundwater protection
area. The site is adjacent to Walt Wi tnman Hi gh School and coul d be
used to provide outdoor environnental |earning opportunities and a
possi bl e stewardshi p arrangenment with the school. The parcel was
ranked according to the standard criteria used by the County for open
space acquisition. The ranking resulted in a score of 50, ranking is
one a score of one to 100 with 25 representing the usual m ni num score
for acquisition. Protection of this site will ensure nanagenent of a
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component of a watershed property situated in a deep groundwater
recharge area.

It is openly visible and one of the nost heavily travel ed roadways in
the Town of Huntington, has frontage on Jericho Turnpi ke. You cannot
get anynore visible than that. |t was ranked two on the town's open
space index, which essentially nmeans it's essential to the future of
open space needs of the town. The principal of the school and the
superintendent of the school district have been down speaking in front
of the ELAP Conmittee, and they have pl edged their ongoing efforts to
make sure that the site wll be used for environnmental education
through a partnership with the towmn. W actually have to form an
access agreenent with the school, because the school is allowing us to
access the site fromtheir private drive, which will pose the |east

i npact to the site.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But you would conme back to us with a plan that would show all that.
Does anybody have any questions?

MR KAUFNMAN:

I do. |I'mlooking at the aerial photograph, and you consistently
mentioned two ponds, all | see are trees, where are these ponds?

M5. MYLES:

They are very close on the northern boarder to Jericho Turnpi ke. Last
year -- depending on when it was flown -- |last year was a very dry
year. The ponds are, | believe, surface water fed, but there is a

perched water systemthat's | ocated right beneath them There's a
very extensive claylands. But they are very close to Jericho

Turnpi ke. And you can literally step three feet off the road edge on
Jericho Turnpi ke and be into regul ated wetl ands.

MR KAUFNVAN
Ckay. Joy just passed nme sone dirty photos. There is water right off
of the road.

MR SWANSON

I amcurious as to why this ranked so high on Huntington's planning
and it's not a particularly large site, why doesn't Huntington go
ahead and purchase it?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Larry, | think -- well, | think that that's wandering into a policy
i ssue, and, you know, that's--

MR SWANSON
Why shoul d Suffol k County purchase it?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

But then you know what? For the same comrent that | started with, |
think then you should go to the ELAP Conmittee and ask the question,
because it's not a CEQ question. And you want to know sonet hing,
Larry? | may or nay not agree with you. | mean, | think you sensed
that on the | ast one ny personal opinion is why would the County spend
any nmoney to buy underwater land in the place where it was? But it's
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not ny busi ness, nobody el ected ne.

MR KAUFNMAN:

Larry, there's a converse to that also. As you know as a resident of
the Town of Sm thtown, the town does not do very nuch | and acquisition
at all, and the County is the only one who does do it. So, you know,
there's a flip side to all of it.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
It's a policy thing.

MR KAUFNAN:

It's a policy decision. |It's outside of our call on all of this.

G ven the context that this is coming tous in -- in ternms of a
Legislative resolution, | don't see a problemw th purchasing this at
all. 1 think this is an unlisted negative declaration. 1| don't see

any environnental inpact.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Well, the issue is not is there a problemwi th purchasing it. The
issue is is there is potential significant adverse inpact, and is the
segnent ati on, which we are doing, no | ess protective of the

envi ronment ?

MR KAUFNMAN:
Ckay. |'Il adopt exactly what you just said.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
If you are formng a resolution --

MR KAUFNAN:
Well, that was what | was going to try and say. | don't -- | don't
see a -- I'"'mgoing to nake a notion that this is an unlisted negative

declaration with the follow ng caveats; that this is going to be no

| ess protective of the area, and that while this is segnentation, this
is allowabl e segnentation again, in that it will be nore protective of
the area and of the purchase.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Because the town is going to be doing extensive studies before it even
promul gates a plan for recreational purposes. | have a notion, do |
have a second?

MR, MALLAMO
Second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Second. Do | have discussion? All those in favor? Qpposed?
Abstentions? One abstention. Larry Swanson is abstaining. CARRIED.

MB. SQUI RES:
Can you note ny vote, please in the affirmtive?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Ckay. Thank you both. Okay. Oher business. Discussion concerning
how to handl e projects renanded back to the CEQ by the Legislative
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ELAP Committee. M. Bagg, you had a question, | think

MR BAGG

Well, basically, the Council is advisory to the Legislature. And your
reconmendations are required to go directly to the County Executive
and the Presiding Oficer. ELAP requests that a representative from
CEQ attend their nmeetings to present what CEQ s reconmendati ons are.
And in two instances this past thing too, basically the Council's
reconmendati ons on the upgrading of Building 50 here in Hauppauge, the
guestion was raised as to whether or not the HVAC systemor the air
condi tioning systemwas energy efficient. Cearly the action is a
Type Il action, on the list which says no further environnmental review
necessary, and yet they remanded it back to CEQ

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Jim did you advise themthat it was a Type Il action, and that CEQ s
role is to make advi sory reconmmrendations to the Legislature pursuant

to SEQRA?

MR BAGG
Yes, | did. But it still was renmanded.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Jim what I'd like to dois I'd like an audience with ELAP, and |I'd
i ke anybody fromthe CEQ who woul d be available to conme. Because
think there all of a sudden is sone confusion about what our role is.
And if the Legislature and the County Executive want to change what
our role is, they should change the charter. But it is absolutely
absurd to ne for a Type Il action to cone back here because a
Legi sl ator has a question as to whether a piece of equipnment is energy
efficient. Because in a world other than this world, if sonebody had
a question like that, when the applicant canme before the decision
maki ng body -- and | don't howit's done here, whether the applicant
first comes to ELAP and then goes to the Legislature, but soneone
woul d | ook at that person and say, is the HVAC system energy
efficient. 1t has nothing to do with the SEQRA classification. And
in many cases, it has nothing to do with the significance of the
action when ones applies the criteria for determ ning significance.

So | nean, regarding these things that are remanded back, as | said in
the 12 years that 1've been on the Council, |'ve never seen anything
remanded back except these two things. And there was some question
that, | think, Legislator Guldi had about a recommendations that we
made whi ch was sonething that had to go in Executive Session, so we
suggested that if he wanted to conme, it was a |l egal issue to cone.

But | think -- | think that there's sone confusion about what the
procedure is.

LEG FI ELDS
I think you are reacting personally, and this is not sonething that
you shoul d be doing that wth.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Well, I'"mnot reacting personally.
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LEG FI ELDS:

It's my opinion that you are. So what I'mtrying to explain to you as
| did before is that in the Environnent Conmttee, there were
guestions that were all over the place the last neeting, and | think,
Jim you were there, where the body felt that it was the role of the
CEQ Committee to ask all of the questions that have anything to do
with the environment. That's -- that was denponstrated tine and tine
again in many of the discussions was, well, did CEQ did ask this, and
did CEQ ask that. And when there was a response, well, no, | don't
think that question did cone up, there was a |l ot of discussion wthin
the conmmittee saying, well, why would CEQ not ask if sonething was
energy efficient when their role is to | ook at environnental inpacts.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

No. Well, on the Building 50 issue, what was being proposed is a Type
Il action, clearly, no question. Type Il actions by definition on the
list have no significant inpact on the environnent. That's CEQ s
role, to make that reconmendation to the Legislature. But if the
Legi sl ature wants to nmake sure that the HVAC equi prent is as energy
efficient as possible, they can ask the sponsor -- the applicant. But
that's not our role.

LEG FI ELDS:

I think, as | said before, they were thinking that when -- when
resol utions cone before you, that you are asking all of those
guestions that have any inpact on the environnment. And nmaybe the
deci sion of the Chair and others to recommt it back to CEQ may not
have been the way that they have shoul d have gone, maybe they shoul d
have just at that point said, well, we don't want to take the advice
of CEQ and we will act. So that's what |'m saying.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
There's al so a m sunderstandi ng with what you just said. Because you
just said it's the job of CEQto investigate where there' s any inpact
on the environnent --

LEG FI ELDS:
I didn't say that.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Yes, you did.

LEG FI ELDS:
| said they said that, okay? They said.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But the |l aw says significant adverse inpact, not any inpact.

LEG FI ELDS:

But that's nmy point. That's what they brought up, and that's why the
guestions went around, and that's why | said, don't take it

personal |y, they have questions. And that's sinply how it cane out.

Per haps what you should do is have another -- because even after the
first visit with the -- with the Chair, he's not totally content with
all of the discussion, and naybe there should be sonme nore open
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comuni cati on between you and the Chair.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Well, that's why | suggested that we cone.

LEG FI ELDS:
So that was -- | wanted to give you what happened at the neeting.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Any ot her discussion about this?

MR BAGG

I think in the future, though, sonme departnents have not been going to
the nmeetings to answer, you know, critical design and specification
guesti ons about projects before CEQ They should be requested to
attend the ELAP neeting to answer --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
We don't have the ability to request them | think ELAP should say,
we're not -- and this is a policy thing, it has nothing to do with ne.

But | think ELAP should require if they're going to entertain a
project, that the sponsor be there.

MS. ESPCSI TO
| think that's true, but maybe what Jims saying is when you
appropriately speak to them you could maybe suggest that.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I'"'m happy to do that. Because, you know, there are questions that,
you know -- the energy efficiency of the wi ndows may be a question,
does that really go to the significance pursuant to SEQRA? No. But
is it a reasonable question for a decision making body |ike the
Legi sl ature ask? Absolutely. But why would we ever ask it? W
woul dn' t.

MR BAGG
As a follow up of the ELAP's questions with respect to energy
efficiency, |'ve asked the County architect to send ne the County's

energy policy with respect to, you know, air conditioning and
retrofits, and I'mgoing to relay that back to the ELAP Comm tt ee.
Basically, it's the County's policy that when they replace anything or
t hey upgrade, that they upgrade with the | atest technol ogy avail abl e
and the nost energy efficient.

MS. ESPGCSI TO
Does the County have such a policy?

MR BAGG

Wel |, according the Departnent of Public Wrks, they have a policy.

Qur departnent prepared a report that | found, | wasn't privy to it,
that went to the County Exec's Ofice and the Departnents of Public

Wirks, and we're receiving copies, and it will be transmtted to the

ELAP Conmm tt ee.

MR KAUFMAN:
For whatever it's worth, when Ral ph Borkowski has been here, he has
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tal ked about this kind of stuff, that any tinme they try and upgrade,
whenever possible they try to go with energy efficient as good
technol ogy as they can get. (bviously, you know, constrained by
budget, but they do try to nmake an effort that way.

M5. ESPOSI TO
VWhich I know. | was just -- that's different then having an actua
written policy, which I was unaware of, so just asking.

MR BAGG
I've al so requested that from now on when those types of actions are
presented to CEQ that the energy policy be included.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

But that's interesting, Jim but what does it have to do with SEQRA
necessarily? | don't want to get into telling DPWhow t hey shoul d
buil d and upgrade buildings. That's the Legislature's job, it's not
our's. And we're going to get into that very nuddy place that we were
in when I first joined this County.

MR KAUFNMAN:

VWhere we were micromanaging. | think one of the things that you m ght
-- or one of the tacks that m ght be effective is SEQRA is basically
| ooki ng at significant inpacts, not every inpact. And that's

sonmet hing that we should very nuch enphasize. Again, dealing with

wi ndows, we're trying to get sonmething -- we're not going to try and
m cromanage. We're |ooking at the overall inpact of say
reconstruction of a County jail or whatever, etcetera. W' re |ooking
at is there going to be runoff, is there going to be major air
pollution, is there going to be, you know, light pollution fromlight
poles and things Iike that. W're not necessarily -- we're |ooking
for something of sonme significance. A wi ndow, whether it's -- |I'm
going to use the wong standard -- but whether it's 5.2 seer or --
that's s-e-e-r -- or 5.7. That's one thing, you know? If it's a
difference of five and 100 seer, that's sonething else, that's -- and
we' re | ooking and focused upon that project, that's where you can get
significance, you know, if the County is saying downgradi ng or
sonmething like that.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But can | ask you a question? What is the significant adverse inpact
to the environment associated with that w ndow?

MR KAUFNVAN
Vell, that's just exactly ny point. | don't see it, and that's the
way we're judging it. It nay be that --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

But the Legislature is perfectly appropriate in saying, we want a
better, better efficiency, because we're cutting cost, we're
mnimzing --

MR KAUFNAN:
But that's the Leg's call. That's the Leg's call.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Absol utely.
MR KAUFNAN:
All I"msaying is they have to be nade a way -- aware that we are

| ooking at these issues in a slightly different factor. W' re |ooking
at it froma --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Qur role is different.

M5. ESPOSI TO

I just think that we shouldn't necessary bel abor the discussion, but
there seens to be sone sincere confusion on nmaybe sone Legislator's
part the difference between SEQRA and i npl enentation and

i mpl emrentation of County policy. And naybe -- it seens to ne sonme of
t hem probably think we're doing both and clarification would be in
order. You should be careful, because the may then ask us to do both
and change the charter.

MR KAUFNAN:
Well, we're just great people, we could do it.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
If they change the charter, that's fine. But | -- you know, that's
t hei r busi ness.

LEG FI ELDS

| do believe that -- first of all, the ELAP Committee neetings | ast
fromnmnimally four, five, six hours. W are oftentinmes here unti
7:00 at night. | believe that what the Chair and sone of the other

nmenbers of that comrittee are hoping for is that this comittee be the
filter, and that this conmttee get all of information, because they
don't want to have to go through all of that. | believe that is a
comuni cation that you need to be able to share and di scuss with them
or with the Chair to determ ne what your role is, what your role isn't
-- | don't nmean you, | mean you as the Chair -- to explain to them
you know, with Jim | think Jimshould be there too, because he has
the ability to hear both sides of it. And there were questions, and
you know, when that question came up about didn't they ask, the
commttee actually felt that it was a question that CEQ shoul d ask.
You know, that it does have an adverse inpact in energy if you have
one or another. It's just sonething | think you need to sinplify and
you need to communi cat e.

MR SWANSON:
I guess, Terry, |'m having a problem understandi ng why energy
efficiency is not a significant environnental problem Let ne finish.

W sit here and we sonetinmes argue about whether a tree should be cut,
and, you know, we've made sone deci sions about that. Energy
efficiency is sonething that |I'm pleased to know is a County-w de
concern, but it seens to nme the overall inpact of energy efficiency is
in many cases far nore inportant than debating whether a tree is cut
or not cut.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Well, I'Il tell you this. It doesn't have any effect whatsoever on
whet her or not that Building 50 was a Type Il action or not, and
that's what was getting remanded back here. That was -- | got severa
phone calls about this, nobody else did, | don't think. | nean, maybe
you did, but |I got several phone calls about it. And it was clearly a
Type Il action because it was a building upgrade. So it wasn't within
our purview to ask whether the HVAC -- what -- what the HVAC system
was. It's Type IIl, that's it. It doesn't have a significant adverse
i mpact, okay?

If we were doing a major construction project and you had a concern as
a menber about the energy efficiency because you were concerned about
use and conservation of energy, which is a SEQRA i ssue, you have the
absolute right to ask that. Just |ike Lance asks about w ndows that

can formwith the historic character of a building. | think, | hope
that that's why sone of us get appointed because of our particul ar
expertise. And I'll tell you something, Larry, and you knowit, and

this is no slight to anybody else. But | don't have the same concern
about the significance of cutting down one tree that other people
m ght have. And, you know, we've had debates here when DPWwanted to
come and cut down a very substantial tree, but there were how many

accidents there. Cearly, | was not particularly synpathetic to the
tree, but there are different people with different interests here.
But, you know, | have al ways been sensitized to policy versus SEQRA

reconmendat i ons.

MR KAUFNVAN:
First off, | believe you were referring to the 7-Eleven tree in
Ronkonkonma.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Yes.

MR KAUFNMAN:

Yeah, that's one of our favorite incidents over here. | was going to
say and repeat basically what you said. |If this is a Type |I action or

an unlisted action, that's where you can get into the significance of
an inmpact. That's maybe where energy comes in, etcetera. oviously,
ina Type Il, if it's a planning or, you know, replacenent inkind,
etcetera, it either is or it isn't. |It's like, for exanple, Larry,
when we're dealing with houses in N ssequogue or Head of the Harbor,
it used to be that you could pos dec a house going in. Nowadays a

house is s Type Il action, and you can't really do anything to it. So
there's a procedural context that we're look at here also. And if
this -- if this stuff cones in as a Type I, we nay not have the

di scretion, we may not have the ability beyond just asking a question
to really do anything. And that's sonething also that the Legislature
and ELAP shoul d be nmade aware of.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
But I think that's what Legislator Fields is saying. That there has
to be a dialog so that everyone understands what everybody's role is.

MR KAUFNAN:
Exactly ny point.
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LEG FI ELDS
May | just ask also, if you are going to talk to the Chair, | would
ask that you talk to the entire commttee.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I have no interest in talking to the Chair alone. | want to conme to
an ELAP conmittee. And | think that other people from CEQ should comne
when we find out a date that | can conme, because if | have public
hearings, | can't obviously cone.

MR KAUFNMAN:
Terry, | think it's probably best if the tel ephone chain occurred, you
know, Jimcalls us up when that is established.

MR BAGG
W have a list of all the ELAP neetings. | will check with Terry, and
then we will do the poll as to who can attend the neeting.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Do we have historic services?

MR MARTI N:

Ckay. Today | just wanted to report on the activities at the El wood
School House in Elwood on Cuba H Il Road. The -- | don't know if the
menbers have seen that building. And there's sone change of occupancy
that is being planned right now, so | just wanted to bring everyone up
to speed on the background to the building and what -- what's being

proposed there. The building was purchased in 1987, and it was --
with the acquisition resolution, it was put into the Hstoric
Preservation Program At that time, there was no parks use for the
building. So it imrediately put into the Friends for Long Island
Heritage Landnmark program And at that tine it was rented to what is
now cal l ed the Long Island Art League, and they were been on the site
since 1987, '88. They are now |l eaving the building by the end of this
year, 2003. They are building a new building for thenselves, and so
we're looking for a new tenant.

There's a new library district that's been established in El wod, and
t hey have approached us to use this building as their first library,
with the possibility that they build newin the future. So they've
approached us on that. W think it's a great idea. It would stay
within the Friends for Long Island Heritage Landmark Program but they
woul d put in the funds needed to upgrade the building and bring it to
code for that public use. They have hired {DD Harvey} Architects to
come to the building and give thema report. | have nmet with the
County architect Tedd Godek on-site, and he is witing up a review of
all the work that needs to be done to bring it to code for this use.
And we will then -- he will then submt that information to the
architects, who will put that in their proposal and their plans, which
will be subnitted to the CEQ for review And | think it's a great
project. And what we're |looking to do is restore the interior space
as a configuration to what it was originally. The school district
that owned the building prior to the County purchase put drop ceilings
in, partition walls, and the interior really lacks the historic
integrity that you would like to see in historic buildings. So we are
hoping to bring that back. The County has al ready put a new wood r oof
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on the building as part of the preservation process. | don't know if
anyone has any questions on that project.

MR SWANSON:
Maybe all of us got a call from--

MR MARTI N:
That's why |'m addressing this right now.

MR SWANSON:
I guess she talked to me for -- well, she instructed ne for 45
m nut es.

MS. SQUI RES:
Larry, who's she?

MR SWANSON:
| forget her nane.

LEG FI ELDS
Janet Goltz.

MR SWANSON:

She had a | ot of serious concerns about the intended use that's being
proposed. Furthernore, she had sone scathing comrents on the Friends
of Long Island Heritage. And | gather she intends to be here for the
May neeting to nake a presentation. And it seens to ne for us to do
our job right that we would benefit from sone sort of assessnent of
not only the use of the school but perhaps of the role that the
Friends is playing and whether the Friends are, in fact, doing their

j ob.

MR MARTI N:
Ckay. | didn't know she was coning to do that presentation. |
hopefully will have a report fromthe County architect.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Wy is she coning? And howis she conming? And is there a projection
pendi ng?

MR MARTI N:

No. That is the question. | thought actually that was going to be
here today. And she's called everybody that could be involved with
this project in the County.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Why woul d she conme here? Wiy would we entertain her speaking if we
didn't have a project before us?

MR BAGG

| think, Terry, this is a public neeting public, and it's a public
forum The Little Red School House is a historic building under the
purview of the Historic Trust. And she has concerns with respect to
t he proposed use, which is currently being | ooked into by the Parks
Depart nment .
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I don't know the -- | honestly don't know the answer to this question

So I"'mgoing to ask and I'd |ike sonebody to get nme the answer

whether it's -- whether it's through the County Attorney or whonever
it is. Yes, this is a public neeting, but we're not a Legislative
body. It's ny understanding that a Legislative body Iike a town board
or a Suffolk County Legislature has an open public session where
peopl e can conme and tal k about anything in the world, and they have to
listen. My understanding of our role, and | really want this
clarified before | go the ELAP, okay. | don't know who clarifies it,
but sonebody has to. M understanding of our role is when there are
projects that we're considering, anybody fromthe public can cone and
talk -- talk about those projects, and |I'm happy to hear them But
I''mnot happy to open a door that if somebody wants to cone here and
tal k about stormwater runoff on a County Road in Brookhaven, that

they' re going to cone here and do that.

MR MALLAMO:

Terry, can | comrent here. | kind of got into this with Janet's calls
as well. | haven't had a chance to speak to Richard. But | think she
brings up a nunber of major issues that we do have to consider. The

i ssue that, nunber one, | see is that the use of this building should
be determined by this body. |It's a historic building. | believe a
resolution was done, and | would |like this check, R ch, |I'msure we
have a file on it, that when the Art League went in there, there was a
resolution here authorizing that. It was put in the Friends Program

because that was a tenporary 30 day |icense agreenment and coul d be
cancelled at any time, and that was going to carry the building

t hrough until H storic Preservation could proceed on the buil ding.
This seens to be a | ot nore permanent arrangenent. There may be
alienation of parkland issues. There are a |lot nore to this then just
what are we going to do with the Red School House.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Is it first a Historic Trust issue?

MR, MALLAMO
| can't even renenber if it was dedicated to the Historic Trust.

MS. ESPCSI TO
She said no. Janet.

MR MARTI N:
I have the resolutions here. 1t was incorporated to the Hstoric
Preservation Programwi th the acquisition resolution

MR MALLAMO

Ckay. But that would be different than a Historic Trust dedication.
It shoul d have been brought up for Hi storic Trust dedication by the
Legi sl ature so that a decision could be nade. W did have public
hearing on this when this property was acquired. | attended severa
of them and commtnents were nmade to the comunity that this
arrangenent was going to be tenporary until the building could be
restored as the school house for the children of Elwood. And | think
that's why that was al so presented to the voters of the Elwood School
District to approve.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
So then maybe sonething should be put on our agenda.

LEG FI ELDS

I think the concern here, and it is absolutely a major concern, is
once this contract actually goes forward, it's then going to be before
you. And they've already nade those arrangenents. |'m not saying
that you have al ready.

MR MARTI N:

No. No. W just -- only discussions --

LEG FI ELDS

No. I'mnot saying that you have already. |In other words, she is
concerned that it's going to go, and it's going to happen, and then
it's too late. And she has a valid concern. She's -- she's asking

about an alienation of parkland, and |I've spoken to our Legislative
Attorney who said it could very well be an alienation of parkland.

And so -- and there are sone mmjor questions within the Parks
Committee and the Parks Departnment had sone di scussion. W have asked
an audit for the Friends of Long Island Heritage. There are sone
maj or -- somebody canme and presented photographs of the Little Red
School House. And the fact that -- the fact that Friends had has this
buil ding and has allowed it to go to disrepair. So | do believe that
this is something that should cone before this body and that you
shoul d know what's going on with our park properties.

MR KAUFNVAN:

First off, | agree with Legislator Fields. | think that if there is a
concern fromthe public regarding specific projects or sonething
that's within the Historic Trust, that those people can cone in and
talk with us or present their case. W don't necessarily have to
reply or anything like that. But it -- obviously our tact to has been
we're only dealing with the specific project, you know, com ng out of
DPW com ng out of the County Exec, com ng out of the Leg., etcetera.
That's generally been our role, but Historic Trust is a different role
for us.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Is this in the Historic Trust?

MR KAUFNVAN:

Well, that's -- that's obviously one of the questions we have right
now. So | don't think that we should shut someone off sinply because
of a technical --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I''mnot tal king about shutting her of. Wat |I'mtalking about is
havi ng her here when there is sonething on the agenda.

MR KAUFNMAN:

| understand, but obviously what's going is even before it gets on the
agenda this person is questioning what is occurring. | think that it
woul dn't hurt us to listen to it. Now, | didn't get a phone call

which is very fortunate.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

| did get -- | did get phone calls, but |I referred her to --
MR KAUFNAN:
And | have one other point that |I should bring up. | just got elected

to the Board for Friends of Long Island Heritage, so that's going to
be an interesting one.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Well, you will just recuse yourself fromanything that has -- go
ahead.

MB. SQUI RES:

This has nothing to do with -- with Janet, it has to do with this is a
huge -- | happen to live in Elwood in addition to living in

Huntington. And when | first started teaching, | taught in the Little
Red School House as a substitute teacher. And the place was falling
down, that was a whole lot of years ago. But the fact is there is a
significant issue. And you are going to have many people who are
coming in. You are going do have the Elwood Library Board who is one
who is going to want to address the SEQRA determ nation or whatever
it's going to do for the reconstruction of this site. So that | think
this is going to be an issue that will be -- will require a great dea
of looking into. So my only conment is to alert you that there wll
be Elwood Library people, there will be people for and against. There
may, in fact, be the Elwod School District. It is adjacent, you can
go through the back ot to James Boyd School. There will be parking
issue. There's a curve on the road, it's across froma town park. So
there will be questions about is the parking lot -- and the only
reason |'msaying it is it will end up being a significant issue that
CEQ must | ook at all aspects of it including alienation of parklands.

MR SWANSON:

Goi ng back to the Friends, | don't know whether it's out role or not,
but perhaps it is under Historic Trust. |If her allegations are true,
it's really alarmng. | nean, as | recall, one of their allegations
was that they were illegally renting spaces in County parks. And
maybe the audit that the Legislature is asking for is the proper
place. But |I found it very disturbing particularly considering some
of the discussions that we had four or five years ago.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
You're right.

MR MALLAMO

I think that that's a whole different issue that also has to be | ooked
at. She brought up other issues with me that -- not just the Friends
Program any programthat puts private individuals in publically owned
houses. She indicated what -- her research had indicated it was
illegal under the state constitution --

MR KAUFNAN:
That's wrong.
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MR MALLAMO:
-- and | said, well, | know the state parks does it as well, and she
said, well, that's not right. Sonmebody has to | ook at that.

MR MARTI N:
So do the national parks.

MR MALLAMO

So do the national parks. That's a separate issue. But, Terry, to
get back to you point. Even if it isn't in the Hstoric Trust,
believe our policy has always been if a property is on the National
Regi ster or has been designated in sonme formindicated that it is a
historic building -- | see this one was acquired in the H story
Preservation -- Historic Preservation Fund -- it says Hi storic
Preservation Program that we would consider it historic until the
decision is nade that it isn't. And we have several properties like
that; the Mdtor Parkway, the County Farm-- not the County Farns, the
Arms House.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

But then what | suggest, because | really don't want to use ny
exanpl e, have at every neeting anybody that wants to tal k about
anything that has anything to do with the environnment to conme here
unl ess --

MR MALLAMO
Oh, | agree.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

So ny suggestion -- ny suggestion is either we wait until we have a
project and talk about it, because a lot of the things that |I'm
hearing about inproprieties, to ne that belongs to the Parks Trustees
or the Legislature. It doesn't have to do with significant adverse

i npacts on the environment froma proposed action. But if there are
peopl e here at the Council who want to put this on an agenda to talk
about the Little Red School House as a potential project and have
opportunity for people to conme, | don't have a problemw th that.

I think it's a good thing.

LEG FI ELDS

I think the first question of finding out fromthe County Attorney's

Ofice what it is that we have to do as a body is probably a good way
to gotoseeif -- if we are open to anyone wanting to speak to us at
any time about any subject.

M5. ESPOSI TO

Ckay. | just would recomend also that if for some reason this woman
will not be able to speak at the May neeting, we should give her a
courtesy call and let her know that. Because currently we know she is
conming to plan down and speak -- cone down here an speak, and

woul dn't want to --

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Absolutely. | think that that's only -- that's only decent to do.
Absol utely.
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MB. SQUI RES:
Is there a proposal? Has anybody offered a proposal.

MR MARTI N:

This is only neetings. The only reason this cane to light is that
there was di scussions at the Library Board neeting on this idea. And
I guess to obviously voted to explore this, and they approached us.
And because we're losing the tenant there, you know, we said we'd | ook
-- we'd take a look at it. And this is, you know, for next year at
this tine.

MR BAGG

I have a question. A nunmber of issues have been raised, and | know

t hey' ve been raised to Lance who's the Suffol k County Hi storian, and
they' ve been raised to Richard. In terns of this Little Red Schoo
House property what is the status? | nean, is this alienation -- has
anybody touched based with the County Attorney's Ofice to find out if
pursuing this proposed |ease with the library, is it even legal?

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Parks Trustees are | ooking at that, right?

LEG FI ELDS

No. My Parks Committee is looking at it, and we've been | ooking at
Friends of Long Island Heritage for alnbst a year because there are
some naj or problenms, we think

MR KAUFNVAN:

Can | interject just for a second? There's no prohibition.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

You probably should recuse yourself and not interject. You -- |I'm
cautioning you, not as the Chairman. |'mjust cautioning you for your

own personal benefit.

MR KAUFMAN:
Ckay.
MR MALLAMO

| think the issue that | see come to ny mnd, the Huntington Art
League has accepted this provision that you have a 30 day |icense
agreenent. | suspect the Elwood Library isn't going to accept that
provision. They would be crazy to accept that. So |I think before
sonmebody goes down this road of having all these plans done and a | ot
of effort go into this, you know, some basic things have to be
researched and | ooked at. | know that the Parks Conmi ttee has issues
with the Friends for Long Island Heritage. | would also think we
shoul d | ook at what's the inpact of taking the buildings out of that
program because if these buildings are going to be vacated, they're
going to be left vulnerable. And that's also a History Trust issue.
So | think this is a lot bigger. | have talked to Janet. | really
thi nk the Parks Departnent should see where they're going with this,
and then if they want to come back to authorize another use or tenant
there, that's the tine that we can have an extensive thing. But |

t hi nk behind the scenes here some of us should be tal ki ng about this.
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CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I think you are right. And | think that | would suggest because |
can't make a notion, but | would suggest that there be an appropriate
notion and that there be two questions asked to the County Attorney.
One is the general question that you and | asked, but the second
guestion is is this an alienation of parkland. And until we get those
two answers -- because if it is an alienation of parkland, then, you
know, to me the gane is over and it doesn't have anything to do with
us. So if we have those two questions answered, then we could go
forward with whatever.

LEG FI ELDS:
Wul d we ask the County Attorney of the Legislative Attorney? Wo do
we act on behalf of, the Legislature or the County.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
I've been told in the past that we go to the County Attorney's Ofice.

And as recently as the litigation with the nosquitos, | asked that
specific question, if you renenber, and got a | egal opinion that the
County Attorney's Ofice acts as the attorney for the CEQ So that's
what | was told.

LEG FI ELDS:

You act as -- that's a good questions. You know, | mean, | don't
know. Maybe we can ask both, because | think this is difficult to
answer .

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I think you are right. But before we start tal king about the Little
Red School House as a project, maybe we should find out if it's
alienation of parkland, because if it is, we're wasting everyone's
tinme.

MR KAUFNMAN:

Bluntly, if it goes too far, it is alienation. | mean, just as a
| egal opinion. CObviously, a County is allowed to utilize its |ands
and to give it to private contractors. And again, |'mnot saying

anything in ternms of Friends or whoever rents, etcetera, it's how far
that alienation goes. That's the critical question.

CHAlI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

M ke, I'mwarning you now. |'mwarning you that you should not be
speaki ng on anything that has to Friends. And you are no different
than representatives fromother entities here that have interests in
ot her applications, you are no different. Just |ike when | represent
private clients, | amno different.

MR BAGG

I think it probably should be pointed that the Historic Trust net at
the Little Red School House. | don't knowif it was ten or 15 years
ago, and that the tenporary use was because they were -- the County

was going to | ook into upgrading and everything else of this building.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
That's exactly what Lance whi spered in ny ear.
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MR BAGG
Fifteen years and the Parks Departnent has yet to ask the County
Attorney's Ofice or anybody el se what the legality is.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

I'"masking you. |'masking you to prepare a letter on behal f of ne
asking the County Attorney those two questions. Al right? And I'm
going to -- yes.

M5. SQUI RES:

I was just going to say if there was -- if there is alienation of
par kl and now, there was 15 years ago when HTAL was given it. So we
still need to know. And the Elwood Library Board has to be told this
is not a possibility.

MR MALLAMO

Joy, | don't believe you' re correct there, because the alienation

i ssue cones up when you are |easing parkland. This was not a | ease,
it was a license agreenent, it could be cancelled at any tine, it was
al ways tenporary. The Elwood Library is not going to invest hundreds
of thousands of dollars into sonething that they could be thrown out
next week.

M5. SQUI RES:

Got it.

LEG FI ELDS:

Let ne just -- the other alienation, | believe -- | have the book, and
| didn't bring it with ne today -- is preventing all County residents

fromutilizing a facility. But then it gets into | eases versus
contracts versus licenses. So | think we really need a very, very
good anal ysis of alienation.

CHAlI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:

Legislator Fields, could | ask you a question? Could the Parks
Trustees, because we know who your counsel is, ask Sabatino, and could
CEQ ask the County Attorney? Then we have two | egal opinions, and we
can actually see -- we hope we get one answer.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Ckay. |I'mgoing to entertain a notion to adjourn.

MS. MANFREDONI A:
Mot i on.

MS. ESPCSI TGO
Second.

CHAI RPERSON ELKOW TZ:
Second. Al right.

(*THE MEETI NG WAS ADJOURNED AT 11:30 A M *)

{ } DENOTES BEI NG SPELLED PHONETI CALLY
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