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David Sorbellini  00:02 

I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States of America and to the republic for which it stands. 

One nation, under God, indivisible, with liberty and justice. All right, and I see that we are recording. So 

thank you for that. I want to jump right in. So a planning board members, I think we have a quorum, 

right? We have Heidi. I see Ed Cahill. I think I heard Tim. I see Paul, how about Nick. Nick out there? 

I'm here. Hey, Nick. Good evening. Okay, great. So we just saw we're missing Steve. Yeah. Yep. All 

right. Great. Um, so I sent feedback to jenelle. With respect to the minutes from our last meeting. Did 

anyone else have anything with respect to the minutes? Most of my edits were punctuation in nature. 

And then, you know, general, there were just a few sentences that didn't quite make sense. I think it 

maybe was just wording. But does anyone have anything else? All right, well, then I'll make a motion 

that we approve the minutes as originally written, and then with my minor edits. Well, can I get a 

second? I'll second. Nicole. Second. Thank you, Nick. So the apprentice, the minutes are approved 

from meeting. Is there anything else administrative that the group has? 

 

Heidi Emrich  01:46 

That I just wanted to bring up the letter you and I started generating regarding reaching out to the town 

board? How about our desire to work on a comprehensive plan? revisiting, reviewing, etc. So if you 

want to speak to that, we want to get everybody on board with what we've started putting together. 

Yeah, I 

 

David Sorbellini  02:09 

bet to the point, Heidi, so thanks for raising that. Yeah, so no planning board members, I don't think it's 

any surprise to anyone that we're seeing more and more projects come before us whether they're 

subdivisions or site plans that are, I don't know, you could describe them as non traditional in nature, 

you could call them assign to the times various disruptive or macro forces, everything from the digital 

age to kind of a decentralized remote workforce, even before the pandemic, quite frankly. And I feel 

fairly passionately, that our zoning is a bit obsolete. And, and I say obsolete in the fact that it doesn't 

accommodate some of the things I just mentioned in terms of socio economic norms of today and 
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moving into the future. But I would also make that statement in terms of, if we're genuinely charged with 

protecting the character and the welfare of the community we serve. Again, using the word obsolete 

zoning, we're not going to be able to add it, we're not going to be adequately prepared to do so with the 

zoning we have today. And I think, you know, again, I'll just put a few examples out there, whether it's 

commercial vehicles in a residential driveway. If it's, you know, monetizing components of your property 

in a residential area as an accessory use, I just think we need to tighten that up much like our town 

board is already doing with with rental properties. So I think it's, you know, Heidi, to your point, I think 

it's a it's a valuable journey that I think we should provoke with our town board, our elected officials, and 

we should look to get some subject matter experts, consultants to join us and and take a look at the 

existing zoning and then fold that into the vision that the town has. So I would think this would include 

feedback from our community in terms of a survey and probably some type of focus group meetings, to 

actually put together a formal effort to put together a comprehensive plan. So there's a lot of dialogue 

there. But I think it starts it as you very aptly put out there at the conclusion of the last meeting, that we 

should first start with a communication to the town board, which Heidi and I worked together on a letter 

and I think we could socialize it via email and then go from there. 

 

Heidi Emrich  04:42 

Thanks, Dave. Some that right up. 

 

David Sorbellini  04:48 

Final field. I want to call anybody out by name that is a planning board. Any members have any 

comments around that? Is that a fool's folly or are you supportive of that? Would that mean like 

rewriting the books, 

 

04:59 

those those books that We that we received with like the zoning regulations and it sort of the rewriting 

of those, I 

 

David Sorbellini  05:06 

wouldn't say rewriting them from scratch. And again, this is I've never done this, but from my 

perspective, from what I've read about it, the comprehensive plan becomes the charter by which then 

the zoning becomes compliant to, which is a function of the town board passing laws that say, hey, 

look, if this is our comprehensive plan, then our zoning needs to support that charter. And then you'll 

send to your point, I don't think you rewrite it from scratch, but you certainly make some changes. 

 

Heidi Emrich  05:37 

To Invictus did one probably I don't know, 10 years, 15 years ago that they started, they worked on it, I 

believe it was quite a process. Helene was involved in it. But it was never approved. And I would argue 

that as it is today, and and I'll see if I can forward you a copy of it after the meeting. It doesn't really 

reflect the great changes that are facing our town. And so I think that making the first steps towards, 

you know, maybe a committee of some sort. And again, with consultants that we trust tech to give us 

their expert opinion advice. We work on crafting a vision that encompasses all the needs for a balanced 

town, and in a more proper, prosperous future for the town of all of them. So this is sort of the guide 

book, the comprehensive priority, the guide, from which all of those things then build up to 
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06:34 

I just want to make a comment. I was on a master plan Committee for the town back in the 80s. And 

that went nowhere. And the most recent one went nowhere. And just be there when you start talking 

about a comprehensive plan. The members get restless. Today, none of the plans went forward. 

 

Heidi Emrich  06:56 

What makes it what puts it to a stop? And what was your experience with why it went nowhere? The 

 

07:00 

local people don't want the town time what they can do with their property. Basically, 

 

07:06 

I can't park a truck in my driveway. That stuff. So just be ready for that. 

 

David Sorbellini  07:13 

Yeah, it becomes more restrictive. Heidi I think overall, right? Because again, it's today it's it's it's kind 

of laissez faire, right that the zoning is so broad, that, you know, we accounted for the things that we're 

encountering, right? It's there's ambiguity, you kind of make a decision, but you're not quite sure there's 

there's room for interpretation. But I would say and not to disagree with that's comments, but see spot 

on. But when you look at the town of olives today, and you look at the infrastructure that's proposed, 

and I'm ignorant here, I haven't done any recent reading on the proposed wastewater treatment zone 

that's proposed for the eastern side of olive. I mean, that's significant, right between what was built in 

voice Ville and now what's being proposed in shokin. area. To me, those are game changers that I 

think, again, for all the reasons I said earlier, we should look at it, but if to Ed's point, it's not a cakewalk. 

Cuz I remember the Scenic Byway when I was working with Drew barges at the time, you wouldn't 

believe the people that were against that. Anyway, 

 

Heidi Emrich  08:20 

circulate the email, and then you know, see if anybody wants to add to it or if we can get some 

signatures maybe to just start the conversation. Let it be known that this is something i think that i think 

that quite a lot of towns people who've been on our meetings have mentioned that they would like this 

to see this as well. So we'll see what he agreed to do. Woodstock and shandaken have something 

somewhere. I don't know about their town specifically. But most most county towns have a comp or 

maybe maybe about half I'd say maybe not most but maybe over half have comprehensive plans. I 

know. Hurley soap s marble town. rosendale. Possibly Rochester. 

 

David Sorbellini  09:02 

I know Woodstock definitely has one. I don't know that shandaken ever passed. There's but I know they 

were discussing it. I do believe I believe when you pass a comprehensive plan, things become 

available to the town as well. Right. So there's both sides. There's there's requirements that come with 

a comprehensive plan. But then there's also grants and funding that, you know, are part of that 

equation as well. 
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Heidi Emrich  09:33 

To mean in order to to assist in in building up to some of those goals laid out in the comprehensive 

plan. 

 

David Sorbellini  09:40 

Both both both from that perspective as well. As you know, once you have a comprehensive plan, you 

become eligible for certain things as well. All right, well, with that, it is 7:10pm on June 1. I will 

announce the public hearing for 20 sub one johannsson Cara toski at 111 High Point mountain road, 

and also site plan one dash 21 to shokin dreams Jo Hans Johansen, Cara toski, allswell 111 High Point 

mountain road. So I'll make a motion that we open the public hearing and the public comment portion. 

Can I get a second, please? Second. Thank you, Heidi. So if there's anyone in the public, certainly Mr. 

Ratan jurf. David, if you would kindly unmute the everyone in attendance. Mr. Carr toski you're on 

correct? Yes, yes, yes. All right. Hey, good evening. Good evening. So why don't you if you don't mind, 

I'll just let you open up with a maybe a brief synopsis. You know, very some short. And then now we'll 

ask if there's any questions or comments from the public, please. 

 

Chet Karwatowski  10:50 

Sure. We submitted a site plan, a map and a site plan to the planning board and went through a 

process between 2016 2017 and had a site plan that was approved in 2017. And then received 

amended conditions for that site plan in February 2018. February 5, looking at what we didn't do was 

amend the app to meet the conditions. And so we've submitted a new site plan map that supports the 

conditions that are have been approved for dreams since February 2018. So that will that that map is 

included, provided a couple of different versions of maps, one to make it easier for the conversation to 

see the site plan but also work submitted another application for a minor subdivision to create one 

additional lot on high point mountain road 4.6 acres with over 350 feet of frontage on highpoint 

mountain road. So those are the two things that we are here to do. One is to basically update the map 

to support the conditions that have already been approved. And the second is for minor subdivision 

approval for taking 29 acres and splitting it into two lots. Is this the best the best map to show? I believe 

that's the latest data in one and it depends upon how the planning board wants to proceed in terms of 

that discussion. We did provide a site plan map that you can zoom in on a great deal more to see that 

but we've had a few meetings and discussions and we have rolled all of those the advice in those last 

few meetings around site setbacks and updating all the information that's there So yeah, I think that this 

is fine and debut were suggested that we have this one map so 

 

David Sorbellini  13:25 

yeah, I think well why don't we start here with the combination map that shows the the subdivision as 

well as the updated site plan. And then just Mr. koski you your your your audio was going in and out a 

little bit. I don't know if anyone else had that issue. 

 

Chet Karwatowski  13:41 

I'll turn up the volume. Hopefully, better. 

 

David Sorbellini  13:45 
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Yes, more on your microphone and but okay. All right. Well, public Are there any questions for the 

applicant? I'm just looking at all this all the pictures to see if anybody's raising their hand or anything. 

And Rick wanted to speak. Okay. 

 

Matt Cooper  14:05 

Yeah, hi, this is Hi this is Matt Cooper. I'm at 97 High Point Mountain Road we just got a call that none 

of the people on high point man road can actually access the zoom call now. I'm not open it back up. It 

was it somehow had gotten locked. Okay, so we're gonna know ngrick and Penny, I'm going to have 

them are they? 

 

14:28 

I see Hendrick okay. So that's good. But he's muted. Okay, so I'm gonna mute him so be able to hear 

me now. Yes. Okay. This is Henrik. Okay. 

 

David Sorbellini  14:43 

Do you have a question? 

 

14:44 

I don't see Penny is penny in the meeting. Was she able to get in? No. 

 

David Sorbellini  14:53 

Well, while we wait for folks to join, does anyone have a question or a comment? Should we wait for 

everybody? Or should I ask? No, we should not. We should not wait for everyone. Well, we'll get them 

on. But we should we should take advantage of the time. So if you want to go first Miss Mandelbaum. 

 

15:15 

I just had a quick question just regarding the change in the in the lot lines from last year. I'm just 

wondering what the thinking was behind that. Because when this was originally brought to the planning 

board last year, there were three lots. And now there are two lots. So I know that there's no, there 

wasn't a clear purpose as to why the division was even, you know, set into motion last year. But now 

we're at two lots. I was just wondering what the thinking was behind it. That's all. 

 

Chet Karwatowski  15:43 

We've never submitted anything for three months. I'm sorry. If you have something that makes you 

think that that's the case, we've only ever submitted two lots. Originally, we're looking at 10 acres, 

which would have been a bigger lot. That's that's the only difference. It's five acres. It was never, never 

more. Okay. I'll take a look. Sure. 

 

David Sorbellini  16:08 

Yeah, that's so the planning board. This is David. We've only addressed this land previously from a site 

plan perspective. Again, as Mr. koski was mentioning, back to 2016. And currently, it's only been it's a 

subdivision with an update of the site plan footprint. So are there other comments or questions? Mr. 

Hendrick? Did you have a question? 
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Hendrick  16:36 

I'm sorry, I just the connection has been a problem. I don't know has the public hearing started? 

 

David Sorbellini  16:41 

It has started. We made a motion to begin it and we can hear you clearly. There 

 

16:46 

are other people from the in the public able to join because I only see 

 

David Sorbellini  16:54 

it looks it looks as if our numbers have doubled since someone made that comment. So and I've 

approved I've admitted everyone who's come before me. Okay, so sure, I would like to say a few 

things. So I'm Henrik Hughton Dale, 

 

Florence Schatzel  17:09 

I live on hype on mountain road. I would like to make three short comments regarding the proposed 

subdivision. First, the proposed site plan basically reduces the event area to less than half of its 

previous size, and we only have a setback of about 15 feet from the neighboring property. Thank you, 

Janelle. The proposed setback is just a strip of grass and there's no visual or sound area. As you know, 

the court intervene prior in the shokin dreams of any business and determined that based on the 

current sitemap not the one proposed here, the events had to be limited to 70 people close close at 

9pm and only four times a year. Now these restrictions were based on the current setbacks of 165 feet 

to the south, and 200 feet to the north. And both of these setbacks have either structures or wooded 

areas in it to reduce the visual and sound impact of the events of the neighbors. So that was the court 

ruling. I don't know what type of events and under what restrictions, the court would allow for the new 

site proposal. But I still seriously doubt that without any significant setbacks, the current effluent from it 

would be allowed. So I would recommend that the board recommends that land use attorneys are 

consulted and that an entire new application for this event permit is started. I also believe that the 

sitemap proposal should not be included with the proposed subdivision map until all these issues are 

reviewed, and will have a chance to hold up in court. My second point that I'd like to make is that the 

acreage in the subdivision map does not add up. If you add the acreage assigned to lot one and the 

acreage assigned to lot to you about one and a half acres short. So the first review of the details of this 

map is advisable. Finally, I want to draw your attention to a proposed right of way from hypponen road 

on proposed lot number two that has newly appeared on the latest subdivision map. I think I submitted 

like a blow up. If you scroll down to that this is what I'm talking about. Now several board members here 

have stated previously that incremental subdivisions are a thing of the past. So I think it would be 

helpful for the board to find out more about the future purpose of this newly created right proposed right 

away. And whether this is envisioned to provide access to future lots that may otherwise be landlocked. 

Now the applicant has mentioned at previous meetings that the bottom part of their property is zoned 

for one acre and raising the possibility that They may also want to develop the lower part of their 

property. Now the current roads, our access that they have, from 28 a near the library is too narrow, 

certainly 24 feet to support more than a single dwelling. So it would be worth exploring how the 

applicant envisions connecting future subdivisions to the newly proposed right away. And I'm curious to 
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hear the board's opinion regarding the creation of parcels that can only be accessed through right of 

ways running through neighboring 

 

Hendrick  20:33 

parcels. 

 

Florence Schatzel  20:35 

Creating a road frontage and access from high corn mountain road that would physically connect with 

those future parcels down down below would be a different possibility, rather than establishing access 

through a right of way. However, that would require most likely that the proposed location of the single 

family dwelling on lot two may have to be setback further, because of riccar required setbacks to 

property lines, which cleverly don't apply to right of ways. So knowing this, if the board approves this 

new right away, as shown, it may find itself under pressure to approve the Envision subdivisions in the 

future by the current or future owners of these lots, after the dwelling of about two has been built in its 

current proposed position. Thank you very much. 

 

David Sorbellini  21:29 

Thank you, Mr. Hendrick for your comments and your questions. Is there someone else in the public 

who wishes to make a comment? Or a question? Yes, I would hear me. Hey, Michelle. Yes, of course, 

we can hear you. Yes. 

 

Florence Schatzel  21:44 

I, I certainly agree with Hendrick I live down the road from Hendrick and certainly that has raised a 

question looking at that map. And the proposed right away from lot to to lat lon and essentially down to 

the right of way, as described in the aurochs, the library I think six or five picked 149. Also on that 

survey map. I have a question. I want to talk about this. I plan to but I have a question reference, the 

parking. The parking table today seems to be a little pie in the sky. It shows a public assembly one 

space three seats. That's assuming that people who come to this wedding venue will come and bring in 

a car. I don't know that that's always the case. It but it is how the survey is adjusted. I think that's a little. 

That's a little odd to me to think that or is that going to be a requirement? If you come to the wedding, 

you have to come with two other people. But that's how they're dividing that. And I have a question 

about the reality of that that equation? I don't know. And that the RFP proposed 43 spaces. I don't know 

where they're going to put that. But most particularly to say one space is for three seats. I don't know 

that you can always assume that. That's a question that I have regarding that certainly. on that map, of 

course, is the acknowledgement and the assumption that the site plan is legally just and as Hendrik 

said, and as you all know, that that it was decided in that New York State Court of Appeals decision 

 

23:53 

making. 

 

David Sorbellini  23:55 

So we're just having a little trouble hearing you now. Sorry. Okay. Can you hear me now? Yep. You're 

just your your, your volume was dropping considerably. 
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24:05 

Okay. The, in that November decision, as you know, the site plan was approved for Four Weddings a 

year with a maximum of seven. Yes, on an acre parcel of 20 acres. Now, I know that you had said in a 

meeting January that the acreage was not what is that? 

 

David Sorbellini  24:38 

Someone's dog. It's part of a pandemic. We apologize. Can't control that. So good. Good. So you. 

Yeah, 

 

24:47 

yes. You had said last January when this first subdivision. The original subdivision proposal came up, 

that the site plan approval was not based upon the number of acres owned by by the applicants that 

other factors were considered, such as a buffer between one property and another, the noise, etc. But 

by changing this now, you're eliminating the buffer, you've got people squeezed in one area. And I don't 

know if the considerations that had the approval originally don't seem to be taken into consideration for 

this new configuration. It was also mentioned between the January and February meetings last year, 

that a land use attorney should be hired to decide the legal ramifications of changing that site plan from 

the total lot to one area of the lot. I don't know if that's been done or that is being considered. 

 

25:55 

I would say 

 

25:57 

that it would be. The other thing that I want to say is that two weeks ago, check our tasking mentioned 

in terms of the noise that 75 people with a lot with live music creates the same amount of noise as a 

person on a rider mower cutting and grass cutting grass. And I think that, really that's painting with a 

broad stroke, I don't think you can, can compare that the noise from 75 people. And a music doesn't 

doesn't compare, there's no real comparison between the two. So I think the noise factor, the fact that 

the buffer has been eliminated, which has been considered been a concern of planning board members 

is a concern here. And also it does not follow, follow the decision made in November of 2018. The other 

thing I want to say is that at the last meeting, I was really, really appalled at how the principles of sailor 

mill showed such disrespect for the planning board. I think having come to these meetings for a year, I 

know that planning board members make every effort to look at both sides of the equation. And 

whether it's a dividing a driveway or an art gallery or having music for example, a tennis store etc. So to 

me, how they performed was was was really, really unsettling to me. And I bring it up only because I 

am very concerned that a board member heidi Emmerich is has as his client, Emery and chatta shokin 

dreams and I know, she said that she was going to recuse herself. But to me it is such a conflict of 

interest. And especially in this case, which has been fraught with so much contention. Over the last few 

years, it's I know everyone tries to be balanced. But I think if you you have a client, it's human nature, 

that you want them to succeed. And in this case, it's particularly frustrating to me that that, that that is 

the case here. I'm very concerned because they do think it is a conflict of interest. That's all I want to 

say and I agree with Hendrick in terms of the purpose of the proposed right away from lot to lot one, 

and how that opens the door for further development on the remainder of his land that he says he does 

not want to develop, but someone may at some thank you for your comments and 
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David Sorbellini  29:01 

your questions Miss shuttle. Is there someone else in the public that wishes to make a comment or a 

question regarding the shokin dreams and if you would just please limit your comments to this topic. It 

is the subdivision one johannsson courthouse P and site plan 21 and shokin dreams if you could just 

limit your comments to that topic. So who would like to speak? 

 

Matt Cooper  29:23 

Good evening. My name is Matt Cooper. And with my wife Melissa Brophy, I live at 97.9 Road which 

immediately joins the subject premises. I want to join with my friend Penny schnitzel and thanking the 

planning board for what they do. You clearly have a Herculean task before you when you do it. So well, 

without renumeration, you do exactly what people in small towns need to have done. I also want to 

thank the high point, neighbors Association for all it's done to help keep our neighborhood what it is and 

improve the town of Allah overall. At the outset, I want to make it clear, we are not objecting to our 

neighbors running a b&b or having Four Weddings said 

 

David Sorbellini  30:12 

okay, nothing you did just bless you here. 

 

Matt Cooper  30:16 

But it didn't like my cadence okay with 75 people and nine o'clock stop times, nor are we objecting to 

the applicants subdividing their property into two parcels if that is what they're truly seeking to do. What 

we are objecting to members of the planning board is the applicants doing both. In essence, they would 

be conducting the wedding business on a far smaller plot of land, and under different circumstances 

that this board approved upon the remand to it from justice Richard, not in state Supreme Court to 

permit the applicants to do so with not only invite further legal challenges by way of Article 78 

proceedings, but it would severely erode the protections afforded the neighbors of high point mountain 

road when this board imposed the conditions that it did. As to the legal challenges. I would remind the 

board and I know many of you were on this planning board back then, that major litigation sued over 

the right of the applicants to have weddings, and the right of the neighbors, including the members of 

the high point mountain neighbors Association, to have the quiet enjoyment and peaceful use of their 

home homes. There were at least three proceedings brought in Ulster County Supreme Court. This 

litigation cause all sides and the town of olive significant time, effort and money. The litigation 

culminated decision from the Appellate Division third department cases matter of Brophy versus town of 

olives zoning Board of Appeals 166 Appellate Division, third 1123 decided in 2018, while upholding the 

right of the designation of the wedding venue as an accessory use, the appeals court concluded the 

decision by stating this and bear with me as I just read one paragraph. Finally, we find that the Zba was 

authorized to require respondents to seek plan seek site plan review for the accessory use, notably 

section 155 they are 17. The town code requires site plan, review and approval by the planning board. 

For all principal uses outbreak vironment that necessarily should attend to an improved accessory use. 

Although originally the bed and breakfast use was approved without conditions, the town code imposes 

the duty on the Zba to impose conditions and safeguards as may be required to protect the public 

health, safety, morals and general welfare. In our view, Zba reasonably impose a site plan as a 

condition of continued accessory use. At oral argument respondents counsel confirm that as a result of 
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such review, they are permitted to hold Four Weddings a year with a maximum of 75 guests at each 

event. I would emphasize that the Appellate Division decision begins by specifically stating that the 

property in question is a 28 acre lot, not 2015 or 10. It is a 28 acre lot. These dimensions I believe are 

referred to and not only the Appellate Division decision, but but in not if in at least to adjust this much 

decisions from the lower court. Moreover, members of the planning board, not only is the overall 

acreage being reduced, but the actual area where the wedding ceremony and receptions are being 

proposed to occur is a site compressed by at least a third to a half from that that was approved by this 

board. I would respectfully suggest that this place is the board and perilous legal territory and raises the 

chances of renewed litigation. It also will have real physical consequences that extend beyond the 

legality of the changes. As Penny Chateau and Riviera Maya said these include the existence of a new 

residential dwelling that would immediately adjoining the compressed wedding site by a few 100 feet. at 

best. It would further result in there now being a physical building a brick and mortar structure for the 

deafening sound to echo off of and hurtle back down towards our property. And those below us at least 

now, there is a wide expanse of open land and woods to absorb the noise. In some, this is not the 

simple subdivision it purports to be. Instead, it has serious and complicated legal and Practical 

ramifications. I respectfully urge you, the members of the planning board to adhere to its original 

attention, which I believe was stated of seeking a formal opinion from a land use attorney before 

proceeding further on this matter. Thank you members of planning board for hearing what I have to say. 

And again, thank you for doing the job that you do. 

 

David Sorbellini  35:24 

And you're welcome. And thank you. So is there someone else in the public who has a question or 

comment? If you could state your name? 

 

35:35 

Yes, if you can hear me above grass here, and Peggy Lutz doesn't want to be on camera. We, if you 

scroll that screen down just a little bit. 

 

David Sorbellini  35:45 

Keep going there you go see where it says the chain link fence, our property is right here, our house is 

right here. And the property line is there. There's the fence and down just about an inch or so below 

that fence, that would be where that our bedroom is. So as you all know, we've been at this, we've been 

here 21 years, worried about this area? First of all we agree with, it's hard not to agree with what 

everyone is coming before I crossed off everything on the list that I wanted to state or overstate. But it's 

this last portion, again with Kendrick and others it said is as troublesome to as many of the other things 

brought up and that is, what is the usage of this? Why were another right of way, when there's already 

right away to the lower portion of that. One has to question the timing, and the incremental portion of all 

this. But basically, I'm behind what many of the people have already said, and are very, very 

concerned. And we'll be watching this carefully. But I'm still slightly confused with the order. And the 

precedence of the permit versus the subdivision versus the timing, obviously, that the board has to 

come to grips with that and decide when and what and, again, the same sort of thing as you start to 

develop this area, whatever trees were a buffer, right where Vout where it says post single family 

dwelling would obviously have to be taken down to get to clear more of the land for that. So you're 

aside from the the echoing of the structure, you have a lot more of the trees that will have to come 
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down to make that that road really full usage for what it says and to develop the land. But again, we're 

we're very concerned about it. And I don't know that there's Oh, yeah, there is another question on this 

usage of the right of way that goes twice over that stream that again, feeds the reservoir reservoir to the 

city of New York. Isn't there some worrisome about that also, if you're going to use that as an active 

access to multiple dwellings further down the line. But that's basically it for for us for now. Again, thank 

you for listening, thanks to everyone for really time taking the time and putting their minds to all this and 

really doing a great job of looking at all the sides, Please continue to do so. Thank you. Well, you're 

welcome. And thank you for your comments and questions, Mr. grass. So we're coming up on 738. Are 

there other questions or comments? We do have other business to get to and I do plan on suspending 

the public comment period of the public hearing, but certainly want to take another question or 

comments from the group. I see. Katherine Frank. Miss Frank. 

 

38:56 

Thanks so much, Dave. My last name is Frankie. Sorry, that's okay. You know, those of us that have 

our names and and bowels up and get our names. I would just note that that this road is a road that I 

bike on regularly, it is in a spectacular sight for biking, and the increase in traffic and all is a concern to 

those of us who bike. But I would also just want to note that this, this proposed development and new 

use of the area together with the solar mill development really raises the question of a comprehensive 

plan for all of there's so much property on the market now. So many people are moving into the 

community buying large plots of land and thinking about glamping and you know, wedding events and 

and really changing the character of the area. So I would really urge the board to think about just 

putting a pause a short pause. On these large developments, that will really change the character of the 

area in ways that I think will negatively affect bikers, pedestrians, just really the way of life that we've all 

come to love. It's not that we're against development, not at all. But just I think we need a thought a 

plan about what the future of olive will look like, in ways that build on the beauty of the area. And don't 

just allow these kind of one off developments that don't really connect to each other in terms of how the 

community wants things to, to grow. in a way that's consonant with the uses that we're all accustomed 

to, and, and the environment. So there is there is a provision in New York State law to impose a 

moratorium on developments. That is a kind of pause, if you will, while the comprehensive plan is being 

developed. And I think all of us who live in the community, so many of us who live in the community 

would support the town and the town planning board. seriously considering the moratorium, just to 

consider the the time for the comprehensive plan. Thank you so much for your time. And again, I want 

to echo what everyone else has said, you all have a really hard job. A lot of us in the neighborhood 

have been making it harder for you by are showing up at these meetings, and voicing our opinions. But 

just thank you for listening, and for really listening carefully. 

 

David Sorbellini  41:30 

Well, thank you Miss Frankie for your comments. And they are timely and more than likely you missed 

the opening comments before the public hearing. But there's some there's certainly some alignment to 

your comments beyond the the shokin drains krakowskie application. Okay, so why don't we take one 

more and we'll look to suspend the public hearing at 745. So is there anyone else who has a comment 

or question? I just want to know one per night Miss shots. Oh, one per night? Just kidding. Just kidding. 

 

42:06 
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In my general comments representing various people on the street, I can just submit those names to 

you. Some people are 

 

David Sorbellini  42:14 

very hoarse, of course, 

 

42:16 

I will do that. I don't want to go through the list of 15. Here. I don't want to read them all. But 

 

David Sorbellini  42:22 

if you would kindly submit them through through jenelle. She has an email address, and I'm sure you're 

aware of that. So I am saying thank you. You're welcome. Anyone else by a show of hand or voice? 

Okay, well, then it's 742. Eastern. On Tuesday, June 1, I will make a motion that we suspend the open 

comment period of the public hearing with respect to 20 sub one and SP one dash 21. Can I get a 

second from a planning board member? Nicole second. Thank you, Nick Berger. Okay, so I do want to 

thank everyone in the attendance for their comments, I can tell you, for those of you who have been 

witnessing the planning board meetings, we do take your feedback seriously. And we distill it down into 

various components. And then we certainly do solicit subject matter experts to get their their opinions 

because as was stated, you know, we definitely have a charge of ensuring the welfare and the safety, 

and certainly preserving the community character. So we understand our charge, we take it seriously. 

And we don't pick sides. We just, you know, as, as we were recently reminded, you know, we are the 

agency of the law, right, so we have to stay within the lines and make sure we act appropriately. So we 

certainly respect all the sensitivities. And now we will, again, revisit these comments, we're more than 

likely have some type of a workshop session with some experts, and then we'll advance and then with 

that, to conclude this. Mr. Carter toski. Can you give us an update on the health department in the 

sceptic is that been provided or is that still in process? Well, we we 

 

Chet Karwatowski  44:17 

DDP and Ulster County Board of Health were here last week, and we're not just waiting for the 

paperwork, but the tests were all successful. And we've been told that we can close up the same so. 

 

David Sorbellini  44:32 

Okay, thank you for that update. So once approved, will look forward to that document at the 

appropriate time. Okay, is there anyone on the board that has a comment at this point before we we 

move on to other business of the evening?  

 

Nick Burgher  44:45 

Do you have a couple comments, please? Um, one thing I see that's a little odd, is the parking area. 

You can scroll up the up and to the left. Yep, yep, it goes top. 15 parking spaces, they say add your 

parking 35 feet from property line. When you scale it off the map is five feet off the property line right 

now. 

 

Chet Karwatowski  45:09 

It says 3.5 feet. Oh 3.5 I apologize. It's a unfortunately with this. 
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Nick Burgher  45:17 

All right. All right, I missed that. Alright. And then um, yeah, I thought that might throw a party out of 

whack. Definitely. Right that would that work? Yeah. And then the 25 foot right away down below. This 

is just a little drafting error. But you left. Leader line showing with kind of hidden below the 25 feet. 

barely see it? It's kind of right past the stream. Oh, okay. Level two liter limestone. 

 

Chet Karwatowski  45:56 

Update. Yep. Thanks for noting that. Right. Yeah, I was just concerned about parking. But that's 3.5 

feet. I understand now. That's all I had. Thank you, Nick. 

 

David Sorbellini  46:12 

Heidi, I know you can't speak but add Mr. KL or Mr. Pack? Or Mr. Right. Anything? can add if you're 

speaking, you're on mute. You're still on mute. 

 

Janelle  46:38 

Hey, you're on mute.  Can you hear me now? Yes. Okay. I was Yeah, I was wondering, what's the next 

step on this application? 

 

David Sorbellini  46:50 

Yeah, I was gonna get there. So if there's no other comments from yourself, or or Tim, I think our next 

step, as I said, is, I think we need to sit down and look at the feedback. I do think we need to solicit 

some input to make sure that we're not making any missteps here and don't missing any key 

components. And when you say input you're talking about from the attorney, or it could be the attorney 

could be CT mail. I think that's something we have to discuss as a board. And then what you know, and 

then Mr. Carr toski has to also get the health department approved. 

 

Ed Kahil  47:26 

Okay, does the applicant understand that the fees are paid by the applicant for the legal services and 

the professional services? 

 

David Sorbellini  47:36 

On the application? Okay. Mr. toski? Do you understand that? Yeah, I do. I don't want to speak on your 

behalf. Thanks. Anyone else? No. Okay. Well, so with that, I will say that we'll move on to other 

business at this point. I'm certainly Mr. Carter toski, we will communicate to you through Janell in terms 

of, you know, what the board has looked at and next steps. And if you could also let us know, when you 

get the health department approval. Now, hopefully they'll sync up in terms of timelines. Okay, thank 

you. You're welcome. Okay, so why don't we move on to 21 sub three Jeffrey Roth at 68. Freeman. 

Avery road. What are you thinking of doing on the side of a mountain? And who is the who is the 

engineer? Is Mr. Freeman? Mr. Lawson. areas. There's Mr. Collins is going to be speaking as surveyor. 

Okay. by Mr. Houston. Can we just test your audio? I think you're on mute. Actually, you're not muted. 

So your mics not working? Whatever however you dialed in. So I guess board members, are we all 

familiar with Freeman every road? Over in Samson Bell, right. It's probably one of the steepest roads 

and all of I would think it's gorgeous. If you go up there. I think you can see Vermont. I think my 
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daughter's up there for motorcycle rides every now and then. And it's been looks like it's getting more 

and more developed over time. So Mr. Ross, do you want to begin I take yourself off mute. While Mr. 

Houston gets his audio. 

 

Jeff Roth  49:48 

Mr. Houston said he was going to do this all and I should just listen. But we're just proposing we have 

about 67 acres altogether and we're proposing a 10 acre subdivision towards the bottom of our 

property in terms of height, and elevation, and it's a pretty straightforward 10 acres subdivision that we 

would build to a one house on. Actually, for a close friend of ours, but that's sort of irrelevant. I imagine. 

 

David Sorbellini  50:21 

It's one of the questions we asked. So the purpose of the subdivision is to build a second home and 

someone's going to sell it, whatever. Yeah. 

 

Jeff Roth  50:32 

Yeah, we'll go over to our friends. And this way they would have a permanent way of living here. 

 

Heidi Emrich  50:41 

Mr. Roth is that the current path of the driveway? Is that as shown here, through that, that lot, I see 

there's a proposed 25 foot right of way, the driveway currently crosses that terrain. Yeah, that's the 

current driveway. 

 

David Sorbellini  51:01 

And where is this on Freeman Avery's towards the top or the bottom? 

 

Nick Burgher  51:04 

You know, where Freeman Avery's go straight up hill, and then it makes one turn only one bend in 

pfriem. neighborhood, our driveway starts right at that band. On the right side, if you're going up, you're 

going up to the on the right side. Okay. 

 

Tim Peck  51:21 

What's What's the reason for the long skinny? Like, why why the long skinny like that, I'm on the 

second lap there.  

 

Jeff Roth  51:32 

I believe there's a 10 acre minimum for the lot. So about half of the five acres are where the house itself 

would be. And there just has to be more acreage attached to the lot. 

 

Heidi Emrich  51:54 

provide for state access to Phil wanted to put a little walking trail up there. So I guess my my biggest 

concern, I understand that the driveway is already there to the house above. I just, you know, think of 

safety and in terms of another house and in getting building materials and everything up there. Has the 

fire department had any recent looks at the the driveway as it is now that it can accommodate another 

structure up there, and so forth. Not that I know of. I mean, maybe I'm going out on a limb, but it might 
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be good to get, you know, their their feedback on that just to make. I mean, it is existing. So maybe I'm 

over. 

 

David Sorbellini  52:42 

So I think it's it's it's a great question, Heidi and I actually had a conversation with a member of the fire 

department. And I think they were actually up there fairly recently for something. But it's a good 

question, we would definitely get it validated, right in terms of can they get a tanker up there, whatever 

the case needs to be for sure. 

 

Heidi Emrich  53:00 

That would make me feel better if they could have a site visit. 

 

David Sorbellini  53:05 

And you know, so just to make sure the board members so at the bottom right where it says utility pole, 

right? So that's Freeman every rule right? And that's that right? Oh, that sharp left turn that we were just 

speaking about right right there. So then that driveway jettisons. So that's really as you can tell, I mean, 

certainly a Magneto Nick read a map but that's a very steep driveway they're very steep. So 

 

Nick Burgher  53:31 

but we've improved it in from when we got it 20 years ago. We made a few improvements to make the 

driveway less steep all the time, so that's why I'd wind as much as it does now. Yep. Are you guys 

planning on having a driveway maintenance agreement as well? Yes, we have a lawyer that writing that 

up for us Holly last name dress yeah Holly stripes gonna write is she knows about it and is would write 

the maintenance agreement for the road. And do the utilities go underground once they hit that pole? I 

guess on the bottom? Yeah, they're all underground from the pole. Right at that corner of the locks or 

even three close to the road. There's a pool and to all underground from there. 

 

David Sorbellini  54:23 

And while the new lot how much road frontage would have on Freeman Eva, having trouble seeing it is 

that 100 feet 106 

 

Nick Burgher  54:32 

I think the way the lot is written as far as I remember what column that is, he's he's he stuck to the 

minimum which is 25 feet so he was just again, I wish you could hear column because I've followed a 

lot of 

 

David Sorbellini  54:46 

that's okay, you're you're doing just fine because you know that's that's key, right? That is the road is 25 

feet was what we were told it head day, I guess 105 Yeah, I'm having trouble reading it. But yeah, I 

think it's one of the 5.33 

 

Jeff Roth  55:05 

Yeah, maybe he included he might have included all the all the. Okay, I don't think it's 100 feet, but 

maybe it is to that corner. 
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David Sorbellini  55:15 

It's a little odd because on the corner Mr. Houston, do you have audio? Yep. That's a negative. Okay, 

just making sure. Alright, so this looks pretty straightforward. I mean, on the surface, right with that 68 

point, whatever acres appeal gonna peel off 10.03 make a second lot, place a home there. You're 

gonna have to have primary secondary infrastructure for wastewater. Certainly a well then have to have 

protests health department approvals. It looks like you know, Mr. Houston is on a nice job on the map. 

 

Nick Burgher  56:01 

I mean, you have to pause. This the PARCC tests were done already. The proposed septic I think was 

already submitted to the health department 

 

David Sorbellini  56:12 

as well. And you're keeping it residential, right. I mean, I don't need to get into your personal business. 

But this isn't for concerts or bonfires or renting out camping sites. No, no, none 

 

Paul Wright  56:23 

of those things. Okay. Dave. Go ahead, Paul. I'm sorry, that pinch point up from that triangle there. I 

assume that it's got to conform to the 25 foot them.  

 

Ed Kahil  56:35 

And I don't think there's a piece of property between that 105 feet in the road. Right. there's a there's a 

that doesn't that looks like it doesn't touch the road at all. To me. there's a 

 

Nick Burgher  56:50 

there's a pinch point to the left of the road. That's only 10 or 12 feet. I think it's 12 feet wide. Yeah. But 

apparently, when Colin tells me is he he checked with john Ingram and read the all the codes and as 

long as it has the road frontage. It's okay, if it narrows at that spot. They're gonna ride away by my legal 

right over the road anyways, but my question is, where's the road frontage? I don't see it. Right, many 

that road fries off to the left facing the driveway uphill from the driveway, to all the land to the left of the 

driveway. But that doesn't fall down the road? I don't know how that that's a good question that I don't I 

don't know what they're saying. 

 

Ed Kahil  57:33 

You have to have 25 feet to a public road, and it doesn't look like you have it the way it's configured. 

 

David Sorbellini  57:39 

Yeah, and that I would actually take that one step further. It's not only the 25 feet, but if memory serves 

me correctly, the 25 feet really has to be, you know, buildable to accommodate a driveway, not that you 

have to put a driveway. But it would have to be able to be feasible to put a driveway. 

 

Ed Kahil  57:56 

Correct. So that if this rather they thing blows up, like sometimes they do you have the option of 

building a parallel driveway to access the 10 acre lot. 
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David Sorbellini  58:07 

Thank you, sir. Yeah. So again, Mr. Roth, we're not looking to quiz you here. If for some reason, Mr. 

Houston can't speak to that now, you know, we can certainly address it down the road. But in the 

interest of time, in the scope of what you're doing, at a very high level, this looks like a perfectly feasible 

subdivision, certainly the 25 feet we just talked about is paramount. And I would say at this point, that's 

your, that's your critical path. Outside of that, now, certainly a state environmental quality review, I 

would say take advantage of the web tool that's out there to pat that populated if not already. And, you 

know, come back to us with the maps and the envelopes. And, you know, we'd want to take another 

look at this and then you know, get a public hearing scheduled at some point. And then once we had 

your health department approvals, we can move to a point where, you know, we would approve the 

subdivision. I mean, I this isn't all that complicated. But again, I would say the critical paths are the, the 

road frontage, as well as the health department and then board help me if I'm missing something other 

than that, it's just having a tidy map that is conforming, and then we can move you forward. 

 

Nick Burgher  59:25 

Yes, I'm just wondering on this question of the road frontage the way I'm looking at the map our 

property ends more or less right before that curve starts but I'm guessing it's town. I guess the town 

owns that little piece of that little triangle there. And does that if the town owns that is that not 

considered road frontage? I mean, I don't know what that they're not works. But yeah, you better have 

your research that are in tech max on my own to somebody else owns that Thank you. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:00:04 

Can I just ask you mentioned that the electrical line servicing the house above is underground? Does 

that go along the driveway? If Collin could could make a note about the utilities, I'm sure you're going to 

need some sort of utility easement if it if any part of it crosses your proposed lot to. 

 

Nick Burgher  1:00:24 

Yeah, yeah, the old road, the driver used to be a lot steeper used to more or less go pretty straight up. 

Like you see from the house where it's coming downhill from the house, it used to mostly go pretty 

straight downhill to that, where it enters the road. So we we moved it off to the right and kept it as 

unsleep as possible. But the electric lines, you know, the electric line goes along the old road. So it 

goes on pretty much from the utility pole. There's one across the street, and then there's one on our 

side on our property, it's a pole, but from there, more or less a straight run up to the up to where our 

house side is. Yeah. So 

 

David Sorbellini  1:01:07 

Heidi, wanders around with this other lad is so Heidi's point, Mr. Roth is I believe it this is correct. It's 

about a utility easement. Right. So just as we said about the driveway, you know, future generations, 

whatever the case may be is the land is transferred. If something goes south on one of these 

covenants, if you will. 

 

Nick Burgher  1:01:27 
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I get it right away. The second thing you know, certain things that we add utilities to the right away, no, 

probably covered right away with an utility easement. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:01:43 

Even if the existing utilities is cutting straight through where that where the old driveway was he I think, 

call it a Mr. Houston should probably, you know, annotate, you know, approximate underground utility 

line for future use. And then, you know, dress him for the easement in the description. 

 

Nick Burgher  1:02:02 

Yeah, great. Thanks, Heidi. I think he's been should be labeled as well. Just 9.5 feet off, they should 

actually have some distance, as well. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:02:21 

Okay, Mr. Roth, we don't mean to gang up on your server and with you, but just the technical 

difficulties. 

 

Janelle  1:02:29 

And just for the board to note, I mean, we have received Mr. Ross application, I do have his application 

fee. I have the envelopes? I have. They did send in a short environmental assessment form. I'm not 

sure if it was done with the tool or not, I can't answer that. I do know that. Five B is wrong because of 

the comprehensive plan. It says yes. And of course, we don't have a comprehensive plan. Right. But I 

do have kind of the material that would go along with the 

 

David Sorbellini  1:03:10 

application. Okay, well, let's Why don't we Why don't we conclude here? Right. So, Mr. Ross, thank you 

for your time. I'll just paraphrase what we've talked about here. So show me the road frontage. The 

Health Department approval, the easement as, as Heidi and Nick just mentioned that, you know, we 

really want to have that annotated on the map. And was it one of the things that was just noted, oh, the 

seeker So, again, the state environmental quality review, having that, make sure that's completed via 

the computer, the tool that is offered just for consistency purposes. And I would say, then get with 

jenelle. And, and get yourself you know, positioned on the agenda either for our next meeting on the 

15th or the first meeting in July, which would be Tuesday the sixth 

 

Nick Burgher  1:04:05 

Okay, I'll make sure Cohen unders knows all that. I'm, I know he's on the call. So I'm hoping he heard 

all of it. Yeah, she dropped off but this call is recorded. Yeah, he actually 

 

1:04:16 

got a website in two days. So he'll be able to review all this at his leisure. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:04:24 

Great, we're just reading the deed quickly which they provided which was very useful. It looks like 

because he borders Pearson throughout it looks like it's a user road and it's it's user owned. So I might 

be a town maintained road but I don't know that you're going to get the answer you're looking for as far 
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as actual road frontage on the road deed wise. This reading it you know quickly because it's not like so 

and so many feet along the road he's along the neighbors, the neighbors all on the road, which is very 

common and oldies. 

 

Nick Burgher  1:04:59 

Are we allowed To give them road frontage farther downhill. That's your 

 

David Sorbellini  1:05:08 

property line to get involved financially. That's a solution. That's right. 

 

Nick Burgher  1:05:13 

We have a we have a very ladder, we have a lot of road frontage. Yeah. As long as, as long as it could 

be unconfigured Plus or like, going underneath sort of, so to speak to the driveway, they could have as 

much we, you know, we could give them a lot of road frontage that property. Yeah, 

 

David Sorbellini  1:05:32 

the only thing I would say is, and I don't disagree with you, Mr. Roth. It's just, it's through the lens of I 

hate to say this word smart planning, but just, you know, kind of like the first question that was asked, 

right, why is that? It's almost a flag a lot. Right to the, to the state land. So, again, I understand that 

topography, but, you know, just so it again, it's wisely done, and I'm sure Mr. Houston will cover it. I'm 

sure he would have had a good answer this evening. And could have could have explained that. So. 

 

Jeff Roth  1:06:00 

Yeah, we certainly were relying on him to draw the 

 

David Sorbellini  1:06:03 

Yeah, I get. Yeah. But I guess my point is that, you know, we wouldn't want to see some kind of a 

wiggly whatever, just get you 25 feet. Okay. For members, anything else for Mr. Ross? Mr. Roth, any 

questions before we let you go? No, I think that's it for today. Thank you. I will Good luck, and thank 

you very much. Okay, thanks. Have a good evening. Okay, um, last but not least, we have 21 sub for 

Sara Lee 2187. County route road three. And our bridge. This is a two lot subdivision of 8.4 acres. So 

who is in attendance representing? I am Sara Lee. Oh, Miss Lee, how are you? So the floor is yours. 

We will bring up any document that you'd like to support you as you explain to us what's going on? 

 

Sara Lee  1:07:02 

Okay, um, this is the first time I've been involved in a time meeting on certainly on zoom anyway, so 

forgive me if I'm don't know certain things. But basically, this lot is in my volume, okay, but too loud. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:07:20 

It's perfect. And by the way, this is my first time as well. I make it up every every time. So you're totally 

 

Sara Lee  1:07:27 

good, Joe. Um, okay, so, uh, the acreage interval is 8.4 acres. I've lived here for 15 years. I am 

requesting or applying for a subdivision to cut the lot, as you can see into a lot one is 5.9 acres and lot 
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to 2.5. I would share the driveway coming off county road three for a very short period. It's probably let's 

say 40 feet maybe. And, um, and then the new driveway that's proposed going over to the house on the 

right. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:08:26 

That home is pardon me, Mr. Lee. So that home where the pointer is right now, that's proposed. That's 

not an existing dwelling. 

 

Sara Lee  1:08:34 

Oh, no, that's, that's an existing dwelling. Yes. I had a hand in building it. So good for you. Yeah, it was 

a long time ago. So yeah, no, it's everything is existing. There each. The main house that I currently live 

in is the big one on the left with the 5.9. Each dwelling has its own well and septic. I don't know what 

else you need to know. Actually, you maybe you can ask me some questions. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:09:08 

Sure. So what's the purpose of the subdivision? Are you selling off lat two? Can you give us some color 

on that you don't have to go too deep, but just give us a high level. Um, 

 

Sara Lee  1:09:18 

my basically my personal circumstances have changed. And I am moving into the proposed lot to the 

smaller house and I will be selling a lot one with the main house, as I call it. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:09:37 

Thank you. Okay. And the pond. Um, so it's gonna look like it's gonna cross both lots. I'm only asking 

this question because I think of maintenance and long term and is there any reason why you're dividing 

the land so the pond still crosses both versus maybe just staying on lot one 

 

Sara Lee  1:10:00 

It's actually wasn't my idea to do it as drawn, I thought it would be a good idea to have the border, the 

new property line, just go on to the east side of the pond. So it would be a sort of very slight diagonal, 

so that the pond was entirely on proposed lat one. I believe the surveyor decided to do a straight line as 

opposed to a slight diagonal. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:10:31 

Thank you. And then I see the word barn is purposefully used on both of the off buildings on both lots. 

Yeah. Are there any animals or anything? Are they just called barns? 

 

Sara Lee  1:10:43 

That there are no animals? They there were animals in the past? quite a large number, I think. But 

there are no animals now. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:10:58 

For the next, you know, iteration of this map. Oh, I guess if you do have, Can you zoom in? Because I 

don't seem to have that note on my printout that's on this PDF existing well approximate location to be 
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verified. And okay, something shown by owner Okay, yeah, those those items, you know, should be 

firmed up that would be helpful for the next iteration. Could you mean by firmed up? Well, he's got 

approximate location to be field verified. And that indicates to me that somebody didn't go out and 

locate that, as far as the survey is concerned. And I was wondering if you had a full survey prepared as 

I see the bounce. 

 

Sara Lee  1:11:47 

If you like, what happened? Um, I asked that question of my surveyor weeks ago and also again this 

morning, or yesterday, I'm sorry. It wasn't yesterday must have been Friday. But anyway, um, the, the, 

the answer I got from my surveyor is who is William Eggers, by the way and stone Ridge, I'm sure you 

know him. Apparently, I've been told that the exact location of the wells, and the septics and Leach 

fields will be written on the final map. Perfect. Okay. So, make sure it does metes and bounds on all 

these property lines. Yeah, yes, absolutely. Well, they've been over twice or three times to take all the 

measurements from the road right to the back of the backfield. And but yes, they said that they would 

be doing all measurements. 

 

Nick Burgher  1:12:55 

Okay, so Oh, go ahead. I'm sorry. The septic has to be a certain distance often noticed, usually 10 feet. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:13:06 

10 feet, but I believe it's 10 feet. 

 

Sara Lee  1:13:10 

Yeah. Could you repeat that? I couldn't unit very well. 10 feet from the property.  

 

Nick Burgher  1:13:16 

Yeah, I believe septics are supposed to be 10 feet off the property line. Yeah. And that looks pretty 

close. I know. It's approximate, but uh, well, 

 

Sara Lee  1:13:29 

this is are you looking at the well, no, this this? Oh, this one over here? No. The septic is actually more 

in? I'm sorry, I'm pointing at my own screen. And you can't. It's in front of the house. It's it's not where 

it's shown, as shown by Oh, no, that's not correct. No, it's it's in front of the house. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:13:57 

Okay, so Miss Lee. I'm sorry. So based on your answers, and based upon where you are, at this point, 

I'm going to kind of summarize this and Tim, can I just ask you to maybe zoom out just we can see. So 

if you were looking it sounds to me like you are seeking validation that conceptually what you're doing 

here. It's feasible, as my colleagues here are pointing out, there are specificities or nuances to to a map 

that that aren't quite shown yet. You know, as Heidi is asking about the well is Nick called out with a 

septic and is that called out with the lines the metes and bounds so conceptually at a high level, if 

you're looking for Hey, is this is this feasible? Is this doable? Yes, this this would be a shared driveway. 

As you said the first 40 feet would would serve your you're now downsized home and the left side with 

service, potentially the new owners. I don't see anything here on the surface. That is a red flag. This is 
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you know, within zoning, you're creating a two and a half acre lot in a 5.9 from 8.4. It's really just a 

matter of, you know, having your surveyor come back to the board with a map that is, you know, really 

nailed down with the details, no estimations that we really know exactly where everything is. The 

easement, if you will, is properly documented. The utilities the easement, what is that? So that shared 

driveway? And again, I'm not an expert on this. But Nick, please back me up here. But you're going to 

need an easement for that portion of the driveway. Yes. Yes. Thank you. 

 

Sara Lee  1:15:37 

I am. Oh, I see. Right. Yeah, that would be something that the survey would deal 

 

Nick Burgher  1:15:43 

with. Yeah. Yeah. Like, like Dave 7.4. for Mr. Eggers, to show where all your utilities are as well, 

maybe,  

 

Ed Kahil  1:15:58 

maybe we'll just make sure the server has a copy of our checklist. Once you read the checklist, 

correctly, 

 

Nick Burgher  1:16:11 

I would advise to keep the pond all on one property and not have any piece of it on split. Absolutely. 

Want to have any contention with that? You know, later on? I agree entirely. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:16:23 

Yeah. And that's gonna make a little jog in the lot. But in terms of maintenance, and so forth, it just just 

makes it cleaner. So I would say, you know, mislay, you're you're on the right track. It's just a matter of 

Mr. Eggers, or his team, you know, again, adding the specificity keeping this really compliant and tight. 

Come back to us with that map. If we feel that it addresses all the open items that we've just discussed, 

we would then plan a public hearing, which is typically there'll be two weeks or maybe potentially three, 

depending on how the Tuesday is the first and third fall on the month. And then, you know, we would, 

you know, advance from there. But I think conceptually, you're on the right path. I don't see any, if you 

will, rules being broken. This is rather straightforward. And it is the board is just suggested. Now, 

there's just ways of doing this that can make it easier on yourself. 

 

Sara Lee  1:17:14 

And I agree entirely, I don't really understand why it didn't, it wasn't done before this particular meeting. 

But there we go. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:17:22 

So now if you look, sorry, do you know if you could just make sure Miss Lee has a copy of the checklist 

as Ed suggested, please. 

 

Sara Lee  1:17:30 

I will get that to her and to Heather and Mr. Eggers office who should really know about this, but I'll 

make sure she gets the 
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David Sorbellini  1:17:38 

Thank you. And I'm sorry, Miss Lee, I think I cut you off? 

 

Sara Lee  1:17:42 

Um, yes, I was just going to say I'll just go over this. Some bounce the septic and well locations, the 

easement, the proper documentation of the easement. Is that what you said? 

 

David Sorbellini  1:17:58 

Yeah, your surveyor should know because, ultimately, it'll be have to be put on your deeds. So again, 

your surveyor should help Shepherd that along. I'm not an expert in that field at all. But, and then the 

utilities, you wanted to know where the utilities come in? Correct. And if they're, they should be written 

on the map as well. Correct. And as a as my colleague here, Nick burger has taught me as of late, if 

any of the utilities are going to be shared across the lots, those two should be part of the easement or 

right of way. 

 

Sara Lee  1:18:30 

Right. Okay. Well, thank you very much for your time. I really appreciate it. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:18:38 

Oh, good luck, and thank you. 

 

Sara Lee  1:18:40 

And I should presumably get this together and then do I call you Janell? You can send me an email and 

they're gonna have to supply me with PDFs of the new maps anyway. So yes, okay. That's the first 

step. Okay. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:18:58 

You're on your way. Alright, board. So, is there like a jump in here for one second? Oh, there's there is. 

I do what just happened or even how I fixed it, but I did miss some things. why it happened. So why 

don't we just take because I am looking forward to close Yeah, but I'm really sorry to make you guys 

hang here longer than you know, it happens. So why don't we just addressed the road frontage. So 

Tim, if you wouldn't mind pivoting back to the, to the Freeman Avery road. So that was the only thing 

that you know, so can you speak to that? The 25 feet if 

 

Colin Houston  1:19:46 

there's 105 feet up there. And there is within that, in my opinion, there's 25 feet of actual road frontage 

to Freeman every road for even Avery roads. You A road and then the deed of record for this property 

before I jumped into it, which was done by Bob Berg, cause that entire section of everything that looks 

like it's a long free minute every road and so the point where it hits that stone wall where your arrow is, 

um, the D directory pulls that law along freedom to Avery road, the deed across the street is quite a bit 

more vague and close its property line going along the centerline of Freeman Avery road. So there's a 

little bit of a gray area that I mean according to RV that intersection along Freeman Avery is along 

Freeman Avery road according to the deed across the street, they're going along the center of Freeman 
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Avery road. So it's it's my feeling that within that 105 freeway that I'm showing there, there is at least 25 

feet of road frontage. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:21:13 

Mr. Houston, I'm not trying to add to your frustration, and I apologize, but we're probably only getting 

40% of what you're saying. Oh, but I did hear. I did hear you say that there's ambiguity between the 

owner across the street and that their deed says the middle of the road and then on your side of the 

street, if you will. It's not that clear. 

 

1:21:33 

Correct. On my side of the street, the deed record and a map that I have that was done by Bob Berger, 

before I got any here calls that entire section on Freeman Avery road, including the 105 point 333 that 

I'm showing attached to number two was I would say, 

 

David Sorbellini  1:21:58 

yeah, time. Okay, I did get that. Um, I'm just thinking that the next time that you can get on the agenda, 

you know, damage, you know, show us those documents? And we'll have to take a real close look, 

because, Nick, didn't you say that there was another landowner your son owns across the road? 

 

1:22:22 

Yeah, that's, that's current tax map, but, you know, deeds are or more of a viable source than the tax 

map. So, I mean, I recognize this as a potential issue. And you know, I looked into it as thoroughly as 

one can look into it. And again, according to my data record, based on a bob burgers survey, that entire 

section is long, free minute every road and according to the deed of record for the lot across the street, 

their boundary goes along the centerline of Freeman Avery road. So it's it's my opinion, as a licensed 

surveyor that we that that section there includes road frontage on Freeman Avery road. It's the only 

gray areas the fact that Freeman Avery road is a user road, meaning that it doesn't have a specified 

with you know, if I were laying out a new subdivision, I would lay out that road at a width of 50 feet. But 

a user road just comes into being and is sort of adopted by the town over and the legal width of the 

town's interest in the road is limited to what it takes to maintain the road. They call it the back of the 

ditch is where the town right away. Can I interrupt here and just ask the question 

 

Ed Kahil  1:23:54 

is it feasible to move the property line for a lot to down the road 25 or 50 feet and that lot and one other 

small right away across a lot too. And then you would avoid all that ambiguity of what we've been 

talking about. 

 

1:24:13 

Gonna have to talk to my client about that my client is adamant about not wanting his house. 

 

1:24:25 

Right? Yeah. 

 

1:24:27 
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Earlier you said that he thought that was she she agreed that she wants to try to keep from having that 

lock have a right away because it can interfere sometimes, if you had to do some financing with the 

property. And that's why I laid it out the way I laid. It just it just looks to me that it's very feasible from a 

planning standpoint to do that. And while you're at it, get rid of that bacon strip that goes east and west. 

If you do that. Chop it up. So it looks more like a subdivision. I mean, this looks like a hodgepodge to 

me. Well, it's it's basically following the line of the existing road. And that's what we decided to use as 

the boundary line. I mean, I understand what you're saying it looks a little odd, but when you're at the 

property, it makes absolute sense that that edge of the driveway would be property. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:25:30 

So, so Mr. Houston to ads to Mr. kales point, though. Yeah. What about what about that pinch point? 

Wait, could you? How wide is that point? Right, exactly. 10. Thank you. How wide is that? Because 

could you actually get a driveway through there? You could 

 

1:25:47 

just barely. I brought that to Mr. Ingram's attention because I didn't want to have a sort of floating out 

there. If it wasn't addressed. There's nothing in the code that says that we can't have that. But that the 

width there is 15 feet. And 15 one, five. And, again, the code that says that we can't do that. And he 

was he was okay with the layout. I don't know if you saw the original layout that I had proposed. You 

know what, I'm not even gonna get into that. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:26:28 

Yeah. So Heidi, this gets to your question, right? So again, if that right of way that shared driveway 

forever, is no longer a going concern, and in the new lot has to create a driveway? Well, how are you 

going to get emergency vehicles out there? Right with 15 feet. So we've had other actions come before 

this board were similar widths. And it's, you know, I'm not saying this is an open development, but I 

would I would frown on that. To me, that's not to Ed's point bacon strip. It's just not good planning. I 

mean, we have to, we have to have our eyes wide open with things like this. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:27:03 

Mr. Houston, is it is it possible to revisit the first map I reviewed will was not not this revised me six but 

that April 19 map and the shared driveway configuration seem to make more practical sense as far as 

maintenance for both parties. Even if you move it because then let's say you have to move this property 

line. I mean, excuse me move the driveway at all. Tim, keep with that backup. Yeah, I know what you're 

you're gonna follow me. But yes, let's say maintenance work has to be done on this driveway and they 

have to move it or wherever you might be crossing the new property line at some point anyway, and the 

Preet now Tim can put up the previous one where the whole thing was encompass. Now, naturally, the 

homeowner may have reasons to not want to go that route. And we'll respect that if if that's absolutely 

necessary, but that first configuration just seems so much cleaner, and then you have more road 

frontage. Do you have that Tim The first is the mirror, I have a paper copy that I got that Janell said yes. 

Let me flip it Yeah, that's cleaner. Ah just makes more sense to if anything's ever maintained or 

changed, by by way of you know, that driveway crossing lot to you have room to work. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:28:28 
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believe we still don't have the right. Road frontage now. Yeah, so 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:28:36 

63. Well, he's got 63 feet. Yeah, whether or not enough to carry it over that triangle. I don't know. I don't 

know how that works. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:28:45 

Yeah, so what Ed was saying was move that line that North, I'm calling it the vertical line. move that to 

the right, my right as facing the Right, right. Yeah. Well, Mr. Houston, you've heard our feedback and 

our commentary. I would ask you please go to Mr. Roth and see if there's a different configuration that 

is palatable that we don't restrict his rights but at the same time, better reflects more constructive 

planning for a subdivision. I don't know boy, do you have any other comments? 

 

1:29:26 

I don't really see how changing that one is gonna change the reality on the ground, I guess is my point. 

The driveway is there, we're trying to, you know, we don't want to disturb any more than already exists 

as far as the driveway goes. So wherever I put that property line, it's not going to change how that drive 

was being used. And it's not gonna limit anybody's right. To use it. Nobody can take that away once 

these once the deeds filed. 

 

Colin Houston  1:30:00 

It's set in stone. So I mean, we're, we're sort of talking about 

 

1:30:07 

property lines, because it looks better, but it doesn't affect the reality on the ground at all. These are 

cute. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:30:15 

And I respect that. I mean, I've never been there. But just from what Mr. Roth had mentioned about 

moving the driveway over the years that he's been there, to, to accommodate topography, I know even 

in some of the other places, I've lived, that we've moved driveways over time, and I just think that this 

might accommodate for that, you know, 20 years down the line, 

 

1:30:40 

what he was talking about, on the driveway was further up the driveway, in terms of where this 

driveway enters Freeman Avery road, there is absolutely no better place for it. Because you have sight 

distance. That's very excellent in both directions. If it were, like further down towards Upper 

simpsonville Road, you lose that sight distance around the corner on Freeman Avery. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:31:06 

Right? And I don't mean where the driveway necessarily enters the row. But as it traverses the 

property, this first option allows for you know, potentially the, the space to manipulate that as it goes 

across the property if ever necessary down the road. I mean, I know it's a 25 foot wide, wide right of 
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way no matter what. But the other one kinda really delineates that in a way that I think might end up 

being potentially problematic for future owners many, many, many years down the line. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:31:42 

Yeah, and I think that's the key point. It that's the key point there is it's it's really a matter of conforming 

and continuity with the end in mind. Right? I don't disagree with you, Mr. Houston, that you know, 

what's in reality is fine, that's a good placement for the driveway. But what none of us can predict is 20 

years down the road, 30 years down the road, whatever the case, we've we've had instances that have 

come before this board, where we're faced with limited options to the property owner because 

something like this was approved with such narrow margin of feasibility, right and and what I think I'd 

Kaos is really suggesting is really smart, is making that road frontage as wide as possible. Recognizing 

it inverse, it inverts the right of way right to the second verse, the primary, but it gives the most road 

frontage and the most options down the road because you have to write them, you're still left with 64 

acres that are behind it, that ultimately could still be subdivided. Right. So I think we have to look at it 

from that perspective as well. I really do. 

 

1:32:47 

I understand what you're saying. But I mean, in a general concept, I understand what you're saying. But 

if you were to come up with another point on Fremont Avery road and try to get up to the the existing 

house or one of these other houses, 

 

1:33:05 

if you if you 

 

1:33:06 

came in a different way, you would have to attack those contour lines. And you just you can't do that 

you'd have an insanely steep driveway. I mean, you can see the contour lines on this map, and we're 

the way it exists is the best way for it to be because it's going, you know, as sort of parallel to the 

contour lines as you can and creating as less of a steep driveway, as this very steep piece of property 

allows. I mean, I totally hear what you're saying as a general concept, but I don't see another driveway 

going into here that's going to access either a lot, or a lot too. That's really feasible because of the 

contours here. Now understood, 

 

David Sorbellini  1:33:55 

I guess what? 

 

1:33:58 

That's what we want to share the use of a one that's there, that works. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:34:02 

Right, I hear you I what I what I'm allergic. The allergic reaction I have to the previous map, as 

proposed presently, is, you know, I'm confident we'll get through the 25 feet of road frontage is as we've 

discussed that that section at the bottom with your other map, that's 106.33. But the fact that that that 

that portion gets down to that pinch point of 15 feet, so in my opinion, it's, it's, it's, it's risky. Okay, 
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1:34:29 

I totally hear what you're saying. I'm gonna talk to my client about it and we'll see. Okay, can I make just 

one more super quick comment, of course, sure how much sway it would have with you but and I don't 

want to exactly speak for them. But when I met with john Ingram and GM on this, they had seen what's 

on the screen now the first proposal they hadn't seen that, and what I showed them the second one, 

they both said they liked the second one better. If I get that To communicate that directly to us, so it's 

not. You're taking my word for it already sway with you. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:35:08 

Not Oh, I'm sure Mr. Ranga. We have a heck of a lot of respect for Mr. Random. So he could say right 

now if he might he likes one versus the other. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:35:16 

Right there. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:35:20 

JOHN, john, you're just there you go. You're here.  

 

John ingram  1:35:23 

Yeah. I looked at, I looked at both maps. And I think the map, unfortunately, that pinch point comes in 

there. But I think the idea is that the both of this existing driveway to the first house up on the top would 

be nation that can be kept on its own property, instead of having a whole whole chunk of it on the 

second block. Before we even get to the last that started the operation. I think that's why we were more 

comfortable with a crooked line going up side to the right away. I just wondered what it would take just 

several a whole operation, we couldn't talk to the neighbor and get him to give good ground right there 

on the corner. Just to make that there, but the contours up there. Once you get up in that neck of the 

woods. You're not going up the hill, but you got to go. There. Yep, we're 

 

David Sorbellini  1:36:27 

hanging on? 

 

Nick Burgher  1:36:28 

Would that require any kind of road maintenance, because the opposing with that contour that road 

washed, and they can't come up with an agreement? I'm just concerned again, with that pinch point. If 

they say, you know what, I'll make my own driveway, whether it's a go path or not. They would need 

that 25 feet to do so. I believe Mr. Rock did mention that he already talked to a lawyer. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:36:54 

So they definitely need a boat maintenance agreement. Absolutely. And again, that's where, you know, 

I just look at it feasibility. I mean, if you narrow yourself down to 15 feet, I mean, at some point, I mean, 

I'm going to the extreme here, I recognize that but you could, because you leave that pinch point, you 

could create a situation where it's not a buildable lot. You've got the 25 feet road frontage, but you can't 

that 15 feet for whatever reason isn't. But I understand John's point, right. So john, your point is very 
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valid, right? The bulk of the road, you know, that section would now be across to lot lots, which is not 

preferred. So I got it. So it's picking 

 

Nick Burgher  1:37:33 

sorry, they know, what if they you? line and we shifted it onto your proposed right railway line, include 

that in wood block? You know, the lot that's been broken off and then current owner gives an easement 

over that lot. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:37:54 

That's exactly what I was talking about. That's what, that's what I said early. I must apologize for that. 

Well, I don't think we're gonna solve for tonight. Mr. Houston. We definitely respect Mr. Ingram. I mean, 

there's no doubt we're not shy about that. I mean, it's this is a collaborative process. But at the end of 

the day, we just want to find the best, best outcome for the current owner. And we also have to keep 

our eye on the future owners, whoever that may be. That's all constructive, compliant plant. That's all. 

So with that, I would say, Mr. Houston, you're welcome to take our feedback. Certainly, to continue to 

talk to Mr. Ingram, Mr. Cavallo, and work through work through Janell on the other feedback, we gave 

Mr. Roth, and we'll get you on the another agenda. It's certainly not a no, but we'd like to would like to 

just work through this. And, you know, maybe there's a design out there, that works better. Okay, 

 

1:38:53 

I hear you. I appreciate you letting me back in here. I still don't know what was going on with this 

computer. But 

 

David Sorbellini  1:39:03 

I'm glad you came back. It was constructed. Thank you 

 

Nick Burgher  1:39:06 

make one more comment today, of course, and one part of their driveway. That's close to the pinch 

point. Also, that's awfully, I mean, you know, looking at the scale, I mean, it's awfully close to the 

property line as well. And I believe there's a ditch possibly running on that side of the road as well. 

Which, I mean, you're, you know, we're looking at 100 scale map. So, but, you know, it looks there 

probably was pretty close to the edge of the road down there, as well. You know, as far as 

maintenance, everything could be a problem going on to the new life as well. Do you understand what I 

just said? 

 

1:39:47 

I do. I understand what you're saying. And I think it's a valid point. Um, let me give it a little extra 

thought and I will also speak to the attorney and maybe we'll make an adjustment in the room. We've 

been in disagreement, and we'll come up with a way to address that. I hear what you're saying. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:40:07 

Thank you. Anyone else? I will productive conversation. Thank you, Mr. Houston. Thank you guys. 

You're welcome. Two board members, this could be a world record since the pandemic started that will 
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be done before 2100. That's fantastic. You know, I respect for you, do you have anything for us? 

Because I know you've been working tirelessly on a variety of things. 

 

1:40:36 

Well, I just as an aside, we have sailor mill on the agenda, just for a mention. So we might just want to, 

for the record mentioned, where it's at with regard to is going to be reviewed by the Ulster County 

planning board tomorrow evening. I'm 

 

David Sorbellini  1:40:54 

out that's the rumor. 

 

1:40:57 

There it is on the agenda. Um, I believe that if you go to the Ulster County website, you can find the link 

to get onto the meeting. I don't know what it is very specific. But um, I asked Mr. baugus. And he said 

that, you know, it would be found on the Ulster County planning board website, the link to get on to it. 

And then I guess, we have CT mail is, is working on a draft of your seeker. Part Two. So that's kind of 

where project is that right now? 

 

David Sorbellini  1:41:35 

Yes, and that's consistent with my understanding as well. So thank you for noting that for the record, 

and I'm looking forward to town County, county bolsters planning board feedback. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:41:46 

And, you know, I know that was a massive, you know, organizational effort to try and get all that stuff 

out to the county in such a quick and timely manner. So thank you so much for working so hard. 

 

Janelle  1:41:56 

Well, thank you for kind of helping and between that and CT mail helping and and the applicants, it 

seems like a huge amount of paperwork, Ulster County planning? And then there's an aside, I don't 

know if Mr. Ingram is still on, but just something that's kind of maybe coming down, it seems that there 

has been another wedding event location that's kind of popped up, quite honestly, illegally. So they've 

currently have a stop order on them. And I'm sure at some point, we might be seeing something there.  

 

John ingram  1:42:41 

They're supposed to stop by the office tomorrow morning to explain why I didn't do something right. 

Why you did why do you? Stop and they felt like that.  

 

Heidi Emrich  1:43:00 

Well, that what was that Heidi? So we're about is that project?  

 

Janelle  1:43:07 

It is on stock mountain road. And it's in a farmhouse, I don't know if they've even had. They did a lot of 

work to that farmhouse, john, I don't know if they had permits to do all of that. But it is quite the beautiful 

location that they've now made. But they have been running it as a very expensive air b&b.  
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Tim Peck  1:43:36 

And now is 3000 3000 hours a night or something. Right?  

 

Janelle  1:43:42 

Yeah. And it's now come to light that it's they advertise it as a wedding venue. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:43:50 

Sounds like an enforcement issue. Anything else for the planning board? David, I actually on the 

property next door to that place, in my mind, my tenants complained about it every weekend. If it comes 

before us, yeah. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:44:13 

Do we have what do we have for the agenda for the next meeting? Do we need a second June 

meeting? 

 

David Sorbellini  1:44:22 

Well, we'll probably have feedback from the county to review for sale or Mel would be my guess. Okay. 

And then we'll have to discuss the seeker and if we're how we're going to adjudicate that right positive 

neck neck. So I think that's where we're at. 

 

1:44:36 

So with regard to the upcoming. I mean, I don't know that any of the two applications that were before 

us are going to have border health approvals and new maps to us in time. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:44:51 

No, no, I would say the next meeting is for seller mail. And if one of these two parties comes back, or 

you have one order of new business, that's it So limit the meeting to two items. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:45:02 

We we suspended the meeting for Johansen and Cara toski? Or did I should not say we is that to be 

picked back up again at the next meeting? I 

 

David Sorbellini  1:45:15 

think we should discuss it for sure. Yeah. 

 

Janelle  1:45:22 

So pretty much some male or male because at this point, I mean, I don't know, just the Ulster County 

planning board just do like one meeting on something and they make a decision or do they have a 

number of meetings on things? 

 

David Sorbellini  1:45:40 

I don't know. Yeah, I'm not familiar either. But but to Heidi's point between between our D controlling of 

a Chopin dreams public hearing, and what we decide next steps are, and are, what professional 
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assistance we should need, given the sensitivities involved, and then getting the feedback from the 

Ulster County planning board on sale or mill. I think those two things will take the majority of our time. 

And then like I said, if there's one of these applicants that wants to come back, you know, I think the 

Jeffrey Roth necessarily are pretty lightweight. And we could certainly, because really, we just need to 

review their things and get them if appropriate, schedule them for a public hearing. There's not much 

more than that. 

 

Janelle  1:46:20 

I just had a general question about the Sara Lee property. Just curious. How can there be two homes 

with wells and septics on one? parcel? 

 

David Sorbellini  1:46:34 

Oh, no. Both houses have been there a long time. I say. Existing non conforming. One barn barn 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:46:48 

real farm down on. Yeah, 

 

Janelle  1:46:50 

I know where it is. I know the family that used to live there. Okay. It's a beautiful spot. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:46:56 

We could call one a guest home right? You can do that. So no guests are supposed to have kitchens. 

Kitchen What do we call the second home on the same while it's getting there's a word for it. But 

anyway. Okay. House. 

 

John ingram  1:47:14 

congestion? Yes. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:47:17 

Yes. All right. Anything else? What was that john didn't come through john. Quote congestion is three 

it's three to three it's the top of the six and Tampa Bay's got two ducks on the problem. I gotta get gone. 

No, good. 

 

Ed Kahil  1:47:43 

What about I had a question for Victoria. Was you're gonna research when we're gonna go back in 

person meetings. 

 

Vicky Read  1:47:54 

That is decided. Yep. As soon as I know you will. I know the next town board meeting is going to be I 

think, Davis Park. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:48:11 

Seven hotdogs. They're only tofu dogs. I will say Memorial Day was very nicely done. I really enjoyed 

that parade. I could go on forever. Really enjoyed. Good time. All right. Well, if there's nothing else, 
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thanks, everyone for your time. Okay, good night. Good night. I wake up, I make a motion that we close 

the meeting. 

 

Heidi Emrich  1:48:38 

I'll second. 

 

David Sorbellini  1:48:41 

I think I think Tim was first. Alright, everyone, be safe. Have a great week. Thank you. Thank you. Have 

a good night. 
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