 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Village of Hamilton

Planning Board

7:00pm

Special Meeting of September 4, 2013
APPROVED MINUTES
Present: Chairman Jerry Fuller; Members: Morgan Larson, Julie Dudrick, and Kristian Newman; Mayor Margaret Miller; Trustees: Sam Cooper, Russ Lura, and Debbie Kliman; Village Administrator Sean Graham; Attorney Jim Stokes
Public Present: Harvey Kliman, Bill and Carolyn Todd; Sally Lura; Wanda Warren Berry; Bob McVaugh; John Basher
Chairman Fuller called the meeting to order at 7:12 p.m.

Approval of Agenda: None 
Unfinished Business
Cultural Art Center: This is a working session for the Planning Board to review and discuss the project zone change request presented by the Hamilton Initiative.  Currently this use is not permitted in the B1 by current law.
Page 7, Item #17-disposal of solid waste.  The question was asked if the demolition of the existing building would generate solid waste.  The demolition does not pertain to this item.  Item #16 was referenced.
Trustee Cooper asked about asbestos, lead or other contaminates.  Attorney Stokes stated that all state codes must be adhered to.

Item #8-Trustee Kliman asked why the Initiative answered no to contaminate when this property used to be a car dealership and may have some contamination.  Attorney Stokes stated that the Initiative is not required by law to do advance testing.  They may encounter contaminates during excavation, if so; they must report the finding to the State.

Bob McVaugh stated that it is the responsibility of the lead agency to complete Part II of the SEQR.  He is concerned with some of the answers that the applicant completed on Part II and would like the Planning Board and the Trustees to review this section carefully.

Page 7, Item #20-will project produce operating noise levels.  This refers to after the construction and pertains to the operation of the center.
Permitted use, Special Permits and Planned districts, and the Historic District were explained and briefly discussed.
Bob McVaugh encouraged the Boards to review the information provided by the applicant.  He stated that the size of the lot is incorrect, that there are actually three parcels involved, the parking study, and the parking designation for 22 Utica Street.

The project was sent to SHPO because of its impact on a historic district.

Page 9, Item #7-University/Institutional Use.  Trustee Kliman questioned this determination by the applicant.
Page 9, Item #5-Trustee Cooper questioned what new use means. Attorney Stokes stated that the applicant is not proposing to change the dimensional requirement of the B1 zone.
There was some discussion regarding the definitions of a gallery or a museum.

Page 19, Item #19-Trustee Cooper-character of the neighborhood-adverse impact?  Member Larson stated that this is an individual opinion.

Page 10, Item 11-Create a demand for services.  Trustee Kliman stated she felt that it definitely would create more demand for police monitoring.

The Planning Board reviewed Page 11, 20 questions of Part II of the SEQR.  Items that raised concerns were: 
1. #5-sewer and water mains on the property

2. #6-yes (gravel vs. pavement)

3. #12-review master plan

4. #15 traffic problems, pedestrian traffic & safety
5. #19-Impact on community character and visual presentation of building
Parking-Harvey Kliman-Schupf Building for Bus parking.  Upset with the proposed use of parking spaces from the Village Lot.  Trustee Cooper asked if other areas have been considered for parking lots or overflow lots.  Bob McVaugh stated that the Schupf lot cannot be used for parking.  Trustee Cooper referenced the March 28, 2002, minutes were that decision was rendered.  Member Dudrick stated Colgate conducted a parking study that she will share with the Planning Board and Trustees.  Harvey Kliman stated it is not just a parking issue but also a flow of traffic for those looking for parking.  The applicant will be invited to the next meeting to answer questions.
Bob McVaugh asked that the Boards consider the impact to the residents of Madison Street.
Bill Todd stated putting a structure unlike surrounding structures has a detrimental effect to property values and aesthetic appeal.  
There being no further business to come before the Planning Board, Member Larson made a motion to adjourn.  The motion was seconded by Member Newman and unanimously carried.  The meeting was adjourned at 9:30p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Kim Taranto 


