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Questions To Be Decided

Shiruld the zoning tnap be changed s shawn Lo incorporate the sugeested hamlet and

BRI district boundary chanpes? ;
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4, Apply the rural siting puidelines to:
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Duick Heview/Summary of Strategics in Draft Related to Density, Rural Characier,

and Land Vac

The lollewing ace tools discussed in the plan:

Tool :

Alffect Related to Density |

-]

Iransfer of Development Rights
(TTIR)

Densily neutral or iocreased Density in Hamlets
ar ather recaiving areas. :

IMurchase of Developmenl
RightsTease of Develupment Riphts

Permanent air lesnpirary ceduction 1n
development patantial

Ml Acriape

Creation of Owverlay Arcas

Dunxii}- Meutral: Protective of resonrcas by
zoning standards. The draft plan so far docs not
call for density changes in these areas.

Heduces densityr

Yield Approach

Canhl redue avreape, bat ensures that the
development that does go in is compatible with
ability of land to support scprics.

Liensity Bonus for major
subdivizions

Tnerezses densiy with along with protection ota
valued resource by siting and layout chanpes

Sire plan review

Diengily nguimal: 3iling

principal homes per lot to one

Change palicy of allowing 2

Lensity reduction (Build out of about S000 10
398T)

F.X]'Ial‘l-'lli'ilm ol harmlers and allowing
mmore and different kinds of housineg

A{]uq_uu.lt: Tavililies Taw

[nerease density overall, but concentrate growth
in hamlets N
Delays density until infrastructure i3 in place,

* Layout wols nclude:;

a verlny Areas

. ofluster’Canservarion Subdivision

aHumlel design standans

sRural desipn sandands

*35ite plan review

o z¢ of building covelope placemeni
Ani-monoleny standuards

aRwul standards

o [rattic access mat.

# a0 of BMT

o qe ol Tw impoct stormvater
standards

Cirewwlh Adanagement Todls

Dienzaty Meulral

Density Neutral - comrols. limits or slaws
density bur the ultimate density could sl be
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. It was then decided that a question needed to be added simply asking whether the net density approach should be
used. Mike Hart read a memo received in May of 2006 from the Land Use Subcommittee to the CPSC. Discussion
occurred regarding the memo and its message. The committee then voted 4-3 in favor of the net density approach.
The committee then agreed that the concept should be tabled.

. The committee then proceeded with question 5 voting on each component of net density calculations. The new town
code regarding mandatory clustering of homes in major subdivisions was discussed. The group decided to continue
with the questions in order to determine favorability of the various net density concepts. This resulted in simple
majority votes for each of the three questions and wa thus tabled.

. Question 7 was addressed before question 6. After amending the third choice to allow planning board input the
committee voted unanimously.

. Question 6 dealt with density bonus and once the question was amended to indicate when it would be useful, ie:
when other town amenities are offered such as affordable housing, senior housing, public recreation, dedication of
land for public open space, etc. This passed unanimously.

. Question 8 dealt with altering the current 3/5 and 10 zoning. There was no interest by the group to do this.

. Question 9 addressed growth management techniques. The committee unanimously agreed to combine Threshold
technique and Building Permit Caps. It was noted that this may be the first time this is applied in New York State.

The committee then returned to discussing net density concept. Again, this resulted in much discussion. It was determined

that the concept could not be agreed to but that Nan should make a statement indicating that net density may be a very

valid concept but the committee struggled trying to decide how to incorporate it. It was decided that a very strong
recommendation should be made in the plan to have the Town do further studies to determine the actual development
capacity of the Town’s lands (in regard to water, water recharge, soils, etc.) Doing this would provide hard data from
which a decision regarding the utility of net density concept could be made by future planners.

Nan reminded the committee that prioritization needs to be done but she must first prepare the next draft. She requested
more time and it was agreed to allow at least the month of March for Nan to complete a draft. Bob Balcom and Randi
Walker agreed to work together to produce a scoresheet to be used for prioritizing. The next full meeting would be on
April 4, 2007.

The committee then agreed to meet on March 14 dedicating the meeting to selecting a new chair for the committee.
Lastly, it was requested that the minutes reflect genuine, heart-felt appreciation for the outstanding

leadership by Mike Hart as he guided the committee through a very difficult, demanding and important
process. He will be very sorely missed.

ACTION ITEMS PERSON RESPONSIBLE DEADLINE
Next draft Nan Stolzenburg/Don Meltz 4/4/2007
Prioritization scoring tool Bob Balcom/Randi Walker TBD

NEW BUSINESS/OPEN FORUM COMMITTEE

DISCUSSION No new business was presented.

ADJOURNMENT MIKE HART

DISCUSSION Ira Marks motioned for adjournment at 10:07 pm (2" Jean Rohde). Unanimous.

ACTION ITEMS PERSON RESPONSIBLE DEADLINE



Town of Chatham Comprehensive Plan Steering
Committee

FEBRUARY 27, 2007 7:00 PM* TOWN HALL

MEETING CALLED BY Mike Hart

TYPE OF MEETING Regular Monthly Meeting

FACILITATOR Nan Stolzenburg

NOTE TAKER Bob Balcom

ATTENDEES Ira Marks, Randi Walker, Kary Jablonka, Mike Hart, Bob Balcom, Jean Rohde, Van Calhoun, Nan

Stolzenburg

Agenda topics
CALL TO ORDER MIKE HART

The meeting was called to order by Mike Hart at 7:02 PM. Mike Hart began the meeting with remarks
regarding his need to resign from the CPSC due to his appointment by the Town Board of him to the

PISCUSSION vacant Town Judge position. Mike thanked the committee members and then launched into an overview
of the task ahead for the evening.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES BOB BALCOM
DISCUSSION After amending the draft minutes to reflect the correct date and time, the February 7, 2007 minutes
Randi Walker moved that they be accepted (2" Jean Rohde). Unanimous.
ACTION ITEMS PERSON RESPONSIBLE DEADLINE
Correct and post minutes to town website Bob Balcom ASAP
OLD BUSINESS - DENSITY MIKE HART
DISCUSSION Mike Hart continued the discussion about density of homes by asking Nan Stolzenburg to summarize and

help the committee move forward.

Nan Stolzenburg remarked that there are several left over decisions that the committee is still struggling with. She then
handed out updated information regarding build-out (see end of minutes for copy of hand outs) and reviewed. She then
briefly discussed the “threshold mechanism” and net density and focused the group on a hand out of various tools and
their affect on density. She explained to the committee how she went through the draft plan, strategy by strategy and
pulled out the big ticket items impacting density. She then reviewed the summary. Nan remarked that the committee had
gone a long way making decisions on environmental, visual aspects but need to finish the other plan components. Nan
then focused on the build-out handout that addressed the use of the Chatham Agricultural Partnership (CAP) ranking of
priority farmland noting the reduction in density was not reduced much.

The committee then moved into addressing a hand out containing 9 questions prepared by Nan that she needed answered

to complete the draft plan. Please refer to the copy of the questions at the end of the minutes for actual wording and

disposition. The following pertains only to discussion that occurred prior to voting on the question. Prior to voting the
committee agreed that any vote resulting in a simple majority would need to be tabled and addressed again.

. Questions 1 & 2 — general discussion regarding the farmland/new hamlet overlay. Question 2 was amended to allow
modification of the overlap of hamlets and priority farmlands. The committee then voted 7-0 to accept the question
thus making the first question moot.

. Question 3 regarding removing the plan for 2 principal buildings per lot to one drew little discussion and a
unanimous vote of 7-0.

. Question 4 addressed the use of rural siting guidelines. The question had 3 parts and after amending the third part
the group unanimously approved using rural siting guidelines for major and minor subdivisions and building permits
providing that the former allow for a more simplified process — for example a sketch plan rather than professionally
drawn.



