	Cortland County Ag/Planning/Environment Committee

	Minutes
	7/10/08
	8:00 AM
	county office building room 304

	

	Meeting called by
	Mr. Ross @ 8:10 AM

	Type of meeting
	Regular Committee

	committee Members present
	Danny Ross , Chairman; Kathie Arnold; Vice Chairman; Mike McKee; Steve Dafoe; Eugene Waldbauer; John Steger; Carol Tytler

	attendees
	Dan Dineen, Planning Department; Kathie Wilcox, Legislator; Sandy Price, Majority Leader; Mark Suben, County Attorney; Brianne Parker, Secretary I; Eric Mulvihill, WXHC; Evan Geibel, Cortland Standard

	not present
	Dennis Whitt, Auditor; John Daniels, Chair of the Legislature; Scott Schrader, County Administrator

	Ms. Tytler moved for the adoption of the June 12, 2008 minutes as printed.
Seconded by Mr. Steger.

All members in voting favor, none opposed; minutes approved as printed.


	Agenda topics

	

	#1 resolution
	Supporting an Application for State Assistance Payments Under the New York State Bond Act to Purchase Development Rights on the David and Constance Griswold Farm, Town of Preble

	Discussion
	The Resolution was moved by Legislator McKee, seconded by Legislator Tytler.  Mr. Ross asked if Dan Dineen had any comments.  Mr. Dineen provided the Committee with a map detailing farms that have already been protected under the program as well as the farms being considered this morning.  Ms. Tytler thanked Mr. Dineen for the map as it gives the Committee a better understanding of the farms being considered.  Mr. Dineen stated that the County received 15 applications this year and the Farmland Protection Board narrowed the farms down to 3 applications for consideration for submittal to the State, although since the Board meeting it has been learned that the County can submit up to five farms.  Mr. Dineen indicated that the farm under consideration by this Resolution was scored the highest, a 61, by the Board.  He provided that, for comparison purposes, the McMann farm approved last year scored a 64.  In response to a question by Mr. Waldbauer, Mr. Dineen stated that the scoring is based upon a number of criteria, including development pressure, which the State defines as road frontage per acre.  Other criteria include soil types and percentage of prime soils, proximity to public water and sewer, proximity to other protected farms.  The maximum score possible is 100.  Ms. Tytler pointed out that this farm was rather large and asked if it was primarily dairy.  Mr. Dineen stated that it was.  Mr. Dineen stated that it was combined with another farm many years ago.  Mr. Ross asked in Mr. Suben had any comments.  He indicated that he did not, however did advise the committee that this program was one of the problems facing his office upon his appointment.  He stated that the process was much better now that we have experience with the program and have a much better working relationship with the State.  He also indicated that he supports the program as it helps our County and its people.    

	Conclusions
	Resolution passed with all members voting aye.

	

	#2 RESOLUTION
	Supporting an Application for State Assistance Payments Under the New York State Bond Act to Purchase Development Rights on the Lawrence and JoAnne Jones farm, Town of Homer

	Discussion
	Mr. Dafoe requested that the Committee go into executive session as he had a personal issue with this Resolution and put his request in the form of a motion.  Mr. Steger seconded.  Mr. Waldbauer raised an objection to the motion for executive session questioning whether this was an appropriate topic and discussion and requested clarification on whether Mr. Dafoe’s issue was personal or personnel.  Mr. Dafoe stated it was personal.  Mr. Suben stated that this was would fall under the contractual provision.  Given this, the Committee entered executive session.  Upon return from executive session, Mr. Dafoe stated that he had a problem with the scoring of this property given it was all hillside property and not an active farm but more of a horse riding stable.  Mr. Ross stated that there have been farms included in this program in the past and cited an example in the Town of Marathon.  In response to a question by Ms. Price, Mr. Ross stated that that application was not ultimately successful.  Mr. Dafoe asked Mr. Dineen how this farm was scored and for the justification of the scoring.  Mr. Dineen responded that it scored a 59 primarily due to prime soils.  Mr. Waldbauer asked if the farm had cultivated soil.  Mr. Ross and Mr. Dineen stated that it did.  Mr. Dafoe indicated that the farm was all rented property.  Mr. Waldbauer asked Mr. Dineen if the farm was still eligible even though it was being rented out.  Mr. Dineen responded that the farm was as it would protect the farm for future farming even though it may not being farmed currently.  Mr. Waldbauer asked Mr. Dineen to define the process used to solicit applications from farmers for this program.  Mr. Dineen responded that the landowners come to the County seeking this funding and that Towns are also eligible to apply for this funding if they have adopted a farmland protection plan approved by the State.  Currently only the Town of Preble has an approved plan making agriculture a priority.  In those instances, Towns may present 2 applications to the State for consideration.  Mr. Dafoe asked how the Jones farm scored as high as it did given that most of the land is hillside with little road frontage.  Mr. Dineen stated that there was considerable road frontage.  Mr. Dafoe responded that those were seasonal roads.  Mr. Ross stated that it was still considered road frontage.  Mr. Dineen stated that seasonal roads are treated the same as a State Road due to someone having access to develop it.  Ms. Arnold asked what the percentage of commercially used land versus personal or recreational use.  Mr. Dineen stated that it was approximately two-thirds.  Ms. Arnold asked if there was anything in the program criteria dealing with the land being used for personal enjoyment of horses.  Mr. Dineen stated that the criteria only looks at the potential use of the land and soil types and future development pressure.  Ms. Tytler asked if we establish the criteria.  Mr. Dineen stated that, for the most part, the criteria that we utilize are based upon the State’s criteria.  Mr. Waldbauer asked how much taxpayer dollars are in this program.  Mr. Dineen stated he was not certain.  Mr. Suben stated that the funding has already been dedicated to the program and that if Cortland County doesn’t take it, someone else will.  Mr. Suben stated that, because of this, if we don’t take the money the State wouldn’t save any money.  Ms. Price stated that this discussion has been informative as she didn’t realize that hillside farms were considered valuable enough to be eligible for this program.  Mr. Dineen stated that this farm benefited from being in proximity to other protected farms.  He stated that there were applications that had better soils and more road frontage but did not score as high due to their lack of proximity to previously protected farms.  Mr. Dineen informed the Committee that this year, unlike previous years, the program is regionalized in that farms, instead of competing on a State level, are now competing against other farms in Central New York.  Mr. Dineen stated that this change will make it more likely that a farm from Cortland County will be selected and approved.  Mr. Waldbauer asked how long the process takes from application to completion.  Mr. Suben stated that the best case scenario is 22 months.  Mr. Dineen clarified this by stating that that was after selection that the entire process takes approximately three years.  Mr. Waldbauer asked for further clarification on the process.  Mr. Dineen stated that the properties are approved by the Farmland Protection Board, sent to the County Legislature for approval and ultimately sent to the State for approval.  Mr. Waldbauer stated that he was uncomfortable supporting this Resolution as there were many questions in his mind that remain unanswered, but that he hates to override the work of the Board.  Mr. Ross asked Mr. Waldbauer what questions he had.  Mr. Waldbauer stated that he was too unfamiliar with the program and didn’t understand the program enough to formulate those questions, but questioned the scoring of this farm being the outstanding issues of being a hillside and the lack of development pressures.  Mr. Ross stated that the applicant could have carved out those hillside pieces but chose not to.  Ms. Arnold stated that it would be better if these funds focused on saving farms on better ground than trying to protect the hillside farms.  Mr. Dafoe inquired if the property next to this farm was the same property that applied to the Town for a Dog Pound.  Mr. Dineen stated that it was.  Mr. Dineen stated that the County is in the process of developing a three town farmland protection plan in this area.  Mr. Waldbauer asked how informed farmers were of this program and whether the County actively solicited farms for the program.  Mr. Steger stated it was up to the individual landowners themselves to participate.  Mr. Suben stated that there were upfront costs to the landowners to prepare an application, such as surveys.  Ms. Tytler clarified that these costs were incurred after they were approved, not before.  Ms. Wilcox asked for clarification on the carving out of parts of a farm.  Mr. Ross stated that that would happen prior to the submittal of the application, not after it had been submitted.  Mr. Dineen stated that the application has to specifically provide what property is included for consideration.  Mr. Dineen stated that, as Ms. Tytler had intimated, that in most cases land that is carved out includes the farmhouse or, in one instance, a gravel mine.  Mr. Waldbauer asked who was on the Farmland Protection Board.  Mr. Ross and Mr. Dineen stated that they were on the Board.  Mr. Ross stated that it was a good review process and that he would support any landowner who wished to submit their land for consideration under this program.  Mr. Ross invited Mr. Waldbauer to the next Farmland Protection Board meeting.   Ms. Price stated that she thought that there were significant criticisms in other Counties which did not have a similar selection criteria process as Cortland’s.  Mr. Ross asked that the Committee be forwarded a copy of the scoring sheets on these farms.  Ms. Tytler reminded that Committee that there was a cut-off score of 65 in the past but that that cut-off was removed to allow three applicants to apply.  Mr. Dineen also stated that the evaluation criteria was also changed to better mirror the State’s.

	

	Conclusions
	Resolution passed with all members of the Committee voting aye, except Mr. Dafoe and Mr. Waldbauer.

	

	#3 RESOLUTION
	Supporting an Application for State Assistance Payments Under the New York State Bond Act to Purchase Development Rights on the Douglas Riehlman farm, Town of Preble and Town of Homer

	Discussion
	The Resolution was moved by Ms. Tytler, seconded by Mr. Steger.  Mr. Dineen stated that this farm scored the third highest with a 58 and has been an applicant several times in the past.  Ms. Tytler stated that this farm was approved and submitted by the County to the State in the past but rejected by the State.  Mr. Dineen said that it was and that under the State’s criteria, the more times a farm is submitted, the more points it gets.    

	

	Conclusions
	Resolution passed with all members of the Committee voting aye.

	

	

	#4 Resolution
	Supporting New Visions Powerline Communications, Inc. Efforts to Provide the Availability of High Speed Internet Access Throughout Cortland County

	

	Discussion
	The Resolution was moved by Ms. Tytler, seconded by Mr. McKee.  Mr. Dineen stated that the Broadband Sub-Committee had been meeting with various internet providers to determine how to go about providing broadband access to all of the rural areas of the County and that this company has been the only company to express an interest in moving forward with this.  Mr. Dineen stated that the company is looking for a Resolution of support to know that the County is behind this program.  Mr. Waldbauer asked if the company actually used powerlines to provide the broadband service.  Mr. Dineen said yes.  Mr. Waldbauer stated that in his experience, companies that have attempted to use power lines for communications have seen a nightmare and questioned if this technology really works.  Mr. Ross stated that the system does work and that a similar project is underway in Solvay.  Ms. Price stated that this company is proposing to get high speed internet access to those areas who have no other way of getting it.  She stated that in those cases, something is better than nothing.  Mr. Ross explained how and what equipment was used to provide the service from a power line.  Mr. Waldbauer stated that this seems to be a less expensive way of providing the service.  Ms. Arnold stated that the power lines were not actually carrying the signal, but that fiber optic cable was used.  Ms. Price stated that if other companies were to come forward, the County would support them as well.  Ms. Tytler stated that we had tremendous feedback on a survey we distributed through the schools.  Mr. Ross stated that a representative from the Company will be here to make a presentation at the Board Session. 

	Conclusions
	The Resolution was approved with all members of the Committee voting aye.

	

	Discussion
	Ms. Tytler presented a report of the Storm water Sub-Committee stating that they had a very good meeting last night with good representation from the City Legislators and the City Council.  In that meeting, information of the CNS report and the work the City has completed at the Water Works was discussed as well as information on the FEMA Flood mapping.  Questions were developed to send to CNS Engineering, such as how long will floodwater be retained at the Water Works, could bacteria contaminate the water and impact the well heads.  Also there were concerns raised about the potential for the floodwater to impact neighboring properties groundwater.  Ms. Tytler stated that she is attempting to schedule another meeting, possibly of the 29th of this month to decide which of one of four models to recommend; one model providing a 12 foot berm with no creek work; one being a ten foot berm with a little creek work; the third being an eight foot berm with a lot of creek work; and the last being a much smaller berm and impacted area accommodating a ten year flood instead of a 25 and 50 year flood.  Once a model is selected for recommendation, it would then be presented to the public for comment.  It is anticipated that once a model is finally selected, that SEMO/FEMA funding would be applied for the fund the project.  The other topic that was discussed involved the FEMA flood insurance rate map revisions proposed.  Mr. Dineen explained to the committee that his department overlaid the changes in the flood map from the existing map to get a better idea of the changes being proposed.  Ms. Tytler explained that those areas proposed to now be included on the flood map will not be required to get flood insurance and that there is substantial concern about this given some of the streets proposed to be included.  Soil and Water is in the process of preparing an appeal to FEMA given that they combined peak events at Otter Creek and Dry Creek in their determination of impacted areas which is unrealistic given the characteristics of the two creeks.  Mr. McKee inquired if there were maps for the whole County.  Mr. Dineen stated that we do, but they were not overlayed to determine the changes at this point.  Mr. McKee indicated that he would be interested in seeing those maps when they were completed.  Mr. Dineen stated that the process for the rest of County will be more difficult than the City given the scaling of the aerial maps.  Ms. Tytler stated that there have only been 132 flood claims in the past in this County.

	

	

	Discussion
	Mr. Ross recognized Ms. Price to give an update on the Broadband Sub-Committee.  Ms. Price stated that the Sub-Committee have come a long way in studying this issue and bringing a recommendation to the Committee today.  She indicated that the Committee did try to partner with all providers during this process.  She stated that there will be a written report and more detail available at session.  

	Discussion
	Ms. Price announced that she was present at a ceremony where the Town of Virgil and County Planning Board received an award for Excellence in Planning for Transportation.  She stated that this was a significant event.

	Discussion
	Mr. Ross recognized Ms. Arnold to give an update on improvements to the farmer’s market.  Ms. Arnold stated that representatives from the market will be contacting First Niagara to inquire if the market can utilize the parking lot on Main Street on Saturdays.  

	Discussion
	Ms. Arnold brought to the Committee’s attention that TCI Renewables who is looking at a wind power project in  the County is asking who wants to be lead agency for SEQRA.  The Towns are inquiring if the County could be lead agency for the project and, if not, could we assist Truxton in being lead agency.  Mr. Dineen stated that it is his understanding that the County could not be lead agency because we are not granting any kind of permit for the project.  Mr. Suben stated that he agrees with that on its face but could do some research on the matter.  Ms. Arnold asked if windmills on County property would give us the authority.  Mr. Suben stated it would not.  Mr. Suben stated he would look into it.  Ms. Arnold asked if the County would assist Truxton.  Mr. Dineen stated that we would certainly assist them and are currently assisting them in zoning and code permitting.  Mr. Ross stated that Southerntier East would also assist the Town.  

	


	Meeting Adjourned
	There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned               @ 8:42 AM

	Special notes
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