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VILLAGE OF EAST HAMPTON BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING
OPEN TO PUBLIC
HELD ON AUGUST 20, 2021 MEETING, AT 11:00 A.M.
EMERGENCY SERVICES BUILDING, 1 CEDAR STREET, EAST HAMPTON, NY

PRESENT: Gerard Larsen, Mayor
Christopher Minardi, Deputy Mayor
Arthur Graham, Trustee
Rosemary Brown, Trustee
Sandra Melendez, Trustee
Marcos Baladrén, Administrator
Vincent Messina, Village Attorney
David Collins, D.P.W. Superintendent
Ken Collum, Code Enforcement
Tom Preiato, Building Inspector
Billy Hajek, Planner
Michael Tracey, Police Chief
Gerard Turza, Fire Chief
J. P. Foster, Public Safety Dispatcher IlI
Hugh King, Historic Site Manager/Village Historian
Brad Billet, East Hampton Village Foundation
Mary Ella Moeller, Village Resident
Andrew Goldstein, Village Resident
Joan Osborn, Village Resident
Larry Kane, Village Resident
John Tarbet, Village Resident
Tom Cooper, Village Property Owner
Kathy Cunningham, Village Preservation Society
Skidmore Family members
June E. Lester, Administrative Assistant
Jamie Bufalino, East Hampton Star
Jody Gambino, LTV Videographer & Editor

Mayor Larsen welcomed everyone to the meeting.

The Pledge of Allegiance was held.

Mayor Larsen’s Announcements

The Village has put the mask mandate back into effect for all our buildings. Thank you for cooperating. Weather
permitting the fireworks at Main Beach will be held tomorrow night, with two bands starting at six o’clock. The
Tuesday Night Summer Sessions at Main Beach has been well-received by the community. Resident surveys will
be mailed out on Monday, seeking village property owners opinions on the East Hampton Airport and short-term
rentals. The Artist — Writers Game will be held tomorrow in Herrick park.

Hugh King, Historic Site Manager

Hugh King announced the last of the walking tours by a high school junior, Julianna Lester, will be held on August
28. On September 4™ and September 11 Jackie Dunfee and Veronica Messina will be giving historic walking
tours. In October Richard Barons and Hugh King will be giving historic walking tours for the East Hampton
Historical Society. On September 7" The Circle will be dedicated to the Honorable Stephen Marley, Mayor from
1954 to 1967 was also manager of the movie theater and fire chief. On September 28" Dunemere Lane will be

dedicated to the Honorable James Skidmore, Mayor from 1967 to 1971. Members of the Skidmore family were in
attendance.

Brad Billet — East Hampton Village Foundation and the Centennial Celebration

Brad Billet, President of the East Hampton Village Foundation, provided an updated onit. The Foundation has
received its 501c 3 status and has received commitments to raise approximately $250,000. The Foundation will
be funding the Centennial with some of the funds, the rest will be going towards the Herrick Park Project. The
Centennial Celebration, which will run from September 24" thru the 26™, starting on Friday at 11 am with the
time capsule and the blessing of the village at Village Hall. Historic discussions will be held in the park at 2 pm.
The events will be open to the public and free of charge. On Friday night there will be one paid event “Dress to
Impress” — Roaring Twenties themed - Casino Night held at the Maidstone Club, with the proceeds going to the
Foundation and Herrick Park.  Tickets for the Gala will go on sale next Friday at 9 am on the Centennial’s
Foundation’s website.
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On Saturday there will be a Children’s Fair in the park with rides, a carousel and activities also be free to the
public. The parade will also be on Saturday at 11 am. A music festival will be held from 2 pm to 9 pm. Local
restaurants and food truck have been asked to participate. On Sunday morning there will be a classic car show at
1l1am. A Maidstone vs. Bonackers Softball game in Herrick park will cap off the festivities. The Fire Department
will have hotdogs available.

Roll call was held.

1** PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY #16-2021
LOCAL LAW NO. __ /2021

A Local Law amending Chapter 278 to clarify the definition of nonconforming buildings, structure, uses
and lots and permitted enlargements, reconstruction, structural alterations, restoration or repair of same.

BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTION .  Legislative Purpose and Intent. This legislation is intended to provide for permitted enlargements,
reconstruction, structural alterations, restoration or repair of nonconforming buildings, structures, uses and lots.
The current code language has caused confusion and/or prohibited both repair/reconstruction and gradual

conversion of such uses to conforming uses.

SECTION IIl.  Chapter 233 of the Code of the Village of East Hampton is hereby added as follows (text to be
deleted is struck-thru; text to be added is in bold):

§278-1. Zoning; Definitions B. Nonconforming buildings, structures, uses and lots.

(1) Nonconforming Buildings, structures uses and lots.

pertinentamendmenttherets:

Excluding those properties subject to the provisions of 278-3A(7) & (8), a nonconforming
building or structure which lawfully exists that is devoted to a conforming use, or a
building or structure which lawfully exists that is devoted to a conforming use on a
nonconforming lot, may be enlarged, reconstructed, structurally altered, restored or
repaired, in whole or in part, except that the “degree of nonconformity” shall not be
increased. For the purposes of this subsection, an increase in the “degree of
nonconformity” shall include any increase in the nonconformity of a nonconforming
building or structure with the dimensional regulations of this chapter and shall include any
increase in the nonconformity related to the length, width or height of the nonconforming
portion of the building or structure.
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2" PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY #17-2021
LOCAL LAW NO. __ /2021

A Local Law amending Chapter 278 to repeal certain limitations on permitted gross floor area.

BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTIONI.  Legislative Purpose and Intent.  This legislation is intended to repeal previously enacted
restrictions on gross floor area.

SECTION Il.  Chapter 278 of the Code of the Village of East Hampton is hereby added as follows (text to be
deleted is struck-thru; text to be added is in bold):

§278-3. A. Area, setback and height regulations.

(13) One-family and two-family detached dwellings.
(a) The maximum gross floor area for one-family and two-family detached dwellings, as permitted in
all residential districts, shall be ten (10%) percent of the lot area plus one thousand (1,000)

square feet or 20,000 square feet, Or‘t‘h@ma*imu-m-aMd—&F}deFtk}e—feliewing—ﬁmits,_

whichever is less:

Lot Size{squarefeet} Maximum-GrossFloorArea

tessthan-40,000 10%-of thelotareaplus-1,000 squarefeet
%%%MWMMM&HGMM
80;000-or-greater 3%-ofthelotareaplus 5,400 squarefeet

3k ok sk sk ok sk sk skok ok

D.  Accessory building and structure design requirements.

ok ok ok ok ok sk ok ok ok

(7) The maximum gross floor area of all accessory buildings on a lot shall not exceed the-following:
two (2%) percent of the lot area plus 200 square feet.

Lot Size{squarefeet) Maximum-GrossFloorArea

tess-than40,000 2%-of the-lot-areaplus200-squarefeet

40;000-or-greaterbutlessthan-80.000 1%-ofthe lotareaplus-600-squarefeet
(@}
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3 PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY NO. 18 - 2021
LOCAL LAW NO.___, 2021

“A Local Law amending Village of East Hampton Code §278-3(B)(2)(b) to exempt handrails less than twelve (12”)
inches wide which are required by any New York State statutes, codes, rules and/or regulations from the
calculation of height of a structure”.

BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTION I. Legislative Intent. To exempt handrails less than twelve (12”) inches wide which are required by any
New York State statutes, codes, rules and/or regulations from the calculation of height of a structure.

SECTION II. AMENDMENT. Additions are in bold. The provisions of Village of East Hampton Code
§278-3(B)(2)(b)
Are hereby are amended as follows:

§ 278-3 (Zoning; Height Regulations)
(2) Resident districts.
(b) Within nine feet of the maximum permitted roof height an area equivalent to no more than 15%
of the gross floor area on the first floor of the building shall be permitted to have a low pitch roof.
Any low pitch roof area within nine feet of the maximum height limit shall be indicated on a two-
dimensional roof plan and measured to the outside of the roof edge (drip line). Safety railings

required by New York State statutes, codes, rules and regulations not exceeding twelve (12)
inches in width shall not be included in calculation of height.
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4 PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY NO. 19 - 2021
LOCAL LAW NO.___, 2021

“A Local Law amending Village of East Hampton Code §278-2.A.(7) to add (e) “Accessory Dwelling Unit.”

BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTION I. Legislative Intent. Housing for family members, guests, and caregivers has long been an issue for an
aging population in the Village of East Hampton. One of the ways this issue can be addressed is through the

legalization of accessory dwelling units. The legislation proposed herein represents a measured approach to
applying this solution.

SECTIONIl. AMENDMENT. Additionsareinbold. The provisions of Village of East Hampton Code §278-2.A.(7)
(e) are hereby are amended as follows:

§278-2. Zoning Districts.
%k * %k
A. Residential zoning districts. In any residential district, no building, structure or premises shall be used or
arranged or designed to be used in any part for other than one or more of the following specified

purposes:
* * *
(7) Accessory uses and accessory buildings.
* * *
(e) Accessory Dwelling Unit. One detached accessory dwelling unit designed for cooking and/or

sleeping purposes, located on a property containing 60,000 square feet or more that is located in a residential
district and which contains a primary single-family residence.  Such accessory dwelling unit authorized in this
subsection shall be limited as follows: (i) an accessory dwelling unit may have no more than two bedrooms; (i)
shall not exceed the maximum ground floor area for accessory structures, but shall be counted toward the
ground floor area of the principal structure; (iii) the occupancy of an accessory dwelling unit shall be limited to
the family and/or guests of the occupants of the primary single-family residence, and/or to employees working
on the premises or working in the primary dwelling unit; and (iv) an accessory dwelling unit may not be rented
separately from the primary dwelling unit. The accessory dwelling unit must meet the setback requirement of
the principal structure. The use of any parcel of land for both a single family residence and an accessory
dwelling unit as provided in this subsection shall be a conforming use under the Code of the Village of East
Hampton, and shall not be considered a prohibited use and/or nonconforming use pursuant to §278-1.B(2)(e)
of this Code; provided that a Declaration of Covenants and Restrictions with respect to the parcel on which the
accessory dwelling unit is located is recorded with the County Clerk which limits the use of the accessory
dwelling as set forth herein. The height regulations of §278-3.B shall apply to an accessory dwelling permitted
pursuant to this subsection.  The issuance of any building permit for such use shall require the installation of
an Innovative Alternative Septic System for all dwelling units on the subject real property.
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5t" PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY NO. 20 - 2021
LOCAL LAW NO.___, 2021

“A Local Law amending Village of East Hampton Code §278-3(B)(2)(b) to exempt elevated walkways or accessways
(including stairways) built by an individual property owner for the purpose of noncommercial access to the beach,
from the calculation of height of a structure”.

BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTION I. Legislative Intent. To exempt walkways or accessways for the purpose of non-commercial access to
the beach from the calculation of coverage and to amend permitted coverage to be consistent with other
proposed amendments to the Code.

SECTION II. AMENDMENT. Additions are in bold. The provisions of Village of East Hampton Code §278-
3(B)(2)(b)
are hereby are amended as follows:

§ 278-3 (Zoning; Area, setback and height regulations)
(9) Permitted coverage.

(a) Except as otherwise provided, the maximum permitted coverage for all structures on any lot or parcel
of land in a residential district shall be twenty (20%) percent of lot area, except lots whose size is less
than forty thousand (40,000) square feet, which may have a maximum permitted coverage of
twenty (20%) percent of lot area plus five hundred (500) square feet. asfollows:

LotSize

{feet) Maximum-Coverage
Lessthan40;000 20%-of thelotareaplus 500-souare-feet
40/000-orgreaterbutless than 80,000 15%ofthelotareaplus2,500-squarefeet
86,000 orgreater 10% of the lotarea-plus-6,500-squarefeat

(b) Driveways serving residential property, walkways over dunes, and a postman's walkway are exempt
from coverage.
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6'" PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY # 21-2021
LOCAL LAW NO. __ /2013

“A Local Law amending Chapter 104 (Code Enforcement Administration) to increase the permit fee by
100% whenever the work subject to a permit has been started prior to the issuance of the permit."

"BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTIONI.  Legislative Intent. It is the purpose of this local law to provide an appropriate penalty for
performing work without benefit of a building permit where one is required.

SECTION Ill.  The provisions of §104-8 of the Code of the Village of East Hampton are hereby amended as
follows (text to be added is bold):

§104-8. Permit fees.

Upon filing an application for a building permit or a tent permit, fees shall be payable to the Village Treasurer in
accordance with a schedule of fees which shall from time to time be fixed by resolution of the Village Board of
Trustees. Any such fee shall be increased by 100% whenever the work subject to a permit has been started prior
to the issuance of the permit. The building permit fee shall be waived for all modifications to existing buildings
relating to improving access for persons with mobility impairments, including but not limited to ramps and
bathroom renovations.
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7" PUBLIC HEARING

(copy of notice is inserted at end of minutes)

Public comments submitted prior & during the hearings for Introductories #16 thru #22
are inserted after the hearing for Introductory #22-2021.

INTRODUCTORY NO. 22 - 2021
LOCALLAW NO.__, 2021

A Local Law amending Village of East Hampton Code §276-2(B)(2); Zoning; Parking Requirements; General
Provisions, to provide a waiver of parking requirements for workforce housing constructed in close proximity to
mass transportation facilities.

BE IT ENACTED by the Board of Trustees of the Village of East Hampton as follows:

SECTION I. Legislative Intent. The Village Board finds that there is a need for workforce housing throughout
Suffolk County, the Town of East Hampton, and the Village of East Hampton. However, the costs, both financial
and otherwise, to providing such housing are prohibitive. One of the major impediments are the cost of parking
improvements, which are compounded by the current definition of “intensification”. This amendment seeks to
address those issues and encourage the development of workforce housing in areas near mass transportation
facilities (commonly referred to as “transportation oriented development”), where the need for a vehicle and
concomitant parking is diminished.

SECTION II.  AMENDMENT. Deletions are struck-thru. ~ Additions are in bold. The provisions of the Village of
East Hampton Code §278-3(B)(2)(b) are hereby are amended as follows:

§278-6. Zoning. Parking Requirements.
A. Definitions. For the purpose of this section, certain words and phrases shall have the following meanings:

INTENSIFICATION — Any principal or accessory structure or use of a property, including-anr-aceessery-use; which is
hereafter introduced, changed, extended, expanded or altered. Intensification shall not include the
reconstruction of an existing building; change of use from a non-conforming use to a permitted use; or a change
of use to a different permitted use having the same parking requirements.

B. General provisions.

(1) The requirements of this section shall apply to all nonresidential properties and districts throughout the
Village of East Hampton, including any and all properties subject to the issuance of a special permit.

(2) In the interest of pedestrian and traffic safety and in order to alleviate an undue burden on public streets

and minimize traffic congestion, any project which isreguired-to-obtain-siteplanapprovaland-any—
modification-which constitutes an intensification as defined herein, shall comply with the applicable

parklng requnrements of this section. —Ne—bu#émg—e#s%%m%wﬁuﬂwn—us&at—the—eﬁeetw&éa&eeﬁh&—

(3) Preexisting nonconforming commercial uses shall comply with the same parking requirements as would
otherwise apply to that use were it located in the Commercial or Manufacturing-Industrial District.

(4) Special permit uses shall be subject to the provision of reasonably adequate and appropriate parking as
required by § 278-7D(3)(g).

(5) Size of parking spaces. Each parking space shall be a minimum of 10 feet in width and 18 feet in length or,
at the discretion of the Design Review Board, a minimum of nine feet in width and 20 feet in length.

(6) On-site circulation. All parking, loading and necessary circulation is to be accommodated on site. All
parking spaces and loading berths shall be accessed by adequate driveways and turnarounds. Stacked
parking and the use of public rights-of-way for immediate access to parking and loading is expressly not
permitted.

(7) Driveways and turnarounds. Aisles between rows of parking shall be no less than 24 feet wide. Minimum
driveway width shall be 10 feet in width for one-way traffic and 20 feet in width for two-way traffic. All
uses in the Limited Office District, together with all noncommercial special permit uses, shall be exempt
from this requirement.

(8) Parking on separate properties. Parking requirements for one piece of property may be satisfied by
providing equivalent parking space on adjacent or neighboring property within 600 feet, as long as both
pieces of property are in identical ownership.
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(9) Handicapped parking.

(a) The number of handicapped parking spaces in each parking lot shall be in accordance with the
following table:

Total Spaces on Lot Handicapped Spaces

1to 25 1

26to 50 2

51to 75 3

76 to 100 4

101 to 150 5

151 to 200 6

201 to 300 7

301 to 400 8

401 to 500 9

501 to 1,000 2% of total

Over 1,000 20, plus 1% over 1,000

(b) A shopping center or facility having at least five separate retail stores and at least 20 off-street

parking spaces shall have a minimum of 5% of such parking spaces for the handicapped or 10
spaces, whichever is less.

(10) Exemptions. A bulk fuel storage tank shall not be deemed a structure for the purposes of this section.

C.  Commercial District and Core Commercial District. Where the application of the following requirements
results in a fractional number, the required number of spaces will be rounded off to the next highest number.
Wherever the parking requirement is based on the number of seats, a seating plan is required to be
submitted in connection with any application for a building permit for such premises.

(1) The following requirements shall apply for restaurants, bars, nightclubs, discos, dance halls and
places of public assembly:

(a) Restaurants: one parking space per three seats, plus one parking space per employee.

(b) Bars, nightclubs, discos and dance halls: two parking spaces per three seats, Plus one parking
space per employee.

(c) Places of public assembly: one parking space per three seats, plus parking space per

employee.
(2) Apartments: two parking spaces per apartment.
(3) All other uses permitted in the Commercial District and Core Commercial District shall provide
one parking space for each 200 square feet of gross floor area and-twe-additional-spacesforeach
\ditional uni afined.

D. Manufacturing-Industrial District.

(1) All uses permitted in the Manufacturing-Industrial District which are also permitted in the
Commercial District shall follow the parking requirements for the Commercial District.

(2) All uses permitted exclusively in the Manufacturing-Industrial District shall provide one parking
space per each 300 square feet of gross floor area and one loading berth per each 10,000 square
feet of gross floor area, except for repair garages, which shall provide one parking space per each
200 square feet of gross floor area.

(3) Mixed uses, where one or more element of an enterprise is devoted to a use permitted in the
Commercial and Core Commercial Districts and one or more element is devoted to a use
permitted solely in the Manufacturing-Industrial District, shall provide the number of parking
spaces commensurate with the percentage of gross floor area devoted to each use, except that if
any portion of a building is used for retail sales, one parking space for each 200 square feet of
gross floor area shall be provided.

(4) Notwithstanding any other provision of the Code of the Village of East Hampton to the
contrary, for any mixed use located within five hundred (500) feet of a public mass
transportation facility which contains workforce housing, no parking requirement shall be
imposed for any gross floor area devoted to the workforce housing.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS ON:

Introductory #16-2021 (Ch. 278; Zoning - definition of non-conforming buildings, structure, uses)

Introductory #17-2021 (Ch. 278; Zoning - GFA)

Introductory #18-2021 (Ch. 278; Zoning - handrails)

Introductory #19-2021 (Ch. 278; Zoning - accessory dwelling unit)

Introductory #20-2021 (Ch. 278; Zoning - elevated walkways/accessways - access to the beach)

Introductory #21-2021 (Ch. 104; Code Enforcement - increase permit fee for work done prior to permit issuance)
Introductory #22-2021 (Ch.278; Zoning - waiver of parking requirements for workforce housing)

From: Donald Weiss <donaldweiss@gmail.com> Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 10:16 PM
To: June Lester JLester@easthamptonvillage.org Subject: Proposed Zoning Change

As a residents of the Village for over 28 years, we are strongly in favor of the proposed change in the code.
Unfortunately, we will be in Dallas, TX for the hearing date but would very much like to have our support of the
proposed change recognized. We have 2.0 acres which is a good sized property with much greenery which is
beautifully maintained. Our house is a sprawling ranch house that is aesthetically pleasing, but under the
onerous code changes that were made in 2015, we could not so much as add a simple screened in porch to our
property. In this day and age of Covid many of us desire to eat outside and this would enable us to make a
simple small addition that was well under the previous code that existed, and we had always planned to do so
until the unfair restrictions were implemented in 2015.

Our community has always been beautiful. 1t was before these onerous code restrictions and it will remain so.
Please do the right thing and allow us to improve our properties as we had always believed we could for many,
many years. This code change will benefit the residents and not hurt the look of our Village in any way. We
love our Village and will respect it with any code.  Thank you.

Don and Alison Weiss, 267 Georgica Rd.

From: Robert Theiss <rmtheiss@icloud.com> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 6:54 PM
To: June Lester <JLester@easthamptonvillage.org> Subject: Proposed Code Changes

Just wanted to send this brief note of support for the code changes that have been proposed. They make sense to
me as a proper course of action to balance the nature of our village while also allowing homeowners some
prudent flexibility.

From: Marc Spilker <marc.spilker@gmail.com> _ Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 7:41 PM
To: June Lester <JLester@easthamptonvillage.org> Subject: | am a long time resident of E.H. Village

Just sending you a quick note to at that | support the New EHV Code Proposals.
Thank you very much  Marc-

From: d linz <doronlinz@yahoo.com> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:46 PM
To: June Lester JLester@easthamptonvillage.org Subject: Aug. 20, 2021 Meeting of Board of
Trustees EHV.

To the East Hampton Village Board; (c/o Deputy Clerk-June Lester)

| am writing as an East Hampton Village Homeowner to express my support for the proposed changes to the EH
Village code. Unfortunately, | cannot participate at the hearing itself but i hope this letter will serve to
demonstrate my support for proposed changes (clarifications & improvements) that affect village homeowners in
regard to issues affecting;

a- the permitting of ADU's on larger pieces of property

b- making consistent the maximum GFA for primary residences for differing lot sizes

c- maximum allowable total coverage for all structures.

Thank you Doron Linz (917)576-0206
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From: Sean Mahoney <smahoney@longwallgroup.com> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 5:49 PM
To: June Lester JLester@easthamptonvillage.org Subject: Note to EH Village Board re

Proposed Code Changes

Dear East Hampton Village Board,

My family have been residents of the Village for over 21 years at the same property. We strongly support the
proposed Code changes recently initiated by Village Board leadership. | had hoped to attend the hearing
tomorrow in person, but unfortunately | have a work-related matter tomorrow that will prevent me from
attending, so | wanted to register our support in writing.

Our property is approximately 5 acres in size with a very private location — far from the nearest road and with
substantial spacing from the nearest neighbors. When we purchased the property in 2000, we had hoped that
we would be able to make reasonable improvements as our family’s needs changed over time. This has proven
very relevant for us because one of our children (now 19 years old) has severe special needs and for many years
has required the help of support staff who work closely with her and our family 7 days a week.

Sixteen years ago, before our daughter’s longer-term needs had become fully clear to us, we built a reasonably
sized family house. Unfortunately, as our daughter’s needs grew over time, we learned that our home cannot
realistically accommodate our hosting either our daughter’s caretakers or any family guests — mainly due to
number/layout of bedrooms and to the importance of maintaining a quiet, low-activity home setting for our
daughter. As a result, for years, we have been paying substantial hotel costs so that our daughter’s caretakers
have a place to stay nearby while they work with her. Similarly, for years, we have been unable to invite family or
friends to spend a weekend with us at our property. Despite our property’s large acreage and very private
location, the current Code has offered no realistic way for us as private homeowners to reasonably adapt our
property to help address these very real family challenges.

Needless to say, our family greatly appreciates the Village Board’s leadership in proposing new Code
improvements (particularly the accessory-building provision) which will enable Village homeowners to solve for
important family needs. As homeowners, we felt that the 2015 Code amendments were overly restrictive and
complex -- these proposed changes clearly move the Code to a much more balanced and thoughtful place.

After 21 years as residents, we know that Village homeowners care deeply about keeping the Village a very
special place for our families to live. Thank you for your proactive leadership here and for your recognition that

keeping the Village special also involves enabling Village families to reasonably adapt their properties in line with
their changing family needs.

Sincerely, Sean and Lenore Mahoney

From: Rajesh Alva <raj@rajalva.com> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:18 PM
To: June Lester JLester@easthamptonvillage.org Subject: East Hampton Village Code Changes

Dear June,

| am writing to express my support for the proposed changes to the East Hampton Village Code. | have been a
resident of East Hampton Village for two decades and have watched the previous mayor’s ego, ighorance and
arrogance take over any rational and fair policy decisions in the village of East Hampton. As an owner of multiple
residential properties in the Village, | am strongly in favor of the proposed changes that reverse the hastily
implemented 2015 code revisions. Those changes were against the well thought out Comprehensive Plan and
used hand selected data that made no sense and included justification of their changes by comparing the Village
of East Hampton to Sagaponack and North Haven. Anyone who is lucid and living in the village for any amount of
time knows those are not comparable municipalities to East Hampton Village. | hope that we as a community are
able to go back to reasoned decision making with multiple constituencies involved in all planning and zoning,
similar to what went into the hard work of development of the Comprehensive Plan.

Sincerely, Raj Alva
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From: Jane Buckingham <jane@trendera.com> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:44 PM
To: June Lester JLester@easthamptonvillage.org Subject: EXTERNAL

To whom it may concern,

I'm writing as an EHV homeowner (50 Osborne Lane and 54 Osborne Lane) I'd like to express my strong support
for the proposed changes to the EHV Code. | believe these will be positive changes and helpful to many.

Though | can't be there in person, | am available for thoughts or further questions.

Sincerely,  Jane Buckingham 310.488.3017

From: David Fiszel <Davidf@honeycombam.com> . Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:59 PM
To: June Lester <JLester@easthamptonvillage.org> Subject: East Hampton

Dear Mr. Lester,

| am writing as homeowner of 18 and 10 Lily Pond Lane to express my strong support of the proposed changes to
the East Hampton Village Code. | believe the policy amendments will bring more efficiency to the existing
provisions and processes. | look forward to a more straightforward permitting and variance process which will
allow me to improve and maintain my homes with less difficulty.

Warmly, David Fiszel

From: David Gallo <dgallo201@gmail.com> Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 1:51 AM
To: June Lester <JLester@easthamptonvillage.org> Subject: August 20 meeting on EHV zoning codes

Hi June,

| cannot make the meeting tomorrow, but as a Village homeowner, I'd like to express my support for the
proposed updates to the Village code!

Thanks,  Dave Gallo  Skylight East, LLC (LLC which owns my home)

From: Steven Wisch <stevenwisch@gmail.com> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:37 PM
To: June Lester <JLester@easthamptonvillage.org> Subject: Supporting Proposed Changes to the EHV
Code at the August 20th Public Hearing

Dear East Hampton Village Board c/o the Village Deputy Clerk, June Lester,

I am writing as a resident and homeowner of the Village of East Hampton at 72 Georgica Close Road. | will not be
able to attend the public hearing at 11:00 am tomorrow, but | am writing to strongly support the proposed
changes to the EHV code.

Thank you, Steven Wisch, 72 Georgica Close Road, East Hampton, NY 11937, stevenwisch@gmail.com

From: Donald Mullen <dmullen@pretium.com> Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:38 AM
To: June Lester JLester@easthamptonvillage.org Subject: East Hampton Homeowner Support

To the East Hampton Village Board,

| have been an East Hampton Village homeowner since 2001 and prior to the village, in the town since 1991.
The taking of my rights from the prior board is unconscionable.

| fully support the restoring of the rights | had when | bought the property.

Sincerely, Don Mullen
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From: Josh Resnick <josh@jerichocap.com> Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 11:27 AM
To: June Lester <lLester@easthamptonvillage.org> Subject: East Hampton Village Code
Dear June,

| am writing this letter to support the proposed changes in the East Hampton Village Code. | have been a resident of East
Hampton Village since 2007 on 61 David’s Lane and am currently developing a property on 7 West End Road. While going
through the building process, | have experienced first hand the arbitrary nature of the rules that were instituted in 2015. My
property is 3.6 acres on West End Road and the coverage constraints and accessory structure limitations in the current rules
make little sense in the context of the overall property that | am attempting to develop. A return to the previous rules that
made the Village so beautiful would be a welcome progression for me, other homeowners and property values.

Please feel free to contact me at (631) 324-5902 with any questions.

Warm regards, Josh Resnick

Testimony of Joseph B. Rose to the Village of East Hampton Board of Trustees
re #16-2021, #17-2021, #18-2021, #19-2021, #20-21, #20-22
August 20, 2021

Good morning Mayor Larsen and members of the Village Board of Trustees. My
name is Joseph B. Rose and | am here to submit testimony regarding the proposed
land use modifications to the Village Code.

I'am a lifelong resident of the Village, | was married here, my children were raised
here and 1 am a homeowner in the Village as are my parents, brother, sister, and a
large extended family of many generations. We all love East Hampton.

In addition to my personal attachment to the Village, I have a professional
background relevant to today’s deliberations: | served for a decade as the Chairman
of the City Planning Commission of the City of New York and as Director of the city's
Department of City Planning. | have served as chairman of the Community Planning
Board for Midtown Manhattan--among other roles the conduit for public
participation in the land use process—and also as a board member of the Hudson
River Park Trust and what is now the Group for The East End. I currently sit on the
board of the Urban Land Institute, the Dean’s Council of the Yale Architecture
School, and the Village of East Hampton Zoning Board of Appeals. | have worked for
decades as a real estate developer with experience in a wide variety of project types.

East Hampton Village is nearly400 years old and is by everyone’s acknowledgement
among the most beautiful and environmentally distinctive communities in the
nation. People come from all over the world to enjoy this extraordinary place and
that it retains its distinctive character is amazing. We all owe a great debt to
preceding generations who took such good care of the Village. Certainly, as we
approach changes to our land use regulations we would do well to adhere to the
Hippocratic Oath’s admonition: “First, Do no harm...”

While the Village is wonderful place, it is also true that our land use regulatory
regime is a mess. In my brief stint on the ZBA I have witnessed the impact of
confusing regulations, inconsistent enforcement, cynical disregard of the law, and
frayed confidence in the integrity of the system. This can only result in unnecessary
tension and conflict among neighbors. I applaud you Mr. Mayor and the rest of the
Board for your willingness to tackle some of these issues and | appear today to put
my shoulder to the wheel to try to help in your deliberative process.

The matters you are considering are complex and a few core principles are worth
keeping in mind: a) the Law of Unintended Consequences which dictates that
whether or not you achieve your stated goals you will certainly generate other
impacts not contemplated, b) the irrelevance of nominal fines for regulatory
violations in a context of virtually unlimited wealth, c) the legal requirement for
careful study and analysis of actions which might cause significant impact, and d)
the benefits of deliberation and incremental steps when confronting change.

(J. Rose’s comments continue on next page)
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Here are my comments with regard to the particular items under consideration:

1.

#16-2021, This amendment regarding alterations and repairs to non-
conforming buildings containing conforming uses makes good sense as long
as it does not apply to use changes, especially those being proposed under
#19-2021. Taken together and with the kind of interpretive gymnastics we
have seen, these provisions could cause problems with non-conforming
structures not now used for residential purposes. For example, converting or
altering a non-conforming garage to an accessory residential use should be
explicitly prohibited within the text of this amendment. Also, the law should
specifically forbid changes to a non-conforming building or structure that
would increase the amount of that structure’s floor area that lies within a
required setback area. As currently written, the proposed law is ambiguous
on this point.

#17-2021, This amendment is appropriate and important. The amendment
previously adopted that imposed increased restrictions on large lots made no
sense, was based on poor research and reasoning and was rushed through
the approval process without needed environmental analysis. Consistent and
fair treatment of with regard to GFA and Coverage is important.

#18-2021, This proposal is problematic. The obvious consequence of this
change would be to encourage construction or conversion of flat-roofed
homes to include outdoor rooftop entertaining spaces. Not only is such a
building type largely incompatible with the architecture and regulatory
intent of the most of the Village, rooftop entertaining spaces will likely lead to
quality of life issues and conflict between neighbors.

#19-2021, While important and worth considering over time, this proposal
to permit accessory residential structures on lots over 40,000 sq ft needs
more study and rigorous environmental analysis. This is in fact a radical
change to the current land use regulations and could dramatically increase
intensity of land use and population density, impacts on neighboring
properties, Village traffic, etc. We need to understand how many properties
are likely to be eligible for this kind of expansion and how it could impact
community character throughout the neighborhoods of the Village. The
restrictions on who can use the new structures are virtually unenforceable
and put too much responsibility on an already overtaxed Village Code
Enforcement team.

#20-2020, This is another much-needed modification and as with #17 makes
great sense. However, exempting walkways over dunes seems unwarranted.
Dunes are among the most fragile and sensitive natural resources and we
should not be doing anything that encourages construction that could
jeopardize them.

#20-2021, 1 applaud the effort to acknowledge that building permit
obligations are often overlooked, but doubling the fees as a strategy is
meaningless to transgressors for whom the fees are inconsequential. People
should not be commencing construction without permits and we should not
be selling indulgences to those who do.

20-2022, This amendment regarding parking requirements seems to make
sense except for provision D 4) regarding workforce housing and mass
transit. There is currently no mass transit in East Hampton, train service is
intermittent at best. Until conditions change, such modifications to parking
requirements for workforce housing proposals should be considered on a
case by case basis pursuant to a Special Permit process which requires a
rigorous analysis of appropriate parking requirements on specific sites.
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

241 PANTIGO ROAD
EAST HAMPTON, NEW YORK 11937

BRIAN E. MATTHEWS TELEPHONE (631)324-5%05
DAVID M KIRST FAX (631)324-5981
ALICE COOLEY

DEBORAH CHORON

August 19, 2021
VIA HAND DELIVERY
Mayor Larsen
Board of Trustees
East Hampton Village
86 Main Street
East Hampton, NY 11937

Re: Proposed Legislation Amendments
Dear Mayor Larsen and Trustees:

This office represents 13 Sarah’s Way, LLC, the owner of 13 Sarah's Way. The purposc
of this letter is to express our support for the proposed amendments to Chapter 278 of the East
Hampton Village Zoning Code, particularly with respect to the changes to the gross floor area and
coverage calculations and the addition to the code of a provision regarding Accessory Dwelling
Units.

With regard to the return to the pre-2015 changes to the gross floor arca calculation, we
belicve that these changes are fair and modest. Allowing a property owner to make use of a larger
property is appropriate and not detrimental. The intention of the 2015 reduction in gross floor arca
for larger lots was unfairly restrictive on large lot owners, virtually sterilizing their ability to use a
portion of their property, and this Board is wise to reverse course. An owner of a large lot should
proportionally be able to make usc of that larger property.

The present environmental restrictions that the Village has in place will ensure that natural
featurcs are protected. Furthermore, with new energy cfficiency codes and nitrogen reducing
sanitary systems, new buildings are greener than those that came before.

Similarly, the proposed pre-2015 coverage limitations are a welcome change that will not
result in a negative environmental impact. These changes are modest and allow homeowners to
have functional use of the property without causing any harm to their neighbors. The zoning board
agenda has been clogged with minor coverage variance requests since the 2015 amendment, and
those requests are most often granted. This suggests that the requests are inherently reasonable and
the 2015 rollback was a mistake.

With regard to the addition of an Accessory Dwelling Unit, we believe this change is a
much-needed amenity in the Village and one that large properties can support. With the required
installation of nitrogen-reducing sanitary system, this modest increase in density will not have an
undesirable effect on the neighborhood, groundwater or the environment. Rather, it will allow the
elderly, the infirmed, parents and grandparents of young children to comfortably retain the care
and support they require on their own properties with dignity and privacy. It will allow parents and
grandparents to offer a place for their children or other struggling family members a place to live
on their property while the cost of living on the east end is out of reach for so many. It will allow
property owners to offer living space to much-needed employees, who may not otherwise be able
to afford to live in the arca, which would aid in retaining valued employees and likely lessen traffic
burdens. In short, it is a real solution to address the problems that Village residents face now.

As such, we fully support these code amendments.
As always, we thank the Board and appreciate the Board's efforts in making the Village a

better place for its residents.

Very truly yours,
A Ew
ALICE COOLEY

AUGUST 20, 2021
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ANDREW E. GOLDSTEIN
87 JERICHO ROAD
EAST HAMPTON, NEW YORK 11937

August 16, 2021

BY E-MAIL

Mayor Jerry Larsen

Deputy Mayor/Trustee Christopher Minardi
Trustee Rosemary G. Brown

Trustee Arthur S. Graham

Trustce Sandra Melendez

Village Hall

86 Main Street

East Hampton, New York 11937

Re: Introductory Law ##17-2021 and 20-2021
Dear Mayor Larsen and Members of the Village Board of Trustees:

[ reside in the Village of East Hampton and write to urge the enactment of the above
referenced proposed legislation (the “Proposed 2021 Amendments”). The Proposed 2021
Amendments will roll back the 2015 amendments to the Village Code (the “2015 Amendments”)
which altered the then-prevailing Code with regard to principal residence gross floor area
(“GFA™), accessory building GFA and lot coverage on parcels in excess of 40,000 square feet (so-
called “large lots™).

Importantly, a majority of the Village’s residential properties are large lots. The added
restrictions introduced by the 2015 Amendments have therefore have had a very broad negative
impact, directly impairing the ability of most Village property owners to reasonably adapt the use
of their properties to the changing needs of their families. Prior to the 2015 Amendments, the
Code provisions governing large lots were squarcly grounded in the extensive work done in
creating the Village’s Comprchensive Plan, which was adopted in 2002 afier careful consideration,
cxtensive specialist input, and thorough public discussion. In contrast to the Comprehensive Plan,
as will be discussed below, the 2015 Amendments were based on a flimsy analytical and
cvidentiary foundation and were adopted with minimal public input.

The Proposed 2021 Amendments are necessary to reverse the unwarranted policy detour
reflected in the 2015 Amendments and to restore key Code provisions back into alignment with
the intent, spirit and sound foundation of the Village’s most relevant guiding document, the
Comprehensive Plan.

It is important to emphasize that the Proposed 2021 Amendments do not introduce any
radical new policies. It is exactly the opposite: these amendments will restore the Village Code’s
policies governing large lots to the more balanced, reasonable provisions that prevailed tollowing
the adoption of the Comprchensive Plan in 2002 and which served the Village and its residents
very well tor thirteen years. In the context of these well-considered prior Village policies, it is the
2015 Amendments that actually represent the sharp departure. The Proposed 2021 Amendments
simply aim to restore Code policies on large lots to the reasonable track they occupied prior to
those 2015 actions. To provide more context, it is helpful to review the extensive development
process underlying the Comprchensive Plan and, in contrast, the limited process steps underlying
the 2015 Amendments.

The Comprehensive Plan was adopted on February 15, 2002. It was the result of work by
the Planning Board, the Board of Trustees, two planning consultants, onc environmental
engineering consultant, and the 21-member Comprehensive Plan Citizens Advisory Committee; it
relied on an original and revised Environmental Assessment Form, a Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement, input from three community forums and meetings with interest groups, several
formal public hearings, and numerous separatec reports and studics. In contrast, the 2015
Amendments were based on an eight page report prepared by the Planning and Zoning Committee,
with no public participation.

As it relates to GFA and lot coverage, the most important of the studies underlying the
Comprehensive Plan was one prepared by Gene E. Cross, entitled “Lot Coverage and Maximum
Building Size in the Village of East Hampton, East Hampton, NY (Prepared for the Village of East
Hampton),” referred to hereinafter as the “Cross Report.” Cross was the Planning Consultant for
the Planning Board and Zoning Board of Appeals. He studied all of the residential lots in the
Village, and noted that, at the time, there were no constraints on the sizes of principal dwellings
and examined how percentage limits would functions for various lot sizes. Cross recommended a
limit on residence size of 10% of the lot area plus 1200 square feet, and a limit on lot coverage of
25%. 1 have enclosed a copy of the Cross Report with this memorandum.

(A. Goldstein’s comments continue on next page)
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The Comprehensive Plan divided the Village into 22 distinct ncighborhoods' in order to
better understand the differing character of each neighborhood; it recognized that there was a
difference between the residential style of homes built for year-round residents, and those built as
second homes. It examined the “Residential Development Potential,” and summarized the number
of residential units that might be added. In a section that discussed planning actions with the goal
of neighborhood preservation, one issue was identified and discussed? that bears dircctly on the
amendments to the Code that we urge you to consider:

Issue 2. Compatible scale of new development and redevelopment in
residential neighborhoods

Issue Overview

The Village's residential neighborhoods vary in terms of the
scale and relationship of buildings to one another and to the street.
Some are characterized by small homes on small lots that front
directly on the street, each set back uniformly beneath a canopy of
mature street trees. In contrast, others are characterized by large

! Comprehensive Plan of the Village of East Hampton (the “Comp. ["lan") ot 19-31.

2 MFneae Dlamne 11£ 119

homes on large lots, shielded from view from the street and from
neighbors by heavy residential landscaping.

As new deveclopment or redevclopment of residential
properties occurs in the Village, it is important to ensure that such
development is compatible with the character of the existing
neighborhood in which it occurs. The Village currently
accomplishes this by limiting the maximum gross floor area for
homes to 12 percent of the lot area plus 1,200 square feet, or 20,400
square feet, whichever is less. It also limits total coverage of the
residential lot. Despite these limitations, there is concern that the
current regulations do not protect local character, For example, they
do not address the relationship ot the permitted building size to the
size of buildings on adjacent properties or on a street in general.
Furthermore, there is no limit on the size of garages, nor is there a
limit on the number of accessory structures. Consequently, it is
possible for a property owner to intensify the use of a property by
building accessory structures and buildings that cumulatively can be
very out of character with the adjacent neighborhood.

In order to address this issue, the Comprehensive Plan proposed a series of specific
actions, NP-2, NP-3, NP-4, NP-$ and NP-6,® which either followed or were more restrictive than
the reccommendations made in the Cross Report. As relevant here, they were as follows:

Action NP2 - Revise existing limitations on gross floor area to

accomplish more compatible residential development and
redevelopment

The Village should consider further limitation to the gross
floor area and coverage so that new residential development is more
responsive to and compatible with the scale of existing development
in the neighborhood in which it occurs. To more accurately reflect
the total amount of development on a single property, the Village
should adjust how gross floor arca is calculated. This adjustment
should require that maximum gross floor area include the area of the
principal residence as well as the area of all accessory buildings.

The Village should also consider further limiting the
maximum gross floor areas and coverage for residences.
Consideration should be given to reducing the presently permitted
maximum gross floor arca as follows;

the maximum gross floor area for single-family residences
shall be 10 percent of the lot area plus 1,000 square feet

the maximum gross floor area for all accessory structures
shall be 2 percent of the lot area plus 200 square feet

* Comp. Planat 117-118.

(A. Goldstein’s comments continue on next page)
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Consideration should also be given to reducing the total
maximum gross floor arca from 20,400 square feet to a smaller
numbcr that 1s more in character with adjacent residences in the
neighborhoods.

Action NP3 - Consider additional limits on accessory structures and
buildings

The Village should consider a number of additional limits on
accessory structures and buildings, including:

a cap on total maximum gross floor area of
accessory buildings

a cap on maximum gross floor area of an individual
accessory building

a numerical cap on the number of accessory structures
limits on the number of floors and on basements in

accessory buildings

clarification of limitations on ¢xtcrior and interior
bathrooms in accessory buildings

The Comprehensive Plan did not recommend or adopt any other proposed changes to the
Village Code’s area restrictions for the purposc of preserving the character of residential
neighborhoods.

In 2002, the Village Board adopted changes to the Village Code to implement actions
NP-2 and NP-3 (as well as the other planning actions contained in the Comprehensive Plan)
(collectively, the “2002 Laws™). At that time , the Village Code was amended to provide that
“The maximum gross floor arca for one-family and two-family detached dwellings, as permitted
in all residential districts, shall be 10% of the lot area plus 1,000 square feet, or 20,000 square
feet, whichever is less.” Also adopted was an overall lot coverage restriction tor residential
zones of 20% of the lot arca plus 500 square feet and an accessory building GFA limit of 2% of
lot area plus 200 square feet.

As noted above, the 2015 Amendments resulted from a process which fell far short of the
data driven process which was at the heart of the Comprehensive Plan and were justified by two
erroncous conclusions that are contained in The Statement of Legislative Purpose and Intent for
each of the 2015 Amendments.

The Statement of Legislative Purpose and Intent for each of the 2015 Amendments states
that the numeric formulas contained in the 2002 Laws were deficient because they “extended
across the board without study of the impact of the formula on neighborhoods with larger lots.”
This statement is simply untrue. The Cross Report was one of the specific studies done for the
Village by the Planning Board’s Planning Consultant and relied upon in the Comprehensive Plan.
The Cross Report tallied the number of residential lots in various sizes (large lots totaled 973, as
against 939 lots that were less than 40,000 square feet), and then specifically proposed a size limit
of 10% of lot are plus 1,200 squara feet noting that “the suggested maximum size of any residence
is that which would be permitted on a 200,000 sq. f lot or 21,200 sq. ft,” and then demonstrated
how the formula would apply to lots ranging 1n size from 10,000 to 200,000 square feet. Similarly,
the Cross Report noted that its recommendation to adopt a lot coverage limit of 25% was
appropriate “in order to compensate for the broad range of lot sizes which cxist within each
Residence District and to treat properties more equally under the law.” The Cross Report also
analyzed the area that would be available for accessory buildings and structures, again providing
examples that spanned lot sizes from 10,000 to 200,000 square feet with either a one- or two-story
principal dwelling. Thus, far from failing to study the impact of the adopted formula on
neighborhoods with large lots, the Cross Report provided data that extensively detailed the impact
of the proposed formulas on larger lots.

The second justification is that the application of one formula to lots of all sizes does not
reflect the historic pattern of development in the Village, that is, that development on large lots
(greater than an acre) has been proportionately less than development on smaller lots ( less than
an acre). ‘T'his is no more than a truism; 1t applies in any circumstance where a formula measures
permissible development. No matter what formula is used, a house on a large lot will use less of
the parcel proportionately than a housc on a small lot. This goal had already been achicved though
the 2002 Amendments: development using the one-size-fits-all dimensional limits contained in
the 2002 Laws resulted in less development and proportionally less mass on large lots than on
small lots. The usc of this justification for the 2015 Amendments, when the goals of the
Comprehensive Plan were already being met, was fallacious.

The report of the Planning and Zoning Committee which underlies the 2015 Amendments
in no way justifies such a radical zoning change; it is inconsistent in both content and
methudulogy with Cruss Report that supports the Comprehensive Plan. The neighburhoods that
were carefully delineated in the Comprehensive Plan (shown on Map 3 in the Comprehensive
Plan) have not been restudied; instead the committee apparently gathered some data on
approximately 170 lots fronting on selected streets in the Village, less than 20% of the Village’s
large lots examined in the Cross Report. Further, while these surveyed lots are in areas that the

(A. Goldstein’s comments continue on next page)
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committee labeled as “neighborhoods,” these “neighborhoods” do not match the delineated

neighborhoods studied in the Comprehensive Plan. Instead of
where every lot could be counted, the lots in the 2015 study ap
some identical lots included while others were not. The Plann
does not justify the effect that the 2015 Amendments’ sliding
Village. The table below compares permitted principal
the 2015 Amendments, One can sce that as a parcel get

Amendments becomes sharply draconian.

creating proper neighborhoods
pear to be cherry picked with

ing and Zoning Committee report
scale has on the larger lots in the
residence GFA under the 2002 Laws and
s larger, the effect of the 2015

Lot Size GEA under 2002 GFA under 2015 Percentage Decrease
Laws Amendments

40,000 square feet 5,000 square feet 5,000 square feet 0

80.000 square feet 9.000 square feet 7,800 square feet 13.33%

120,000 square feet 13.000 square feet 9.000 square feet 30.76%

160,000 square fect 17,000 square feet 10,200 square feet 40%

Actions beyond the code changes proposed in the Comprehensive Plan and thereafter
enacted can only be justified by the Comprehensive Plan if there is a study that shows a significant
change warranting a departure from the plan, and if they can be shown to advance a specific goal

of the plan. Otherwise, such actions arc invalid, see Osiecki v. Town of Huntington, 170 AD 24
490 (2d Dep't), Iv. den. 78 N.Y.2d 863 (1991); see also, Udell v. Haas, 21 N Y.2d 463 (1968).

Proposed legislation beyond what was studied and proposed as a goal in a Comprehensive Plan
require that the plan first be amended.

Here, the “study” of the Planning and Zoning Committee proposed actions that were
beyond any contemplated Village Code changes adopted in the Comprehensive Plan, and did not
serve to further any goal in the Plan. The “study” also lacked any data that would justify what it
proposed: it did not present data showing any changes in the potential for development or
redevelopment since the 1998 Cross Report, or since the adoption of the Comprehensive Plan in
2002, or since the enactment of the code changes that followed later in 2002 to implement plan
actions NP-2 and NP-3. The “study” instead focused on the potential for additional square feet of
dwelling space, a criterion that was not used to analyze present conditions, predict future

conditions, or identify goals or proposed actions connected with neighborhood preservation in the
Comprehensive Plan.

The 2015 Amendments have no doubt depressed the total number of square feet that have
been added to the Village’s housing stock, but that was not a goal of the Comprehensive Plan. The
only identified goal that has any relationship to what was enacted in 2015 is this single sentence
in the Comprehensive Plan, appearing in Plan Action NP-2, “Considcration should also be given
to reducing the total maximum gross floor area from 20,400 square fect to a smaller number that
is more in character with adjacent residences in the neighborhoods.” But the Planning and
Zoning Committee’s “study” lacked any data to show that this legislation would do anything to
assure that new residential development or redevelopment would by size be more in character with

adjacent residences, or that absent the legislation, homes would be built so large that they would
be “out of character” with adjacent residences.

The public hearing on the 2015 Amendments was well attended and Jasted about two and
one half hours. There were fourteen speakers who spoke in opposition to the measure, many of
whom were Village residents who had purchased their homes in reliance on the zoning then in
place and who have since had to alter their plans for their homes. Charles Voorhis of Nelson Pope
Voorhis, and B. Laing & Associates presented the planning objections to the 2015 Amendments.
Finally, Sulin Carling, of HR & A Advisors, a real estate and economic development consultant,
detailed the significant potential economic impact that could ensuc from the passage of the
legislation, estimating a loss of potential construction spending of between $651 million and $929
million and spinoff spending, catalyzed by construction spending, of a like amount, for a tota)
potential economic impact of between $1.3 billion and $1.9 billion. She also estimated the likely
loss of “full time equivalent” construction Jobs at between 5,000 and 7,000 a year. The economic
analysis also dcalt with the loss of potential additional annual tax revenues, which were estimated
at $3 million for the Village (15% of the 2015 budget) and $8 million for the Town of East
Hampton (about 24% of the 2015 budget). Overarching the economic analysis was the emphasis
that the numbers presented were conservative estimates which were likely to be increased with the
availability of additional data. Tellingly, the Village Board asked not one question of the
homeowners and experts. I ask that the record of this public hearing be incorporated by reference
into the public hearing on the Proposed 2021 Amendments.

The 2015 Amendments were not justificd by any cvidence that continued adherence to the
2002 Amendments would create any undesirable change in the neighborhoods of the Village’s

large lots. The Village Code should be amended to restore the balanced, reasonable policies for
large lots that are consistent with the spirit and intent of the Comprehensive Plan.

Yours truly,

s

~—

Andrew E. Goldstcin

®
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the Village

Preservation

Society of East Hampton

Board of Trustees

Village of East Hampton
Village Hall

86 Main St

East Hampton, NY 11937

20 August 2021
Re: Introductory #17 — 2021; Intreductory #18 — 2021; Introductory #18 -

2021; Introductory #20 — 2021; Introductory #21 — 2021; and Introductory #22
- 2021

Dear Mayor Larsen and Village Trustees,

The Village Preservation Society of East Hampton (VPS) is a non-for-profit
member-based crganization. the mission of which is to preserve historic
structures, quality of life and neighborhood character in the Village of East
Hampton and its surrounds.

Our concerns regarding the above mentioned proposed regulations are
based on the established. codified tenets of the Comprehensive Plan and
long held planning principles that have helped to preserve the historic.
neighborhood character of the Village. The Comprehensive Plan and these
planning principles also helped to preserve the broader community, by
valuing individual neighborhoods and their particular pattern of development
as contributions to that character.

Our primary issue is the lack of process by which these proposals have been
suggested. The codified goals of the Comprehensive Plan, and Commercial
Districts Study, itemize in detail the process by which changes to the Village
Code should be conducted. No study has been offered that demonstrates a
need for these changes.

We request that a maximum width of 4 ft for the proposed walkways over
dunes be incorporated to eliminate the risk that decks may be built as part of
walkways on the dunes.

We request that the minimum lot size for Accessory Dwelling Units be raised
to 80.000 sq ft. The proposed changes in gross floor area and coverage
appear 10 accommadate the Accessory Dweling Unit proposal and should be
considared togother The Comprehensve Plan specifically recommands that
accessory puildings on residential lots be dinvnshed in size

The proposed Jegisiation has seme errors in language that need cerrection
For example, there is no term ‘ground fioor area’. It should o= gress floor
area Addibonally, could you please provide a definition for ‘'mass transit hud’
and ‘workforce housing'.

We strongly supoon workforce housing in the willage. The need 15 obvious
and great However, we request eimination of the proposed exemption from
paring t¢ encourage transit-orientad developrnent There is already a
parking doficit of at least 2000 spaces in the Village commercial core and no
meaningful pubic transponation exists 1o provide commutation eptions tor a
transt onented development project. Parking must be provided oy the
developer

Everyone kving i this community needs a car to get te and from work,
school, etc. A parking oxamption for a housing development will push these
spaces of! the develepar's land and onto neighboring residential streets
We'd like to recommend coordinating with the Tewn's Housing Authority as
that erganzation has cverseen workforce anc affordable housing
cevelepment on lots in the Town. that prowide parking, that could te
instructive

Wae attach for your reference the gea's of the Comprehensive Plan and the
regulatons of SECQR for segmentation

Most sncerely,

P i ~ H

,/‘ l' ;L :/ - .‘-\if':,l.’l\_)_,'v‘,,".\ A4y ‘,Ll,l,g({ \4,'“

{ fddaes T L CYOT ) \ % e \

7 . 4

< Jean D. Osoorne Kathleen Cunningham”
President Executive Director

(Village Preservation Society’s comments/attachments follow)

AUGUST 20, 2021
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12.0 PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Ihe Village of East Hampton Comprehensive Plan recommends that the
Village undertake a variety of actions. Thess vary i terms of the type of
e and the priority for implermentation. Tha tabie on the folowing pages
ity 3l of the Recommended Actions pesentied in Sections 4 through 11
ove. Esch is catagorized as 1o the type of action and its implementation
proaty.

TYPES OF ACTIONS

ALvens genecally fal into two broad Categores: thoswe relatng to the Village
Cocs end thoss relstng o Vitege Administrative Pelicy and Management.
Wihin each category the actions are further broken down nio several
subcstegeries, as foliows:

“illzz5 Code Actions that Commit the Village:

- Tomahmwmmpmm%smes
Mmﬁmormcm. e intent € o
henhten awerensss of the mportance of specific Code orovisions
to the quadty of ¥e and 10 the future of the Viage

7o amend the Code in specific areas. The term *amand” in this,
conmiet means that the Vedzoe wil st in & tmely manner o make
the spacrdically dentifiad changes

. Toconsldumadngmmdelnmedﬂtm. The term
“eorzider” i this context means that (he Village vl further study
cemmunity support for 3 Code amendment, the passible mannar in
viich the desred protection or change could de accomplishad in the
Code, and the logal pracadent for the amendment  under
consideratinn

Vilage Administrative Policy and Manigsrmant Actlans thut Cammit
Q2 Viiage:

‘Yo implement a genersl operating policy. Such palicias will
guide the day-to-dey decaion-making of the Village in these areas.
For example, an acton stating that the Village will “minmize stree:
Te3iments that detract from Village character (Acton NPI0)* will
“fluanca routine decision-making i 2 numbder of areas

YA'age of Last Mympeen Comprenenavwe Man
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To enforce exizting regulations.  The mitent is 1o teighten
anateness of the roortance of enforcement in specilic areas (o the
quality of ke and to the future of the Village

To monitor conditions. These scuioas will enable the Wilege o
document cendibons and brtter inform 15 decision-makng protess

To complete further study or to prepare a specific plen. Thuse
stons dently ares that requee detsiled troatments i order i
3C0ress the wentilied ssues

T2 continue to implement current menagement practicss. The
Intent i to sugpeet e Village's current practices and (s approach 10
Managng s rescurces

7o implement nevws mansgement practices. These 3re achios
where the Vifage will €hanga 20 eustng practce o imlement &
nNow praclice (o betier manage its rescurces. Often these changes
wil ot &y & result of further study o {ollowing compizbon of 2
specdic plan (As 3 result for come acticas thare will be mere than
one entry on a hre that deicrbes the types of action needed for
implamentation )

To communicate with the community and the Towm. Tnese
sctions nckide preparaton of information brochures, publishing
nfomation in kecsl newspapers, working drectly with specic
landowners for specitc pupones (foe campla - thowe wihinse
properties border wetlands), etc.

IMPLEMENTATION PRIORITIES

impementaton Prontes are also presented 0 the foloving table for eath
recommended acven, as follows,

Already Ongoing - inciuding acticrs that are alresdy being
implemented

Immadiate - ncluding actions that should be undertaken within the

Pt yeod

Short-Term - ndudng acters that shoudd be undartaken within
the next two to fve yuérs

Long-Term - including achieas that should be undertaken ome
tine n the naxt ten years

200 l PNIoe of Caw Hampdon Canovansm s Wyn
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T PLAN NAPLEMENTATION

VILLAGE OF EAST HAMPTON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
Action Summary and implementation Priorities

r -
! |
E RECOMNMENDED ACTION VILLAGE CODE VILLAGE ADIAINISTRATION ’
{ ]
| Eaplementation Priority . ) : . s
{ g 5 i, ; 3 § eys | S} b i

oo |HH B B

' Crgarg @ Immedate O 1.0 u Iewg sr ) 28 |8 3 g g g : o8 |

e 1

| HEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION ; f ;
CIMPT RetaEn ewstng residential Mergdidrivtsand |

eaed 3603 requirements in Chanter ST of the | 1 L . l

Vilage Code ! i ’

APZ Revse existing lmitations on gross floor ereato | | f' !

‘ accomplsh mere compatible resgential | T B 1 !

! cevelopmant and redneloprent i i
WEE S Corsider a0atond bmits en aztesany stnactures f
: 2 buikdings 3] @
| A A3nGIN lnstions on the height of phmany ,, !
- $RINes Ana considzr kmiting the height of B I |
| Flessary buildngs and structures { |

PS5 Consider use of an “encroachmenn plaee® [ 3 | -
i =Quizton which could vary n degress secoeding ! LI !
wktdn { |

P NPE Tagure sethads that are based upon o 520 " 13 o

NPT Recuire 3l st2 plans and Surveys to show ail l

| TR R Tents W e progerty " B T |
| WG Require ail site plans and Surveys (o shaw all . i

, recuared setbacks and caladatans B 2./ =

LIPS Contnus 1o manIge e VIlage's sireel tress { ™ B 04 !

ATD Work cosperataely with 0wnies of priate “ ) | o o |
IRty Cvtainiog elm treos ] | i
HATT Mo stroet treatments that detract froen i o |

| Viage character e | e | i

| WPI2 Mantan uncbstnated wegetsted borders siong ° ° | I

i FUBHK rights-ci iy | i

NELZ ReGUINE DUale PIOPErty QATRTS 10 femone | 5 ! ‘
COSLUChions in wegetatod bovders gl pubie ! e i | |
sobas-ofenay | { i

LG haunian road shoutdar edges 1o reciuce | { @ l |

LTEVENEsS and ruts i | 3 { !

WS Provhit overliow pking frem commardal pgs ' @ i

. Fite resicential newhborhoeds a ’ ® _ |

S mohivitinstallation of 1Gh1ING o ron-residential t | ;
aloeties has advorsely Impact acjacent 2 ! ' ! |

) rescantsl reighborhoods { ! !

| NPT Prohibat speaal events that imgings on adpcent { ! z

i rexdental propertes B ! i

| HPIE Enforcs exsting neise regulations : ©

i N9 Require landscaged buffers between resdental ! | ’

L And noverescentel uses -...- | _l i L

[
L0 f et Hampinn Camprehansive an l i
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VILLAGE OF EAST HAMPTON COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
Recomimended Action Sumimary end Implomentation Priorities

] . S

| DECOMMENDED ACTION VILLAGE CODE | VILLAGE ADMINISTRATION

e L —.

imgplementation Priority

—

bephewes Nes

M2 AN

Aready Short- Lee-
Y Ongeing B frmedate B Tom, a T:?r?\
120 ‘deray al exstng bUkInegs that corisn remial
oo

1224 tuabish standseds, requrements, aod .
endcecerment peovisons for lccging faalves - n

1P22 Canduct anmal nspections of dl buidings that { '
roude rerts rooere ¢ ! @
NPT Erfoece regs alion pelaineg W rented rocms in {
! dngle-famty homes [ i ;
| P24 Probibit the extension or enlsrgament of ron- o ! | |

Catuar Savent
Miramray
Fuetes
Pasmeran
facvce

Cowdmpr Covent
Foplitan

; Comater N

| bageeione
wgerere &
trivue tateg
Lrg ik ane
Cavpnce
228 Pee

{ Corvrmare
The “an

e

canforming uses wherd roaens afe enled
NPZ5 irgresye the amount of fines for idlaben of
- requlsticns pertuning 1o fenting reeas and @
extension or sriargement of nca-conicerming '
WAt
NP8 Ut lodging froltes verth maee than two quest
! roces o these naw legaly existing e i 8 | ®

WP27 Erforce rGIDONG 3GaINSt GrOUD ManLal;

NPE3 Raguire norrrescentsl uwes in resdensa daincts |
0 cperate so 3 ot to dmirish quaity of Ide for - u n
AHQNDOES few NP S through WP19) | :

P29 NMontar non-resdential propertes n resdentia’ ! |
dstricts oo 3 regubsr baws 20 enmure that they ; B o ! 2
conform to the sistus undet which Dy operate - : !

| NP30 Redefne the gtene for InUsting aCtinn aguingt & { -

property owner for extension of enlargement of 3 ¢ 8 9 &
man-confeemng use i ! i

P21 ProhiDit extenscos of erdargements of pre- ] i
en3trg o non condorming uwes with the Bl S n
intention that the peoperty revert (o its primay - ‘ : |
rescential and cooforming uwe | i { i

P32 Estabish werht bmits for truks on ol Vilsgs | { ] .
sreats ’ . B f S

NP3 rcourmge commaraal v ces on Taoan o f { ; ' i
Vilage busness 10 use primary roeds ruther than | ! i
“wCeO3any residental streets | '

34 Sagressvely enforce Vilage speed dmais i 9 @

| MR35 Protect naghbornhood charatter by imiting talfc | i
15hs to the minimum recuired in accordance , { 4
wath safety desgn standerds | ‘

| W38 Maintain restnctons on dytime and osernight

puhng

MP3T Requue Carees 1o promdds adequate Dtk for

NN COMrUthion on ReNate Bropa iy
NP38 Conmder extendna the quiet hcurs in Chaprer 38
besord the hous from 11 0 pm 16700 am. | | @ a

Li

o

|
|
|
i
|

202 1 g of Fast Mampran Comprebensie Mun
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TP FLAN BOXEMENTATION

VILLAGE OF EAST HARMPTON COMPREHEMSIVE PLAN
Racommended Action Surnmary and Implamentation Priorities

! Bl
RECOMMENDED ACTION - VILLAGE CoDe VILLAGE ADMBISTRATION |
implementation Priority z ] ¢ .!_ i ‘g
. > i
IHIFIERE AR
Akeady . shont- tong- | 24 | E ! i § 25 § g I g 3
© Ongoimg B Immedicte @ " O Tem | 8F | } L33 ﬂf $ H -§5 i
r B 4
| MP3% Limit hours of cperation for construction Créws ? 4} ' ! |
| 124G Establsh imits for the duration of corstnuction to 1 % i
, one bulding permit {1 year) with & potental for m i ! 2] |
i One Se-nanih extension { ! i |
HP4T Consider lmiting the heurs of aperation for ' | !
' professonal landscape crevss m » l *
[ AL Consider bmitations on cutdoor lighting i E m m s '
| Wes3 Cefne “specel events”™ ond indicate *special |
arees of congestion” ! ; ®
| WPAA Establish guidelnes, polices, and proceduros to | ] ;
i Contrel the number of events on each seasonal | o' @ L !
vapikend { |
SLD taableh 3 Speaal Events Manning Committas | i 0]
i | i
| PSS Propane and pubish & cslerder of speaal events 3 | !
| NP frceurage pecal parking and Uarsportaton ! = 4 i
5 MTINGRMRENL 10 ease congestion dunng spacial ! !
! cvents ! 1
~+— , ~
| COMMERCIAL NEEDS | L
LT Pronded expansion of the Viaow's Commercial ! |
'; Dircis . | ¢ { ' |
I €2 Cerdider, where spprogeiate, reduding the extent l ! |
| e Vilage's Commmerunl Datrits = ! L ¢
C Cnadstrict-by-district basss. consider further
‘ imeeng the size of non-rescental buldings in "B f
: 1ha Vilage's sx cormmercial districts 5 , ! ;
L CA Prehitit overflow parong from the coermesdal } ® P |
§ dsingts into residential neighborhands H ‘
L5 Prohisitinstailyion of ightrg n commercia ( '@
@f€as thatl adversely mmpacts resikentis] areas = { ;
[ O3 Prohidit uses and actintisg that impnge on - ® f
! acjacont remdantial properties @ ; ?
L7 Enforoe exeling noise QUIAINS consistent with ® !
i U puipdse and intent of Chapeer 38 of the }
| Vilsge Code
CCE 0 Require landscaped brsfars batwesn non- °
‘ rosnennal 30d residential yses | | ;
€U Under cenain craamsiances. consider recucing { , | |
: pakng requrements for second thoor , a ! | . |
L Sowimarts R i ! )
Vilpe of el Harmpvon Comprenanaive San » 203
{
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L. N ) S
VILLAGZ OF EAST HAMPTON CORPREHENSIVE PLAN
Retommaended Action Summary end implemerdstion Prioritias
i {

TECOMMENOZD ACTION '\ VILAGE COOE WVILLAGE ADMINISTRATION
| rmplernencation Priotity T 1T 1 |« [ - |z
R } .2 £ TR
» i HEIR AL IR A
! read, ort- an i 1 g f é i E | =2
' G anci:{qu s & yem O “l.'cr'?: 3§J i3 £ 51 li i .é Eu!a 3I2 if 33

€10 Cormdder reduong the smperacus cover | ! 1 f | |

lmitabocs Sor dew'oporent propsts (et ovluds | | N |
secorvd Foce anariments } g P ; |
€11 Corwder pormiting 3 imited number of smal- | : , | | |
sesle mUb-lamiy residental dewioprents in the | | . , o :
commarcl ckinas i ! | | !
£17 Estabiish desion guideings for smal-scse mut- | ; | 1 , !
‘amily demicpments i i a { O !
T12 Eveluate the fexzindty of ecurng wastevater { { | | ! !
¢ sposal permits far new housng in the R S B o | f
commercisl gstnes by trarsfeenng desloament | i ! i
Hahts within the Vilsge fame as F28) { ‘ i H
24 Corsoe ternatnes 1 encourage Mausng units | { !
in o of e of e orenevdd dstics tobe | | ‘ oo f
*atfordatie® " | | i

C15  Seek 1o acqure pubin open speae in e f i | ! ! i

comimercial cistrcs , pRobm & | !

C18  Degesse the masimum alowabe (avvags 1o &) | ! i !

prezent v the Core Carmeneray Detngt ond W B &
70 percont in the Commeraal Cutnet and !
Manvfacturing-ndustia’ Disirct { !
CCIT When propertes are redesaoned in U | |
comreeid dstrcl, requre landowmes o | W L
MKOIPOIa% open spaces that peaide Citical i ;
Y N ane m"éﬂ:“- coarsitonn | { |
I8 Adopt srpde and concise detign gualadines foe - | |
COMIMErUE Gawipemnt 8y ! f
| €19 Dawelop ared mgdement streetsoage plies aodd = ! } | =
! deagn guiddines for each comemarcal dsingt 0 I; o | | G|
| €20 Cooronae duslopmint of 3 sveetaps plan for l 0 a o
i tha Noeth Main Svest ares with De Town | | i | !
[ D27 Duauate, desdiog, and mrpiement pans to ¢ ' | o |
; smorowe the appearance and eficency of pubic * l o 1 , o |
| patking faclits 5 [ I
L2 WINOUL COMDIOTISEy SaeTy, cotagn ard Indaw | ] . | » i
‘ 51976 %0 that they are aesthetically pleesing ! ! { i f
: { !
o |
| o { |
| t L l 3
| | s
| | | |
! [ | |

e —————————— - . A —
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What s the Cramcter of the Cammernis Districss Today?

3.0 WHAT IS THE CHARACTER OF
THE COMMERCIAL DISTRICTS
I TODAY?

3.1 INTRODUCTION

The Villaga's six commercal districts encompass appradmataly 60 acres of
lend. Sheepfold - the smallest - ks ony 4.2 aares in dze. The Village Center
- the largest ~ is 21.3 acres in size. In addition theve are 11.6 acres in the
Town of East n - zoned Central Business ~ that directly border the
Vilage's North Main Commercial District and that should be comidenad &
any study of future commerdal land use,

The character of the six commercial districts varies from eres to area, yet they
all share some common conditions.  All currently retain 3 distinctly village
character in terms of scale and size.  There is lttle stdp commercial
developmant typlcal of most American communitics. There are as yet no
rtionz! “big box” chain retalers or superstoces. Ondy 3 few national chains
that typically have small retal stores ~ such as Cosch, Polo, end Banana
Fepublic ~ have feund thelr wey into the Vilage.

Tha following six sections of the Commercial Distdcts Study present a2n
overviow of the exiting conditions and character of 2ach of the commerdial
dsuricts. Some genaral characteristics are presented in Tables 3.1, 3.2, and
2.3 to provide summary and comparative nifcrmation regarding parcel sines,
=BUNg non-resicential floar area (al floors), everage bullding stze, and the
number of residential units.

Existing
Yotal Non- Avarage
Land Average Rezidentinl  Building Reasi-
Commerdal Area Parcel Size  Floor Ama Size dential
Oistrict (acres)  (sqfoat)s 2q foet) fos Units
Village Canter 21.26 9,135 374,000 4918 12
Newtoan Lane 6.25 15,128 52,365 3673 14
Gingerbraad 17.53 27,272 148,355 5968 5
Cove Holiow 7.75 48227 70,050 11842 ¥
Sheepiold 4.15 25,825 34,024 4861 0
MNorth Main
Vilkage 2.3% 12,796 11,704 2661 - 0
Torm 11.57 23,958 NA MNA A
Totad 50.20° 17,600 500,630% £ ik Ay

*  eduding parcels within cnly the Village of East Hampean
*r  Bcuding pulic parking Jots and alleys.

Comvneralal DNstnces Saucy

AUGUST 20, 2021
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Vilage Commarcial
Disinces -~
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Table3.2

Vilege Comeneecial
Digricts -

SUmmary ot Average
Barczl Size, Buiking
Sze, and Business
Units/Parcel

Tabla 3.3

Vilege Commercial
Dstncs -

Summary of Parking
Reguirements and
Perking Provwded

14

Infermation presented in Tables 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 sugoest a numbar of basic

conclusions regardng the

Village's Commercial Districts:

Average parcel sizes are generally small, avereging 0.4 acres -
future construction of large commercial buildings will typlcally
require assembly of more then one parcel of land

Building sizas are also generally small - there are presently only
slx non-residential bulldings in the Village with a gross ﬂoor ares
over 15,000 square foet

Most commaercial buildings are characterized by more than ono
business unit

There are very few rasidential units in the commerdial districts

Based upon the Village's current parking requirements, there is ¢
significont shortfall In the supply of parking In af! of the

commaerclal districts excapt Nerth Main

Aversge
Average Aversge Business
Parcel Size  Building Sizs  Units/Parcel
_Commercie! District ~ (sqfQ)**  (zqfY) (#
“Village Center 9,138 4913 2.70
Wzenomm Lanz 15,125 3,673 1.33
Gingerbread 27,272 5,968 2.71
Cove Hollowe 48,227 11,942 5.14
Sheapiald 25,825 4,851 1.43
Morth Main 12,786 2,661* 0.e8x
All Commercial Districts 17,6607 5,186* 2.75*
° Vilsge only
** Bduie of ind wathin putlic parking kot aod walbways
Parking Spaces
Commercial District Required Provided** 3% Provided
Vilzae Censer 2,743 1.2C6 £43.9%
Newtown Lane 352 188 53.4%
Gingerbread 757 399 52.7%
Cove Hallors 508 373 73.4%
Sheepfold 253 207 31.8%
Neeth Main 109* 122° 111.9%*
Total o 4,720° 2,405° S2a%-
* Wige cay

** Teis susrmary of parking spaces provided nchcios praate parking, padidsg avadabie in pubic

parking Jots, and ca<treat puisle pading.

Commartiy Lo Sty
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Resolutions/Motions:

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve claim vouchers for the month of August.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve as listed: #71, dated 7-30-21 (LOSAP)

#72, dated 7-30-21 (LOSAP — replacement check)

#73, dated 7-30-21 (General Fund #2 — July 2021)

#74, dated 7-30-21 (General Fund - Void Checks)

#1, dated 8-20-21 (General Fund #1-August 2021)

#2, dated 8-20-21 (General Fund — Warrant - August 2021)

#3, dated 8-20-21 (Capital Fund — August 2021)

Upon motion made by Trustee Brown, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve the departmental reports.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Brown and unanimously carried, it was

RESOLVED to adopt negative SEQRA declarations with respect to Introductory #'s 16, 17, 18, 19,20 & 22 of
2021.

Upon motion made Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to adopt Introductory #16-2021 as LOCAL LAW # NINETEEN-2021, amending Ch. 278 to clarify the
definition of nonconforming buildings, structure, uses and lots and permitted enlargements, reconstruction,
structural alterations, restoration or repair of same.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and carried as follows: Mayor
Larsen — Aye, Deputy Mayor Minardi - Aye, Trustee Melendez — Aye, Trustee Brown — Aye, Trustee Graham — No,
it was RESOLVED to adopt Introductory #17-2021 as LOCAL LAW NO. TWENTY-2021, amending Ch. 278 to repeal
certain limitations on permitted gross floor area.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and carried as follows: Mayor
Larsen —Aye, Deputy Mayor Minardi - Aye, Trustee Melendez — Aye, Trustee Brown — Aye, Trustee Graham — No,
it was RESOLVED to adopt Introductory #18-2021 as LOCAL LAW NO. TWENTY-ONE-2021, amending Ch. 278 to
exempt handrails less than 12”inches wide which are required by any N.Y.S. statutes, codes, rules and/or
regulations, from the calculation of height of a structure.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Brown and carried as follows: Mayor Larsen - Aye,
Deputy Mayor Minardi - Aye, Trustee Melendez — Aye, Trustee Brown - No, Trustee Graham — No, it was

RESOLVED to adopt Introductory #19-2021 as LOCAL LAW NO. TWENTY-TWO-2021, amending Ch. 278 to add (e)
Accessory Dwelling Unit.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to adopt Introductory #20-2021 as LOCAL LAW NO. TWENTY-THREE-2021, amending Ch. 278 to exempt
elevated walkways or accessways (including stairways) built by an individual property owner for the purpose of
noncommercial access to the beach, calculation of height of a structure.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to adopt Introductory # 21-2021 as LOCAL LAW NO. TWENTY-FOUR-2021, amending Ch. 104, Code

Enforcement, to increase the permit fee by 100% whenever the work subject to a permit has been started prior to
the issuance of the permit.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and carried as follows: Mayor
Larsen—Aye, Deputy Mayor Minardi - Aye, Trustee Melendez — Aye, Trustee Brown — Aye, Trustee Graham — No
it was RESOLVED to adopt Introductory # 22-2021 as LOCAL LAW NO. TWENTY-FIVE-2021, amending Ch. 278 to
provide a waiver of parking requirements for workforce housing constructed in close proximity to mass
transportation facilities.

7

No motion was made on Introductory #23-2021, a proposed amendment of Ch. 267 (Vehicles & Traffic) to address
parking and traffic flow issues on Fithian Lane. It was tabled.

AUGUST 20, 2021
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Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve 2021-2022 tuition aid payments of $750 for the following six dependent children of village
employees: Cameron Downs, James Foster, Molly Mamay;, Lilia Schaefer, Tia Weiss and Daniel Wilson.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Graham and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to notice to bidders for the crack sealing, seal coating & infrared Patchwork, with the bid opening to
be held at Village Hall, 86 Main Street, East Hampton, New York 11937 on September 14, 2021 at 2:00 p.m.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Graham and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to notice to Bidders for the Herrick Park Design, with the bid opening to be held at Village Hall, 86 Main
Street, East Hampton, New York 11937 on September 15, 2021 at 12:00 pm, noon.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Brown and unanimously carried, it was RESOLVED
to approve the $9,723.81 quote from FAB-TEX to refurbish DPW Truck #19 (1996 International, off City of New
Rochelle Contract #5314, please refer to August 9™ memo from D. Collins)

Upon motion made by Deputy Mayor Minardi, seconded by Trustee Melendez and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve the $10,857.20 purchase of one Stainless Steel Salt Spreader from Suffolk County Brake
Service Sourcewell Contract #080818BPC (as per August 9" memo from David Collins)

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Brown and unanimously carried, it was RESOLVED
to accept $66,075 bid received from Anova Furnishings for trash & recycling receptacles. (August 3™ bid opening -
sole bid rec’d; as per August 6" memo from David Collins)

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Brown and unanimously carried, it was RESOLVED
to approve Rosemar Contracting’s $299,960 quote for the rebuilding and paving of Further Lane between Old
Beach Lane and the Town/Village line. (off Suffolk Co. Contract #MHC093019, as per July 19*" memo from David
Collins)

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Graham and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve the $8,800 purchase and installation of lockers at the Dept of Public Works facility (from
Young Equipment off BOCES Contract # 2020-21-0425, as per July 19" memo from David Collins)

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Graham and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve $ 33,913.76 purchase of one Ventrac Mower/Tractor and the $5,000 purchase of a finish
mower attachment (from Trim-A-Lawn, Sourcewell Contract #031121-TTC-2, as per July 21°* memo from David
Collins)

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Brown and unanimously carried, it was RESOLVED
to accept the resignation of Part-time Paramedic Olivia Michelson, effective retroactively to July 5, 2021.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to employ Sebastiano DeFelice as a 2021 lifeguard at $16.50 hourly.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Trustee Graham and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve the SQL Server Monitoring Service w/G Force Data for the contract period of 9/1/21 —
8/31/22 at the cost of $6,985.00 (as per Chief Tracey’s August 11" memo).

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to adopt Resolution #57-2021, to standardize the purchase of the teak park benches.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to adopt Resolution # 58-2021, to accept and acknowledge the gift of the “Centennial Rock” from Barry
Bistrian of Bistrian Gravel.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was
RESOLVED to approve the disposal of two obsolete (not working) HP Laserjet Enterprise M607 Printers from
Village Hall.

Upon motion made by Trustee Melendez, seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried, it was

RESOLVED to notice to bidders for storm drain cleaning, with the bid opening to be held at Village Hall, 86 Main
Street, East Hampton, New York 11937 on September 14, 2021 at 2:00 p.m.
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Upon motion made by Deputy Mayor Minardi, seconded by Trustee Melendez and unanimously carried, it

was RESOLVED to employ J. P. Amaden IV at $16.50 hourly and Olivia Plansker at $18.50 hourly as a
lifeguards, effective retroactively to August 1, 2021.

With no other business to discuss motion to adjourn the regular meeting was made by Trustee Melendez,

seconded by Deputy Mayor Minardi and unanimously carried at 12:55 p.m., and enter into an executive session
to discuss personnel. '

NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE IS HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Board
of Trustees of the Village
of East Hampton will
hold a Rublic hearing on
the 20" day of August,
2021, at 11:00 a.m. at the
Emergency Services
Building, One Cedar
Street, East Hampton,
New York or via video
conference if necessary, at
which time all persons
interested will be heard
with respect to “A Local
Law amending Chapter
278 (Zoning) noncon-
forming buildings, struc-
tures, uses and lots.
INTRODUCTORY #16-
2021
LOCAL LAW NoO.
/2021
A Local Law amending
Chapter 278 to clarify the
definition of nonconform-
ing buildings, structure,
uses and lots and permit-
ted enlargements, recon-
struction, structural alcer-
ations, restoration or
repair of same.
BE IT ENACTED by

PUBLIC HEARINGS

the Board of Trustees of

the Village of East Hamp-
ton as follows:
SECTION 1. Legislative
Purpose and Intent. This
legislation is intended to
provide for permiteed
enlargements, reconstruc-
tion, structural alter-
ations,
1epair of nonconforming
buildings, structures, uses
and lots. The current
code language has caused
confusion and/or prohibit-
<d both repair/reconstruc-
tion and gradual conver-
sion of such uses to con-
forming uses.

SECTION 1I. Chapter
233 of the Code of the
Village of East Hampton
is hereby added as follows
(text to be deleted is
struck-thru;. text to be
added is in bold):

§278-1. Zoning; Defini-
tions B. Nonconforming
buildings, structures, uses
and lots.

(1 Nonconforming
Buildings, structures uses
and lots,

(eyBuniseing—neacenfotar
3 Ty 5

restoration or’

ee* oOr any pertinent

amendment thereto.

A nonconforming build-

ing or structure which

lawfully exists that is

devoted to a conforming

use,'-om-buildingonu'.lw
ture which lawfully exists
that is devoted to a con-

forming use on a noncon-
lot, may be
enlarged, reconstructed,
structurally  Iered,
restored or repaired, in
whole or in part, except
that the “degree of non-
conformity” shall not be
increased. For the pur-
poscs of this subsection,
an increase in the “degree
of nonconformity” shall
include aay  increase in
the nonconformity of a
nonconforming building
or structure - with the
dimensional regulations
of this chapter and shall
include any increase in
the nonconformity relat-
ed to the length, width or

AUGUST 20, 2021

height of the noncon-
forming portion of the
building or structure.
SECTION III. SEVER-
ABILITY.

If any section or subsec-
tion, paragraph, clause,
phrase or provision of this
law shall be adjudged
invalid or held unconsti-
tutional by any court of
competent jurisdiction,
any judgment made
thereby shall not affect
the validity of this lawasa
whole or any part thereof
other than the part or pro.
vision so adjudged to be
invalid or unconstitution-

SECTION IV. EFFEC-
TIVE DATE.

This local law shall wke
effecc upon filing with che
Secretary of State pur-
suant to the Municipal
Home Rule Law.

DATE: , 2021

BY ORDER OF THE
BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE
VILLAGE OF

EAST HAMPTON

BY: Pamela J. Bennetr,
Village Clerk
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NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE IS HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Board
of Trustees of the Village
of East Hampton will
hold a public hearing on
the 20th day of August,
2021, at 11:00 a.m. ac the
Emergency.  Services
Building, One Cedar
Street, East Hampton,
New York or via video
conference if necessary, at
which time all persons
interested will be heard
with respect o “A Local
Law amending Chapter
278 (Zoning) to repeal
certain limitations on per-
mitted floor area. “
INTRODUCTORY #17-

2021 .

LOCAL LAW NO.
—f2021

A Local Law amending
Chapter 278 to repeal cer-
tain limitations on per-
mitted floor area.
BE IT ENACTED by
the Board of Trustees of

21100

the Village of East Hamp-
ton as follows:
SECTION I. Legislative
Purpose and Intent. This
legisladion is intended to
repeal previously enacted
restrictions on gross floor
area. )
SECTION II. Chapter
278 of the Gode of the
Village of East Hampron
is hereby added as follows
(text to be deleted is
struck-thru; text to be
added is in bold):
One-family and two-fami-
ly detached dwellings.
The maximum gross
floor area for one-family
and two-family detached
dwellings, as permitted in
all residential districes,
shall be ten (10%) percent
of the lot area plus one
thousand (1,000) square
feet. 20,000 square feet,
or the maximum allowed
under the following lim-
its, whichever is less:
LoeBise
loguese—r_oetiManinuay

NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE IS HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Board
of Trustees of the Village
of East Hampton will
hold a public hearing on
August 20, 2021, at 11:00
a.m. at which time all per-
sons interested will be
heard with respect to a
Local Law amending Vil-
lage of East Hampton
Code §278-3(B)(2)(b) to
exempt handrails less
than twelve (12") inches’
wide which are required
by any New York State
stacutes, codes, rules
andfor regulations from
the calculation of height
of a structure.
INTRODUCTORY NO.
18 - 2021
LOCAL LAW NO._,
2021 '
“A Local Law amending
Village of East Hampton
Code §278-3(B)(2)(b) to

exempt handrails less
than twelve (12") inches
wide which are requircd
by any New York Statc
statutes, codes, rules
and/or regulations from
the calculation of height
of a structure”.

BE IT ENACTED by
the Board of Trustees of
the Village of East Hamp-
ton as follows:

SECTION 1. Legislative
Intent. To exempt
handrails less than twelve
(12") inches wide which
are required by any New
York State statutes, codes,
rules and/or regulations
from the calculation of
height of a structure.
SECTION II. AMEND-
MENT. Additions.are in
bold. The provisions of
Village of East Hampton
Code §278-3(BX2)(b)

Ace hereby are amended
as follows:

8§ 278-3 (Zoning; Height

Accessory building and
structure design require-

ments.
teo0d00000E

The maximum gross floor
area of all accessory build-
ings on a lot shall not
exceed §

two (2%) percent of the
lot area plus 200 square
feet.

SECTION III. SEVER-

Regulations)

(2)Resident districts.
(b)Within nine feet of the
maximum permitted roof
height an area equivalent
to no more than 15% of
the gross floor area on the
first floor of the building
shall be permitted to have
a low pitch roof. Any low
pitch roof area within
nine feet of the maximum
heighe limit shall be indi-
cated on a two-dimen-
sional roof plan and meas-
ured to the outside of the
roof cdge (drip line).
Safety railings required
by New York Scate
statutes, codes, rules and
regulations not exceeding
twelve (12) inches in
width shall not be includ-
ed in calculation of
height.

SECTION II. SEVER-
ABILITY.

If any section or subsec-
tion, paragraph, clause,
phmc or provision of this

AUGUST 20, 2021

ABILITY.

If any section or subsec-
tion, paragraph, clause,
phrase or provision of this
law shall be adjudged
invalid or held unconst-
tutional by any court of
competent jurisdiction,
any judgment made
thereby shall not affect
the validity of this law as a
whole or any part thereof
other than the part or pro-
vision so adjudged o be
invalid or unconstitution-
al.

SECTION IV. EFFEC-
TIVE DATE. o
This local law shall take
effect upon filing with the
Secretary of State pur-
suant to the Municipal
Home Rule Law.

DATE: _____, 2021

BY ORDER OF THE
BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE
VILLAGE OF EAST
HAMPTON

BY: Pamela J. Bennete,
Village Clerk

S-1

law shall be adjudged
invalid or held unconsti-
tutional by any court of
competent jurisdiction,
any judgment made
thereby shall not affect
the validicy of this law as a
whole or any part thereof
other than the part or pro-
vision so adjudged to be
invalid or unconstitution-
al.

SECTION III. EFFEC-
TIVE DATE

This local law shall take
effect upon filing with the
Secretary of State pur-
suant to the Municipal
Home Rule Law. '
Dated: July 30, 2021 .

BY ORDER OF THE
BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE
VILLAGE 'OF EAST
HAMPTON

By: Pamela J. Bennetr,
Village Clerk
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NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE IS HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Board
of Trustees of the Village
of East Hampton will
hold a public hearing on
August 20, 2021, at 11:00
a.m. at which time all per-
sons interested will be
heard with respect to a
Local Law amending Vil
lage of East Hampton
Code §278-2.A.(7) to add
(¢) Accessory Dwelling

Unit.
INTRODUCTORY NO.
19 - 2021

LOCAL LAW.NO.___,
2021

“A Local Law amending
Village of East Hampton
Code §278-2.A.(7) w add
(e) “Accessory Dwelling
Unic.”

BE IT ENACTED by
the Board of Trustees of
the Village of East Hamp-
ton as follows:

SECTION I. Legislative
Intent.

SECTION I1. AMEND-
MENT. Additions are in
bold. The provisions of
Village of East Hampton
Code §278-2.A.(7) (e) are
hereby are amended as
follows:

21101

§278-2. Zoning Districts.

[N B ]

A. Residential zoning dis-
trices. In any residential
districe, no building,
structure Or premises
shall be used or arranged
or designed to be used in
any part for other than
one or more of the follow-

ing specified purposes:

LN N ]

(7) Accessory uses and
accessory buildings.

(¢) Accessory Dwelling
Unit. One detached
accessory dwelling unit
designed for cooking
and/or sleeping pusposes,
located on ;oo pmpenyz:
taining 40,000 square

or more that is located in
an R-80 or R-160 residen-
dal district and which
contains a primary single-
family residence. Such
accessory dwelling unit
authorized in this subsec-
tion shall bo limited as
follows: (i) an sccessory
dwelling unit may have
no more than two bed-
rooms; (ii)) shall not
processing by the Fian-
ning Depantment, to
install coir logs and per-
form a coastal restoration

the ground floor area of
the principal structure;
(iii) the occupancy of an
accessory dwelling unit
shall be limited to the
family and/or guests of
the occupants of the pri-
mary single-family resi-
dence, and/or to employ-
ccs working on the prem-
ises or working in the pri-
mary dwelling uni; and
(iv) an accessory dwelling
unit may not be rented
scparately from the pri-
mary dwelling unit. The
accessory dwelling unie
must meet the setback
requirement of the princi-
pal structure. The use of
any parcel of land for both
a single family residence
and an sccessory dwelling
unit es provided in this
subsection shall be a con-
forming use under the
Code of the Village of
East Hampton, and shall
not be considered a pro-
hibited use andfor non-
conforming use pursuant
to §278-1.B(2)e) of this
Code; provided that a
Declaration of Covenants
and Restrictions with
respect ¢to the parcel on
which the accessory
dwelling unit is located is

AUGUST 20, 2021

recorded with the Coun
Clerk which limies d:z
use of the acces
T ek e
in. The t tions
of §278-3.B shall apply to
:: i;c;woqdwemngper-
ursuant i
- P to this
SECTION II. SEVER-
ABILITY.
If any section or subsec-
uon, paragraph, clause,
phrase or provision of this
!aw shall be adjudged
invalid or held unconstity-
tional by any court of com-
petent jurisdiceion, any
judgment made thereby
shall not affect the validity
of this law as a whole or
any part thereof other than
thg part or provision so
ad;udge.d to be invalid or
unconsticutional. .
SECTION III. EFFEC-
TIVE DATE
This local law shall take
effect upon filing with the
Secretary of State pur-
suant ta. the Municipal
Home Rule Law, .
Dated: July 30, 202]
BY ORDER OF THE
BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE
VILLAGE OF EAST
;!AMP’!'ON
y: Pamela J, Ben
;".;:lagc Clerk et



NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE 1S HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Board
of Trustees of the Village
of East Hamptor will
hold a public hearing on
August 20, 2021, at 11:00
a.m. a¢ which time all per-
sons interested will be
heard with respect to a
Local Law amending Vil-
lage of East Hampton
Code §278-3. A. (9s) &
(b) to amend permited
coverage and exempt ele-
vated walkways or access-
ways (including stair-
ways) built by an individ-
ual property owner for the
purposc of non-commer-
cial access to the beach,
from calculation of height
of a structure”.
INTRODUCTORY NO.
20 - 2021
LOCAL LAW NO._,
2021
“A Local Law amending
Village of East Hampton
Code §278-3. A. (9) (a) &
(b) to amend permitted

NOTICE
PUBLIC HEE!{?ING
NOTICE IS HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Board
of Trustees of the Village
of East Hampton will
hold a public hearing on
~ the 20%'ddy of ‘Auguse,
2021, at 11:00°'a.m. at the
1 Setvices
Building, One Cedar

Etergency

Strece, East Hampton,
New York, at which time
all pcans interested will
Ec heard with respect to
A Local L4w amending
Chapter 104  (Code
Enforcement Admyjgera-
tion) to increase th* per.
mit fee by 100% wh®;e,.
er the work subject . o
permit has been startea
prior to the issuance of
the permit.”
INTRODUCTORY # 21-
2021
LOCAL LAW NO.

21102

coverage and exempt ele-
vated walkways or access-
ways (including -stair-
ways) built by an individ-
ual property owner for the
purpose of non-commcr-
cial access to the beach,
from calculation of height
of a structure.

BE IT ENACTED by
the Board of Trustces of
the Village of East Hamp-
ton as follows:

SECTION I. Legislative
Intent. To exempt walk-
ways or accessways for the
purpose of non-commer-
cial access to thc beach
from the calculation of
coverage and to amend
permitted coverage to be
consistent with other pro-
posed amendments to the

Code.
SECTION 1I. AMEND-
MENT. Decletions are

* struck-thru. Additions arc

in bold. The provisions of
Village of East

Hampton Code §278-3.
(A) are hereby are amend-
cd as follows:

§ 278-3 A. (Zoning; Arca,

J2013

A Locsl Law amending
Chapter 104 (Code
Enforcement Administra-
tion) to increase the per-
mit fec by 100% whenev-
er the work subject to a
permit has been started
prior to the issuance of
the permic.”

BE IT ENACTED by
the Board of Trustees of
the Village of East Hamp-
ton as follows:
SECTION 1. Legislative
Intenc. It is the purposc
of this local law to provide
an appropriate penalty for
performing work without

benefit of a building per-
mit where onc s
required.

SECTION III. The pro-

visions of §104-8 of the

Code of the Village of

East Hampton arc hcreby

amended as follows (text
* to be added is bold):

setback and heighe regu-
lations) .
(9) Permitted coverage.
Except as otherwise pro-
vided, the maximum per-
mitted coverage for all
structures on any lot or
parccl of land in a resi-
dential discrict shall be
twenty (20%) percent of
lot ares, except lots whose
size is less than forty
thousand (40,000) square
feet, which may have a
maximum permitted cov-
erage of twenty (20%)
t of lot area plus
five hundred (500) square
feet. as follows:
Losbive ]

Driveways serving resi-
dential property, walk-
ways over dunes, and a

§104-8. Permit fees.
Upon filing an application
for a building permit or a
tent permit, fees shall be
payable to the Village
Treasusrer in accordance
with a schedule of fees
which shall from tme to
time be fixed by resolu-
tion of the Village Board
of Trustees. Any such fee
shall be increased by
100% whenover the work
subject to a permit has
been starved prior to the
issuance of the permit.
The building permit fee
shall be waived for all
modifications to existing
buildings rclating to
improving access for per-
sons with mobility impair-
ments, including but not
limited to ramps and
bathroom renovations.
SECTION IV. SEVER-
ABILITY.

AUGUST 20, 2021

postman’s walkway are
exempt from coverage.
SECTION 1I. SEVER-
ABILITY.
lf any section or subsec-
tion, paragraph, clause,
phrase or provision of this
law shall be adjudged
invalid or held unconstitu-
tional by any court of com-
petent jurisdiction, any
Judgment made thereby
shall not affect the validity
of this law as a whole or
any part thereof other than
th? part or provision so
adjudged o be invalid or
unconstitutional.
SECTION III. EFFEC-
TIVE DATE
This local law shall take
effect upon filing with the
Sccretary of State pur-
suant to the Municipal
Home Rule Law.
Dated: July 30, 2021
BY ORDER OF THE
BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE
VILLAGE OF EAST
HAMPTON
By: Pamecla J. Bennett,
Village Clesk
5-1

If any section or subsec-
tion, paragraph, clause,
phrase oc provision of this
law shall be adjudged
invalid or held unconstitu-
tional by any court of com-
petent jurisdiction, any
judgment made thereby
shall not affect the validicy
of this law as a whole or
any part thercof other than
the part or provision so
adjudged to be invalid or
unconstitutional.
SECTION V. EFFEC-
TIVE DATE

This local law shall take
cffect upon filing with the
Sccretary of State pur-
suant to the Municipal
Home Rule Law.

Dated: July 30, 2021

BY ORDER OF THE
BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE
VILLAGE OF EAST
HAMPTON

By: Pamela J. Bennett,
Village Clerk

S-1




NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE [S HEREBY
GIVEN THAT the Beard
of Trestees of the Village
of East Hempton will
bold 2 public hearing ¢
August 20, 2021, sz 11:00
a.m. 3¢ which time sll per-
sons interested will be
heard with X

respect
Local Law smending Vil-

lage of Easst Hampeon
Code §27846 (Zonming;
Patking Requitemeats;
Genenal Provisions) pwo-
vide a waiver of parking
tequiremenss for work-

Code §276-2BX2Z) .
ingg Parking Requirc-
ments.”
BE IT ENACTED by
the Basrd of Truscees of
the Village of Easc Hamp-
ton a3 follows:
SECTION [. Legilative
Intene The Villige Beand
finds that these is 2 need
for workforoe housing
throughout Suffolk Coun-
ty, the Town of East
Hampron, ead the Village
of East Hampeoa. How-
ever, the costs, buth
financial and o(her'llu.
to peoviding such houting
arc 'prodibitive. Otie of
the major impediments
are the oost of parking
improvemenea, which are
compeuaded by the cus-
reat definitivn of *inten.
sificacion”. This amend-
ment seeks to addresy
those issucs and entour-
age the development of
workforce housing in
20038 Near mass trans.
poreatica (acilicies (com-
moaly referred to a3
t pocanon or
develepment”™), whece
the need for a vohicle and
concomitant perking is
diminished.
SECTION IL AMEND-
MENT. Deletions are
strock-thru. Addicions ase
in bold. The peovisicas of
the Villsge of East Hamp-
wa Code §278-3(B)2Xb)
src hereby are amonded
as follows:
$278-6.Zoning, Parking
Requirements
A. Definitions. For the
purpose of this secton,
cenain woeds and pheases
shall have the following

meenin,

INTENSIFICATION -
Any principal c¢ scocssary
stroceure o use of 3 peop-
CTTY, P hirhnm 0090~
sy which is hercaficr
inttoduced,  cha b
extended, expan oc¢
sltered. Inteasification

21103

B. Genennl provisioas.

(1) The requirements of
this section vhall spply co
ell nonresidential proper-
des end disericts through-
ot the Village of Eam
Hamptso, incuding say
and all propertics subject
to the issuance of 3 spe-
cisl peemit.

(2) In the interest of
pedestrisn  and  naffic
safety and in ocder to alle-
viate sn uadue burden on
poblic streees snd mini-
mize traffic congestion,
sny peroject which e
contvod=ta—elrte—iita

planapprowsi—cird—emny
stitutes an inteasification
ay defised herein, ahall
comply with the applica-
ble parking requirementes
of this sectca.-No-build-
ing—or—gerennten=tovrfoiy

(8) Purking on sopasate
propecies. Parking
requircements  (or  coe
piece of property may be
satisfied by peoviding
cqemvalent parking spece
o adjscent or neighbor-
ing peoperty within €600
feet, a3 long = both
pioces of property are in
(9) Handicapped parking,
{a) The number of handi-
capped parking spaoes in
each parking lot shall be
in scomdance with the
fellowing table:

Toul

101 to 1505

151 oo 2006

21 w 3007

301 co 4008

401 o 5009

501 to 1,0002% of toeal
Over 1,00020, plus 1%
aver 1900 .

®) A ing center of
facilicy having ot lesst five
seperaee retail stoses sad
st least 20 off-street pask-

g sp shall have a
einimam of S% of sch
parking spaces for the
handicapped or 10 spaces,
whichever is less.

(10) Exempticas. A bulk
fuel stonge tank shall not
be deemed a seruceuse for
the purposes of this sec-

(3) Preexisting noncon: gea

feeming commercial uses
shall comply with the
ssme parking rcquire.
meats sa would otherwise
apply to that usc were it
located in the Commer-
cial or Munuficturing-
Industrial Districe,

(4) Special peemit uscs
thall be subject to the
provision of reasonably
sdequate and appeopriste
parking as required by §
278-7D{3Xg).

(5) Sizx of parking spaces.
Bach parking space shall
be 2 minimum of 10 feet
in wideh snd I8 fect in
kengrh o, a2 the discretion
of the Design Review
Board, a misimum of nise
feet in width and 20 feet
in d

(6) On-site circulation. AN
perking, loading and nec-
estary circalation is to be
sccommodited on site.
All perking speces snd
kuding berths shall be
accested by sdequate
driveways and tumn-
wounds. Seacked parking
and the vse of peblic
rightsof-way for immedi-
ate 3c0ess to parking and
kading is cxpressly not
pomitted.

(7) Drivewsys and turn-
srounds. Alsles betweea
rows of parking shall be
no kess than 24 foct wide.
Minimum driveway
width shail be 10 feet in
wideh for one-way taflic
and 20 feet in wideh for
two-uny taffic. All vses
in the Limited Office
Diserict, togecher with ol
noacommereisl  special
pecmit usca, shall be
exempt from this tequire-
mean.

C. Commescial Discrice
and Core Commcrcial
Daerice. Where the appli-
cation of the following
requiteanconty resuln in a
fractions] number, the
requited number of
spaces will be rounded of7

ing requirement is besed
on the number of scits, &
seacag plan is required to
be submitied in connee-
tion wich any application
for & budding permit foe
such premiscs,

(1) The following
requiremesss shall apply
for rcestaucants, bars,
nightclubs, discos, dence
balls and pleces of public
amsembly:

{2) Restaurants: cae park-
ing space pec theoe scats,
plus one purking space
per emplayee.

(d) Bars, nightclubs, dis-
oo and dance halls owo
parking spaces per theee
seacs, Plus coe parking

space por employee.

(c) Places of peblic
assembly: one parking
space por three scats, plus
puking  spate  per
em 1

(2) Apartmentx (wo park-
Ing spaces per apartment.
(3} All ceher yscs pecmit-
ted in the Commescial
mercial District adall pro-
vide cae perking spaoce foc
cach 200 squase feet of
gross floor arca end—ewe
sditstsener e fmoieh

ivionat waitos-dofmed
D. Macufecturing-lndus-
trial Diserice.

(1) ARl uses permitred in
the Manwfecturing-
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[ndustsial Distice which
are wlso permitted in the

Commercisd Disrice sball
fellow the  parking
requitements for the
Comaneecial District.

(2) All uses permitied
exclusively ia che Manu-
facturing-Industrial Dis-
et shall provide one
parking spsce pee cach
300 square feec of gross
floor ares and ane ikading
berth pec each 10,000
square feet of groas floor
ares, excepe for repair
gurages, which shall peo-
vide cee pariing spece
per esch 200 squace feec
of gress flooe ares.

(3) Mixed uses, where
ane or more clement of sa
entespeise is devoted o a
vee permitted in the
Commercial and Coste
¢ne cc more clement is

recail ssles, onc parking
space foe each 200 squsse
feet of groas floce srea
shall be provided.

f
{5

H
g
|
H
Bs

A3ERIR%E

gi‘sg :
,aggﬁ
Eifﬁ zhﬂ

gi
]
;

s9ply in

inetance.

SECTION 11. SEVER.
ABILITY.

If any section or subsoc-
ton, pacsgraph, clause,
phrase or provision of this
lsw shall be adjudged
invalid or held unooasty-

B
8

SECTION iII, EFFEC-

TIVE DATE

This local law sball ke

effect upon filing with the

Scereeary of Stte pur-

suant to the Municipal

Home Rule Law.

Dated: July 30, 2021

BY ORDER OF THE

BOARD OF

TRUSTEES OF THE

VILLAGE OF EAST
PTON
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MONTHLY DEPARTMENT REPORTS

BUILDING DEPARTIENT/CODE ENFORCENMENT

To: Mayor Larsen and The Village Board cf Trustees
From: Tom Preiate, Building Inspector
cc: Marcos Baladron, Village Administrator

Chief Tracey, EHVPD

Lieutenant Erickson, EHVPD

Date: July 30, 2021

Re: Monthly Report for July 2021

Building Permits Issued (incl. 5 additional work): 14
Demolition Permits: 3
Limited Work Permits: 0
Cutdoor Dining, Permits 1
SWPPP (Storm Water Prevent:on) o]
Guest Room Permits 0
Signs: 3
Yard Sales: 3
Inspections Performed: 105
Certificate of Occupancies/ Compliance. 6
Updated Certificate of Occupancies: 11
Notice of \iolations: 8
Stop Work Orders: 1
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TO: EAST HAMPTON VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
FROM: MICHAEL J. TRACEY, CHIEF OF POLICE
SUBJECT: POLICE ACTIVITY REPORT
1F: DIVI TY REPORT FOR JULY 2
(Codes 030 -693)
39  Aided Cases

61  Alarms Answered by the Patrols
8  Arrests Made by the Department

([ 3 ] Driving While Intoxicated and'or Impaired Arrests Included in Above Total)
37  Assists to Disabled Motorists

Beach Patrol - 69 hour
Building Check — 64 hours
4 Child Safety Seat Inspections
Door Checks — 62 hours
10 Doors Found Open by the Patrols
Escorts

0  Fingerprinting
Foot Patrol - 59 hours
70  Motor Vehicle Accidents
277  Traffic Summonses Issued
( 108 Speeding Summonses Issued )
5 Village Code Summonses Issued
( 1 Animal on Beach Summonses Issued )
( 0 Sign Summonses Issued )
1,156 Village Parking Summonses [ssued

DETECTIVE ACTIVITY:
Complaints Investigated Active Cases: 13

Closed Cases: 12
Paperwork for Court Armrest Warrant: 0

Bench Warrant: 0

Criminal Summons; 0

Seal Orders: 0

Supporting Deposition Requests: 0

MPT - {

July Gasoline Report not received at time report was submitted,
PERSONNEL
Overtime:
Non-Grant - Arrests, Cases, Shift Coverage (Codes 161 - 181): 45 Eight-Hour Shifts
Non-Grant - Foot Patrol, Street Crime, Other (Codes 188 - 190): .5 Eight-Hour Shifts
Grants - STOP-DWI, Speed, Scatbeh (Codes /85 - 187): 0 Eight-Hour Shifts

Holidays, Personal, PBA Days, Vacation, Injured on Duty, Sick Time, DE Days, Compensatory Time, XDO, Funeral
Days (Codes 202 - 401): 156 Eight-Hour Shifts

Respectfully submitted,

MICHAEL J. TRACEY
Chief of Police
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EAST HAMPTON VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MICHAEL J. TRACEY, CHIEF OF POLICE

SUBJECT: DISPATCH ACTIVITY REPORT

DISPAT: : E 2

133

185

137

1,217
1,882
485
40
89

129
90
101
17
63

34

34

147

Calls Dispatched for East Hampton Fire Department
East Hampton Village - 42
Water District - 43
NW Protection District - 46
Mutual Aid - 2
Calls Dispatched for East Hampton Ambulance Association
East Hampton Village - 45
Water District - 78
NW Protection District - 50
Mutual Aid - 12
Calls Dispatched for East Hampton First Responder
East Hampton Village — 40
Water District - 65
NW Protection District - 31
Mutual Aid - |
Calls Dispatched for East Hampton Village Police Department
Calls Dispatched for East Hampton Town Police Department
Calls Dispatched for Sag Harbor Village Police Department
Calls Dispatched for Amagansett Fire Department
Calls Dispatched for Amagansett Ambulance
Calls Dispatched for Montauk Fire Department
Calls Dispatched for Montauk Ambulance
Calls Dispatched for Sag Harbor Fire Department
Calls Dispatched for Sag Harbor Ambulance
Calls Dispatched for Springs Fire Department
Calls Dispatched for Springs Ambulance
Calls Dispatched for Town Haz-Mat Team
Calls Dispatched for Ocean Rescue Team
Miscellaneous FD Events ®
East Hampton - 22
Amagansett - 0
Montauk - 6 *Miscellaneous Events: Units in and out of service;
Sag Harbor - 2 General Fire/EMS Info; Alarms cancelled before
Springs - 4 dispatched: Test Calls
Miscellancous EMS Events ®
East Hampion - 7
Amagansett - 2]
Montauk - 8
Sag Harbor - 7
Springs - 10
911 Calls Received
7-Digit Telephone Calls Received / Placed ** Unable to provided totals at this time.
Walk-In Complaints / Information

PERSONNEL:

o

Shift Coverage (Codes 653-672): 35.3 Eight-Hour Shifvs

Training

Hours (Code 615-616): 0 Eight-Hour ShifV's

Time Of; .
Holidays, Personal, Union Days, Vacation, Sick Time, Compensatory Time (Codes 624-65 1):

110 Eight-Hour ShifVs
Respectfully submitted,

HIGHE /. TRACY
Chief of Police
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VILLAGE OF EAST HAMPTON  [Q)ECENVIg D]
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS .-

MONTHLY REPORT AUGUST 2021 MEETING
SUMMER DAILY ROUTINE:

*  Trash collcction and pelicing of public arcas and road shoulders
¢ Sidewalks blown Thursdays weather permitting
¢ Street sweeping

®  Privy

®  Saturday & Sunday trashing

SHADE TREES:
°  Tree bag watering
°  Tree removal / pruning

BUSINESS DISTRICT:
®  Tree enclosures in progress part time Masons (Newtown completed )
° Sidewalk planters / hanging planters waltering and care
°  Weeding
* Herrick Park pruning

ROAD SURFACE:
* Pot Hole Patrol
e Temporary curb repair 143 Main St
®  Permanent pavement patch’s various locations completed (contractor)

MISCELLANEOLUS:

*  Strectlight repairs (contractor)

*  Mowing road shoulders
* Beach sand for lifeguards Thursday momnings
*  Town pond out flow rock wall rebuilt by DPW masons
® The circle pipe basin bricks rebuilt by DPW masons
e Ball ficld maintenance
Road Opening Permits issucd prior month: 17 203YTD
Denied prior month: 0
Solid waste collected in prior month: *Town Sanitation report for May incomplete V1D totals
nel accurate.
Trash 32.28 tons (Wednesday's are based on average daily totals)  YTD 362.68 Tons *
Brush/ Wood  10.88 1ons (docs not include disposal at private facilitics) YTD 383.74 Tons™
Other Debris 2.76 tons YD 306 Tons*
Fuel Used in July: Dpw Gas 8739 Diesel  670.64

%&/k

== David Collins Superintendent
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Meeting was adjourned at 12:55 p.m.

(APPROVED BY BOARD OF TRUSTEES ON DECEMBER 17, 2021)

Q (hivas MQ/\% ).

PAMELA J.ﬂENNETT, VILLAGE CLERK

GERAR LARSE AYOR

m/W%Q/

CH TOP ER MINAEDI DEPUTY MAYOR

ARTH ~\GRAHAM, TRUSTEE

\ %@/—
ROSEMARY G. BRQWN, TRUSTEE

%)’\MFQ

SANDRA MEXENDEZ) TRUSTEE
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