
TOWN OF RED HOOK BOARD MEETING 
December 11, 2007 

 
PUBLIC HEARING 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
A meeting of the Town Board of the Town of Red Hook, Dutchess County,  New York was 
convened in public session at the Town Hall, 7340 South Broadway, Red Hook at 7:00 p.m. 
 
 Present:  Supervisor Marirose Blum Bump 
   Councilman James Ross 
   Councilwoman Sue Crane 
   Councilman Harold Ramsey 
   Councilwoman Lisa Pullaro 
   Town Clerk Sue McCann 
 Also Present: Attorney for the Town Christine Chale 
 
Supervisor Blum Bump read the Public Hearing notice regarding trees. 
 
PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 
Linda Keeling - after reviewing the document she made the following suggestions: 
 5(1) – Legislative intent – she suggested including reducing island affects. 
 5(2a) –add the Red Hook Tree Preservation and Planting Commission. 
    (b) – should read DEC after … 
    (c) -  inventory should be maintained in Town Hall 
    (d) – add “or with owner’s permission” 

   (h) – the documents are prepared for the Town Board.  The Commission utilizes the                             
            documents but they are for the Town Board. 

Mrs. Keeling suggested the tree group interface with the Highway Superintendent and the 
Historical Society. 
 
Councilwoman Crane agrees they should interact but reporting to two groups can be a problem.  
It would be better to get authorization from one group then meet with a secondary group.  It 
could cause conflict.  
 
 Mrs. Keeling went on referring to 5(7)a.  She questioned who maintains permits. She is 
concerned about incorrect pruning which can cause trees to die.  That was the problem when 
Central Hudson came through, they pruned incorrectly. 
 
Attorney Chale explained that the purpose of the permit is to require a process for review.  The 
process for review is to determine whether the proposed work is consistent with the plan.  The 
permit could include conditions consistent with the plan. 
 
Dave Seymour suggested thinking about making an arrangement with Central Hudson asking that 
the Town be notified when they come in to do any significant tree trimming.  Let them know 
there is a program in place and that someone from the tree committee be notified. 
 
Linda Keeling referred to 5(7)d – does the process of the appeal need to be added.  She explained 
that there was a parcel in the Village that had trees identified by the Planning Board and an 
arborist.  They were marked to be saved yet the developer took them down.     
 
Dave Seymour explained that the excavator of the property referred to was not informed.  When 
the Village was notified they received a stop order.  The developer was brought in and they made 
a deal with him for tree replacement.  He will  replant about 75 – 80 trees three inches in 
diameter.   

 
Linda Keeling continued with section 5(14) regarding penalty.  She asked if this is a sliding 
scale.  Is there a provision for accepting donations for dedications.  Mrs. Keeling told the Board 
that saving and protecting trees is important for now and in the future.   
 
Harold Fell, Sr. questioned how this affects private property. 
 



Attorney Chale said it affects a public right-of-way, for example, the tree lawn next to a street, 
and it affects private property in the review of proposed development.  It would have to be 
addressed in the site plan.   
 
Mr. Fell has a tree about fifty feet down his driveway on his own property and he asked if he 
would have to have a permit to take it down.   
 
Attorney Chale explained they did not identify that type of situation as needing a permit.   
 
Mr. Fell also asked if this would affect Memorial Park and Abrahams Park, and if Central 
Hudson will be required to get a permit.   
 
Supervisor Blum Bump explained this is a Town ordinance.  The Village governs the Village 
parks, and the Village has its own tree ordinance. 
 
Attorney Chale explained, regarding Central Hudson receiving a permit, that it is the hope that 
they can use the permit as a routine process.  They are a utility and have certain powers.  They 
can do what they have to for safety issues.  
 
With no further comments, Supervisor Blum Bump closed the Public Hearing. She explained 
that the Board will discuss and review the public’s comments.  
 
Councilwoman Crane said as a matter of procedure we generally leave the Public Hearing open 
for public comment for a week or so and close it officially at the next meeting.  People have the 
right to submit in writing and we didn’t vote to close the Public Hearing.  
 
Supervisor Blum Bump said this has been available at the Clerk’s office and she doesn’t see a 
reason to keep it open further. 
 
Councilman Ramsey is concerned about the items that came up for discussion tonight.  Are the 
changes significant enough to keep the Public Hearing open?   
 
Attorney Chale said some of the changes are non material in terms of these hearings.  If we make 
any changes other than ministerial things she would recommend re-hearing.   
 
Councilman Ramsey suggested keeping the Public Hearing open until after the changes are 
made.   
 
Supervisor Blum Bump asked which suggestions are material.  Everything she heard from Linda 
Keeling seemed minor.   
 
Attorney Chale said there was a comment that a general property inventory should be required 
before a site plan.  If it is to be changed it would be considered material, then we might want a 
hearing on that revised version.   
 
The Board discussed possible tree ordinance change issues. A Community Forestry Management 
Plan has not been developed yet.  
 
Attorney Chale explained that if there is no plan it will not hold anything up. 
 
Councilwoman Crane feels that if there is a concept change it will pull everything to a halt. This 
will affect the Planning Board and the planning process. What harm is it in leaving the hearing 
open?  People might be concerned about the changes and might want to have an opportunity to 
make comments.   
 
Supervisor Blum Bump’s concern is that we have been talking about a tree ordinance for two 
years.  This is not prohibitive and it is required by Tree City, USA.  Even though they can make 
exceptions, they asked us a year ago to make a tree ordinance.  This has been available to the 
public for quite some time now.  This shouldn’t come as a shock to anyone. 
 
Councilwoman Pullaro is concerned that considering the night’s comments and input, holding 
this over for another week would not be detrimental to the process. 



 
Supervisor Blum Bump said they could keep the Public Hearing open for another week and she 
could put it on the agenda for next week’s meeting.   
 
Councilman Ross feels that there are a lot of people that won’t know about this tree ordinance 
until they see it on PANDA.  Until we have a forestry management plan, what exactly will 
happen with the Planning Board’s process? 
 
Attorney Chale said until a plan is in place, this won’t affect the Planning Board. 
 
Councilman Ross is concerned that the Planning Board might hold things up waiting for this 
plan.  He feels we need to streamline this package so that anyone who goes before the Planning 
Board will know what is expected.  The administration of this needs to be handled wisely.  The 
planning process now is time consuming and lengthy. 
 
 On a motion of Supervisor Blum Bump, seconded by Councilman Ross, move to keep the 
Public Hearing open for another week.  
 Adopted Ayes 5 Blum Bump, Ross, Crane, Ramsey, Pullaro 
   Nays 0 
 
       
      Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
      Sue McCann, Town Clerk 
 
 
 
 


