
From : Susan Barden <susan.barden@saratoga-springs.org>

Subject : Fwd: Interpretation in re: the Belmonte Project - For the record.....

To : Skip Carlson <SCarlson@saratogagaming.com>, Gary Hasbrouck
<g-man-62@nycap.rr.com>, James Helicke
<helickezba@gmail.com>, Keith Kaplan
<kaplankeith@yahoo.com>, Adam McNeill <adam@mcneill-
financial.com>, William Moore <bill927@me.com>, Susan Steer
<shsteer@gmail.com>, Cheryl <cjgrey1@juno.com>

Cc : Lindsey Gonzalez <lindsey.gonzalez@saratoga-springs.org>

Zimbra lindsey.gonzalez@saratoga-springs.org

Fwd: Interpretation in re: the Belmonte Project - For the record.....

Mon, Nov 07, 2016 10:55 AM

Susan B. Barden, AICP
Senior Planner
City of Saratoga Springs
474 Broadway
Saratoga Springs, NY
518-587-3550 ext. 2493

From: "John Goldberg" >
To: "Susan Barden" <susan.barden@saratoga-springs.org>
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2016 10:29:49 AM
Subject: Interpretation in re: the Belmonte Project - For the record.....

Susan,

I submit the below paragraphs for the record.  I hope you will send it to the en re ZBA board before the decision this
evening.  Please acknowledge that this has been done.
Thank you for your assistance in this ma er.
Nancy
 
To the Saratoga Spring Zoning Board of Appeals:
 

An Interpreta on is a very narrow decision based upon interpre ng existing ordinance.  In the ma er of the
interpreta on requested by Mr. Belmonte, the only  ques on is what ordinance is the board supposed to interpret.
 
The history of the Interlaken PUD is “ethereal”.  In the early 1980’s when the City Council voted to establish the Interlaken
PUD law designed to preserve “the City in the Country”.  It  was to be cluster housing to preserve as much open space as
possible, as per the city records.  When the original developer of the Interlaken PUD went bankrupt, the land was sold off to
different developers.  The horse farm became Saratoga Na onal, the Caunterbury was purchased by Mr. Sullivan
(Longfellows), Lakeside at Rileys went to Mr. Wi , other por ons of the PUD went to Sheltertherm (Summer Winds and East
Ridge) and various developers of Waters Edge.  What is now known as Rega a View was purchased by Mr. Belmonte.
 
At the hearing, Mr. Belmonte’s a orney spent 52 minutes explaining that there is basically no ordinance that covers the
specifics of the remaining land in the PUD.  He said, quo ng the city planner who was on staff at the  me the PUD was



“evolving”:

1.       There were no specifics about the Interlaken PUD in the original ordinance

2.       In 1984 no official site plan was filed.

3.       In 1989 the submi ed sketch plan did not conform to the requirements of the zoning ordinance.

4.       In 1990 the amendment to the plan was never presented to the City Council
Mr. Jones then based his en re argument on a site plan that once was approved by the Planning Board.  The Planning Board
is not the legisla ve body of our City. So the ques on is s ll what ordinance is meant to be interpreted.
 

Unless the official City Council website is incomplete or inaccurate, the only actual
ordinance that exists is listed as Appendix C: Interlaken Planned Unit Development
(formerly 241.2).
 
When one reads it in rela on to the requested interpreta on there is only one ques on at issue.  Does the exis ng

ordinance allow Mr. Belmonte to place his 24 unit development on his remaining land along route 9P.  We believe Section
XV – Expiration: se les that ques on defini vely.  It clearly states that that the latest  me any development can
commence on the above men oned land is December 31, 2010.  If no construc on is commenced by that date the land
“shall revert to Rural Residen al – 1 (RR‐1) classifica ons and development standards that existed at the  me of the
enactment of this amendment”, final amendment, February 4, 2003.
 
Since no construc on on the said property was started by the last day of 2010, the building inspectors denial of this
proposed project is correct.  The Zoning Board of Appeals by the State Law under which it func ons must support the
building inspector’s denial and therefore deny this interpreta on.
 
We reiterate that Mr. Belmonte is certainly en tled to use his property for development under the confines of the
pre‐exis ng zoning of RR‐1.  If he chooses to do otherwise, he must go to the City Council for legisla ve relief, not the ZBA or
the Planning Board.
 
Thank you for your a en on.
Respec ully submi ed,
Nancy Goldberg, Vice President, Interlaken Board
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Confidentiality/Privilege Notice: This e-mail communication and any files transmitted with it contain
privileged and confidential information from the City of Saratoga Springs and are intended solely for the
use of the individual(s) or entity to which it has been addressed. If you are not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking any other action with respect
to the contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please
delete it and notify the sender by return e-mail. Thank you for your cooperation.




