To the Richfield Town Board, under privilege of the floor, May 21, 2018

Mr Chairman and members of the board:

Right now today, I am legally entitled to start a business on my property in the town, if I wish. My next door neighbor, Mr Bello, has been running his contracting business from his property, for at least 20 years.

However, as you well know, the law that you are about to pass will change all that. Land where Residential, Agricultural and Commercial uses always have been allowed, will be restricted to Residential and Agricultural use, only. If this law passes, non-farm commercial use will no longer be permitted in most of Richfield. (page 10 + color zoning map).  

The law has NO grandfather provision. Existing businesses will become "non-conforming uses" overnight. Unable to expand; impossible to sell. (page 14)

Since we do not have a history of too much commerce in rural Richfield, I filed a request, under FOIL, for the records of the discussion, debate, minutes and votes that led to this proposed change. So that I could understand how it came about. If we are required to live under rules, we are entitled to know how they were arrived at.

The town clerk answered that the Zoning Committee never made this decision--that it came from the Comprehensive Plan. I read the Comp Plan at the town's web site. All 70+ pages. There is no mention anywhere of any discussions, reasoning, votes--NOTHING to indicate where this (proposed change) came from. No public record at all.

This is an enormously restrictive rule, unneeded and unprecedented. It serves no public purpose. Therefore, I am calling upon the town board to refer to the Richfield Ethics Board the question whether the town board shouldn't provide a better explanation of the origins and purpose of this change, BEFORE any vote. That's why we have an ethics board.

It is also very troubling that most of the people who will be affected by this new restriction--don't know it's coming. I have asked around. Nobody knows. 

I wonder how you justify making such a fundamental change to property rights with so little public discussion. I think you should take out an ad in the PennySaver, tell your constituents what you intend and invite public comment. We need a robust public debate before you vote.

Finally, I object to the dominant role played in this scheme by Councilman Frigault and Zoning Committee chair, Mrs Frigault. They enjoy the right to commercial use for their business in Utica, yet are determined to deny the same rights to their neighbors in Richfield. 

How would it be if the city of Utica snatched away the Frigault's right to make a living, as they are trying to do to property owners in Richfield. 

The Frigault's influence over this process raises serious questions. 
It should be referred to the Board of Ethics for an advisory opinion.			
THANK YOU
Nick Palevsky, Town of Richfield property owner and taxpayer

