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1998] ROLE OF COUNTY GOVERNMENT 313

ANALYSIS OF THE CONFLICT BETWEEN THE TWO MU-
NICIPALITIES SUGGESTS THE NEED FOR THE DEVEL-
OPMENT OF EFFECTIVE PLANNING AGENCIES AT THE
REGIONAL...LEVEL. ONLY AT THE REGIONAL LEVEL
CAN THE PITFALL OF IDIOSYNCRATIC MUNICIPAL AC-
TION BE AVOIDED!

I. Introduction

In New York State, land use decision-making is a function
of local governments.2 The State’s sixty-one cities, nine hun-
dred thirty-two towns, and five hundred thirty-seven villages
have specific authority from the State Legislature to engage in
local land use planning.? The state land use system, however,
fails to account for the intermunicipal impacts on surrounding
communities often produced by local land use decisions. This
failure is illustrated by the conflict that arose between the Town
of Bedford and the Village of Mount Kisco.

In Town of Bedford v. Village of Mount Kisco,* the Town of
Bedford challenged the Village of Mount Kisco’s rezoning of a
7.68-acre parcel from single family residential to multiple fam-
ily, six story residential. The parcel is located in the northwest
corner of the village and is isolated from the rest of the village
by the Saw Mill River Parkway — “an island within the Town of
Bedford.”s The parcel was rural in character and blended in
topographically with the adjoining single family homes in Bed-
ford.® By building a six-story apartment building, the village
would change the character of the surrounding community.?
Additionally, the only road access to the parcel was over a Bed-

1. Town of Bedford v. Village of Mount Kisco, 33 N.Y.2d 178, 192, 306 N.E.2d
155, 162, 351 N.Y.S.2d 129, 139 (1973) (Breitel, J. dissenting) (citations omitted).

2. See Robert M. Anderson, ZoNING Law AND PRACTICE IN NEwW YORK STATE
11-12 (1963).

3. See Patricia Salkin, Regional Planning in New York State: A State Rich in
National Models, Yet Weak in Overall Statewide Planning Coordination, 13 PACE
L. Rev. 505, 506 and n.6 (1993); N.Y. Gen. Crty Law § 20(24) (McKinney 1989);
N.Y. Town Law § 261 (McKinney 1987); N.Y. ViLLaGe Law § 7-700 (McKinney
1996).

4. 33 N.Y.2d 178, 306 N.E.2d 155, 351 N.Y.S.2d 129 (1973).

5. Id. at 183, 306 N.E.2d at 157, 351 N.Y.S. 2d at 132.

6. See id.

7. See id. at 191, 306 N.E.2d at 161, 351 N.Y.S. 2d at 139.
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ford road.® Thus, the increased vehicular traffic would be borne
not by the village, but the town. Bedford voiced its opposition to
the planned rezoning at a Village of Mount Kisco Planning
Board hearing, but its concerns went unaddressed and the vil-
lage adopted a resolution rezoning the property.® Bedford then
sought judicial review of the determination pursuant to an Arti-
cle 78 proceeding.l® After working its way through the state
court system, the New York Court of Appeals resolved the mat-
ter in favor of Mount Kisco, demonstrating the difficulty that
adjoining municipalities have in challenging neighboring mu-
nicipal land use decisions. Overturning the Appellate Division,
the Court of Appeals held that even though the impact of the
rezoning would be borne primarily by Bedford, Mount Kisco
demonstrated sufficient basis for its decision and its determina-
tion was not arbitrary or capricious.!! Citing Justice Hopkins’
dissenting opinion in the Appellate Division, the court wrote,
“Bedford understandably differed from the conclusion reached,
but that difference must be regarded as the necessary result of
conflicting zoning policies that are confronted at the edge of
every municipality.”'? Thus, although an adjacent municipality
may have the opportunity to voice its concerns at local hearings
regarding development projects in surrounding communities,!3
there is no law commanding the municipality conducting the

8. See id. at 183, 306 N.E.2d at 157, 351 N.Y.S. 2d at 132.

9. See 33 N.Y.2d at 186, 306 N.E.2d at 159, 351 N.Y.S. 2d at 134-35.

10. Article 78 of the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules allows aggrieved
parties to bring an action, called an Article 78 proceeding, to obtain writs of certio-
rari and mandamus against the final determinations of public officers and bodies.
See John Nolon, LAND Ust Law — SuppLEMENT II: ExpLANATORY TEXT 75 (1996).

11. See Town of Bedford v. Village of Mount Kisco, 33 N.Y.2d at 186, 306
N.E.2d at 159, 351 N.Y.S.2d at 134-35.

12. Id. at 189, 306 N.E.2d at 160, 351 N.Y.S.2d at 137.

13. See CounTy OF WESTCHESTER, N.Y., AbmIiN. Cobk § 277.71 (1990). Section
277.71 provides that each city, town, or village in the county must provide ten days
written notice of any hearing to an adjoining municipality that lies within five
hundred feet of certain proposed municipal land use actions to be taken by the first
municipality. At the hearing, the affected municipality may voice its concerns and
also file a memorandum of its position. If the adjoining municipality disapproves
of the proposed land use action, or recommends modifications to the proposal, the
municipal agency having jurisdiction over the matter cannot act contrary to such a
disapproval or recommendation, except upon the adoption of a resolution by the
municipal agency. Once adopted, the proposed action is subject to judicial review
pursuant to an article 78 proceeding if such an action is commenced within thirty
days of the resolution’s adoption.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3



1998] ROLE OF COUNTY GOVERNMENT 315

hearing to address the concerns raised by its neighbor. Without
another mechanism by which the potentially impacted adjacent
municipality can lodge its complaints, its concerns may never
be accounted for, and the impact may be inevitable.

A consequence of failing to account for intermunicipal im-
pacts of land use decisions is the difficulty in devising solutions
to interjurisdictional problems. Because land use decision-mak-
ing is essentially undertaken at the local level, intercommunity
issues such as natural resource protection, affordable housing,
and sustainable economic development4 may not receive the at-
tention they deserve. Officials responsible for planning deci-
sions tend to focus solely on their own jurisdiction given that
their authority extends only to the municipal boundaries of
their respective communities. In doing so, however, problems
requiring regional solutions are often exacerbated. For exam-
ple, assume that a 12 acre wetland lies within four contiguous
municipalities. Assume further that each municipality is re-
sponsible for the protection and preservation of three acres of
the wetland to ensure an adequate supply of clean drinking
water. Municipality A, which oversees the northwest corner of
the wetland, decides to approve the construction of a 2 acre pri-
vate parking lot 200 feet from the edge of the wetland, a per-
missible project under state and federal law. If constructed,
this parking lot, as an impervious surface, will impede the fil-
tration of storm water into the wetland. The area in which the
parking lot is to be built is part of the wetland’s watershed,!? an
area that serves as catch basin for the region’s drinking water.
Thus, municipality A’s action will impact downstream commu-
nities that rely on the area in and near the wetland to collect
and filter rain water before it enters the water table.

One governmental entity that may be able to account for
intercommunity impacts of proposed projects and consider in-
tercommunity issues is the county government. Since the struc-
ture of a county government is regional, incorporating
representatives from many municipalities or county voting dis-
tricts, its perspective is naturally interjurisdictional.

14. See Salkin, supra note 3, at 506, n.7.

15. A watershed or drainage basin is the geographical region drained by a
river or stream and its tributaries. See Michael D. Morgan et al., ENVIRONMENTAL
Science 271 (1993).
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The purpose of this comment is to explore county involve-
ment in the state land use system and to discuss the need for
expanding the county’s role. Part II discusses the general func-
tions and structure of county government, keeping in mind the
similarities and differences between charter'® and noncharter!’
counties. Part III focuses on those land use functions specifi-
cally delegated to counties under state law including the role of
the county planning board,!® the powers of a county in estab-
lishing water districts,® the functions of a county under the Soil
and Water Conservation Law,2° the authority of a county health
department related to subdivision approval,?! and the duty of a
county to engage in affordable housing programs.22 Part IV dis-
cusses the ability of counties to go beyond their delegated land
use functions pursuant to their home rule authority. In part V,
the use of intermunicipal cooperation is explored explaining
how counties may formally participate in local land use deci-
sion-making at the request of local governments. And finally, in
part VI, the comment concludes with an analysis of why county
governments should undertake a slightly expanded role in the
state land use system and how such an expansion would be
achieved.

II. The Substance and Structure of County Government
A. The Changing Role of the County

Although they provide similar services to their residents,
the 57 counties outside of New York City differ in a variety of
ways.28 Geographically counties range in size from over 2,700
square miles in St. Lawrence County to only 175 square miles

16. See infra pp. 311-314.

17. See infra pp. 309-311.

18. See infra pp. 314-322.

19. See infra pp. 332-335.

20. See infra pp. 335-339.

21. See infra pp. 339-340.

22. See infra pp. 340-345.

23. See NaTuraL REsouRrcEs DEFENSE CounciL, LAND Use CoNTROLS IN NEW
York StaTE 62 (Elaine Moss ed., 1975) [hereinafter LaND Use CoONTROLS].
Although considered counties for certain purposes, the five boroughs of New York
City are neither organized nor operate as county governments. See NEw YORK
STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, LocAL GOVERNMENT HANDBOOK 59 (4th ed. 1987)
fhereinafter HANDBOOK]. As such, when the word “counties” is used, it refers to
the 57 counties outside of New York City.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3



1998] ROLE OF COUNTY GOVERNMENT 317

in Rockland County.2* Likewise, populations vary from Nassau
County’s 1,321,582 to Hamilton County’s 5,034.25 In addition to
varying in population and geographic size, counties also differ
in political orientation, financial resources, sophistication and
efficiency of government operations, and strength of
leadership.26

Historically, counties in New York State were established
to carry out specified functions at the local level at the behest of
the State Legislature.2” Over the last half century, however,
counties have taken on a greater role as “local governments”
with their own geographical jurisdiction, powers, and fiscal ca-
pacity.2 Counties that once functioned merely as an arm of the
State are now actively involved in the protection of the environ-
ment and development of affordable housing. These changes
have occurred primarily due to rapid urbanization, the ability of
county residents to adopt a county charter, and the alteration of
county representation in county legislatures.2?

By 1986, ninety percent of New York’s citizens resided in
counties considered urban in character under criteria of the
U.S. Office of Management and Budget and the U.S. Census Bu-
reau.’® As populations burgeoned in the metropolitan centers
and flowed toward less developed surrounding towns, villages
and counties, those counties lying in the periphery had to as-
sume new functions to meet the demands of their new constitu-
ents.3! Meeting these demands, along with those of its
traditional role as an administrative arm of the State Legisla-
ture, required county governments to change their forms and

24, See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 59.

25. See id.

26. See Lanp Use CoNTROLS, supra note 23.

27. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 59. Counties were created in the early
colonial period to improve protection against enemies and the administration of
law and order. See id. at 60. Counties also took on the duties of keeping records on
behalf of the state, enforcing state laws and conducting elections for the state. See
id. at 76.

28. See id. at 76.

29. See id. at 62.

30. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 63. In addition to the counties of New
York City, counties considered urban in character include Erie, Nassau, Orange,
Putnam, Rockland, Suffolk, and Westchester. See id.

31. See id.
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procedures.3? Issues of natural resource conservation, afforda-
ble housing, and regional transportation presented problems
not previously encountered at the county level.

The county charter movement has also played a significant
role in altering the duties and functions that counties perform.33
In 1963, the State Legislature adopted current article IX of the
State Constitution requiring the Legislature to authorize coun-
ties to adopt, amend, or repeal alternative forms of county gov-
ernment.3* The provisions of article IX pertaining to county
governments have been implemented through the enactment of
the “County Charter Law,” section 33 of the Municipal Home
Rule Law.?* Under the provisions of section 33 a county char-
ter, if adopted, allows a county to replace the governmental
structures provided for in the County Law to meet the demands
and challenges raised by a county’s particular circumstances.3¢
Because of the greater flexibility provided for by the “County
Charter Law,”” counties may undertake duties and functions
not previously exercised by them.3® Currently, nineteen coun-
ties operate under the county charter form of county
government.3?

Finally, judicial mandates that county legislatures provide
for one person-one vote representation have altered the form of

32, See id.

33. See id. at 64.

34. See James D. Cole, Constitutional Home Rule in New York: “The Ghost of
Home Rule,” 59 St. Joun’s L. REv. 713, 725-26 (1985), for a discussion of the State
Legislature’s efforts to provide counties with greater flexibility to adopt different
governmental structures prior to 1963.

35. N.Y. Mun. HomE RuLE Law § 33 (Consol. 1996).

36. See generally HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 64-65.

37. N.Y. Mun. HomE RuLE Law § 33.

38. See, e.g., Smithtown v. Howell, 31 N.Y.2d 365, 292 N.E.2d 10, 339
N.Y.S.2d 949 (1972) (the New York Court of Appeals upheld an amendment to the
Suffolk County Charter providing its County Planning Commission with veto
power over municipal zoning changes). Under New York General Municipal Law
section 239-m, noncharter counties do not have veto power over municipal land
use decisions. However, “section 34(3) of the Municipal Home Rule Law restricts
the county from superseding state legislation relating to . . . functions of local gov-
ernment units unless there has been a transfer of functions.” Cole, supra note 34,
at n.50.

39. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 64. The 19 counties include: Albany,
Broome, Chautauqua, Chemong, Dutchess, Erie, Herkimer, Monroe, Nassau,
Oneida, Onondaga, Orange, Putnam, Rennselaer, Rockland, Schenectady, Suffolk,
Tompkins, and Westchester. See id. at 64.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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county governments in the state.4® Traditionally, within a
county legislature, usually called a “county board of supervi-
sors,” municipalitiest! were accorded only one vote regardless of
the municipalities’ population.42 “Thus a voter in a town with a
population of a hundred wielded ten times more weight in the
county legislative body than did a voter in a town of a thou-
sand.”3 With the U.S. Supreme Court decision in Reynolds v.
Sims,* as well as state court decisions,* representation ar-
rangements of New York county legislatures were in violation of
the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of
the federal Constitution.®* To meet the requirements that
county legislatures more nearly present one person-one vote
representation, counties have generally employed one of two
voting methods: weighted voting or districting.4” Changes in
representation also seem to have provided an impetus for
county legislators to serve solely in that capacity, thus giving
the county legislature greater independence from its constitu-
ent municipalities.8

Given that county governments no longer serve primarily
as an arm of the State, one function in which counties actively
participate is land use planning.4® Although counties have par-
ticipated in land use planning since the 1920s-30s,5° the scope
of their participation has slowly expanded over the last thirty-
five years due to the same forces that required county govern-

40. See Seaman v. Fedourich, 16 N.Y.2d 94, 209 N.E.2d 778, 262 N.Y.S.2d 444
(1965); Iannucci v. Bd. of Supervisors of the County of Washington, 20 N.Y.2d 244,
229 N.E.2d 195, 282 N.Y.S.2d 502 (1967). See also Jack B.Weinstein, The Effect of
Federal Reapportionment Decisions on Counties and Other Forms of Municipal
Government, 65 CoLum. L. Rev. 21 (1965).

41. Under N.Y. County Law § 150 (Consol. 1996) only supervisors of cities and
towns may serve on the county board of supervisors — village officials may not.

42. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 65. Although elected solely as town of-
ficers, town supervisors served as ex officio members of a county board of supervi-
sors, acting as both town and county officials. See id. On the other hand, “city
supervisors” were elected by city voters solely to serve as county legislators. See
id.

43. See id. at 66.

44. 377 U.S. 533 (1964).

45. See supra note 40.

46. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 66.

47. See id.

48. See id.

49. See generally N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 239-m (McKinney Supp. 1996).

50. See id.
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ments to assume other new functions. To understand the role
that counties play in land use planning it is necessary to under-
stand the two general legal frameworks in which county govern-
ments operate. The role counties play in land use planning
often varies depending on whether they function under the
County Law or under an individual county charter.

B. Noncharter Counties

Of the fifty-seven counties in New York State, thirty-eight
are noncharter counties. Noncharter counties are governed by
the State Constitution, provisions of the County Law, and provi-
sions of the Municipal Home Rule Law. Under the County Law,
a county is to establish either a county board of supervisorss! or
a county legislature5? which is empowered with both legislative
and executive authority.?3 Likewise, a county legislative body
has administrative authority to oversee the operation of the
county government.>* The County Law “makes no provision for
an independent executive or administrative authority.”ss These
powers rest solely with the legislative body.

Under the County Law, the day-to-day supervision and co-
ordination of the county government may be carried out by one
of three methods. First, the legislative body may establish a
legislative committee structure built around the principal func-
tions of the county government.’¢ Under this structure, the
committees or their chairpersons maintain administrative over-
sight on behalf of the legislative body.5” Second, the legislative
body may assign administrative authority to the chairperson of
the legislative body.58 Third, the legislative body may delegate
specific duties to an appointed administrative officer who is re-

51. See N.Y. County Law § 150 (Consol. 1996).

52. See id. § 150-a (Consol. 1996). Because county legislatures are called a
variety of names, for sake of simplicity, where appropriate, county legislatures will
be called county legislative bodies.

53. See New York State Department of State, LocAL GOVERNMENTAL TECHNI-
CAL SERIES: ADMINISTRATION IN NONCHARTER COUNTIES 3 (1983) [hereinafter
ADMINISTRATION].

54. See id.

55. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 66.

56. See ADMINISTRATION, supra note 53, at 4.

57. See id.

58. See id.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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1998] ROLE OF COUNTY GOVERNMENT 321

sponsible to the legislative body or its chairperson.?® Given the
complexity and scope of functions required of the county legisla-
tive body, more non-charter counties are choosing to establish
some form of county administrative officer.6°

Pursuant to the County Law, noncharter counties are
vested with the authority to adopt laws, enact resolutions, and
undertake other legally binding actions.6? Noncharter counties
may also adopt and amend local lawsé? relating to their prop-
erty, affairs, and government so long as such local laws are con-
sistent with provisions of the State Constitution and general
laws.®3 Thus, counties, like cities, towns and villages, are en-
dowed with home rule authority.t4

Furthermore, noncharter counties are empowered to adopt
local laws not related to their property, affairs, or government
where the State Legislature has specifically provided them with
such authority. For example, counties may adopt local laws for

59. See id. at 5. There are several provisions of state law which enable the
county legislative body to establish the office of a county administrator to carry
out, on the legislature’s behalf, certain administrative functions. See HANDBOOK,
supra note 23, at 67. First, section 10(1)}(a)(1) of the Municipal Home Rule Law
provides that local governments may adopt local laws concerning “the powers, du-
ties, qualifications, number, mode of selection and removal, terms of office of their
officers and employees.” Id. Second, Municipal Home Rule Law section 10(1)(b)(4)
empowers a county to establish the office of administrative assistant to the chair-
man of the board of supervisors. See id. Third, County Law section 204 permits
the county legislative body to create an executive assistant position “by local law,
resolution, or inclusion in the county budget.” Id.

60. See ADMINISTRATION, supra note 53, at 4. As of November, 1982, 14 coun-
ties had some form of administrative officer: Alleghany, Clinton, Essex, Genesee,
Greene, Jefferson, Montgomery, Ontario, Orleans, Oswego, Rockland, Saratoga,
Sullivan and Ulster. See id. at 7.

61. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 69.

62. Local laws are the highest form of local legislation. See id. at 53. The
power to adopt local laws extends from article IX of the State Constitution to local
governments, including counties. See id. Because local laws derive from the Con-
stitution, they have the same quality as acts of the State Legislature. See id.

63. See N.Y. Mun. HoME RuLE Law § 10(1)3) (McKinney 1994). Under the
State Constitution a general law is defined as “a law which in terms and in effect
applies alike to all counties, all counties other than those wholly included within a
city, all cities, all towns or all villages.” N.Y. Consr. art. IX, § 3(d)(1).

64. Home rule may be described as a “method by which a state government
can transfer a portion of its governmental powers to a local government.” Cole,
supra note 34, at n.1 (citing Note, Home Rule and the Sherman Act After Boulder:
Cities Between a Rock and a Hard Place, 49 Brook. L. Rev. 259, 261 (1983)). With
the transfer of power, local governments are provided with the authority to man-
age their local affairs. See id.

1
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the protection and enhancement of their physical and visual
environments.$5

C. Charter Counties

Under Article IX of the State Constitution counties are
granted the express power to adopt, amend, or repeal a county
charter subject to a mandatory referendum.% This authority is
implemented by section 33 of the Municipal Home Rule Law.67
By adopting a county charter, counties may devise alternative
forms of governmenté® and provide for the transfer of power to
or from a city, town or village within a county as dictated by
local needs.®® A charter must: (a) provide for the exercise of
legislative and appropriation authority by a legislative body;
(b) specify the agencies or officers responsible for county func-
tions;”! (c) lay out agency or officer powers and duties;" (d) stip-
ulate the manner of election or appointment, terms of office and
removal for county officers;’? and (e) provide for the equaliza-
tion of real property taxes consistent with standards prescribed
by the legislature.”* Importantly, a county charter may also as-
sign executive or administrative functions to an elected or ap-
pointed officer.”>

The election or appointment of a County Executive is one of
two principal differences between charter and noncharter coun-
ties. Of the nineteen counties that had enacted charters by
1986, sixteen provide for elected county executives.”® The
County Executive is important for several reasons. First, the
elected County Executive operates from a strong, county-wide
political base which allows him or her to speak for the whole

65. See N.Y. Mun. HoMe RuLE Law § 10(1)(a)(11) (Consol. 1996).

66. N.Y. Consr. art. IX, § 2.

67. See N.Y. Mun. Home RULE Law § 33(7) (Consol. 1996).

68. Alternative forms of county government are those that are not suggested
by the New York County Law.

69. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 56. This authority is implemented by
the County Charter Law as set out in section 33 of the Municipal Home Rule Law.

70. See N.Y. Mun. HoME RuLE Law § 33(3)(a) (Consol. 1996).

71. See id. § 33(3)(b) (Consol. 1996).

72. See id.

73. See id.

74. See id. § 33(3)(c) (Consol. 1996).

75. See N.Y. MuN. HoME RuLE Law § 33(4)(a) (Consol. 1996).

76. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 68.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3

12



1998] ROLE OF COUNTY GOVERNMENT 323

county.”” Thus, the County Executive provides an intercom-
munity perspective that acts as a check against members of the
legislative body who represent either their particular munici-
pality or district. Second, because the County Executive is
under constant scrutiny, public attention is focused on the oper-
ation of county government.”® With a single figurehead at the
helm of county operations, citizens have an official who they
may hold accountable for policies adopted by the county. Third,
a County Executive may also be provided with veto power over
the county legislative body.”? Providing the County Executive
with a veto power allows the executive to stop efforts of the
county legislative body that will have deleterious effects on the
county as a whole. Fourth, an elected County Executive has
budgetary authority which provides the executive with an es-
sential tool for participation in county-wide policy develop-
ment.8® By framing an executive county budget, the County
Executive establishes priorities among various county pro-
grams. If adopted by the legislative body, the budget sets out a
direction “for the implementation of the policies” it reflects.s!
The other principal difference between a charter and non-
charter county is the authority of a charter county to adopt a
charter law inconsistent with the general laws of the state.82
Unlike a noncharter county whose local laws must be consistent
with general state laws,?? a charter county has authority to en-
act charter laws providing it with even greater flexibility to
meet the service demands sought by its constituents. For exam-
ple, as a charter county, Suffolk County was able to provide its
County Planning Commission with veto power over all munici-
pal zoning changes, even though this directly conflicted with the
provisions of General Municipal Law section 239-m .84

77. See id.

78. See id.

79. See N.Y. Mun. HoME RuLE Law § 33(4)(b) (McKinney 1994).

80. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 68.

81. See id. at 69.

82. See Cole, supra note 34, at 727.

83. See id. at n.47.

84. See Smithtown v. Howell, 31 N.Y.2d 365, 292 N.E.2d 10, 339 N.Y.S.2d 949
(1972). General Municipal Law section 239-m provides county planning boards
with review authority over certain municipal zoning actions. However, the munic-
ipal agency which referred the action to the county planning board retains final
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D. Administrative Structure

As the role of the county has expanded to meet the service
demands of its constituents, so too have the number of adminis-
trative departments and agencies in county government. New
departments and agencies, such as industrial and economic de-
velopment departments, had to be created. Generally, the
structure of county administrative agencies is similar through-
out New York State regardless of whether the county operates
under a county legislative body, a county executive, or an ad-
ministrative assistant to the county legislative body.85 What is
important to note is that the administrative departments are
often responsible for the day-to-day operations of the various
functions counties undertake. For example, with respect to
county planning boards discussed below, many of the planning
and research functions delegated to county planning boards are
conducted by county planning departments.8¢ These depart-
ments employ professional planners and other specialists who
are authorized by the county planning board to undertake these
functions, often because of the sheer volume of proposals and
projects requiring county planning board attention.®” For in-
stance, where a county planning board is to review a municipal
land use action, such as the proposed development of an office
building 500 feet from a municipal boundary, the county plan-
ning department will review the plan and make a determina-
tion on the proposed project. For projects with greater
significance, such as the adoption of a county-wide comprehen-
sive master plan, the county planning department will review
the proposal and then make its recommendations to the board.s8

ITI. County Land Use Functions

Although counties have not been delegated the specific au-
thority to zone, counties do undertake a variety of important
land use functions. The functions include: (a) the creation of

authority. It may override a county planning board disapproval with a majority
plus one of the referring municipal agency.

85. See generally HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 70.

86. See Telephone Interview with David Phillips, Chautauqua County Plan-
ning Department (Jan. 14, 1996).

87. See id.

88. See id.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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county planning boards,?® (b) the establishment of county water
and sewer districts,®® (c) the adoption of county soil and water
conservation districts,?! (d) the oversight of county health de-
partments of subdivision development,®? and (e) the participa-
tion in affordable housing development.®®* In addition, both
noncharter and charter counties may adopt local laws and char-
ter laws respectively to meet the specific land use needs and
conditions of their counties.?* Through these functions, and the
advisory role that counties play in municipal land use decisions,
counties are an integral component of the state land use sys-
tem. This section examines in detail those functions discussed
above, setting out the substantive authority and advisory capac-
ity of both noncharter and charter counties.

A. County Authority Under the County Law and General
Municipal Law

Both noncharter and charter counties are given express au-
thority to engage in certain land use functions under the New
York County Law and other general laws. How noncharter and
charter counties utilize this authority is explored below.

1. Counties and Their County Planning Boards

Since 1925, counties have had the authority to establish
county or regional planning boards.?* The precursors to today’s
county planning boards were limited to undertaking studies of
the needs and conditions of communities within the county and
preparing plans to meet such needs. Presently, under General
Municipal Law Article 12-B, section 239-b, any county legisla-
tive body may unilaterally, or in cooperation with the legisla-
tures of the municipalities within that county, establish a
county planning board.?®¢ County planning boards may also be

89. See infra p. 325; N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-b (McKinney Supp. 1997).

90. See infra p. 349; N.Y. County Law § 250 (McKinney Supp. 1995).

91. See infra p. 352; N.Y. Soi. & WaTeRr ConseERv. Dist. Law § 5 (McKinney
Supp. 1997).

92. See infra p. 360; N.Y. PuB. HEaLTH Law § 1116 (McKinney 1990).

93. See infra pp. 325-355; Informal Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. 4 (1992).

94. See N.Y. Mun. HoMe RuLE Law § 10 (Consol. 1996).

95. See 1925 N.Y. Laws Ch. 539 § 239-b.

96. See N.Y. GEN. MuUN. Law § 239-b.
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created between counties (regional planning boards),?” and with
municipalities in those other counties.® Sections 4a through 4c
examine the authority and duties of county planning boards as
they exist today. Section 4d then discusses the recent amend-
ments to General Municipal Law 12-B and the effect of these
amendments on county planning board authority.

a. Membership and Financing

The composition of county planning boards varies depend-
ing on whether the board is established by the county or in co-
operation with municipalities of the county.®® Where
established solely by a county, a county planning board consists
of representatives from the county.l®® Where municipalities
participate in the formation of the board, the board may contain
representatives of the municipalities to be selected in a manner
determined by the county legislative body.19? Regardless of
whether the county itself, or in cooperation with municipalities
of the county, establishes the board, if existing in the county,
the county engineer, superintendent of highways, or district su-
perintendent, and the comptroller or commissioner of finance
are ex officio members of the board.*2 The county legislative
body may also designate chief engineers of any special county
improvement commission to serve as ex officio members as
well. 108

To finance a county planning board’s activities, the county
legislative body is authorized to appropriate and raise money,
by taxation, for the expenses of the county planning board.10¢ If

97. See id. For example, Erie and Niagara counties formed a regional plan-
ning board. Under section 239-b of the General Municipal Law, regional planning
boards may also be established, but they have the same powers as the county plan-
ning boards only on a broader scope. For a general discussion of regional planning
boards, see Salkin, supra note 3, at 524.

98. See N.Y. Gen. Mun. Law § 239-b. As of July 1, 1998, regional planning
boards may no longer be established under General Municipal Law § 239-b. Re-
gional planning boards are replaced by regional planning councils established
under the new section 239-h. See infra p. 343.

99. See id.

100. See id.

101. See id.

102. See id.

103. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-b.

104. See id. § 239-c (McKinney 1986).

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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the county planning board is formed with the collaboration of
municipalities, they too have the power to appropriate and raise
funds, by taxation, for county planning board expenses.105

b. Research and Planning Authority

A county planning board has extensive planning and re-
search authority under section 239-d(1). A board is specifically
empowered to perform planning work which includes surveys,
land use studies, urban renewal plans, and technical services.106
It also has the authority to conduct studies concerning the
needs and conditions of the county which may then be utilized
to adopt a county-wide comprehensive master plani?? for the de-
velopment of the county.® A master plan may include: (a)
county highways; (b) transportation terminals and facilities; (c¢)
parks and parkways; and (d) sites for public buildings or works
including subsurface facilities in which the county or constitu-
ent municipalities participated in the acquisition, financing or
construction thereof.10%

Section 239-d(2) provides that the county legislative body
may change or add to the county-wide master plan whenever
required for the public interest.!’® For example, if necessary,
the county legislative body may amend the plan to incorporate a
new park to be donated to the county. Before such change may
be made, however, the county legislative body is required to
give two weeks notice of the pending change and hold a public
hearing where other state, county, and municipal governments,

105. See id.

106. See id. § 239-d(1) (McKinney Supp. 1997). The county planning board is
also empowered to collect data related to county planning and zoning within the
county and disseminate such information to interested persons. See id.

107. Although no exact definition of the term “comprehensive master plan”
has been given, the courts examine all relevant evidence such as the municipal
zoning ordinance, the municipal zoning map, any development policies, and past
planning decisions to determine whether the municipality has in fact set out some
sort of plan for the present and future growth of the community. See Udell v.
Haas, 21 N.Y.2d 463, 471-72, 235 N.E.2d 897, 902, 288 N.Y.S.2d 888, 895-96
(1968).

108. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-d(1).

109. See id.

110. See id. § 239-d(2) (McKinney Supp. 1997). The recent amendments to
Article 12-B now provide counties with the authority to adopt comprehensive
plans. The distinction between a comprehensive master plan and a comprehensive
plan is discussed below. See infra at p. 341.
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as well as the public at large may voice their concerns.1! Fur-
thermore, the county legislative body is required to submit the
proposed changes to the county planning board for its consider-
ation prior to holding the public hearing.!'2 The county legisla-
tive body may act upon the proposed changes once the county
planning agency approves the changes or fails to take any ac-
tion.113 Where the county legislative body chooses to act con-
trary to the county planning board’s recommendations, changes
to the comprehensive master plan require an affirmative vote of
a majority of all the members of the county legislative body.114
Once the plan or its subsequent changes are adopted, it is bind-
ing on all agencies of the county.!’> Thus, any subsequent ex-
penditure of county funds for the purchase of land or public
improvements shown on the master plan must be consistent
with the plan.116¢ Likewise, if land or public improvements are
not shown on the master plan, expenditures for such projects
contravene the master plan, and require the county legislative
body to amend the master plan to undertake these projects.11?
In addition to the adoption of a county-wide master plan, a
county planning board may also recommend to local legislatures
within the county a comprehensive zoning plan which
designates areas in the county suitable for residential, commer-
cial and industrial uses.!’® Such zoning plans should consider
existing and proposed highways, parks, parkways, public
works, public utilities, public transportation terminals, popula-
tion trends, topography and geological structure.!1® A variety of
county planning boards have devised and recommended such
plans to the municipalities within their county. For example,
Westchester County recently released its county-wide compre-
hensive guidance document entitled, Patterns for Westchester:
The Land and the People [hereinafter Patterns].’2° This docu-

111. See id.

112. See id.

113. See N.Y. GEN. MuUN. Law § 239-d(2).

114, See id.

115. See id.

116. See id.

117. See id.

118. See N.Y. Gen. Mun. Law § 239-d(5) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

119. See id.

120. WESTCHESTER COUNTY PLANNING BOARD, PATTERNS FOR WESTCHESTER:
THE LAND AND THE PEOPLE (Mar. 1996).

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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ment was presented at a variety of public hearings throughout
the county for citizens and municipal officials to voice their sup-
port or concerns. Patterns contains a variety of recommenda-
tions including the channeling of development to areas where
infrastructure can support growth, the development of an inter-
connected system of open space, the encouragement of a variety
of housing types to meet county housing needs, and the en-
hancement of Westchester’s quality of life by protecting the
county’s educational, cultural and historical resources.12! Other
counties recently issuing comprehensive plans or guidance doc-
uments include Dutchess County in 1987 (Directions: The Plan
for Dutchess County), Yates County in 1990, Onondaga County
in 1991, and Chenango County in 1992.122 It is important to
note that these plans remain advisory only and are not in any
way binding on the municipalities within a county.

A county planning board may also exercise limited regula-
tory authority over county subdivision control areas.23 Under
section 239-d(7) of the General Municipal Law, a county plan-
ning board is authorized to designate areas outside the limits of
any incorporated village or city, or any area beyond which a city
exercises powers of plat approval, as county subdivision control
areas.'?* In addition, the designation of subdivision control ar-
eas cannot occur in towns where the town planning board has
the power of subdivision plat approval and has promulgated
subdivision regulations.'?® Thus, the areas in which a county
planning board may exercise this authority is limited. How-
ever, within subdivision control areas, the county may, pursu-
ant to the requirements of Town Law section 277, adopt
subdivision regulations which are then in force in the subdivi-
sion control areas.126 Upon the establishment of the subdivision

121. See id.

122. See Salkin, supra note 3, at n.132.

123. See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 239-d(7) (McKinney 1986). A county subdivi-
sion control area is that region outside the limits of any incorporated village, city
area, in which a city exercises plat approval authority, or area of a town which has
a planning board with plat approval authority, where the county may regulate the
development of subdivisions subject to section 277 of the Town Law. See id.
Under the new amendments to Article 12-B of the General Municipal Law, this
power is removed from county authority. See infra pp. 340-41.

124. See id.

125. See id.

126. See id.
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control areas and regulations governing subdivisions, no subdi-
vision map of any land within a control area can be filed or re-
corded with the county clerk until it has been approved by the
county planning board.'?” Under this provision, the county
planning board acts in a manner similar to a town planning
board when the town planning board approves subdivision
plats.128 By agreement, the county planning board can also as-
sume this role for villages and cities if they so desire.1?°

An important function undertaken by a county planning
board is to assist municipalities in the everyday operation of
municipal planning. Pursuant to section 239-d(8) of the Gen-
eral Municipal Law, upon the request of a municipality, the
county planning board may provide any of its services to the
requesting municipality.!3° This may include technical analysis
of a land use problem, as well as assistance in the drafting of
local zoning laws. David Phillips, a county planner for Chau-
tauqua County, has acted in an advisory role for nearly twenty
years where municipalities have chosen to enact new, or amend
existing zoning laws.!3! Through this role, county planning
boards (or more accurately, county planning departments) have
the ability to recommend that municipal planning authorities
account for intercommunity considerations. This becomes a
particularly important function in more rural counties, such as
Chautauqua, where local governments do not have the financial
wherewithal to undertake professional planning activities.!32
By seeking the assistance of county planning department per-
sonnel, the county planning board may bring its county-wide
perspective into the planning process of a local municipality.

Finally, under section 239-d(10), the State Legislature has
provided counties with the express authority to enter into in-
termunicipal agreements (IMAs) to perform certain ministerial
functions on behalf of a city, town or village related to zoning

127. See N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law § 239-d(7).
128. See N.Y. TowN Law § 277 (McKinney 1987).
129. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-d(7).
130. See id. § 239-d(8) (McKinney 1986).

131. See Telephone Interview with David Phillips, Chautauqua County Plan-
ning Department (Oct. 9, 1996) [hereinafter Phillips].

132. See id.
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and planning.13 This provision will be discussed at length
below.134

c. Review of Municipal Zoning and Planning Actions

Arguably, a county planning board’s most important land
use function is the authority to review certain municipal zoning
and planning actions for their potential intercommunity and
county-wide impacts.135 By allowing a county planning board to
carefully examine reviewable actions, the county provides an in-
tercommunity perspective usually lacking when a single munic-
ipality makes a zoning or planning decision. Furthermore,
county planning board review provides another opportunity for
surrounding municipalities to voice their concerns over a pro-
posed project’s regional impacts. The authority for such review
falls under sections 239-m and 239-n of the General Municipal
Law.

Before taking final action on certain proposed actions, mu-
nicipal referring agencies (those city, town or village bodies re-
sponsible for final approval on a proposed project subject to
section 239-m) must refer the project to the county planning
board.'38 Proposed actions subject to county review include: (a)
the adoption or amendment of a municipal comprehensive plan;
(b) adoption or amendment of a zoning ordinance or local law;
(c) issuance of special permits; (d) approval of site plans; (e)
granting of use or area variances; and (f) other authorizations
which a referring body may issue under the provisions of any
zoning ordinance or local law.137 In addition to those actions
specified under this subdivision, courts have also held the en-
actment of a building moratorium is subject to county review.138

133. See N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law § 239-d(10) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

134. See infra pp. 46-56.

135. See N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law §§ 239-m to -n (McKinney Supp. 1997).

136. See id. § 239-m(2) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

137. See id. § 239-m(3)}(A) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

138. See B&L Development Corp. v. Town of Greenfield, 146 Misc. 2d 638, 551
N.Y.S.2d 734 (Sup. Ct. Saratoga County 1990). A local law enacted by the Green-
field Town Board, imposing a one year moratorium on the issuance of building
permits, was vacated and annulled due to the Board’s failure to submit its morato-
rium plan to the County Planning Board pursuant to General Municipal Law sec-
tion 239-m. See id.

21



332 PACE LAW REVIEW [Vol. 18:311

Although it may seem that nearly every determination of a
municipal planning body is subject to review by the county
planning board, such review is limited. Only municipal land
use actions occurring within 500 feet of certain areas may be
reviewed. These areas include: (a) the boundary of any city,
town or village; (b) the boundary of any existing or proposed
county or state park, or any other recreation area; (c) the right-
of-way of any existing or proposed county or state parkway,
thruway, expressway, road or highway; (d) the existing or pro-
posed right-of-way of any stream or drainage channel owned by
the county or for which the county has established channel
lines; (e) the existing or proposed boundary of any county or
state owned land on which a public building or institution is
situated; and (f) the boundary of a farm operation located in an
agricultural district.13® Where a proposed project falls within
500 feet of one of these areas, the county planning board has the
authority to review such municipal zoning and planning ac-
tions. A county planning board also has the power to enter into
an agreement with a referring body stating that any of the pro-
posed actions above are matters of local concern, and therefore,
not subject to review.4? This authority has been utilized by Ot-
sego County, where the county has agreed that certain subdivi-
sion proposals are not subject to county referral.14!

Once it is determined that a proposed municipal zoning or
planning action must be reviewed by the county planning
board, the action is then reviewed for its intercommunity or
county-wide impact. Pursuant to section 239-1 of the General
Municipal Law, the county planning board is to specifically
examine:

compatibility of various land uses with one another; traffic gener-
ating characteristics of various land uses in relation to the effect
of such traffic on other land uses and to the adequacy of existing
and proposed thoroughfare facilities; impact of proposed land uses
on existing and proposed county or state institutional uses; pro-
tection of community character as regards to predominant land
uses, population density, and relation between residential and

139. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-m(3)(B) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

140. See id. § 239-m(3)(C) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

141. See Telephone Interview with Diane V. Carlton, Director, Otsego County
Planning Department (Oct. 9, 1996) [hereinafter Carlton].
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nonresidential areas; community appearance; drainage; commu-
nity facilities; official development policies, municipal and county
as expressed through comprehensive plans, capital programs or
regulatory measures; and other such matters as may relate to the
public convenience, to governmental efficiency, and to the achiev-
ing and maintaining a satisfactory community government.142

After examining a proposed action’s potential impact, the
county planning board then either approves the proposed ac-
tion, conditionally approves the action, or disapproves the ac-
tion.43 The county planning board may also determine that the
proposed action will have no significant inter-community im-
pact, and approve the project.’#¢ This language suggests that
even where the proposed action will have inter-community or
county-wide effect, the county planning board may approve the
action without recommending any modifications to the project.
The review and determination must be made within 30 days
although the period for review may be extended by agreement
with the municipal referring body.45 The county planning
board is also required to include with its determination a state-
ment of reasons for its recommendation.146

Upon receiving the county planning board’s recommenda-
tion, the referring agency must then vote on it.147 If the county
planning board approves a proposed action or fails to make a
recommendation within the 30 day period, the referring agency
need only approve the action upon a majority vote.148 Where
the county planning board determines that no significant inter-
community or county-wide impact is posed by the proposed ac-
tion, the matter is returned to the referring municipal body for
a local decision.!4? However, where the county planning board
disapproves the proposed action or conditionally approves the
action upon modification, and the referring municipal body
chooses to act contrary to the county planning board’s recom-

142, See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 239-1 (McKinney 1986).

143. See id. § 239-m(4)(A) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

144. See id.

145. See id. § 239-m(4)(B) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

146. See id.

147. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-m(5) (McKinney Supp. 1996).

148. See Leisure Time Sales, Inc. v. Waring, 91 Misc. 2d 633, 634, 398
N.Y.S.2d 493, 495 (Sup. Ct. Saratoga County 1977).

149. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-m(4) (McKinney Supp. 1997).
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mendation, the municipal body must approve the proposed ac-
tion by a majority plus one of all its members.15° If the referring
municipal body fails to obtain a majority plus one vote overrid-
ing a county planning board’s disapproval, the action cannot
move forward.

After the referring agency has made its final determination
on the proposed action (either taking into account the county
planning board’s recommendations or acting contrary to a ma-
jority plus one vote), the referring agency must report its deter-
mination to the county planning board within 30 days.15!
Where the referring municipal body acts contrary to a recom-
mendation of disapproval or modification it must set forth its
reasons for such contrary action.152

Failure to refer proposed actions subject to this subdivision
results in the nullification of the referring agency’s determina-
tion.'5® For example, the Appellate Division, Fourth Depart-
ment, reversed the issuance of a special permit by the Board of
Appeals of City of Niagara Falls where the board failed to refer
a development project situated within 500 feet of a state high-
way to the Erie and Niagara Counties Regional Planning
Board.!5* Likewise, in B&L Development Corporation v. Town
of Greenfield,155 upon finding the Town Board’s enactment of a
local moratorium on the issuance of building permits, the court
vacated and annulled the moratorium due to the Board’s failure
to follow the procedure for county planning board review estab-
lished by section 239-m of the General Municipal Law.1% Thus,
these cases demonstrate that referral of actions listed under
subdivision (a) to a county planning agency is a “condition pre-

150. See id. § 239-m(5).

151. See id. § 239-m(6) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

152. See id.

153. See Friendly Hillside Motel, Inc. v. Town of Brunswick, 74 Misc. 2d 1001,
347 N.Y.S.2d 112 (Sup. Ct. Rensselaer County 1973) (local sign ordinance was de-
clared invalid because when proposed, the sign ordinance was not referred to the
Rensselaer County Planning Commission for review.).

154. See Asthma v. Curcione, 31 A.D.2d 883, 298 N.Y.S.2d 286 (4th Dep’t
1969).

155. 146 Misc. 2d 638, 551 N.Y.S.2d 734 (Sup. Ct. Saratoga County 1990).

156. See id. at 639-40, 551 N.Y.S.2d at 735.
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cedent” to final action by the referring municipal board.5? Fail-
ure by a municipal board to refer is a jurisdictional defect.

When a county planning board makes a determination on a
proposed action, such determination does not constitute a final
administrative action subject to an article 78 proceeding of the
Civil Practice Law and Rules.’® This is so because the refer-
ring municipal board has the authority to override the recom-
mendation of the county planning board.’®® Thus, a
determination by a county planning board is advisory only, and
is not subject to judicial review because final administrative ac-
tion rests with the referring municipal board.

In addition to those actions subject to county review under
General Municipal Law section 239-m, certain proposed subdi-
vision plats must also be referred to a county planning board for
approval. However, a county planning board may only review
plats where it is authorized to do so by the county legislative
body.16® Where such authority is granted, section 239-n sets out
the same procedure as section 239-m for determining which
subdivisions are subject to review, and the process by which ap-
proval of the subdivision is achieved. Therefore it does not re-
quire elaboration here.

The impact of sections 239-1 through 239-n on municipal
land use decisions varies with a county’s location, its financial
resources and those of its constituent municipalities, the exper-
tise of its planning officials, the efficiency and sophistication of
its government, and the strength of its leadership and political
orientation.®! For example, in Otsego County, a rural mid-
state county with a population of only 60,000, the county has
limited its review authority excluding certain subdivision ap-
provals by entering into agreements with its constituent munic-
ipalities.162 This limitation may be attributed to several factors

157. Leisure Time Sales, Inc. v. Waring, 91 Misc. 2d 633, 634, 398 N.Y.S.2d
493, 495 (Sup. Ct. Saratoga County 1977) (holding that “referral to the [county]
planning agency is a condition precedent to final action by the municipalities of the
zoning matters specified”).

158. See Rickett v. Hackbarth, 98 Misc. 2d 790, 414 N.Y.S.2d 988 (Sup. Ct.
Onondaga County 1979).

159. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-m(5) (McKinney Supp. 1996).

160. See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 239-n (McKinney 1986).

161. See LanD Use CoNTROLS, supra note 23, at 62.

162. See Carlton, supra note 141.
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including the county’s fiscally conservative tendencies, its focus
on large development projects such as capping a regional land-
fill, renovating an aging county nursing home, and the fact that
the county planning department has only recently begun to gar-
ner the respect of the local municipalities.163 As Diane Carlton,
Director of the Otsego County Planning Department pointed
out, more urban counties, such as Westchester, often have the
financial and staff resources to conduct more project reviews.164
These observations were reiterated by Dave Phillips of the
Chautauqua County Planning Department.165 Understaffing in
the Chautauqua County Planning Department (which reviews
municipal agency referrals and then makes its recommendation
to the County Planning Board) has limited the number of re-
views that the county planning board can undertake.1%¢ The
Chautauqua County Planning Department has only four staff
members to serve 27 towns, 15 villages and 2 cities.16”

The size of the proposed project can also determine the
scope of a county planning board’s impact on municipal plan-
ning decisions. Because of their size, complexity, and financial
investment, large development projects often require profes-
sional engineers and consultants to review a project’s impact
under the State Environmental Quality Review Act [hereinafter
“SEQRA”] process.1®® In undertaking a SEQRA review, inter-
community or regional impacts may be considered where a pro-
ject’s effects are likely to be interjurisdictional.1® This may

163. See id.

164. See id.

165. See Phillips, supra note 131.

166. See id.

167. See id.

168. See id. The purpose of SEQRA is “to incorporate the consideration of
environmental factors into existing planning, review and decision making
processes of state, regional and local government agencies at the earliest possible
time. To accomplish this goal, SEQRA requires that all agencies determine
whether the actions they directly undertake, fund or approve may have a signifi-
cant impact on the environment, and, if it is determined that the action may have
a significant adverse impact, prepare or request an environmental impact state-
ment.” [1996] N.Y.C.R.R. § 617.1(c).

169. See generally [1996] N.Y.C.R.R. § 617.9(b)(5)(iii). This provision of the
SEQRA regulations requires a draft environmental impact statement [hereinafter
“EIS”] to include a “statement and evaluation of the potential significant adverse
environmental impacts at a level of detail that reflects the severity of the impacts
and the reasonable likelihood of their occurrence.” Id. (emphasis added). Thus,
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then lessen the role that the county planning board can play in
that particular project because inter-community considerations
have already been accounted for.1’° However, county planning
boards have the ability to comment on a proposed project during
the SEQRA process as an interested agency and may articulate
concerns they want addressed.'”* Moreover, projects subject to
county review under section 239-m must still be examined by
the county planning department regardless of whether they
have been reviewed under SEQRA. 172

Small projects are often not submitted to a county planning
board despite the board’s jurisdiction to review such an under-
taking. For example, although within 500 feet of a municipal
border and thus, subject to county review, a project like the ad-
dition of a porch on a residence, may never be presented. In
such a case, the builder may ignore the requirement or simply
forget that the project must be referred to the county.1’3 Ac-
cording to Dave Phillips, in Chautauqua County it is the me-
dium-size project, such as a small strip mall development that
requires county intervention.!’ Projects like this are often too
small for professional engineers and consultants to be hired by
the developer, but are often large enough to create inter-com-
munity impacts.1’ Thus, the county planning board review is
often the first time that inter-community considerations are
raised.

where impacts from a proposed project are intermunicipal, the draft EIS should
address these concerns.

170. See Phillips, supra note 131.

171. See {1996] N.Y.C.R.R. § 617.2(t). “‘Interested agency’ means an agency
that lacks jurisdiction to fund, approve, or directly undertake an action but wishes
to participate in the review process because of its specific expertise or concern
about the proposed action. An ‘interested agency’ has the same ability to partici-
pate in the review process as a member of the public.” Id. See also In re Heritage
Co. of Massena, 191 A.D.2d 790, 792-93, 594 N.Y.S.2d 388, 390-91 (3d Dep’t 1993).

172, See In re Prospect Street Homeowners Ass'n, 140 A.D.2d 992, 993, 529
N.Y.S.2d 726, 727 (4th Dep’t 1988).

173. See Phillips, supra note 131.

174. See id.

175. See id.
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d. Recent Amendments to General Municipal Law
Article 12-B

As part of the recodification of New York State land use
laws,17¢ on August 26, 1997, New York Governor George Pataki
signed into law amendments to Article 12-B of the General Mu-
nicipal Law.177 As discussed above, Article 12-B (sections 239-b
through 239-n) contains the authority for counties to establish
county planning boards, adopt county comprehensive plans and
officials maps, and provides for the powers and duties of county
planning boards.”® The recent amendments, which take effect
July 1, 1998, clarify these powers.1”? Although important, the
amendments neither significantly increase county authority as
it relates to county planning boards, nor do the amendments
enhance the review and recommendation function of county
planning boards.!80 This section examines the amendments fo-
cusing on four areas: (a) simplification and clarification of the
existing law; (b) limited changes to county authority and county
planning board powers; (c¢) drafting and adoption of a county
comprehensive plan; and (d) establishment of regional planning
councils.

1. Simplification and Clarification of
Existing Law

The amendments to Article 12-B of the General Municipal
Law (sections 239-b through 239-i) simplify the language of ex-
isting Article 12-B, as well as clarify the authority granted
under this article. The present Article 12-B is very difficult to
read, often consisting of a single paragraph with many clauses

176. The New York State Legislature’s Legislative Commission on Rural Re-
sources has been engaged in recodifying all New York State land use laws in an
effort to streamline and clarify existing law. The recodification of Article 12-B of
the General Municipal Law is but one of the recent recodification projects under-
taken by the Legislative Commission on Rural Resources.

177. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, §§ 1-8 (to be codified at N.Y. GeEn. Mun.
§§ 239-b to -n, N.Y. Gen. CiTy § 34, N.Y. GEN. Town § 279, N.Y. ViLLAGE § 7-732).

178. See id. at §8§ 1-7 (to be codified at N.Y. Gen. Mun. §§ 239-b to -n, N.Y.
GeN. Crty § 34, N.Y. Gen. Town § 279, N.Y. ViLLAGE § 7-732).

179. See id. at § 8.

180. See id. at § 1-7 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. §§ 239-b to -n, N.Y. GeN.
City § 34, N.Y. GEN. TownN § 279, N.Y. VILLAGE § 7-732).
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strung together. For example, section 239-d(1), setting forth
the powers of a county planning board, reads:

Said planning board is hereby empowered to perform planning
work, including but not limited to surveys, land use studies, ur-
ban renewal plans and technical services, and shall study the
needs and conditions of metropolitan, regional, county and com-
munity planning in such county or counties or the area covered by
constituent municipalities and prepare and adopt in whole or in
part and, whenever and as often as the board may deem it for the
public interest, to change or add to, a comprehensive master plan
for the development of the entire area of the county or counties or
municipalities participating, which master plan shall include the
highways, transportation terminals and facilities, parks, park-
ways and sites for public buildings or works including sub-surface
facilities, in the acquisition, financing or construction of which the
county or the constituent municipalities has participated or may
be called upon to participate acquire, finance or construct.!81

Making this language more understandable, the amendments
segment each of the powers discussed in section 239-d(1) into
separate subdivisions. Thus, for example, the authority for a
county legislative body to request the county planning board to
aid in the preparation of a county comprehensive plan is now
found in the new section 239-c(3)(B),182 while the authority to
conduct county land use studies is found in the new section 239-
c(3)(D).183 By separating the individual powers from one an-
other, the amendments are much easier to read and efficiently
set forth county authority and county planning board powers.

2. The Effect of the Recent Amendments on
Provisions Relating to County
Planning Boards

In addition to simplifying the language of Article 12-B and
clarifying county authority and county planning board powers,
the recent enactments amend some of the provisions relating to
county planning boards. To begin, the amendments provide leg-
islative findings of fact, absent from existing provisions, that ex-

181. N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law § 239-d (McKinney 1986 and Supp. 1997).

182. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, §2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. § 239-
<(3)(B)).

183. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-c(3)(D)).
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plain the important role county planning boards play in the
growth and development of the state.18 Specifically, the find-
ings state that county planning boards are essential to establish
productive linkages between communities and to focus on and
address intermunicipal land use issues.’®® The amendments
also give the county legislative body the complete discretion to
select the number and manner in which county planning board
members will be appointed.!8¢ Importantly, this new provision
directs the county legislative body to include “members from a
broad cross section of interests within the county,” giving con-
sideration to “securing representation by population, size, geo-
graphic location and type of municipality.”8” There is no such
requirement under present section 239-b, which details the es-
tablishment of a county planning board.!®8 Additionally, the
amendments provide the county legislative body with the au-
thority to establish, as a condition of appointment, training,
continuing education and attendance requirements for all
county planning board members.18?

Nor do the amendments significantly alter the authority of
a county planning board. As with earlier county planning
boards, boards created under these amendments have the au-
thority to review certain municipal planning and zoning ac-
tions, prepare a county comprehensive plan, prepare a county
official map, engage in land use planning and conduct county-
wide and local studies, collect and distribute planning informa-
tion, and provide local technical assistance.!®®* In addition to
these powers, a county planning board may now review and pro-
vide suggestions on the construction of any state or county high-
way, but the suggestions may not nullify or contravene the final
approval of the New York State Commissioner of Transporta-
tion.191 Although county planning boards gain a limited review
function, the amendments also remove a previous power.

184. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuUN. § 239-c(1)).

185. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-c¢(1)}(B), (C)).

186. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-c(2)(B)).

187. Id.

188. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-b (McKinney Supp. 1997).

189. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-
(2)(DY).

190. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. § 239-c(3XA)-(G)).

191. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-c(3)(H)).
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County planning boards will no longer be authorized to desig-
nate county subdivision control areas and to exercise powers of
plat approval in such areas.192

3. County Comprehensive Plans

The most significant provision in the amendments to Arti-
cle 12-B concerns county comprehensive plans.?3 Mirroring the
language found in General City Law 28-a, Town Law 272-a, and
Village Law 7-722, a county legislative body is now authorized
to adopt a county comprehensive plan.’®* A comprehensive plan
is a written document that identifies the goals, objectives, strat-
egies and implementation measures for the “immediate and
long-range protection, enhancement, growth and development
of the county.”9 The comprehensive plan is important because
it sets forth a vision for the community’s development while
considering the natural, social and economic resources neces-
sary to achieve that vision. Without such a plan, local govern-
ments are likely to proceed with haphazard land development
that may later have dire consequences for their respective com-
munities economically, socially and physically.

Like city, town and village comprehensive plans, a county
comprehensive plan may contain a variety of topics. Such top-
ics include the “existing and proposed location and intensity of
land uses|[,]”19% population, demographic and socioeconomic
trends,®7 consideration of agricultural uses, historic, cultural,
scenic and natural resources,198 “existing housing resources and
future housing needs[,]”% the present and potential future lo-

192. Compare N.Y. GEN Mun. § 239-d(7) (1986) (giving county and regional
planning boards authority to designate county subdivision control areas and to ex-
ercise powers of plat approval in such areas), with 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to
be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. § 239-¢(3) (omitting such language)).

193. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-
d).

194. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-d(1)(A)).

195. Id. See also Land Use Law Center, LocaL LEaDERs GUIDE, Series V, Is-
sue Number 2 (1998). See Cori Traub and David Church, A PracTicaL GUIDE TO
CoMPREHENSIVE PLANNING, New York Planning Federation (1996), for an in-depth
discussion of comprehensive planning in New York.

196. 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, §2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEn. Mun. § 239-
d(1XC)).

197. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-d(1)XE)).

198. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GeN. Mun. § 239-d(1)(D)).

199. Id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEn. Mun. § 239-d(1)(H)).
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cation of commercial and industrial facilities,?°° and considera-
tion of cumulative impacts2°! among other topics. However, the
topics listed under section 239-d(1) are illustrative only; a
county legislative body may include other topics not listed that
are “consistent with the protection, enhancement, orderly
growth and development of the county.”202

Although a county legislative body presently has the au-
thority to adopt a county master plan under section 239-d, there
are several differences between the present section 239-d and
the new section 239-d. First, under the new section 239-d, the
county legislative body has the authority to prepare and adopt a
comprehensive plan.2®® This authority may be delegated to the
county planning board or to a special board, if the county legis-
lative body so desires.2¢ Where delegation occurs, the plan
must still be adopted by the county legislative body.2%5 Second,
during the preparation of a county comprehensive plan, there
must be public participation in the form of at least one public
hearing prior to the plan’s adoption.2%¢ Third, a county compre-
hensive plan and any amendment thereto is now specifically
subject to environmental review under the State Environmental
Quality Review Act.207 Finally, unlike the county master plan,
a county comprehensive plan has significant legal effect on the
county land use system. Any plan for a capital project to be un-
dertaken in the county by a municipality or state agency must
take into consideration the county comprehensive plan.208
Thus, an agency undertaking a capital project cannot move for-
ward without first having carefully reviewed the relevant provi-
sions of the county comprehensive plan. Additionally, all
county land acquisitions and public improvements must take

200. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-d(1)(K)).

201. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, §2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-
d(1)(P)).

202. Id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEn. Mun. § 239-d(1X0)).

203. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. § 239-d(2)). Prior to the amend-
ments, this authority rested solely with the county planning board. See N.Y. GEN.
Mun. Law § 239-d (McKinney 1986 & Supp. 1997).

204. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, §2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-
da(2)).

205. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-d(2)).

206. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-d(6)(A)).

207. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEn. Mun. § 239-d(3)).

208. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-d(9)(B)).
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the county comprehensive plan into consideration.2® Where
such acquisitions or improvements are inconsistent with the
county comprehensive plan, the actions may possibly be an-
nulled in a legal proceeding.210

4. Regional Planning Councils?1!

Another important change to Article 12-B is the authority
for two or more contiguous municipal legislative bodies to estab-
lish a regional planning council.?'2 The purpose of such a coun-
cil is to allow municipalities to focus on planning and
development considerations on a broader geographic scale, par-
ticularly where resources extend beyond the borders of any one
community.?!3 Under the present section 239-b, there is no au-
thority for two municipalities to form a regional planning coun-
cil,24 although a municipality in one county may form a
regional planning board with the county legislative body in a
neighboring county.215

To create a regional planning council, the legislatures of at
least two contiguous municipalities must “adopt by resolution
an agreement setting forth the terms and conditions of such col-
laboration.”?6 Once established, the regional planning council
has authority similar to that of county planning boards. A re-
gional planning council may conduct surveys, studies and re-
search programs addressing regional needs.2!” It may also

209. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-
d(9)B).

210. See e.g., Udell v. Haas, 21 N.Y.2d 463, 235 N.E.2d 897, 288 N.Y.S.2d 888
(1968) (rezoning of property annulled where legislative enactment failed to con-
form to the comprehensive plan of the Village of Lake Success).

211. It should be noted that regional planning councils differ from “oint
planning boards” established pursuant to section 119-u of the General Municipal
Law. Whereas joint planning boards created by intermunicipal agreement
between two or more municipalities constitute a unified planning board with all
the powers and duties of a planning board established pursuant to General City
Law § 27, Town Law § 271, or Village Law § 7-718, regional planning councils
have no binding authority.

212. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. § 239-
h(3)).

213. Legislative Commission on Rural Resources, Memorandum in Support of
Senate Bill No. 780-A and Assembly Bill No. 1478-A, 2 (1997).

214. See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 239-b (McKinney 1986 & Supp. 1997).

215, See id.

216. 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEnN. MuN. § 239-h(3)).

217. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuUN. § 239-h(4)(A)(i)).
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distribute planning information,?!® prepare a regional compre-
hensive plan?'® and assist with transportation planning for the
region.??® Finally, a regional planning council may conduct re-
views of certain classes of planning and zoning actions by a mu-
nicipality within its jurisdiction pursuant to sections 239-1
through 239-n of the General Municipal Law.22! This review
function is the same as that engaged in by county planning
boards and follows the same procedures outlined in sections
239-m and 239-n. Although nearly having identical powers to a
county planning board, a regional planning council is prohibited
from undertaking “any capital construction project, including
but not limited to the design, acquisition, construction, im-
provement, reconstruction or rehabilitation of any capital asset,
whether in the nature of real or personal property.”222

Overall, the amendments to Article 12-B have little effect
on the present authority found in its provisions. Importantly,
however, the amendments significantly clarify the authority
given to counties and county planning boards, and strengthen
this authority through the ability of counties to adopt a compre-
hensive plan that must be considered by the municipalities
within its jurisdiction.

e. Adoption of a County Official Map

County official maps play an important role in setting aside
unimproved land for the future development of public facilities
such as county and state roads and flood prevention projects.223
By identifying such areas on a map, the county earmarks these
land areas so that private development will not encroach upon
and disrupt the land necessary for planned future public im-
provements. The creation and adoption of county official maps

218. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuUN. § 239-h(4)(A)(1)).

219. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-h(4)(A)(iii)). The regional
comprehensive plan language mirrors the language of the provisions concerning
county comprehensive plans, except that there is no binding authority for regional
projects to be consistent with the regional comprehensive plan, where the regional
planning council is precluded from undertaking any capital construction project
pursuant to section 239-h(4)(B).

220. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-
h(4)(A)(v)).

221. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-h(4)(A)(vi)).

222. Id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-h(4)(B)).

223. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-h (McKinney 1986).
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is governed by General Municipal Law Article 12-B.22¢ Like
county planning boards, the recent amendments to Article 12-B
have changed some of the provisions relating to county official
maps. This section first examines current law as it relates to
county official maps and then discusses the effect of the recent
amendments on the existing provisions.

Under the present section 239-h of the General Municipal
Law, a county legislative body may establish a county official
map delineating sites in the county where land will be acquired
for future use as public facilities.2?5 By showing where such
lands are located, the county may prevent development on those
lands, leaving them unimproved, and thus, less expensive for
future purchase.226 In this manner county official maps serve

to enable counties to utilize certain regulatory powers which are
essential for the purpose of providing for orderly growth and de-
velopment, for affording adequate facilities for the safe, conve-
nient, and efficient means for the traffic circulation of its
population and the vehicular movement of goods, for safeguarding
against flood damage, and for providing needed space for public
development.227

County official maps may display both existing and proposed
rights-of-way for county roads and drainage systems.2?® Addi-
tionally, where the county has adopted a comprehensive master
plan, the county official map may also include rights-of-way for
any proposed county, state or federal transportation network,
and sites for such county, state and federal facilities as parks,
drainage works, water courses, and public buildings.22? County
official maps, like their counterparts at the city, town and vil-
lage levels, are “a valuable device which combines elements of
planning and land use control.”230

Upon adoption, the county official map is “final and conclu-
sive with respect to location, width, and dimensions of all
rights-of-way and sites thereon.”?3! Thus, based on this lan-

224. See id.

225. See id.

226. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 288.

227. N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-g (McKinney 1986).
228. See id. § 239-h.

229. See id.

230. HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 288.

231. N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law § 239-h.
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guage, the State Comptroller has opined that when a conflict
exists between a county official map and that of a municipality
concerning a county right-of-way, the county official map con-
trols.232 Furthermore, a county official map is considered an ad-
dition or amendment to a municipal official map and therefore
is binding upon a municipality.232 Most importantly, where a
municipality does not have an official map, the county official
map becomes that municipality’s official map.23¢

Presently, changes in the county official map may be made
by the county legislative body when it determines that it would
be in the public interest.23> However, a public hearing is re-
quired on the proposed change and 10 days notice must be given
to state or federal agencies for the development facilities af-
fected, to any municipality where the change will have an effect,
and to the county public at large.23¢ Furthermore, any changes
proposed by the county legislative body must also be submitted
to the county planning board, the county superintendent of
highways, as well as to the governing body and planning board
of the municipalities possibly affected.23” If one of the municipal
governing bodies disapproves such a change, it cannot take af-
fect unless overridden by a two-thirds majority of the county
supervisors or, if the county has a comprehensive plan, by sim-
ple majority.238

The county official map is significant in that it limits where
a developer may undertake a given project.23® Generally, a mu-
nicipality may not issue building permits or grant subdivision
approval for development which lies in county rights-of-way or
on sites preserved by the county official map.240 Furthermore,
this prohibition applies to proposed developments on property
which shall have frontage on and access to any existing or pro-
posed rights-of-way.24! Such approval may not be given because

232. See 1979 Op. N.Y. CoMPTROLLER 79-702.

233. See N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law § 239-i (McKinney 1986).
234, See id.

235. See id.

236. See id.

237. See id.

238. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-j (McKinney 1986).
239. See id.

240. See id.

241. See id. § 239-i.
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of the need to maintain the map’s integrity,24?2 particularly
where it is adopted pursuant to a county-wide comprehensive
plan.243 If building permits were given and subdivision ap-
proval granted, the purposes of the county official map would be
thwarted. However, a procedure exists to allow building within
these areas. Where a proposed project lies directly within a
right-of-way or site, the project’s sponsor may seek a variance
from the board of appeals of the municipality with jurisdiction
over that land.?** The project sponsor must demonstrate that
the land situated within the right-of-way or site is “not yielding
a fair return on its value to the owner.”?$5 If this standard is
met, the zoning board of appeals [hereinafter ZBA] may grant a
variance by a two-thirds majority.24¢ With the granting of a va-
riance the ZBA may also place conditions on the variance ap-
proval to reduce the impact of the development on the
community.24’ In this manner, it is possible that the ZBA’s de-
cision to grant a building permit or subdivision approval will
alter the county official map, but will do so with as little impact
as possible.

Where a building permit is sought for a project that has
frontage on, access to, or is otherwise directly related to any ex-
isting proposed right-of-way or site on the county official map, a
procedure likewise exists to overcome the general prohibition.248
After receiving an application for a building permit, the munici-
pal building inspector must notify the county planning board
and the county highways superintendent or commissioner of
public works.24® The county highways superintendent then noti-
fies the appropriate state or federal agency if a state or federal
public facility right-of-way or site is to be affected.?5® Such state
or federal agency then has five days in which to lodge its objec-
tions to the proposed prgject to the county highways superinten-

242. See id. § 239j.

243. See N.Y. GEN. Mun. Law § 239-k (McKinney 1986).

244. See id. § 239-j.

245. Id.

246. See id. § 239-k.

247. See id.

248. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 239-k (McKinney 1986).

249. See id. For simplicity, reference will only be made to the county high-
ways superintendent. .

250. See id.
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dent.25! Within 10 working days of receipt of the building permit
application, the county highways superintendent must report
his approval, disapproval, or approval subject to stated condi-
tions to the municipality in which the proposed project is situ-
ated.?’2 In making the report, the county highways
commissioner must consider

the prospective character of the development, any appropriate ac-
cess standards or non-access or limited access provisions of state
and federal agencies, the traffic which it will generate, and the
effect of said traffic upon existing or proposed rights-of-way or
sites shown on the county official map. He shall also consider the
design and frequency of access, the effect of the development upon
drainage as related to drainage systems, and the extent to which
such development may impair the safety and traffic carrying ca-
pacity of existing and proposed rights-of-way affected.253

If the county highways superintendent recommends approval of
the building permit, its issuance must be in accord with the su-
perintendent’s report.25¢ The report’s requirements may be va-
ried by the municipality’s ZBA upon a “two-thirds vote of all the
members where there are practical difficulties or unnecessary
hardships in the way of carrying out the strict letter of the
report.”255

A similar procedure is followed where the applicant pro-
poses to construct a subdivision that fronts, accesses, or is
otherwise directly related to any existing or proposed right-of-
way or site shown on the county official map.25¢ In such a situa-
tion, upon receiving an application for subdivision plat ap-
proval, the clerk of the municipal planning board notifies the
county planning board and the county highways superinten-
dent.?5” The county highways superintendent notifies the appro-
priate state or federal agency if it is their property that will be
affected.?’® The county planning board then has thirty days to
report its approval, disapproval, or approval subject to stated

251. See id.

252. See id.

253. N.Y. GEn. Mun. Law § 239-k (McKinney 1986).
254, See id.

255. Id.

256. See id.

257. See id.

258. See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 239-k (McKinney 1986).
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conditions on the subdivision plat application to the referring
municipality.?5? Like the county highways superintendent’s con-
sideration of building permit applications, the county planning
board must examine such potential impacts as traffic genera-
tion, traffic safety, and traffic carrying capacity of existing and
proposed rights-of-way, as well as drainage impacts and the
prospective character of the development.260

The recent amendments to Article 12-B have neither signif-
icantly altered the authority to adopt a county official map, nor
changed its legal effect. However, there are several limited
changes. First, like other sections of Article 12-B, the language
of sections 239-g through 239-k has been simplified to provide
greater clarity and definition than its predecessor.26? Present
sections 239-g through 239-k have been repealed and replaced
with new sections 239-e and 239-f.262 Section 239-e clearly
states the purpose, content, adoption, effect of and appeal from
county official maps.263 This section also details the means of
altering county official maps.26¢ Section 239-f explains the ap-
proval process for receiving building permits, curb cuts and sub-
division plats that encroach on lands identified in the county
official map.265 Second, a county official map may only be
adopted or amended after a public hearing has been held.266
And third, all county land acquisitions and public improve-
ments must be in accordance with the county official map.267

B. County Water, Sewer, and Drainage Districts

Water, along with food and shelter, is basic to human life.
Thus, it is extremely important that citizens have access to an
adequate supply of potable water. Two significant functions
which counties may undertake in this area are the provision of

259. See id.

260. See id.

261. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MUN. §§ 239-
e, 239-N.

262. See id.

263. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuUN. § 239-¢).

264. See id.

265. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-f).

266. See 1997 N.Y. Laws ch. 451, § 2 (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. Mun. § 239-
e(4)).

267. See id. (to be codified at N.Y. GEN. MuN. § 239-e(5)(B)).
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public water and the disposal and treatment of water wastes.268
Pursuant to section 250 of the New York County Law, a county
legislative body is empowered to establish or extend county
water, water quality treatment, sewer, wastewater disposal, or
drainage districts in which the county may provide water-re-
lated services to its constituents.26? It is under this authority
that the county may exercise further substantive land use
power — the power to condemn lands for the development and
extension of county water districts and related projects.2

To establish a county water district,2” the county legisla-
tive body must follow the procedures set out in sections 251
through 256 of the New York County Law. First a county
agency must be created?’? to undertake an evaluation of a
county’s water resources, water requirements, and water qual-
ity.278 This assembly of data includes information such as the
number and location of private wells, the contaminants present
or reasonably expected in the water supply, the problems of col-
lection, conveyance and disposal of storm water and other wa-
ters, and measures designed to rehabilitate and protect lake
waters.?’¢ Once such information is examined, the county legis-
lative body may direct the agency to prepare maps and plans on
its own initiative, or upon petition from a municipality (or mu-
nicipalities) or a certain number of property owners, to create a
county water district.2’5 Section 253 stipulates the elements to
be included in the maps and plans delineating a district.276 If
maps, plans and related data had previously been prepared for
existing or proposed municipal special or improvement districts,

268. See N.Y. County Law § 250 (McKinney 1991 & Supp. 1996).
269. See id.
270. See id. § 263.

271. When the words “county water district” are used in this article, they are
intended to include water quality treatment, sewer, wastewater disposal and
drainage districts. Such districts may cover only portions of the county or may be
county-wide.

272. See N.Y. County Law § 251 (McKinney 1991).
273. See id. § 252(1).

274. See id.

275. See id. § 253(1).

276. See id. § 253(1).
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the county legislative body may direct the agency to adopt and
utilize that information.2?7

Upon a public hearing and due consideration of the maps,
plans and data for the proposed district or improvement, the
county legislative body may then determine whether the pro-
posed district or facilities are satisfactory and sufficient.2’® If
the county finds the district or facilities inadequate, it remands
the proposal to the agency for further study.?” If the county
determines that the proposal is satisfactory and sufficient, the
county legislative body may then approve the district or project
by resolution.280

Once a district is approved, the county legislative body may
appoint, designate or establish an officer, board or body to over-
see the administration of the district.281 The power to condemn
lands lies within this administrative officer or body.282 Condem-
nation proceedings may be brought for any real estate, ease-
ments, rights-of-way or other interests necessary to achieve the
objectives of the district.283 Thus, if within a water district it is
necessary to construct a dam that will inundate private prop-
erty, such construction may occur so long as just compensation
is given to the land owner(s). The power of condemnation is
even more significant when it is understood that the county
may create tax assessment districts throughout the county to
finance the costs of districts and their projects.28

277. See N.Y. GEN Mun. Law § 253(3). The adoption of a county water dis-
trict or county water project is an unlisted action for purposes of SEQRA and is
thus subject to an environmental assessment to determine whether the project will
have a significant adverse environmental impact on the community. See generally
[1996] N.Y.C.R.R. 617.4 & 617.5.

278. See N.Y. CounTy Law § 256.

279. See id.

280. See id.

281. See id. § 261.

282. See id. § 263.

283. See N.Y. County Law § 263.

284. See Riley v. County of Monroe, 55 A.D.2d 91, 94-95, 389 N.Y.S.2d 689,
692 (4th Dep't 1976) (Article 5-A of the County Law authorizes county govern-
ments to establish “special districts” to handle the individual needs of different
portions of the county. The assessment and levy of taxes to finance such districts
may only be upon those parcels situated within the boundaries of the special
districts.).
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C. County Land Use Authority Under Other State Law
1. Soil and Water Conservation Districts

Another means by which a county may influence land use
practices is derived from the establishment of a soil and water
conservation district. Such districts are created for the pur-
poses of conserving soil and water resources, improving water
quality, and preventing soil erosion and land inundation by
flood waters.285 Soil and water conservation districts are estab-
lished by resolution of a county legislature which has deter-
mined that the conservation of soil and water resources and the
prevention of soil erosion and flooding are of public importance
and are favored by a substantial portion of the rural land oc-
cupiers of the county.286 Before action is taken on such a resolu-
tion, however, the county legislative body must have provided
the State Soil and Water Conservation Committee?8” with writ-
ten notice of its intention to act, along with the basis for its ac-
tion.288 When established, soil and water conservation districts
incorporate all lands within the county.28°

Soil and water conservation districts are administered by a
board of directors comprised of five members.2?® Two of the di-
rectors are members of the county legislature, while the re-
maining three members must not be members of the
legislature.?91 Of these three, two members must be “practical
farmers.”?92 It is important to note that although soil and water
conservation districts are established by a county legislature,
they are “independent legal entities, separate and distinct from

285. See N.Y. SoiL & Warer Conserv. Dist. Law § 2(1) (McKinney Supp.
1997).

286. See id. § 5(1).

287. The State Soil and Water Conservation Committee (“Committee”) is a
state agency created under the Soil and Water Conservation Law to oversee the
implementation of the law by the local soil and water conservation districts. See
id. Among other duties, the Committee is empowered to approve and coordinate
the programs of the several districts, to adopt necessary policies to carry out the
districts programs, and to disseminate information about the districts throughout
the state. Id. §§ 4(4Xc), (a) & (e).

288. See id. § 5(1).

289. See Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. F5 (1987).

290. See N.Y. Soi.. & WATER CoNseRv. Dist. Law § 6(1)(a).

291. See id.

292. Id.
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both the State and the county”?®3 which “for most purposes . . .
retain autonomy for purposes of its operation.”? Thus it is sig-
nificant that two members of the board of directors are mem-
bers of the county legislature. Without this representation, it is
possible that county concerns regarding soil and water conser-
vation issues would not be addressed. Additionally, the two
county legislative members of the board are able to bring a
broader, county-wide perspective to all decisions rendered by
the board.

Furthermore, there are checks on the operation of the dis-
trict. Under section 12, a county may, by resolution, discon-
tinue a district at any time after five years from the
establishment of the district and after determining that a sub-
stantial portion of the rural land occupiers desire dissolution.2%
Once the resolution for discontinuance has passed, the directors
of the district may not enter into any contracts or agreements
on behalf of the district, and all rules and regulations governing
the district’s operation are no longer in force.??¢ Also, section
9(6) provides for the county legislative body’s oversight on “con-
tracts for the maintenance of structures, improvements or other
works constructed by the district in the course of its
operation.”297

Although the directors of a soil and water conservation dis-
trict have no regulatory authority,2®® they may influence land
use patterns through a variety of powers granted. First, direc-
tors are authorized to carry out preventive and control meas-
ures within the district for the improvement of agricultural
water management operations, the prevention of flooding and
sediment damages, as well as the control of nonpoint source pol-
lution.??®* Many of these projects would dictate when and where
certain agricultural practices would be carried out because they

293. Op. N.Y. Att’'y Gen. F5 (1987).

294. Id.

295. See N.Y. SoiL & WATER ConNsgRv. Dist. Law § 12(1).

296. See id. § 12(2).

297. Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. F5 (1987) (citing N.Y. Soi.. & WATER CoNSERv. DisT.
Law §9(6) (McKinney 1949)).

298. See Westchester County Soil and Water Conservation District, Informa-
tion Pamphlet, at 2 (1994) [hereinafter “INFORMATION PAMPHLET”] (on file with
author).

299. See N.Y. SoiL & WATER CoNserv. Dist. Law § 9(2) (McKinney Supp.
1997).
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would provide improved irrigation, and prevent potential flood-
ing and soil erosion on agricultural lands.

Second, the directors may furnish financial aid to any occu-
pier of lands within the district to control erosion, prevent flood-
ing and sedimentation, and to abate nonpoint sources of water
pollution.?% These grants are limited to the district’s appropri-
ations and are subject to conditions deemed necessary by the
directors.?®? By providing funds and attaching conditions to
their grants, the directors may influence the type and scope of a
project undertaken by land occupiers. For example, funds may
be provided to a farmer to construct new irrigation ditches on
the condition that he utilize contour plowing which will reduce
top soil erosion and sedimentation in the new irrigation ditches.

In addition to these powers, section 9(9) allows soil and
water conservation districts “to make and execute contracts and
other instruments necessary or convenient to the exercise of its
powers.”02 This power has been utilized by the Westchester
County Soil and Water Conservation District to enter into con-
tractual agreements with 37 Westchester municipalities. These
agreements provide environmental planning assistance in ex-
change for the municipalities’ agreement that they act on the
District’s recommendations.3°3 In this manner those recom-
mendations concerning soil and water conservation practices
will be implemented by the municipalities receiving such
assistance.

2. County Health Department Approval of
Realty Subdivisions

Unlike a county planning board’s authority to review a pro-
posed subdivision within the purview of section 239-n of the
General Municipal Law, a county health department has bind-
ing approval authority over the development of subdivisions
within its jurisdiction.3™ The purpose of New York Public
Health Law section 1116(1) is to ensure that a subdivision will

300. See id. § 9(3).

301. See id.

302. Id. § 9(9).

303. See INFORMATION PAMPHLET, supra note 298, at 2.

304. See N.Y. Pus. HEaLTH Law § 1116(1) (McKinney 1990).
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have proper water and sewage facilities to meet the demands of
those who settle there.3%5 This provision states:

No subdivision or portion thereof shall be sold, offered for sale,
leased or rented by any corporation, company or person, and no
permanent building shall be erected thereon, until a plan or map
of such subdivision be filed with and approved by the department
or city, county, or part-county department of health having
jurisdiction.306
As required by subdivision 2 of section 1116, the plan or map to
be filed must show the methods for obtaining and furnishing
adequate and satisfactory water supply to the proposed subdivi-
sion. Even where a subdivider meets this requirement, the
county health department may still determine that the pro-
posed methods are inadequate to meet the potential water de-
mand and require the subdivider to devise a new or improved
plan. Unless and until these requirements are met, no con-
struction upon a subdivided parcel may occur.

3. County Role in Affordable Housing

The shortage of affordable housing is a problem not limited
to a single municipality. It is a problem of regional character.
For example, in 1991, Westchester County had some 3,800
homeless people which required the county to spend $56 million
to provide temporary shelter.?°? In addition to homeless per-
sons, the shortage of low-cost housing also makes it extremely
difficult for civil servants and professionals, such as teachers, to
live in communities that often require their services the most.
Without a county’s authority to provide affordable housing,
these problems were left to the individual municipalities.

In 1992, the State Attorney General issued an opinion that
counties “may provide low-income housing utilizing their home
rule powers . . . subject to constitutional debt constraints.”308

305. See Slavin v. Ingraham, 44 A.D.2d 874, 355 N.Y.S.2d 658, affd, 37
N.Y.2d 653, 339 N.E.2d 157, 376 N.Y.S.2d 463 (1974).

306. N.Y. PuB. HEALTH Law § 1116(1).

307. See Lisa W. Foderaro, New York State Eases a Bar to Homeless Housing,
N.Y. TimEs, Feb. 16, 1992, at B44.

308. See Informal Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. 4, at 2 (1992). But see John P. Dellera,
County Powers in Assisted Housing Programs: The Constitutional Limits in New
York, 20 ForpHAM Ugs. L.J. 109 (1993). The author argues that the State Attorney
General’s analysis of Article 18 of the New York State Constitution is flawed, and
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Under this opinion, counties were no longer required to simply
provide shelter for the homeless while simultaneously being
barred from constructing affordable and low-income housing.3%?
Counties may actually participate in the planning, development
and construction of low-cost housing.310

Under previous interpretations of the state constitution,
the Attorney General’s Office had held that counties could not
participate in the development or operation of low-cost housing.
Counties, unlike cities, towns and villages, were not specifically
mentioned in Article XVIII which concerns housing in New
York State. Article XVIII stipulates in part: “[Tlhe legislature
may provide . . . for low rent housing and nursing home accom-
modations for persons of low income . . . , or for the clearance,
replanning, reconstruction, and rehabilitation of substandard
and unsanitary [sic] areas .”3!! This Article further states that:

For and in aid of such provisions, . . . the legislature may: make or
contract to make . . . capital or periodic subsidies by the state to
any city, town, village or public corporation . . . ; authorize any
city, town, village or public corporation to make or contract to
make such subsidies to any public corporation . . . ; authorize the
contracting of indebtedness for the purpose of providing moneys
[for such purposes].312

Based upon the exclusion of counties from this language, it was
generally believed that the framers at the 1938 Constitutional
Convention deliberately left out counties from the constitu-
tional grant of power, enabling the State Legislature to author-
ize certain specified political subdivisions to engage in the

that his argument concerning the use of county police power remains unpersuasive
because of the Attorney General’s failure to reconcile Article 18 with other provi-
sions of the Constitution. Furthermore, the author states that involving the
county in low-income housing may further exacerbate the lack of regional afforda-
ble housing. If the county has the power to provide affordable housing, the author
contends that such facilities will be placed in the areas of the county with the
“greatest need and where land is the cheapest” — in areas with the highest per-
centage of poor. Id. at 111. This will in turn, increase the degree of racial as well
as economic segregation in a county. See id. at 112. Additionally, providing coun-
ties with such power may reduce a “municipality’s obligation [under present state
case law] to zone for low-rent housing where county projects in other communities
meets regional housing needs.” Id.

309. See Foderaro, supra note 307.

310. See Informal Op. N.Y. Att'y Gen. 4, at 10 (1992).

311. N.Y. Consr. art. XVIII § 1 (1967).

312. Id. § 2 (1967).
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clearance of slums and creation and maintenance of public
housing.313 However, the 1992 Attorney General’s opinion
demonstrated that this article did not in fact prohibit counties
from engaging in the provision of low-cost housing.

Although Article XVIII limits the power to engage in low-
cost housing development to those state political subdivisions
enumerated, it does not prohibit other political entities from un-
dertaking this purpose if such authority is granted from outside
Article XVIIL.314 Article XVIII was adopted at a time when cit-
ies, towns and villages were “primarily instruments of the State
without any significant home rule authority.”?s Thus, it was
necessary for the Convention to specifically authorize cities,
towns and villages to establish local housing programs.316 How-
ever, Article XVIII does not restrict counties from engaging in
such programs if authority can be found elsewhere in the Con-
stitution.317 Section 10 of Article XVIII reads: “This article shall
be construed as extending powers which otherwise might be
limited by other articles of this constitution and shall not be
construed as imposing additional limitations.”318

As the State Attorney General’s opinion notes, counties
have been given the authority to adopt affordable housing pro-
grams under their home rule authority.3!9

The power of counties to engage in low-cost housing pro-
grams falls within the purview of a county’s home rule author-
ity. Article IX, section 2(c)(ii)(10) of the Constitution as
implemented by Municipal Home Rule Law section
10(1)(i)(a)(12) provides that counties may adopt local laws con-
cerning the government, protection, order, conduct, safety,
health and well-being of persons or property in the local govern-
ment.32° Thus, according to the Attorney General’s opinion,
adopting a local law for the provision of low-cost housing is a
legitimate public purpose within the broad delegation of a
county’s “police power.” Such a provision “serves the public

313. See Informal Op. N.Y. Att’y GEN. 4, at 4 (1992).

314. See id. at 6.

315. Id.

316. See id.

317. See id.

318. N.Y. Consr. art. XVIII, § 10 (1967) (emphasis added).
319. See Informal Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. 4, at 6 (1992).

320. See id.

47



358 PACE LAW REVIEW [Vol. 18:311

health, safety and well-being and protects persons and prop-
erty, not only in directly providing needed housing to persons of
limited income, but also in helping to prevent homelessness,
slums and hazards associated with substandard housing
conditions.”32!

In addition to stating that counties have the authority to
engage in affordable housing programs, the State Attorney Gen-
eral’s opinion also describes the components of such programs
that are permissible under state law. First, counties may pro-
vide land for, or acquire land necessary for, the programs pur-
suant to Article IX, section 1(e) of the Constitution.322 Second,
counties may site affordable housing in appropriate locations
within the county.323 Third, counties may cooperate with cities,
towns and villages in the joint provision of such programs under
the authority granted to municipal corporations to engage in in-
termunicipal cooperation.32¢ Fourth, counties may appropriate
county funds to finance the program.325

The final aspect of the opinion discusses the ability of coun-
ties to finance low-cost housing programs. Under Article VIII,
section 2 of the state constitution, counties, cities, towns, and
villages or school districts are authorized to contract indebted-
ness for municipal purposes.326 “The indebtedness may be con-
tracted within the period of probable usefulness of the subject
or purpose for which the indebtedness is issued.”?” However,
when added to existing indebtedness for other purposes, the to-
tal indebtedness may not exceed seven percent of the average
full valuation of taxable real estate of the county.32¢ Thus,
where an affordable housing program is established as a proper
municipal purpose, a county may lawfully expend county funds
to finance the program within the seven percent debt
authority.32°

321. Id.

322. See id. at 8.

323. See id.

324. See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 119-0(1) (McKinney 1986).

325. See Informal Op. N.Y. Att'y Gen. 4, at 8 (1992).

326. See id. at 9 (citing N.Y. Consr. art. VIII, § 2 (McKinney 1987)).

327. Informal Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. 4, at 9 (1992).

328. See id. (citing N.Y. Consr. art. VIII, § 4 (McKinney 1987)). In Nassau
County the total debt limit is 10%. See id.

329. See id.
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The potential impact of a county low-cost housing program
is significant, particularly in those counties with the greatest
urbanization. Many taxpayers resent spending money to pro-
vide homeless persons with temporary shelter, but they also do
not want moderate and low income housing in their neighbor-
hoods.33° The authority of the county to undertake affordable
housing programs may help to overcome this NIMBYism (Not
In My Back Yard). By amending a county’s comprehensive plan
and county official map, counties may be able to site such facili-
ties in the most appropriate locations in the county so long as
they conform to municipal zoning districts.33! If, for example, a
county chose to site a low-income multi-family dwelling within
a town’s multi-family zoning district, the town could not legally
object simply because the housing unit would be priced below
market rates.33?2 Thus, working within the existing land use
framework since 1992, counties have the authority to begin pro-
viding solutions to meet the need for low-income housing.

IV. The Authority of Counties to Exceed the County Law
and General Laws to Undertake Land Use Functions

A. Home Rule in the County Context

Home rule generally describes those functions and duties
traditionally reserved to or undertaken by local governments
without state interference.?3? Such powers may include for ex-
ample, the authority to establish the length of terms of local
offices or the power to zone for particular uses within a munici-
pal jurisdiction. Under Article IX of the state constitution coun-
ties are granted the authority to adopt and amend local laws.33¢
Where local laws relate to the property, affairs or government of
the county, such laws may be adopted where they are consistent
with the state constitution and with any general law.335 Addi-

330. See Foderaro, supra note 307.

331. Without the authority to veto municipal zoning decisions, counties are
unable to change municipal zoning districts to best locate low-income housing.
Thus, counties will be required to work within existing municipal zoning districts
to site such facilities.

332. See Foderaro, supra note 307.

333. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 53.

334. See N.Y. Consrt. art. IX, § 2 (McKinney 1987).

335. See id.
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tionally, counties may also adopt local laws consistent with the
constitution and general laws where the legislature has pro-
vided the specific authority to do s0.338 Thus, counties are given
the express authority from the State Legislature to adopt local
laws pertaining to, inter alia, the transaction of county busi-
ness;337 the acquisition, care, management and use of highways,
roads and streets;338 the levy, collection and administration of
local taxes and;3° the government, protection, order, conduct,
safety, health and well-being of persons or property therein.34
This constitutional grant of authority to adopt local laws is im-
plemented by Municipal Home Rule Law section 10.34!

In addition to the authority to adopt local laws, counties are
also granted the express power to adopt, amend, or repeal a
county charter under the state constitution subject to a
mandatory referendum.?4?2 By adopting a county charter, coun-
ties may devise alternative forms of government343 and provide
for the transfer of power to or from a city, town or village within
a county as dictated by local needs.34¢ Furthermore, the adop-
tion of a county charter enables such counties to adopt charter
laws345 inconsistent with general state laws, so long as the char-
ter laws are consistent with the state constitution.4¢ Charter
laws are the provisions of a county charter, -or county charter
amendments, providing for the transfer of a governmental func-
tion to or from a city, town or village.34? Through the adoption
of a county charter, a county may adopt charter laws establish-
ing certain functions in the county government not present in a

336. See id. § 2(c)(l).

337. See id. § 2(c)(ii)(3).

338. See id. § 2(c)(ii)(6).

339. See N.Y. Consr. art. IX, § 2(c)(ii)(8).

340. See id. § 2(c)(ii)(10).

341. See N.Y. Mun. HoME RuLE Law § 10 (McKinney 1994).

342, See N.Y. Consr. art. IX, § 2 (McKinney 1987); N.Y. Mun. HoME RULE
Law § 33(1) (McKinney 1994).

343. Alternative forms of county government are those that are not suggested
by the New York County Law.

344. See HANDBOOK, supra note 23, at 56. This authority is implemented by
the County Charter Law as set out in Article IV of the Municipal Home Rule Law.

345. See N.Y. Mun. HoME RuLE Law § 33(7) (McKinney 1994). Charter laws
may be defined as those laws which comprise the charter establishing the county
government. See id.

346. See Cole, supra note 34, at 727.

347. See N.Y. MuN. HoME RuLE Law § 33(7).
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non-charter counties. For example, in Heimbach v. Mills, the
Second Department upheld a county charter law which author-
ized the county executive to fix real property equalization rates
rather than the board of supervisors as provided by the state
Real Property Law.348

Utilizing the adoption of local laws and county charters,
both charter and non-charter counties may undertake new land
use functions or alter existing land use duties between the
county and its municipalities. The following examples illustrate
how counties may use these home rule powers in the land use
context.

B. Decreasing or Augmenting a County Planning Board’s
Review Authority

Through amendments to a charter county administrative
code, charter counties may provide that a referring municipal
body only need a simple majority to override the determination
of a county planning board, thus lessening the board’s author-
ity. For example, in Westchester County, an amendment to the
County Administrative Code stipulates that to override a West-
chester County Planning Board determination, the referring
municipal body only needs a simple majority to act.3*® This
amendment has subsequently been upheld by the state courts.
In 208 East 30th Street Corp. v. North Salem,35° the Appellate
Division for the Second Department stated that although the
amendment is in conflict with General Municipal Law section
239-m, the Westchester provision controls, since such a special
statute repeals a conflicting general statute insofar as the spe-
cial act applies.351

In addition to limiting county planning board authority,
such authority may also be augmented by amending the gov-
erning law of a county. In 1972, the New York Court of Appeals

348. See Cole, supra note 34, at 727 (citing Heimbach v. Mills 67 A.D.2d 731,
412 N.Y.S.2d 668 (1979)).

349. See Peter Q. Eschweiler, In Accordance With a Comprehensive Plan, The
Need for Planning Consistency in New York State, 10 Pace EnvtL. L. REV. 603,
633-36 (1993) (citing WESTCHESTER COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CoODE § 277.61
(1979)).

350. 88 A.D.2d 281, 452 N.Y.S.2d 902 (2d Dep’t 1982).

351. See id. at 285-86, 452 N.Y.S.2d at 905. See also Bloom v. Yorktown, 80
A.D.2d 823, 436 N.Y.S.2d 355 (2d Dep’t 1981).
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stated that an amendment to Suffolk County’s Charter, by
double referendum, validly provided veto power to the Suffolk
County Planning Commission.352 Section 1330 of the County
Charter, which set out the procedure for county review of zon-
ing ordinance enactments and amendments affecting property
within 500 feet of village or town boundaries, omitted any provi-
sion giving the referring municipal body any power to override
the Planning Commission’s review determination.?%3 Thus,
where two-thirds of the total members of the Suffolk County
Planning Commission disapproved a proposed action, the action
could not be overturned by a majority plus one of the referring
municipal body. This gave the Planning Commission veto
power over zoning ordinance enactments and amendments.
With such authority, most planning and zoning decisions ulti-
mately rested with the Suffolk County Planning Commission
which could disapprove a proposed action because of potential
inter-community impact.

C. Adopting Other County Programs — the Suffolk County
Farmland Preservation Program

The adoption of local laws may also permit a county to un-
dertake new programs which impact the development potential
of lands within their jurisdiction. In 1974, Suffolk County
adopted a local law providing the county with the ability to
purchase the development rights of agricultural lands.35¢ Its
purpose, and that of subsequent amendments, is to protect and
conserve agricultural lands, open spaces and open areas, as well
as encourage the improvement of agricultural lands for the pro-
duction of food.355 Since enacting the program, Suffolk County
has effectively taken 6,000 acres out of development.356

352. See Town of Smithtown v. Howell, 31 N.Y.2d 365, 292 N.E.2d 10, 339
N.Y.S.2d 949 (1972).

353. See id. at 372-73, 292 N.E.2d at 15, 339 N.Y.S.2d at 955.

354. See County of Suffolk, N.Y. [1974] N.Y. Local Laws No. 19. Presently,
the Suffolk County Farmland Preservation Program is codified at section 8-1 of the
Suffolk County Administrative Code.

355. See id.

356. See Suffolk County Farmland Preservation Program (visited Sept. 30,
1996) <http://www.nyslgti.gen.ny.us/nylocal/Suffolk/planning/farmland.html>
(text on file with author).

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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The Suffolk County program is premised on the purchase of
development rights.35?” When authorized by the County Legisla-
ture, the Suffolk County Executive may request offers to sell de-
velopment rights to private agricultural lands.3® Upon
receiving offers for sale, the County Executive has the market
value of the development rights appraised and then reports on
the matter to the County Legislature.?*® The County Legisla-
ture then holds a public hearing on the question of acceptance of
the offer(s).36© Within thirty days of the public hearing the
County Legislature must reach a decision whether or not to
purchase the development rights offered.36! Once acquired, the
development rights remain unalienable, unless authorized by
local law upon the recommendation of the Farmland Commit-
tee,3%2 an agency of the Suffolk County Government established
by the program.33

V. County-Municipal Cooperation to Undertake
Land Use Functions

As the above discussion attempts to demonstrate, county
governments have little substantive regulatory land use author-
ity.38¢ Primarily, county governments undertake advisory and
assistance duties in the hope of promoting sound land use pol-
icy. However, many land use issues, such as the conservation of
natural resources, the availability of affordable housing and ad-
equate public transportation, and the promotion of sustainable
economic development are broader than any one municipality.
These issues tend to be regional and require the attention and

357. See SurroLk CouNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CODE § 8-3 (1993).

358. See id.

359. See id.

360. See id.

361. See id.

362. See SurroLK CoUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CODE § 8-4(a). Although ultimate
decisions regarding the purchase of development rights rest with the County Leg-
islature, the Farmland Committee is charged with a variety of duties to ensure the
success of the program. See id. § 8-3. The Committee acts as both an advisory
board to the County Legislature concerning which lands to consider for purchase,
see id. § 8-5(E)(1), and also serves as a review board for the granting of permits
dealing with the erection of structures, see id. § 8-5(E)(4), and operation of farm
stands, see id. § 8-5(E)5), on program properties.

363. See SurroLK COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE CODE § 8-5.

364. See supra notes 89-275 and accompanying text.
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cooperation of many municipalities simultaneously if solutions
to these issues are to be found.?5 One means of addressing
such issues is through intermunicipal cooperation whereby
counties play an active role in the planning and regulation of
land uses.

A. Intermunicipal Cooperation Generally

Over the last thirty-six years, the State legislature has en-
acted several statutes to promote local cooperation concerning
land use planning and regulation. Together these statutes pro-
vide a flexible framework of authority that encourages munici-
palities to enter into intermunicipal agreements to enhance
their planning and regulating efforts.

In 1960, the New York Legislature enacted Article 5-G of
the General Municipal Law.36¢ This statute provides municipal
corporations3¢” with express statutory authority to enter into,
amend, cancel and terminate intermunicipal agreements for the
performance of their respective functions, powers and duties.368
These compacts may establish that functions be carried out
jointly by all participating municipal corporations (joint agree-
ments) or specify that one municipal corporation act for the ben-
efit of all (service agreements).3¢® Additionally, each party must
have the authority to perform independently that particular
function which is the subject of the agreement.3” For instance,
a town and village can cooperate to restore a historic covered
bridge because both municipalities have the authority to under-
take the restoration individually.3”? However, two municipali-
ties may not adopt a single zoning ordinance since neither has
the power to regulate land uses beyond its jurisdiction.3’2 On

365. See Governance in Erie County — A Foundation for Understanding and
Action, Service Profile #1: Planning (visited Sept. 30, 1996) <http:/
www.arch.buffalo.edu/~govern/gov_report/chapter_8_planning.html>.

366. See N.Y. GEN. MUN. Law § 119-0 (McKinney 1986).

367. Municipal corporations are defined as “a county outside of the city of New
York, a city, a town, a village, a board of cooperative educational services, fire dis-
trict or a school district.” Id. § 119-n(a) (McKinney Supp. 1997).

368. See id. §119-0(1) (McKinney 1986).

369. See NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, LocaAL GOVERNMENTAL
TECHNICAL SERIES: INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATION, 5 (on file with author).

370. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 119-0(1).

371. See 82 Op. N.Y. Comp. 143 (1982).

372. See 84 Op. N.Y. Comp. 50 (1984).

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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the other hand, two municipalities may adopt identical zoning
ordinances and then enter into an intermunicipal agreement for
the provision of a joint enforcement officer.373

Whether joint or service compacts, all intermunicipal
agreements may include a variety of provisions to carry out an
agreement.3’* Section 119-0(2) of the General Municipal Law
stipulates that such agreements may include provisions for the
apportionment of costs and/or revenues associated with the
agreement, accounting and custody of funds, personnel matters,
acquisition, disposition, or control of real or personal property,
claims for federal or state aid, apportionment of liability, peri-
odic review of the agreement, dispute resolution, and the like.3?5

Intermunicipal agreements may be created for a variety of
reasons. For example, a county may enter into a cooperative
agreement to maintain a joint payroll account and prepare pay-
roll checks for seven towns within the county,3’¢ or two villages
may agree to provide joint police services to assist one another
in law enforcement.3?”” This authority to create intermunicipal
agreements has also been used for cooperation concerning land
use planning. For example, in 1981, the towns of Florence,
Montague, Pinckney, Turin, and West Turin, and the Village of
Turin entered into an intermunicipal agreement to create a
joint zoning board of appeals.3’® Similarly, this authority has
been used to designate a single building inspector for contigu-
ous municipalities.37®

In 1992, the State Legislature enacted additional legisla-
tion to encourage further intergovernmental cooperation con-
cerning comprehensive planning and land use regulation.380
This enactment responded to a statewide concern that individ-

3783. See generally Joseph Stinson and Jeffrey Ledava, Utilizing In-
termunicipal Agreements in Land-Use Decision Making, Land Use Law Center
(July 1996) <http:/joshua.law.pace.edu:80/landuse/imas.html>.

374. See N.Y. GEN. MuNn. Law § 119-0(2) (McKinney 1986).

375. See id.

376. See Op. N.Y. Comp. 244-A (1979).

377. See Informal Op. N.Y. Att’y Gen. 183-88 (1983).

378. See NEw YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, CONSOLIDATION CASE STUD-
IES: ZONING BOARD SERVES Six LocaL GOVvERNMENTS, 1 (on file with author).

379. See Op. N.Y. Comp. 50 (1984).

380. See LecisLATIVE CoMMiISSION ON RURAL REsourcEs, Memorandum of As-
semblyman Bill Mayer in support of Assembly Bill No. A.9805-A (May 5, 1992).
The amendments are found at N.Y. GeNn. Crty Law § 20-g (McKinney Supp. 1997),
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ual municipal actions to enhance and protect local communities
through municipal land use authority were ineffective.38! The
General City Law, Town Law, and Village Law were amended
to provide express statutory authority for municipalities to
enter into intermunicipal agreements for the preparation of
comprehensive plans, and the enactment and administration of
land use regulations.3®2 Furthermore, although not exhaustive,
these amendments illustrate various intergovernmental land
use compacts permissible under New York law, including the
authority to create intermunicipal planning boards, zoning
boards of appeals, comprehensive plans, land use regulations,
intermunicipal overlay districts and programs for land use ad-
ministration and enforcement.383

Although these statutes provided a general structure for in-
itiating cooperative land use planning efforts, they failed to cre-
ate a mechanism through which municipalities faced with
limited financial resources could engage in professional plan-
ning activities. Municipal officials recognized that without such
a mechanism cooperative planning efforts would be difficult.284
As a result, the State Legislature amended its 1992 enactments
in 1993.385

Through the 1993 amendments, the State Legislature mod-
ified General Municipal Law section 119-u, General City Law
section 20-g, Town Law section 284, Village Law section 7-741
and County Law section 239-d. These amendments allow mu-
nicipalities to enter into intermunicipal agreements with coun-
ties to receive professional planning services through county
planning agencies.386 In this way, municipalities lacking the fi-
nancial and human resources to engage in professional plan-

N.Y. Town Law § 284 (McKinney Supp. 1997) and N.Y. VILLAGE Law § 7-741 (Mc-
Kinney 1995).

381. See LEGisLATIVE CoMMiSsION ON RURAL REsoURCES, Memorandum of As-
semblyman Bill Mayer in support of Assembly Bill No. A.9805-A (May 5, 1992).

382. See N.Y. GeN. Crry Law § 20-g(1) (McKinney Supp. 1997); N.Y. Town
Law § 284(1) (McKinney Supp. 1997); N.Y. ViLLace Law § 7-741(1) (McKinney
1995).

383. See N.Y. GEN. CiTy Law § 20-g(4); N.Y. TowN Law § 284(4); N.Y. VILLAGE
Law § 7-741(4).

384. See LeciSLATIVE CoMMISSION ON RURAL RESOURCEs, Memorandum in
support of Senate Bill No. $.3203-B and Assembly Bill No. A.5476-B, 2 (1992).

385. See July 6, 1993, Ch. 242, § 119-u, N.Y. Laws 645 (McKinney).

386. See id.

https.//digitalcommons.pace.edu/plr/vol18/iss2/3
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ning activities can receive assistance from county planning
agencies to carry out their land use functions. Pursuant to
these amendments, a county planning agency can act in an ad-
visory capacity, assist in the preparation of a comprehensive
plan, assist in the preparation of land use regulations, and par-
ticipate in the formation of individual or joint administrative
bodies.3®” Generally, the 1993 amendments codified the plan-
ning assistance that many county planning departments were
already undertaking.38® However, the codification specifically
illustrates the capacity for county involvement. Moreover, by
providing examples of county planning assistance, the State
Legislature has demonstrated the importance it places on
county involvement in the state land use scheme.

B. Examples of County-Municipal Intermunicipal Agreements
1. Walnut Creek Water Resource Development Agreement

In December of 1992, Chautauqua County and the Village
of Forestville entered into an intermunicipal agreement
whereby the County Health Department’s Division of Environ-
mental Health Services, would monitor flow and water quality
of Walnut Creek on behalf of the Village.38® The Village sought
to utilize the hydrologic expertise of the County because the Vil-
lage had experienced severe water quantity shortages and
water quality problems at Walnut Creek.3?® Under the agree-
ment, the Division of Environmental Health Services was to
“conduct stream gauging at various locations along Walnut
Creek during low flows to evaluate overall quantity of water
available from the watershed.”® Additionally, the Division of
Environmental Health Services was to investigate the possibil-
ity of deepening springs feeding Walnut Creek.?92 This investi-
gation would have included the excavation of a 10 to 15 foot test
hole at Hall Spring to evaluate lithology, ground water level

387. See N.Y. GEN. MuN. Law § 119-u(2)(b) (McKinney Supp. 1996).

388. See Phillips, supre note 131.

389. See Walnut Creek Water Resource Development Agreement, 1-2 (Decem-
ber 1992) (on file with author).

390. See id. at 1.

391. Id. at 1-2.

392. See id. at 2.
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and ground water recovery.?®3 The Division would have also
drilled and installed a series of piezometers to collect sediment
samples and monitor water levels.3%4

2. Horizons Waterfront Commission Intermunicipal
Cooperation Agreement

In 1989, one county, three cities, four towns and the Niag-
ara Frontier Transportation Authority formed the Horizons
Waterfront Commission, a public benefit corporation and sub-
sidiary of the New York State Urban Development Corpora-
tion.3%5 The Commission, which is now defunct,3% was created
to develop and revitalize 90 miles of Erie County shoreline.397
The communities to the agreement3°8 acknowledged that water-
front revitalization was essential to the region, and would cre-
ate unparalleled opportunities for recreation, housing,
transportation, and commercial and industrial uses.3%® To real-
ize these opportunities the communities recognized the neces-
sity for a cooperative, unified planning and implementation
process.400

The Commission itself was comprised of officials from all
levels of government.4?! There were 15 voting members and 18
ex-Officio members of the Commission.42 Voting members were
drawn from each level of government with seven members ap-
pointed by the Erie County executive (one from each of the
seven municipalities), three members appointed by the Buffalo
City mayor, two members appointed by the Governor of New

393. See id.

394. See Walnut Creek Water Resource Development Agreement, at 2 (De-
cember 1992).

395. See Horizons Waterfront Commission Intermunicipal Cooperation Agree-
ment, 1 (1989) [hereinafter Horizons] (on file with author).

396. As a state agency, funding for the Horizons Waterfront Commission was
cut by the Pataki Administration in early 1995. See Jon R. Sorensen, Pataki to
Scrap Horizons Panel, New Development Office Will Handle Waterfront, BUFFALO
News, Mar. 3, 1995, at Al, available in 1995 WL 5449994.

397. See Horizons, supra note 395, at 1.

398. Parties to the agreement are the towns of Brant, Evans, Hamburg, and
Tonawanda, the cities of Buffalo, Tonawanda and Lackawanna, Erie County and
the Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority. See id.

399. See id.

400. See id.

401. See id. at 2.

402. See Horizons, supra note 395, at 2.
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York State, and one member each appointed by the Buffalo
Common Council, the Erie County Legislature, and the Niagara
Frontier Transportation Authority.*®? Nonvoting members con-
sisted of representatives from the economic agencies of each of
the parties to the agreement, as well as other county agencies,
business groups, state agencies and the federal government.44

Under the agreement, the Commission was given signifi-
cant authority to carry out its mandate. The Commission had
the power to develop, adopt and update a single regional master
plan for Erie County’s waterfront, the Horizons Waterfront
Master Plan (HWMP).405 After adoption, the HWMP was to be
given full legal force and effect by the parties.4%¢ This included
“making changes to any official maps, zoning maps, and com-
prehensive plans and amending all zoning, development and
land use laws and ordinances accordingly.”#%” The parties were
also to repeal any inconsistent or contrary provisions of their
respective laws.4® In addition to its planning authority, the
Commission had the power to “receive and distribute state, fed-
eral and other funds to carry out waterfront development
projects.”® It also had the authority to coordinate the activi-
ties of all governmental entities, as well as “coordinate and fo-
cus private investment and development efforts along the Erie
County waterfront.”#1° Furthermore, as a subsidiary of the New
York State Urban Development Corporation, the Commission
had the power of eminent domain and the ability to bypass local

403. See id.

404. See id.

405. See id. at 2-3.

406. Id. at 4. Section 5 on page 4 provides in part:

In addition, the Parties agree that, to the extent each deems appropriate, in
the conduct of regulating land use and development of all types within their
respective jurisdictions, and in the conduct of their proprietary affairs, in-
cluding the improvements of infrastructure, the development of public facili-
ties, the disposal of publicly held lands, and the promulgation of renewal
plans, and in their contracts and agreements with others, pledge to take
[whatever] action is necessary pursuant to local laws, ordinances, rules and
regulations of the Parties, and pursuant to state statutes in order to give the
HWMP and any subsequent amendments thereto full legal effect and force.
See Horizons, supra note 395, at 4 (emphasis added).

407. Id. at 3.

408. See id.

409. Id. at 1.

410. Id. at 2.
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zoning laws.411 These last two powers gave the Commission sig-
nificant authority to carry out projects which could not be effec-
tively and appropriately carried out by a local government.

Erie County played an important role in the Commission
since its foundation. To begin with, Erie County Executive,
Dennis Gorski, was the impetus behind the Commission’s crea-
tion.#12 Erie County was also to incorporate the HWMP into a
partial county official map.4!3 Through this incorporation the
lands set aside for public facilities and other projects devised by
the Commission would no longer be available for private devel-
opment unless a use variance was granted by the zoning board
of appeals of the appropriate municipality.** Most importantly,
in exercising its review authority under sections 239(g) through
239(n) of the General Municipal Law, the County was to assure
that all such matters coming before the County were in con-
formity with the HWMP.45 In this manner, the County was
given significant responsibility to ensure the integrity of the
HWMP. If the municipalities could simply disregard the
HWMP, its purpose and that of the Commission would be
thwarted.

During its existence from 1989 to 1995, the Commission’s
work focused primarily on planning.41¢ In addition to devising
and adopting the HWMP, the Commission undertook a variety
of planning initiatives throughout the region. For example, in
1992, the Commission unveiled a 155,000-square foot Buffalo
Harbor Center which would serve as one of the region’s attrac-
tions.4!” The Center would house a Great Lakes museum, aqua-

411. See Greg Steinmetz, A State Panel that Gives Locals Power, NEWSDAY
(Nassau and Suffolk edition), Monday, Mar. 4, 1991, at 32, available at 1991 WL
3996262.

412. See Editorial, Foundation is in Place; Now Get Waterfront Moving With
Horizons Out, City Must try to Deliver, BurraLo NEws, Oct. 1, 1995, at F8, avail-
able at 1995 WL 5504575.

413. See Horizons, supra note 395, at 4.

414, See id.

415. See id.

416. See James Fink, Horizons” Waterfront Includes Aquarium and Theater,
Business FirsT-Burraro, Nov. 23, 1992, at section 1, available in 1992 WL
3124393. See also Mike Vogel, Horizons Planning $1.2 Million Project for
Hamburg Shoreline, Buffalo News, Sept. 24, 1992, available at 1992 WL 3659663.

417. See Fink, supra note 416.
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rium, planetarium and an Imax theater.*® The Commission
also planned less capital intensive projects such as a waterfront
promenade in Hamburg.4® Additionally, the Commission
sought to increase public access to the region’s waterways. One
of its first accomplishments was the revitalization and reopen-
ing of Lake Erie Beach in the Town of Evans.*20 However, as
progress was being made in waterfront redevelopment, funding
provided by the state was cut.42! The Commission’s work was to
be carried on as part of the functions of a new economic develop-
ment office for Western New York State.4?2

3. Tompkins County-Town of Covert, Seneca County
Intermunicipal Agreement

Intermunicipal cooperation may also be utilized by a county
to address regional traffic concerns. In October of 1995,
Tompkins County and the Town of Covert, Seneca County en-
tered into an intermunicipal agreement where Tompkins
County would extend TOMTRAN public transportation services
to Seneca.423 In exchange for providing public transportation to
Seneca residents to and from the City of Ithaca, Tompkins
County has been able to reduce the traffic congestion through
the Route 96 bridge construction area.

VI. Expanding the County Role

Although intermunicipal cooperation between counties and
municipalities may provide for slightly more consideration of in-
terjurisdictional land use issues, without augmenting existing
law, both intercommunity impacts and county-wide issues will
not be properly addressed. Unfortunately, use of in-
termunicipal agreements remains voluntary and their utiliza-

418. See id.

419. See id.

420. See Editorial, Look, a Beach! Horizons and County Off to a Good Start
and Don’t Let City’s Beach Languish, Either, BurraLo NEws, May 28, 1992, at B2,
available in 1992 WL 3636941.

421. See Sorensen, supra note 396.

422. See id.

423. See Resolution No. 224 - Authorizing an Intermunicipal Agreement Be-
tween Tompkins County and Town of Covert - TOMTRAN Public Transportation
Service (visited Jan. 26, 1997) <http://www.co.tompkins.ny.us/bor/resolutions/
r224-95.html>.
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tion in land use policy has not been extensive.42¢ Thus, where
local governments do not desire to cooperate with neighboring
communities or the county, reducing the regional impact of im-
proper land use decisions will remain elusive. This was clearly
illustrated in Town of Bedford v. Village of Mount Kisco.4?
However, by expanding the county’s review authority, in-
terjurisdictional impacts of land use decisions will be
addressed.

Presently, under General Municipal Law sections 239-m
and 239-n, county planning boards act purely in an advisory
fashion.4?¢ Although overriding a county planning board deter-
mination requires a majority plus one vote of the referring mu-
nicipal agency, there generally seems to be little difficulty in
obtaining such a vote. To ensure that intercommunity impacts
are addressed, a county planning board could have final review
authority under sections 239-m and 239-n. Referring municipal
agencies would be required to forward those proposed projects
presently reviewable under section 239-m(3)(b) and 239-n(3)(a)
to a county planning board. The board would then review the
project for inter-community impacts pursuant to section 239-1427
and for consistency with the comprehensive plans of the adjoin-
ing municipalities. The board would then either approve, ap-
prove with modification, or disapprove the project. If the board
believed that the proposed project’s impacts required mitiga-
tion, it could so stipulate in written recommendations to the
municipal agency. The municipal agency would then be re-
quired to ensure that the project sponsor implement the mitiga-
tion measures. Through this process, the county planning
board would be able to coordinate local land use decisions while
simultaneously reviewing projects for consistency with county
needs.

Providing a county with this substantive review authority
requires amending the General Municipal Law. Where the
State Legislature has believed it necessary to delegate land use
authority to regional bodies to address state-wide concerns it

424. See Stinson & LeJava, supra note 373.

425. 33 N.Y.2d 178, 306 N.E.2d 155, 351 N.Y.S.2d 129 (1973).

426. See supra notes 135-175 and accompanying text.

427. For factors examined by a county planning board, see supra note 142 and
accompanying text.
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has done so. For example, in 1971, the State Legislature estab-
lished the Adirondack Park Agency*?® as an independent state
agency to conserve, protect, and develop nearly six million acres
of land.*?® It shares control over land use with local govern-
ments.*3° Local governments retain jurisdiction over local deci-
sions,#3! while the Adirondack Park Agency has authority over
projects of park-wide significance.#32 Similarly, in 1993 the
Long Island Pine Barrens Protection Act*3? was adopted creat-
ing a Central Pine Barrens Joint Planning and Policy Commis-
sion.#3¢ The Commission has adopted a regional comprehensive
plan which balances conservation and development within the
Central Pine Barrens region.*3®> Municipal comprehensive
plans are required to conform with the regional comprehensive
plan,*3¢ and revisions of all local plans to satisfy the consistency
requirement must be approved by the Commission.#3” Because
the present state land use system fails to address inter-commu-
nity impacts and is unable to devise solutions to regional land
use issues, the need for county review of particular projects may
be deemed an area of state-wide concern requiring legislative
intervention.

Understandably, municipal officials would view this change
in the law as usurping their statutorily delegated land use au-
thority. However, municipal officials would still retain most of
their substantive power and have the ability to review county
planning board determinations in a court of law. First, only
those projects presently subject to county review would require
referral to the county planning board. The proposed project
must fit within the scope of either section 239-m(3)(B) or section
239-n(3)(A). Second, as under section 239-m(3)(C) and section
239-n(3)(B), counties would retain the authority to reach agree-
ments with municipalities in their jurisdiction to provide that

428. Act of June 25, 1971, ch. 706, N.Y. Laws 1133 (McKinney).

429. See Salkin, supra note 3, at 531.

430. See id. at 531; N.Y. Exec. Law § 808 (McKinney 1996).

431. See N.Y. Exec. Law § 801.

432. See id. § 804.

433. Act of July 13, 1993, ch. 262, N.Y. Laws 735 (McKinney); Act of July 13,
1993, ch. 263, N.Y. Laws 757 (McKinney).

434. See Act of July 13, 1993, ch. 262, N.Y. Laws 735 (McKinney).

435. See N.Y. ENvTL. CONSERV. Law § 57-0119 (McKinney 1997).

436. See id. § 57-0123(1).

437. See id.
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certain projects are of local concern and thus not subject to re-
ferral. Third, because a county planning board determination
would be a final administrative action, it would be subject to
judicial review pursuant to Article 78 of the New York Civil
Practice Law and Rules. Thus, if a municipality believed that a
county determination was arbitrary or capricious, or not within
the scope of the law, such a determination could be reviewed
and overturned if necessary. Fourth, municipalities which
strongly object to such county review, may, if they have not al-
ready done so, adopt a county charter and provide final review
authority to municipal agencies. For example, three months af-
ter the adoption of General Municipal Law sections 239-m and
239-n in 1960,438 Westchester County amended its county char-
ter to “limit the negative aspects of the effects of a county com-
ment on local action.”™3® Given these factors, municipalities
would not be completely hand tied by amending the General
Municipal Law.

In addition to addressing intercommunity impacts, provid-
ing the county with final review authority will also allow the
county to adopt regional solutions to intermunicipal problems.
As illustrated in the wetland example discussed in the introduc-
tion, a single municipality may easily thwart the protection
measures implemented by adjoining municipalities by not ac-
counting for the intercommunity impacts of proposed projects
within its jurisdiction. However, by giving the county final re-
view authority, the county planning board could influence one
municipality to coordinate its development efforts with the
preservation measures of the adjoining municipalities. The mu-
nicipalities could then utilize the county’s professional planning
staff to devise a regional plan to allow sustainable growth in the
wetland watershed area while also protecting the valuable nat-
ural resource.

VII. Conclusion

Although amending the General Municipal Law is neces-
sary to provide county planning boards with more substantive
review authority, the present political climate will make such

438. See Eschweiler, supra note 349, at 633-36.
439. See id. at 635.
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revision difficult. Municipal officials concerned with the growth
and development of their respective municipalities view their
statutorily delegated land use authority as the tool to achieve
desired growth. Requiring final county review of local decisions
in this area conflicts head on with the control presently exer-
cised by municipal officials. Any attempt to shift this authority
away from local governments will be vehemently opposed. To
alter the political climate, local officials will need to be educated
concerning the intercommunity impact of their land use deci-
sions, and local citizens must understand the need for greater
county involvement in land use decision-making. Until this
political climate begins to change, county planning boards and
county planning departments must continue in their assistance
role and promote the use of intermunicipal agreements to
achieve coordination and cooperation among neighboring
municipalities.

Jeff LeJava*
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