
Official Minutes of the Common Council Public Hearing of October 15, 2024

The City of Poughkeepsie 
New York 

Common Council Public Hearing
Minutes 

Tuesday,October15,2024 5:30 PM Common Council Chambers 

Welcome to the regularly scheduled Meeting of the City of Poughkeepsie 
Common Council the date is October 15, 2024, and the time is 5:34pm 

I. ROLL CALL:

9 Present, 0 Absent () 

II. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:

Five (5) minutes per person 

Jeff Aman 
Daniel Atonna 
John Bartelstone 
Laurie Sandow* 
Antonia Mauro 
Terry Horner* 
Darrett Roberts 
Melanie Vetter 
Donna Levinson* 
Jessica Gordineer 
Tom O'Neill 
Michael de Cordova 
Mary Reynolds 
Holly Wahlberg* 
Ken Stickle 
Doug Nobileti* 
Penny Dell 
Susan Puretz** 

*Submitted written comments
**Submitted written comments ONLY

Naomi Brooks**



Laurie Sandow comments, zoning public hearing continuation, October 15, 2024

On October 10, the City posted a document titled “Memorandum Regarding Public

Comment on PK4Keeps Proposed Zoning“—posted only two days before a secular 3-day

holiday weekend, and less than two days before the most important and solemn day of the

Jewish High Holidays. I look forward to the day when the City pulls a similar stunt right

before Easter or Christmas. In addition, the Memorandum’s existence was made known

not by press release, or by post on the City website landing page, or as part of the City’s

Buzz newsletter. No, the only people who received notice were those subscribed to

CivicPlus.

Effectively, just like the covert edits and alterations snuck into the so-called “final draft”

of the zoning code, the Memorandum’s anonymous “staff” comments may serve to satisfy

some City of Poughkeepsie legal defense of public notice, while the few in the public

were actually alerted about or reached by the Memorandum, posted under “Other” on the

City’s Agenda & Minutes page:

<https://poughkeepsieny.portal.civicclerk.com/event/1167/files/agenda/2867>

What do the majority of the anonymous, so-called “staff” comments say? One after

another says: “Staff Does Not Recommend”. The not-so-hidden message this

Memorandum conveys: “Like it or lump it; in the c/PK you can talk until you’re blue in

the face, in the end it’ll be our way or the highway. While we eat at the public trough of

your taxes, you’ll eat the crap we shovel in return.” Why didn’t the Memorandum identify

the public commenters by name so that the public could review the accuracy of “staff”

summaries? Whose public comments were not answered or included at all in the alleged

summary of public comments?

https://poughkeepsieny.portal.civicclerk.com/event/1167/files/agenda/2867


Who are the so-called unidentified staff to whom the replies are attributed? Is it possible

that these anonymous “staff” are employees on the Mayor’s staff or, alternatively, paid

City employees who fear the loss of employment if they don’t march to the Mayor’s

(quote, unquote) “discretion“, not to mention the Administration’s backroom deals and

corruption?

Thank you to the Council for pulling the Historic District & Landmark Preservation

Commission (HDLPC)-related text from the document. I urge people who came to speak

about it tonight to still do so. There are a lot of people here that are anxious to speak,

while the Council Chair can be predicted as anxious to silence the public and bring this

hearing to an end. It is incumbent that this Council keep this public hearing open. I’ll stop

here and submit the remainder of my comments to be included in the public record.











r 

community's right to protect its heritage in the event that a hostile owner wants to 
demolish or severely alter a treasured community landmark. 

9. There is change to allow an owner to get demolition permits or building permits
while a proposed designation is still under review, and this would be inserting a
major loophole into the law: Using this loophole, an owner could seriously alter or
even demolish his property before the Commission even had a chance to finish its
review of the landmark nomination.

For these reasons, we ask that these changes to the preservation ordinance be removed and 
the current ordinance be retained as written.

SIGNED, 

Terry Horner, former commissioner 

Bob Mortell, former commissioner 

John Fischer (former Chair) 

Gary Privratsky (former Chair) 

Holly Wahlberg, former commissioner 

Doug Nobiletti, former commissioner 

81 S. Hamilton St. nyappealslawyer@gmail.com 

31 Garfield Place rmortell31@gmail.com 

149 Academy St. jpapapok@gmail.com 

83 Worrall Ave. gprivratsky423@gmail.com 

35 Garfield Place hwahlberg@verizon.net 

145 Academy St. jdnobil@gmail.com 

Werner Steger, former commissioner 14 Parkwood Blvd.steger@sunydutchess.edu 

Toni Mauro, former commissioner 

Alyson Pomerantz (former Chair) 

Brian Hooper (current Vice-Chair) 

John Bartelstone, current commissioner 

Elisa Li, current commissioner 

Kyle Neiswender, current commissioner 

3 Willow Ave.antonia.mauro@aol.com 

2 Dwight St. alysonpomerantz@gmail.com 

128 Academy St. brian.c.hooper@gmail.com 

96 Academy St. jbartelstone@gmail.com 

115 Academy St. elisa.li.123@gmail.com 

8 Garfield Place kneiswen@gmail.com 



Let me start off by saying I truly don't understand the purpose of these public hearings since they seem to 
produce directives quite the opposite of what the general public has asked for. For many, these hearings 
have proven to be an exercise in futility. 

For those of you less versed in the value of historic preservation,  i give you one perfect example on our 
Main Street, the Lucky Platt building. 

Mayor LaFuente & the sitting council had earmarked $750,000 for its demolition and conversion to a 
parking lot had we not stalled it by bringing developers to the table. 

Unfortunately, the Council made some backdoor maneuvers to a prominent developer, which caused 
our most promising development to fail. 

Thankfully, the building found its way into the hands of the Alma group to become 143 well needed 
apartments. 

Fortunately, it still stands. 

Intact historic properties add interest and value to our city, a city that has been decimated by urban 
renewal. 

Change of use to multi-family as a matter of right will only encourage absentee landlords and the 
eventual demise of these properties that people have lovingly put their life savings into 

The zoning plan was sold to us with the idea that it was going to simplify and streamline zoning. 

instead, we  have seen proposed spot-zoning of properties within the district to higher densities. This 
reek's of either favoritism or an underlying unspoken motive. 

Let people apply for variances as is the process now. 

When one neighbor convinces the historic commission to bypass the rules and regulations, it has the 
effect of being the "one bad apple that spoils the bunch." 

To state that the HDLPC will exist "to control modifications that do not comply with historic standards" is 
also ludicrous. In my term on the HDLPC, I watched as the administration prompted certain members to 
ignore the rules to help achieve the desired outcome . I sense that we are bending the rules, the for the 
same purpose. 

We have seen executive order override preservation rules, we have seen preservation board members 
not follow standards, we have seen it all...to think that we can rely on and ever-changing board with all 
the newly inserted excuses ultimately means we basically have no protections 

If part of the agenda is to provide increased housing stock, you all must be aware there are hundreds of 
apartments in the works right now in the Main Street corridor, many affordable apartments. 

Why create all of these new loopholes under the guise of helping when, in fact is hurting the few 
remaining properties that people come to the City of Poughkeepsie to see and marvel at.  



There are groups, notably the Adriance public Library, which host tours of these houses, both inside and 
out, depending on who's offering the tour and what their inquiries are. 

Poughkeepsie has been getting quite a bit of bad press in the news media as of late, mostly for gun 
violence, open drug use and sales, vagrancy by the multitude of unhoused. 
All this combined with the failure of the county to ever build the Y.OU. youth center, so desperately 
needed, these houses must remain as hopeful attractions to the visitors of our fine city. 

I will submit via email a letter sent to me by Susan Puretz, hoping it could be read this evening. Susan is 
the person who in 1972, created the foundation for preservation and thr formation  of the historic 
commission. She performed a survey with histories, which encouraged the city to declare Garfield and 
Academy as our first historic districts. 

Had it not been for Susan Puretz' efforts, we wouldn't be here having this discussion tonight. 

I can assure you these homes would have been carved up into multifamily houses numerous times over. 
Many of them would most likely be unrecognizable, others not left standing. Look at the East side 
of  South Hamilton, which  stands as the perfect example. 

In 2011, the famous Diana Ross came here to help move her son, just enrolled into Marist College. 

 I met her at the landlords offices, 15 S. Hamilton, where my wife Mechelle was Office Manager. 

After introductions, her initial comment was" My God, Poughkeepsie is worse than Detroit." That is not an 
exaggeration. 

I cant help but wonder what her reaction would be were she to come back to Poughkeepsie today. 

Doug Nobiletti   
145 Academy St. 
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I am submitting these comments in lieu of attending tonight's October 15, 2024 public hearing on 
the proposed zoning changes. 

I urge you to consider the perhaps-unintended implications of the last-minute changes to the 
Historic District and Landmark Preservation Commission section 19-4.5 

In particular, the new language in paragraph 2a is troubling.  The selection criteria for HDLPC 
members is of utmost importance, allowing a knowledgeable and experienced group to shepherd 
the preservation and celebration of Poughkeepsie's wonderful historic resources.  

- criterion 6 (known interest in historic preservation) has not adequately been addressed in the past 
(public requests to see examples of commissioners' known interest have gone unanswered), and is 
now made even more diluted by the inclusion of "known interest in architectural 
development".  That criteria is already served on planning and zoning boards, and is not appropriate 
for a board whose task is historic preservation. Please remove "and architectural development" 
from this qualification. 

- criterion 4 is very troubling.  Living close to historic districts or landmarks does not make you 
qualified to weigh in on their fates, nor to position yourself as knowledgeable solely by virtue of your 
proximity.  Would living across the street from a doctor allow you to practice medicine? Please 
remove "or within 250 feet of" from this qualification. 

- the criterion with the most potentially significant impact is criterion 7. It would allow an individual 
commissioner to satisfy more than one of the qualification categories.  While that particular 
commissioner could have the most useful background and experience to help guide commission 
business, it could also be the case that their voice(s) would be overridden by the less experienced 
or knowledgable members.  For example, if two members have professional training in historic 
architecture and preservation AND they live in a landmarked building, but the remaining members 
have *only* an interest and live near a landmark, the two members' opinions can easily be outvoted 
by those with far less background and experience.  I feel that although the spirit of this "multiple 
category" criteria is well-intentioned, when it is coupled with the looseness of the other criteria, it 
could jeopardize the skilled decisions upheld by the commission. Please remove criterion 7.  It is 
essentially met through correct use of the other criteria.  

Please revert the language of 19.4-5 to the original.  The changes made to it were unannounced, 
buried in an enormous document, and made far later (Sept/Oct) than the June 2024 date of the 
draft code.  They deserve a more complete conversation than what has occurred. 

- Naomi Brooks 

 



Official Minutes of the Common Council Public Hearing of October 15, 2024 

Ill. ADJOURNMENT: 

At 6:54 pm a motion to adjourn the Public Hearing was made by 3rd Ward 
Councilmember Brown and seconded by 7th Ward Councilmember Patterson 
Thompson. 

Motion to Adjourn - VOICE VOTE 

Yes/Aye: Council Member- 1st Ward Henry, Council member - 2nd Ward 
Menist, 
Council Member- 3rd Ward Brown, Council Member- 5th Ward 
James, 
Council Member- 6th Ward Grant, Council Member- 8th Ward 
Deichler, 
Council Member- 7th Ward Patterson Thompson, Council Member-
4th 
Ward Shook, Council Member At-Large Wilson 

No/Nay None 

Abstain None 

Absent 

Result: Passed 

Dated: October 18, 2024 

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Common 
Council Public Hearing held on Tuesday, October 15, 2024. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Donna M. Deluca 
Deputy City Chamberlain 


	Public Hearing Minutes 10-15-24 - Zoning
	Public Comments PH 10-15
	D.Nobiletti Comments
	S.Puretz comments
	Public Hearing Minutes 10-15-24 - Zoning



