
From:                                         C.J. Randall <info@protectadks.org>
Sent:                                           Monday, April 17, 2023 9:13 PM
To:                                               apa.sm.AgencyMeeting.PublicComment
Subject:                                     Public Comment on Changes to APA Public Comment Policies
 
ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.
 
 
TO: The NYS Adirondack Park Agency
 
Christopher Cooper
Adirondack Park Agency
P.O. Box 99
Ray Brook, NY 12977
 
Dear Christopher:
 
The current APA project review process suggests either regulatory capture or training issues at APA. It is not best
practice for agency staff to present projects on behalf of applicants, as I’ve witnessed at meetings just within the
last year.
 
Please consider any changes to formal policy / agency management based on ethical standards (ICMA, APA,
etc).
 
Sincerely,
 
C.J. Randall <cj.randall@icloud.com>
309 W Green St
Ithaca, NY 14850
 







From:                                         noreply‐pc@apa.ny.gov
Sent:                                           Friday, April 14, 2023 11:35 PM
To:                                               apa.sm.AgencyMeeting.PublicComment
Cc:                                               johnwblaser@gmail.com
Subject:                                     APA Project Agency‐1_2 Public Comments
 
[You don't often get email from noreply-pc@apa.ny.gov. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]
 
ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.
 
 
************  PLEASE NOTE  ************
 
The following  public comment was made with your email address as the source.
If this is an error, please contact the New York State Adirondack Park Agency at 518-891-4050 or by sending an
email to AgencyMeeting.PublicComment@apa.ny.gov.
Please copy "Agency-1_2, John W Blaser, johnwblaser@gmail.com" into your message for our reference.
 
***************************************
 
 Attn: Christopher Cooper
 Comments from: John W Blaser
 Email from: johnwblaser@gmail.com
 Address: 69 Maplewood Drive Brewster NY 10509
 Re: Agency Project Agency-1_2, Agency 1 and Agency 2
 
 My Comments:
 
 I am writing to object to the elimination of public comments at the beginning of meetings. It is imperative that the
public have the opportunity to comment at the beginning of the meeting in order to make it easier and more
convenient for the public to provide their comments on the agenda items, policies and concerns.



From:                                         noreply‐pc@apa.ny.gov
Sent:                                           Friday, April 14, 2023 5:32 PM
To:                                               apa.sm.AgencyMeeting.PublicComment
Cc:                                               lldesant3@gmail.com
Subject:                                     APA Project Agency‐1_2 Public Comments
 
[You don't often get email from noreply-pc@apa.ny.gov. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]
 
ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.
 
 
************  PLEASE NOTE  ************
 
The following  public comment was made with your email address as the source.
If this is an error, please contact the New York State Adirondack Park Agency at 518-891-4050 or by sending an
email to AgencyMeeting.PublicComment@apa.ny.gov.
Please copy "Agency-1_2, Lorna DeSantis, Lldesant3@gmail.com" into your message for our reference.
 
***************************************
 
 Attn: Christopher Cooper
 Comments from: Lorna DeSantis
 Email from: Lldesant3@gmail.com
 Address:
 Re: Agency Project Agency-1_2, Agency 1 and Agency 2
 
 My Comments:
 
 Do not eliminate public comment at the beginning of meetings. In an era of apathy and distrust of government this
is a bad look for the agency.



From:                                         noreply‐pc@apa.ny.gov
Sent:                                           Friday, April 14, 2023 8:25 AM
To:                                               apa.sm.AgencyMeeting.PublicComment
Cc:                                               aggiepell@gmail.com
Subject:                                     APA Project Agency‐1_2 Public Comments
 
[You don't often get email from noreply-pc@apa.ny.gov. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]
 
ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.
 
 
************  PLEASE NOTE  ************
 
The following  public comment was made with your email address as the source.
If this is an error, please contact the New York State Adirondack Park Agency at 518-891-4050 or by sending an
email to AgencyMeeting.PublicComment@apa.ny.gov.
Please copy "Agency-1_2, Mary Agnes Pelletieri, aggiepell@gmail.com" into your message for our reference.
 
***************************************
 
 Attn: Christopher Cooper
 Comments from: Mary Agnes Pelletieri
 Email from: aggiepell@gmail.com
 Address: 97 Old Military road Saranac Lake, NY 12983
 Re: Agency Project Agency-1_2, Agency 1 and Agency 2
 
 My Comments:
 
 Public comment is essential to governing.  It is easy to look at the public comment period at the beginning of the
meeting as time saving but truthful I am sure there are many small ways to save time elsewhere.  The APA staff
and Board are there to serve the public.  A difficult task but one they agreed to do.  Perhaps rethinking how the
entire monthly meetings are organized is in order.  I notice on the APA website for contacting the office  it states
please call or mail us.  No email address for personnel.  A little outdated.  It does refer to Facebook and Twitter but
for correspondence, email is pretty common.  Keep public comment at the beginning and end.  First and foremost,
serve the public.  Also would be helpful if this was listed as Public Comment not Agency 1 /2 ….



From:                                         noreply‐pc@apa.ny.gov
Sent:                                           Monday, April 17, 2023 2:15 AM
To:                                               apa.sm.AgencyMeeting.PublicComment
Cc:                                               Colin@headlamppictures.com
Subject:                                     APA Project Agency‐1_2 Public Comments
 
[You don't often get email from noreply-pc@apa.ny.gov. Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]
 
ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.
 
 
************  PLEASE NOTE  ************
 
The following  public comment was made with your email address as the source.
If this is an error, please contact the New York State Adirondack Park Agency at 518-891-4050 or by sending an
email to AgencyMeeting.PublicComment@apa.ny.gov.
Please copy "Agency-1_2, Colin Powers, Colin@headlamppictures.com" into your message for our reference.
 
***************************************
 
 Attn: Christopher Cooper
 Comments from: Colin Powers
 Email from: Colin@headlamppictures.com
 Address: 12993
 Re: Agency Project Agency-1_2, Agency 1 and Agency 2
 
 My Comments:
 
 Do not change the public comment policy.  It will inhibit comment and public discourse.









 

April 21, 2023 
 
Christopher Cooper, Counsel 
NYS APA 
Box 99 
Ray Brook, NY 12977 
 
Re. Agency 2, Public Comment Policy, Unit Management Plans 
 
Dear Mr. Cooper, 
 
In addi�on to our earlier, more comprehensive comments of April 12 and March , Adirondack Wild has 
one addi�onal, final comment to make. It pertains to the APA’s proposal to strike or eliminate from the 
Agency’s Public Comment Policy the sec�on concerning public comment about Unit Management Plans 
and their compliance with the State Land Master Plan.  
 
We disagree with striking all reference to Public Comment About Unit Management Plans from the 
Agency’s comment policy for several reasons.  First, your Memo to the Agency board in March provides 
no writen explana�on for striking out such a large sec�on of the Public Comment Policy. That in and of 
itself is confusing and concerning.  
 
Second, public comment to the Agency about the compliance of UMPs with the Master Plan rises to a 
level of great, statewide significance. The Forest Preserve is owned by all New Yorkers, who have the 
right and responsibility to comment about its management and stewardship, protected by the State 
Cons�tu�on and guided by Unit Management Plans judged to be compliant with the State Land Master 
Plan.  
 
To strike all reference to public comment about UMPs from the Agency’s policy conveys a wrong and 
disrespec�ul message to the public, but also one that is also unhelpful to the Agency’s ul�mate 
evalua�on of UMPs and determina�on of APSLMP compliance. APA State Land Planning Staff need and 
deserve the guidance about public comment opportuni�es for UMPs in the Public Comment Policy. It is a 
helpful reference to them and the work they have to do with DEC and with Park stakeholders. Striking all 
reference to such guidance is unhelpful to your own Agency staff. 
 
Finally, while the APA-DEC Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) addresses review and approval 
procedures and public comment opportuni�es about UMPs and their APSLMP compliance, you have 
made no reference to the existence or relevance of the MOU in the comment policy. Your Public 
Comment Policy should con�nue to summarize UMP public comment opportuni�es while also ci�ng 
reference to the MOU for more informa�on. 
 



Thank you. This final comment augments our earlier comments leters in March and April. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
David Gibson, Managing Partner 
Adirondack Wild: Friends of the Forest Preserve 
 
P.O. Box 9247 
Niskayuna, NY 12309 
Adirondackwild.org 
518-469-4081 
 
Cc: Agency Members and Designees 
      Barbara Rice, Execu�ve Director 
      Ashley Dougherty, Execu�ve Chamber 
  





Ramapo, NY 10901

























From:                                         David Fontanella <info@protectadks.org>
Sent:                                           Saturday, April 8, 2023 9:27 AM
To:                                               apa.sm.AgencyMeeting.PublicComment
Subject:                                     Public Comment on Changes to APA Public Comment Policies
 
ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails.
 
 
TO: The NYS Adirondack Park Agency
 
Christopher Cooper
Adirondack Park Agency
P.O. Box 99
Ray Brook, NY 12977
 
Dear Mr. Cooper:
 
The draft APA Public Comment Policy should not be changed to remove the public comment period at the
beginning of the APA meeting nor changed to the end of the meeting.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Fontanella <def6@cornell.edu>
PO Box 672
Trumansburg, NY 14886
 





 

Dear APA
Executive Director Barbara Rice and Chair John Ernst

 

Normally I
would start a dialog or offer commentary from a basis of diplomacy, as so many
public or political groups and individuals usually do, out of respect for the
process, but also sometimes out of fear of possible negative consequences or
repercussions in doing so otherwise. I would also seek to review the document
or subject at hand in order to, as best as possible, be able to speak from a
basis of knowledge and or understanding, and then offer comments of support,
dissent, and or suggestions for revision. HOWEVER, in having just read the
Adirondack Explorer’s March 23, 2023 article, titled, “APA’s Proposed Comment Policy Changes Draw Criticism” and the
Agency-Public Comment Policy Revision Draft with the proposed changes, the current action to change the process of 
“public comment” by
this Agency does not remotely come close to meriting the more diplomatic
approach! The Agency’s intended action rises to the level of being despicable!
I am stunned and equally HORRIFIED by the mere thought that the APA could have
voted on, and then passed, these EGREGIOUS changes to Public Comment WITHOUT
ANY PUBLIC COMMENT OPPORTUNITY, as initially suggested by APA Counsel, if it
were not for the fact that a commissioner or two found them confusing! The
thought that something could similarly happen related to another action is
equally as sobering and scary! The confusion lies in that YOU don’t see what’s
wrong with what you want to change, why you want to change it, and that
ultimately, in the end, you may ignore the public anyway, as the APA Counsel
had originally suggested to you, that you move ahead without any public comments sought! How can the public
feel welcome or involved in the process of public governance with this Agency?

 

Is it the
plan of the APA to further restrict the public from having their due oversight
and say in how this agency governs, and then transforms, the guidelines for the
Park's operation, preservation and protection? If “meetings go off schedule”
it’s because there are things that need to be stated, brought to everyone’s
attention and discussed for a resolution, even if it results in agreement to
disagree. The process must be allowed to the fullest extent to be able to come
to a final conclusion, based on all input. As Commissioner Hall states, “it’s
very hard to go back and correct something”, and “... because we don’t think of
everything.”. 

 

It was
interesting to read that Commissioner Benita Law-Diao expressed concern that
if, “I (and maybe others on staff) don’t understand it (the language in the



policy change)?”, “how does the public?” Understand it???!!! What's to
understand??!! Talk about irony. You are making an autonomous move to further
limit the very people you're supposed to represent and serve, regardless of the
language used! 

 

What’s
“confusing” isn’t what you as a group (or maybe it's just a few) propose to
change, sadly there’s no shock here, or even whether others could readily
understand it. Rather, it falls right in line with the history of how some of
you have conducted business as an agency, especially as of late! Recent
newspaper articles have made it clear that even while you are wrestling with
controversial topics, that you are not particularly interested in what the
public has to say on these topics.

 

That any of
you have a want to “streamline the monthly meeting”, ie. your workload and
interaction with the public, by reducing public comment rather than buckling
down and working with and for all interested parties, speaks volumes to the
audacity of the changes you propose!!!!  If you're having difficulties
managing the volume of public commentary you receive, you need to get your act
together to better process and address them, not limit them! There must be an
"in-house" basis for the reasons that you're receiving so many of
them!  As stated by Chairman Ernst,”...he had never seen a meeting
disrupted with an inordinate number of commentators”. If there are more
comments than time allotted, expand or restore the meeting length, as suggested
by Commissioner Art Lussi.

 

On topics
or issues brought before the APA, not all parties will agree on what needs to
be done or what needs to be left alone, but to diminish the say of anyone is to
strengthen further the autonomous dominance by the APA. That’s the clear
“understood” message here! As for one commissioner’s expressed wish for more
“professional” conduct by your organization in allocating a specific time for
comments, wherever it happens to be, and for them to be “taken … seriously and
to heart”, then I can agree. As this commissioner points out, the APA used to
have two day meetings and he hoped the Agency would go back to that.” There
used to be more opportunity and a willingness to work together, even if it
ended with a respectful ”agree to disagree” outcome. The apparent shrinking of
meetings from two days down to one day, and now limiting comment opportunities
even further to just a total of 20 minutes for all people for all comments
within one day, speaks again to the Agency’s interest in becoming less burdened
by public involvement and subsequently making themselves ever more autonomous! 

 



 

I implore
those of you who will listen, do NOT be asleep at the wheel or have a fear of
speaking up with a difference of opinion that can actually be implemented to
stop the insanity that is evermore taking place inside your agency! I am
thankful for those who have dared to state their favoring the public's
interest. To those individuals I say look carefully at who has made these
proposed Public Comment changes, and why! Do you as an individual member of the
Agency really stand behind these changes to the detriment of the public you
serve?! If not, then stand up, be on the right side of history, for the sake of
the public, and the sake of the future of the Park!

 

When all is
said and done with this public comment period, it is assumed that the Agency
will make changes to this current redline draft policy document that reflects
the publics’ comments. Will a revised redline draft number two then be
presented back to the public incorporating the comments you have chosen to
respond to, and the changes you have decided to make? Or will the APA’s Counsel
once again suggest the Board vote on the “final” changes without further public
comment? 

 

In closing,
I am asking for confirmation from you, your representative or your staff, of
the receipt of this email/written comment. I also request that you will
similarly inform me, and the rest of the public, as to where all received and
similarly acknowledged and or submitted comments will be stored, how they can
be accessed or retrieved for viewing by all interested parties (including those
within your Agency), and that they will be kept in their complete form, context
and content, the same as they were received. In the past I have seen submitted
written comments edited down to the point of being "taken out of
context" when being formally responded to within an APA document. I and
all others should not have to struggle or even wonder whether our comments were
received, retained, reviewed or responded to, or if they remain fully intact in
both the review and the response, if any, they received. Will you as leaders in
this agency respect the wishes of the public and their right to comment? The
Adirondack Park belongs to ALL New Yorkers. We need more public comment
opportunities, not less.

 

Respectfully
submitted,



Dianne
Tiedemann

 

CC

APA board
members:

Mr.
Arthur Lussi

Mr.
Daniel Wilt

Ms. Zoë Smith

Mr. Mark
Hall

Mr.
Kenneth Lynch

Benita
Law-Diao

Senator
Dan Stec via email to Keith Scherer, his Legislative Aid

Assemblymember
Matt Simpson via email to Matt McDonald, his Legislative Aid



 April 20, 2023 

 Christopher Cooper 
 Adirondack Park Agency 
 P.O. Box 99 
 Ray Brook, NY 12977 

 AgencyMeeting.PublicComment@apa.ny.gov 

 Dear APA Executive Director Barbara Rice and Chair John Ernst 

 Normally I would start a dialog or offer commentary from a basis of diplomacy, as so many 
 public or political groups and individuals usually do, out of respect for the process, but also 
 sometimes out of fear of possible negative consequences or repercussions in doing so 
 otherwise. I would also seek to review the document or subject at hand in order to, as best 
 as possible, be able to speak from a basis of knowledge and or understanding, and then 
 offer comments of support, dissent, and or suggestions for revision. HOWEVER, in having 
 just read the Adirondack Explorer’s March 23, 2023 article, titled, “  APA’s Proposed 
 Comment Policy Changes Draw Criticism” and the Agency-Public Comment Policy Revision 
 Draft with the proposed changes,  the current action to change the process of “public 
 comment” by this Agency does not remotely come close to meriting the more diplomatic 
 approach! The Agency’s intended action rises to the level of being despicable! I am stunned 
 and equally HORRIFIED by the mere thought that the APA could have voted on, and then 
 passed, these EGREGIOUS changes to Public Comment WITHOUT ANY PUBLIC 
 COMMENT OPPORTUNITY, as initially suggested by APA Counsel, if it were not for the 
 fact that a commissioner or two found them confusing! The thought that something could 
 similarly happen related to another action is equally as sobering and scary! The confusion 
 lies in that YOU don’t see what’s wrong with what you want to change, why you want to 
 change it, and that ultimately, in the end, you may ignore the public anyway, as the APA 
 Counsel had originally suggested to you, that you move ahead  without  any public 
 comments sought! How can the public feel welcome or involved in the process of public 
 governance with this Agency? 

 Is it the plan of the APA to further restrict the public from having their due oversight and say 
 in how this agency governs, and then transforms, the guidelines for the Park's operation, 
 preservation and protection? If “meetings go off schedule” it’s because there are things that 
 need to be stated, brought to everyone’s attention and discussed for a resolution, even if it 
 results in agreement to disagree. The process must be allowed to the fullest extent to be 
 able to come to a final conclusion, based on all input. As Commissioner Hall states, “it’s 
 very hard to go back and correct something”, and “... because we don’t think of everything.”. 

Public Comment on Changes to APA Public Comment Policies->APA Public Comment Revision Proposals Response Letter-Final 2023-4-20-signed.pdf



 It was interesting to read that Commissioner Benita Law-Diao expressed concern that if, “I 
 (and maybe others on staff) don’t understand it (the language in the policy change)?”, “how 
 does the public?” Understand it???!!! What's to understand??!! Talk about irony. You are 
 making an autonomous move to further limit the very people you're supposed to represent 
 and serve, regardless of the language used! 

 What’s “confusing” isn’t what you as a group (or maybe it's just a few) propose to change, 
 sadly there’s no shock here, or even whether others could readily understand it. Rather, it 
 falls right in line with the history of how some of you have conducted business as an 
 agency, especially as of late! Recent newspaper articles have made it clear that even while 
 you are wrestling with controversial topics, that you are not particularly interested in what 
 the public has to say on these topics. 

 That any of you have a want to “streamline the monthly meeting”, ie. your workload and 
 interaction with the public, by reducing public comment rather than buckling down and 
 working with and for all interested parties, speaks volumes to the audacity of the changes 
 you propose!!!!  If you're having difficulties managing the volume of public commentary you 
 receive, you need to get your act together to better process and address them, not limit 
 them! There must be an "in-house" basis for the reasons that you're receiving so many of 
 them!  As stated by Chairman Ernst,”...he had never seen a meeting disrupted with an 
 inordinate number of commentators”. If there are more comments than time allotted, expand 
 or restore the meeting length, as suggested by Commissioner Art Lussi. 

 On topics or issues brought before the APA, not all parties will agree on what needs to be 
 done or what needs to be left alone, but to diminish the say of anyone is to strengthen 
 further the autonomous dominance by the APA. That’s the clear “understood” message 
 here! As for one commissioner’s expressed wish for more “professional” conduct by your 
 organization in allocating a specific time for comments, wherever it happens to be, and for 
 them to be “taken … seriously and to heart”, then I can agree. As this commissioner points 
 out, the APA used to have two day meetings and he hoped the Agency would go back to 
 that.” There used to be more opportunity and a willingness to work together, even if it ended 
 with a respectful ”agree to disagree” outcome. The apparent shrinking of meetings from two 
 days down to one day, and now limiting comment opportunities even further to just a total of 
 20 minutes for all people for all comments within one day, speaks again to the Agency’s 
 interest in becoming less burdened by public involvement and subsequently making 
 themselves ever more autonomous! 

 I implore those of you who will listen, do NOT be asleep at the wheel or have a fear of 
 speaking up with a difference of opinion that can actually be implemented to stop the 
 insanity that is evermore taking place inside your agency! I am thankful for those who have 
 dared to state their favoring the public's interest. To those individuals I say look carefully at 
 who has made these proposed Public Comment changes, and why! Do you as an individual 



 member of the Agency really stand behind these changes to the detriment of the public you 
 serve?! If not, then stand up, be on the right side of history, for the sake of the public, and 
 the sake of the future of the Park! 

 When all is said and done with this public comment period, it is assumed that the Agency 
 will make changes to this current redline draft policy document that reflects the publics’ 
 comments. Will a revised redline draft number two then be presented back to the public 
 incorporating the comments you have chosen to respond to, and the changes you have 
 decided to make? Or will the APA’s Counsel once again suggest the Board vote on the 
 “final” changes without further public comment? 

 In closing, I am asking for confirmation from you, your representative or your staff, of the 
 receipt of this email/written comment. I also request that you will similarly inform me, and 
 the rest of the public, as to where all received and similarly acknowledged and or submitted 
 comments will be stored, how they can be accessed or retrieved for viewing by all 
 interested parties (including those within your Agency), and that they will be kept in their 
 complete form, context and content, the same as they were received. In the past I have 
 seen submitted written comments edited down to the point of being "taken out of context" 
 when being formally responded to within an APA document. I and all others should not have 
 to struggle or even wonder whether our comments were received, retained, reviewed or 
 responded to, or if they remain fully intact in both the review and the response, if any, they 
 received. Will you as leaders in this agency respect the wishes of the public and their right 
 to comment? The Adirondack Park belongs to ALL New Yorkers. We need more public 
 comment opportunities, not less. 

 Respectfully submitted, 

 Dianne Tiedemann 

 CC 
 APA board members: 
 Mr. Arthur Lussi 
 Mr. Daniel Wilt 
 Ms. Zo  ë  Smith 
 Mr. Mark Hall 
 Mr. Kenneth Lynch 
 Benita Law-Diao 
 Senator Dan Stec via email to Keith Scherer, his Legislative Aid 
 Assemblymember Matt Simpson via email to Matt McDonald, his Legislative Aid 

           Dianne Tiedemann


















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































