
 

Town of Brookhaven 
 

Industrial Development Agency 
 

Meeting Agenda 
 

Wednesday, January 7, 2026 at 12:05 PM 
 
 
 

1. Roll Call 
 
2. Minutes 

 
a. November 18, 2025 

 
 

3. Applications 
a. Inland Long Island Residential DST (The Arboretum at Farmingville) 
b. Brookhaven Logistics Center 
c. Patchogue SL PropCo, LLC (D&F Patchogue) 

 
4. Resolutions 

a. Organizational Resolutions 
Brookhaven Logistics Center 
Ronk Hub Resolution to Convey Property 
Inland Long Island Residential DST (The Arboretum at Farmingville) 
Patchogue SL PropCo, LLC (D&F Patchogue) 

 
5. CEO’S Report 

a. Board Assessments 
Harassment Training 

b. Fiduciary Responsibilities 
Financial Disclosure/Ethics 
Related Party Confirms 
LIBDC Membership 

c. NYSEDC Updates 
 

6. Executive Session 
 
 
 

 







 

Town of Brookhaven 

Industrial Development Agency 

Meeting Minutes 

November 18, 2025 

 
Members Present:  Frederick C. Braun, III 
    Martin Callahan 
    Felix J. Grucci, Jr. (via Zoom) 
    Mitchell H. Pally 

Ann-Marie Scheidt 
John Rose 
Frank C. Trotta 

 
Also Present:   Lisa M. G. Mulligan, Chief Executive Officer 
    Lori J. LaPonte, Chief Financial Officer 
    Amy Illardo, Director of Marketing 
    Jocelyn Linse, Executive Assistant 
    Annette Eaderesto, Counsel (via Zoom) 

Barry Carrigan, Nixon Peabody, LLP 
    Howard Gross, Weinberg, Gross & Pergament, LLP (via Zoom) 
    Andrew Komaromi, Harris Beach Murtha, PLLC 
    Sharon Clements, Integrated Structures 
    Dan Dornfeld, Forchelli, Deegan & Terana 
    Jim Coughlin, Tritec Real Estate 
    Meaghan Treat, Tritec Real Estate 
    Peter Curry, Farrell Fritz, PC 
 
Chairman Braun opened the IDA meeting at 12:15 P.M. on Tuesday, November 18, 2025, in the 

Agency’s Office on the Second Floor of Brookhaven Town Hall, One Independence Hill, 

Farmingville, New York.  A quorum was present. 

 

Meeting Minutes of October 22, 2025 

The motion to approve these Minutes as presented was made by Ms. Scheidt and seconded by 

Mr. Grucci.  All voted in favor. 
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CFO’s Report 

The motion to approve the retention of PKF O’Connor Davies as recommended by the Audit 

Committee at an updated cost of $26,000 was made by Mr. Pally, seconded by Mr. Callahan and 

unanimously approved.   

 

Integrated Structures 17 Old Dock Road – Application 

Integrated Structures is purchasing 17 Old Dock Road in Yaphank to expand their structural steel 

fabrication business.  Their other IDA project located at 4 Pinehurst Drive in Bellport will remain 

operational.  They have an average of 62 full-time equivalent employees at an average salary of 

$80,000; they expect to hire an additional 11 full-time equivalent employees within 2 years of 

completing this project at an average salary of $124,000.  The 19,000 square foot 17 Old Dock 

facility will be used for manufacturing and painting fabricated structural steel parts.  The 

purchase price for the building is approximately $1 million and they expect to invest another 

approximately $1.5 million in renovations and $2 million in equipment and machinery.  They are 

requesting a 10-year PILOT, a sales tax exemption and the partial exemption from the mortgage 

tax recording tax. 

 

The motion to accept the application was made by Mr. Pally and seconded by Mr. Trotta.  All 

voted in favor. 

 

Ronk Hub Nova, LLC Phase 2C – Application 

The entire Ronk Hub development was approved in September of 2012; this is the fourth phase 

which consists of 285 multi-family units, retail and office space as well as a medical provider.  

They hope to break ground by spring of next year and finish by 2028.  Representatives from 

Tritec provided the Board with an overview of the entire development.   

 

The motion to accept the application was made by Mr. Trotta, seconded by Mr. Rose, and 

unanimously approved. 
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Shoreham Solar Commons – Application & Resolution 

This application and resolution are to change the upstream ownership of the project, a request to 

replace Duke Energy with a guarantee from Deriva Energy to release Duke Energy and 

eventually replace the guarantee from Deriva Energy with a guarantee from Clearway Energy 

and to release Deriva Energy from its guarantee. 

 

The motion to accept the application was made by Ms. Scheidt and seconded by Mr. Callahan.  

All voted in favor.  The motion to approve the resolution was made by Mr. Callahan, seconded 

by Mr. Grucci, and unanimously approved. 

 

Surplus Items – Resolution 

Mr. Trotta made a motion to donate surplus office equipment and furniture to a local not-for-

profit organization or school district.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Scheidt and all voted in 

favor. 

 

CEO’s Report 

 

Vision Long Island Smart Growth Summit 

Mr. Braun made a motion to approve a $3,000 sponsorship for the Smart Growth Summit on 

December 5, 2025.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Scheidt and unanimously approved. 

 

At 12:41 P.M., Mr. Callahan made a motion to enter executive session to discuss the medical, 

financial, credit or employment history of a particular person or corporation, or matters leading 

to the appointment, employment, promotion, demotion, discipline, suspension, dismissal or 

removal of a particular person or corporation.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Scheidt and all 

voted in favor. 

 

At 1:54 P.M., Mr. Trotta voted to exit executive session and resume the regular agenda.  The 

motion was seconded by Ms. Scheidt and unanimously approved.  No action was taken in 

executive session. 
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Administrative Assistant – Resolution 

Mr. Pally made a motion to hire an administrative assistant.  The motion was seconded by Ms. 

Scheidt and all voted in favor. 

 

Housing Study 

Mr. Pally made a motion to hire Camoin Associates to draft an addendum to the recently 

completed housing study at a cost of $7,000. 

 

CEO’s Report (Revisited) 

 

Rail Realty 

Rail Realty provided some further information on the rents being charged at their project.  The 

Board determined that a PILOT study is needed prior to a vote on this matter.  Mr. Pally made a 

motion to accept the application and have a PILOT study conducted.  The motion was seconded 

by Ms. Scheidt and unanimously approved. 

 

At 2:09 P.M., Mr. Callahan made a motion to close the IDA meeting.  The motion was seconded 

by Ms. Scheidt and all voted in favor. 

 

The next IDA meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, December 3, 2025 at 3:00 P.M. 

 

 

 

 







































2026 IDA RESOLUTIONS 

 

  1  Appointment of CEO/Executive Director  

   2  Appointment of Chief Financial Officer  

   3  Appointment of Executive Assistant  

   4 Appointment of Administrative Assistant 

   5 Appointment of Director Marketing and Project Development  

   6 Appointment of Legal Counsel 

   7  Appointment of Insurance Broker of Record 

   8  Slate of IDA Board Officers 

   9  Adoption of Committee Charters & Establishment & Appointing of Governance, 

Finance and Audit Committee 

 10 Adoption of Fee Schedule  

 11 BLANK 

 12  Hourly Requirement 

 13  2026 Meeting Schedule  

 14 Appointment of Website Design and Maintenance  

 15  Banking and Investing   

16 Adopting a Mission Statement and Measurement Report  

17 Adopting an Ethics Policy, Procurement Policy and Property Acquisition & 

Disposal Policy  

 18 Adopting a Uniform Tax Exemption Policy 

 19 Adopting Compensation Policy 

20 Adopting a Policy Concerning Board Member and Employee Loans 

 21 Adopting a Prevailing Wage Policy 

   22 Adopting an Adaptive Reuse Policy 

   23 Delegating and Authorizing Execution of IDA Documents 

   24 Adopting an Incentive Compensation Policy 

   25 Longevity  

26 Adoption of Deferred Compensation Program Policy 

   27 Holiday Schedule 



   28  Adopting a Travel & Discretionary Funds Policy 

   29 Adopting an Accrual Policy for Management Employees  

 30 Adopting an Accrual Policy for Full Time Non-Management Employees 

 31 Audit and Accounting Services 

   32 Adopting a Bereavement Policy 

   33      Conflict of Interest Policy 

   34      Appointment of Insurance Risk Manager 

35       Approval of unlawful harassment & unlawful sexual harassment prohibition policy 

   36 Approval of 2025 Incentive Compensation 

   37 Jury Duty 

38 Employee Health Insurance 

   39  Cancer Screening 

   40    Appointment of Public Relations Firm 

41 Supplemental Benefits Insurance 

   42 Shared Services Agreement 

 43  Newspaper of Record 

 44 Acquisition of Real Property 

45 Document Retention Policy 

46  Separation Payout 
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           Rating Scale: 
 

      1 = Do Not Agree 
 Industrial Development Agency   2 = Somewhat Agree 

     2024 Board Assessment   3 = Agree 
           4 = Highly Agree 
           5 = No Opinion 
Circle One: 
 
    Mission, Values, Vision and Strategic Direction: 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board’s policy and strategic decisions reflect and support the IDA’s mission, values and vision. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board is actively involved in strategic planning. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
    Board Structure and Processes: 
 
1   2   3   4   5 Board disagreement is seen as a search for solutions rather than a win/lose proposition. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5   The Board contains a sufficient range of qualities (i.e. expertise, perspectives, external relationships and  

size) to ensure effectiveness. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 Board agendas provide adequate time for discussing significant issues impacting our IDA’s progress, and  
  requiring Board action. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 I receive meeting materials in advance and come prepared to engage in meaningful dialogue and critical  
  decision-making. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The timeliness, quality, quantity and presentation of information provided to the Board meets our needs in 

understanding issues and challenges and enables effective decision-making. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board demonstrates good problem solving skills. 
 
Comments: 
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1   2   3   4   5 The Board Chair leads fairly and effectively. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5   The number of meetings, meeting length and attendance of directors is sufficient for our IDA’s needs.   
  Board agendas provide adequate time for discussing significant issues impacting our IDA’s progress and  
  requiring Board action. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The time and day of  IDA meetings is convenient and productive. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
   Board / CEO Relationships: 
 
1   2   3   4   5 A climate of trust, respect and support exist between the Board and the CEO. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board supports the CEO in implementing Board policy; Board members understand their ‘policy- 
  making’ vs. the CEO’s ‘management’ role. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board receives timely and helpful information from the CEO on how well the IDA is meeting its  
  planned objectives. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
   Servicing the Community: 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board is effective in representing and promoting the IDA in the community. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 Board members receive appropriate continuing education and orientation to better understand their role in  
  providing healthy community leadership. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board develops a positive image for our IDA and has gained a high level of public confidence. 
 
Comments: 
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1   2   3   4   5 The Board is well-informed about market, environmental and competitive factors that affect its services  
  and programs. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
   Finances: 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board effectively carries out its responsibility for the oversight of fiscal resources. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 Financial reports are presented in a format that builds understanding and enables effective decision- 
  making. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board adopts operating and capital budgets (where applicable) annually and consistently monitors 
performance. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board has committed the resources necessary to address community issues and challenges. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 The Board has a corporate compliance plan in effect, and ensures that compliance policies and procedures  
  are fully functioning. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
1   2   3   4   5 This survey tool is an appropriate length to gather pertinent data. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
 
Additional Comments: 
 
 
 
 
 
          __________________________________ 
            Signature 
 
          __________________________________ 
            Date 



 

 

 

Acknowledgement of Fiduciary Duties and Responsibilities 
 

As a member of the Authority's board of directors, I understand that I have a fiduciary obligation to perform my 
duties and responsibilities to the best of my abilities, in good faith and with proper diligence and care, 
consistent with the enabling statute, mission, and by-laws of the Authority and the laws of New York State.  
The requirements set forth in this acknowledgement are based on the provisions of New York State law, 
including but not limited to the Public Authorities Reform Act of 2009, Public Officers Law, and General 
Municipal Law.  As a member of the board of directors: 

I. Mission Statement 

I have read and understand the mission of the Authority; and the mission is designed to achieve a public 
purpose on behalf of the State of New York.  I further understand that my fiduciary duty to this Authority is 
derived from and governed by its mission. 

I agree that I have an obligation to become knowledgeable about the mission, purpose, functions, 
responsibilities, and statutory duties of the Authority and, when I believe it necessary, to make reasonable 
inquiry of management and others with knowledge and expertise so as to inform my decisions. 

II. Deliberation 

I understand that my obligation is to act in the best interests of the Authority and the People of the State of 
New York whom the Authority serves. 

I agree that I will exercise independent judgment on all matters before the board. 

I understand that any interested party may comment on any matter or proposed resolution that comes 
before the board of directors consistent with the laws governing procurement policy and practice, be it the 
general public, an affected party, a party potentially impacted by such matter or an elected or appointed 
public official.  However, I understand that the ultimate decision is mine and will be consistent with the 
mission of the Authority and my fiduciary duties as a member of the Authority’s board of directors. 

I will participate in training sessions, attend board and committee meetings, and engage fully in the board’s 
and committee’s decision-making process. 

III. Confidentiality 

I agree that I will not divulge confidential discussions and confidential matters that come before the board 
for consideration or action. 

IV. Conflict of Interest 

I agree to disclose to the board any conflicts, or the appearance of a conflict, of a personal, financial, 
ethical, or professional nature that could inhibit me from performing my duties in good faith and with due 
diligence and care. 

I do not have any interest, financial or otherwise, direct or indirect, or engage in any business or transaction 
or professional activity or incur any obligation of any nature, which is in substantial conflict with the proper 
discharge of my duties in the public interest. 

 

Signature:   _____________________________________________ 

Print Name:  _____________________________________________ 

Authority Name:  _____________________________________________ 

Date:    _____________________________________________  
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The New York State Economic Development Council (NYSEDC) is the state's principal 
organization representing economic development professionals. The mission of NYSEDC is to 
provide advocacy, education and policy development to enhance economic activity and improve 
the quality of life in New York State. We promote the economic development of the state and its 
communities, to encourage sound practices in the conduct of regional and statewide development 
programs, and to develop education programs that enhance professional development skills.  Our 
nearly 1,000 members include the leadership of Industrial Development Agencies (IDAs) 
and Local Development Corporations (LDCs), private industry, financial institutions, law firms, 
developers, engineers, construction companies, chambers of commerce, higher education 
institutions, and other private businesses.  

The FY 2025-26 budget made many critical investments in economic development 
programming, which should be continued and improved upon in order to create shovel-ready 
sites, support power upgrades and manufacturing, and bolster private-public partnerships. 
Despite these investments, New York continues to fall behind competing states on metrics 
including population, job growth and cost of living, as was detailed in the recently released 
report Blueprint for New York – Creating a Roadmap for Change. Action is needed to reduce 
overregulation on businesses, and attract economic development projects to the state. The 
Blueprint details steps the state can take to improve economic outlook and return talent and 
private investment to New York. This includes:  
 
Leverage Empire AI to review state laws and regulation for redundancy or contradiction 
With Empire AI, New York is positioning itself to be an epicenter of the artificial intelligence 
industry. This significant investment can be leveraged to improve the regulatory landscape for 
businesses looking to locate and expand in New York. As has been done in Ohio, AI tools can be 
launched to analyze laws and regulations for redundancy and contradictions. New York State has 
over 300,000 regulations on the books, second only to California, creating a prohibitive 
regulatory and legal environment. This coupled with the cost of doing business in New York has 
led to slower than average job growth, population decline and growing cost of living. Identifying 
outdated and unnecessary processes can save the state and business owners alike valuable time 
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and capital. Ohio’s program removed 900 outdated rules, and identified 400 instances where 
regulations could be modernized. The state estimated this would save $44 million and 58,000 
hours of labor over a decade.  
 
Modernize SEQR, Land Use Regulations, and permitting to accelerate sustainable 
development 
New York must modernize SEQR, land use regulations, and permitting processes. Outdated, 
fragmented regulations are delaying critical projects—from affordable housing to renewable 
energy and green manufacturing—often for years. These delays, legal uncertainty, and 
duplicative reviews undermine the state’s climate goals, discourage private investment, and 
disproportionately harm upstate and disadvantaged communities. This proposal does not call for 
a weakening of environmental standards - rather it streamlines review, improves agency 
coordination, and aligns permitting with today’s development needs. This modernization will 
signal that New York is ready to build smarter and faster, without sacrificing sustainability, 
responsibility, or equity.  
 
Modernize the Public Authorities Reporting Information System (PARIS)  
PARIS is an important and necessary database system for tracking industrial development 
agency (IDA) projects and investments, ensuring that the public has access to information about 
how these investments are performing. However, PARIS has not been updated since its creation 
to reflect a modern economy and remains a rigid, antiquated system on both the front and back 
end for users. Our research has shown that in addition to supporting 1.2 million jobs, nearly 
10,000 construction jobs, and hundreds of millions of dollars of investment annually, Industrial 
Development Agencies produce significant additional return on investment annually that is not 
currently captured in the PARIS system. For every $1 of IDA abatement, $68 in earnings, $217 
in sales and $6.20 in new tax revenue is generated throughout the state - leading to $12.1 billion 
in state tax revenue generated by IDA projects. Beyond direct, indirect and induced return on 
investment, there is also currently nowhere in the system to detail the additional community 
benefits analyzed as part of an assisted project. For example, over the last five years, IDA 
projects have supported the State's efforts to accomplish their stated economic development 
goals through 31,500 new housing units (roughly 1/3 of which were affordable housing), enough 
renewable energy to power 2.4 million homes (6,178 MW), and 393 revitalization projects in 
downtown corridors. None of that information can be found in the current system and leads to a 
failure to present full and transparent project details.   
 
We propose working with the Office of State Comptroller (OSC) and the Authorities Budget 
Office (ABO) to modernize and enhance both the metrics for how we measure IDA projects, 
enhance the accuracy and user-friendliness for all reporting public authorities statewide, AND 
increase the functionality/access of data to the general public. We do not support creating another 
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separate and redundant database in addition to PARIS and Empire State Development’s new 
database of project activities. 

1) Metrics: 
• Improve framing of report to reflect a more modern and comprehensive view of 

public benefits of projects. 
• Track increases to the tax base from where a property was prior to a project moving 

forward. 
• Track housing starts, affordable housing units, and mixed-use development projects. 
• Track additional modern metrics (ex. amount of renewable energy generated, blight 

reduction, downtown corridor projects, brownfield projects, historic preservation, 
expansion of community services, growth in net new wealth, etc). 

• Allow for in-report documentation of other IDA activities including loan funds, 
community development projects, events, grant programs, and other business 
assistance. 

2) Functionality: 
• Simplify interface. 
• Make the database forward-facing and more accessible to the public.  
• Enhance and expand the ability to upload data from Excel or Word to reduce data 

entry error. 
• Link definitions to improve understanding of question intent both for the 

administrator and public. 
• Incorporate a system of revisions to allow IDAs to edit information for prior projects 

based on project changes. 
• Modify system design to recognize multiple projects for the same company and 

phased projects. 
• Include column to provide data on assistance claw backs. 

 
Reinstate the Governor’s Office of Regulatory Reform (GORR) or Appoint a Regulatory 
Czar 
New York’s complex and ever-growing regulatory environment continues to be a top concern for 
businesses statewide. To address this, we recommend reinstating the Governor’s Office of 
Regulatory Reform (GORR) or appointing a dedicated Regulatory Czar within the Executive 
Chamber. This role would lead a centralized, cross-agency effort to review existing regulations, 
conduct economic impact analyses of all new proposed rules, coordinate inter-agency review of 
new proposals, and ensure consistency, clarity, and accountability in the regulatory process. 
Businesses, particularly small and growing firms, frequently cite duplicative, outdated, and 
burdensome regulations as major barriers to expansion and investment. A single, empowered 
entity to coordinate reform and review will improve government efficiency and support the 
state’s broader goals of economic competitiveness, affordability, and innovation. This initiative 
would send a strong message that New York is serious about regulatory modernization and 
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creating a more responsive, business-friendly climate – without compromising on public 
protections. 
 
 

NYSEDC applauds previous investments supported in the FY 25-26 budget and believe their 
track records of success demonstrate the need for continued funding and support in FY-26-27, in 
order to further our state’s economic development goals.  

FAST NY Shovel-Ready Grant Program  
Fast NY provides grants for pre-development activities and infrastructure investments to develop 
sites that will attract many eligible industries —including, but need not be limited to, high-tech 
manufacturing, clean-tech renewable energy, life sciences, agribusiness, optics, transportation 
equipment, materials processing, industrial machinery manufacturing and other advanced 
manufacturing. These sites can also be used for interstate distribution and logistics. However, 
ESD may give priority to semiconductor manufacturing projects and related industry and supply 
chain projects. The program will help diversify New York State’s economy while propelling new 
investments in businesses, communities, and job creation. The NYSEDC supports FAST NY and 
recommends an INCREASE of an additional $100 million to the program and/or a multi-year 
appropriation to support projects in the pipeline as the program is currently oversubscribed. 
 
RESTORE NY  
This program has successfully resulted in the removal and restoration of hundreds of sites 
statewide. Unfortunately, the FY 25-26 budget cut the program, which should be restored. The 
program is unique in that it provides capital assistance to housing development, which has 
proven to be critical as the state continues to address the housing crisis. NYSEDC recommends 
an annual appropriation of $100 million to help support adaptive reuse projects across the state.   
 
Although not included in the FY 25-26 Budget, numerous announcements, groundbreakings and 
grand openings have occurred across the State in the past year attributed to the Restore NY 
program.  
 
POWER UP  
NYSEDC supports continued funding of the POWER UP program, currently slated for $300 
million over three years, to create power-ready sites for advanced manufacturing and other 
development. the application for the program just went live in December 2025. 
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Increase Funding for the Manufacturing Extension Partnerships 
The New York State Economic Development Council (NYSEDC) considers the New York 
Manufacturing Extension Partnership (NY MEP) to be vital to the competitiveness of our state’s 
manufacturing sector. Like other states, New York receives federal MEP funding from the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), which it matches with state funds to 
support small and mid-sized manufacturers. However, over the years, the proportion of State 
support for this powerful program has not kept pace with federal funding, which increased by 
15% from 2016- 2021. Our state matching funds have remained flat at a time when other states 
are more aggressively supporting manufacturing and supply chain development. To maintain and 
strengthen New York’s manufacturing competitiveness, NYSEDC advocates that NYS provide 
an additional $2.875M annually to support NY MEP. During FY 2022, NY MEP helped 
companies create or retain 7,622 jobs and generated $1.13B in economic impact. With the 
additional resources, NY MEP program can conservatively be expected to eventually expand its 
impact to annually help 2,000 companies create or retain about 10,000 jobs and generate $1.3B 
in economic impact. 
 
Centers for Advanced Technology (CATs) 
New York State Centers for Advanced Technology (CATs) encourage greater collaboration 
between private industry and universities in the development and application of new 
technologies. There are currently 15 certified CATs in the state. CATs have directly 
created/retained at least 1970 jobs, leveraged over $3.2 billion in economic activity, assisting 
more than 972 companies across New York State. Since funding for CATs has remained flat for 
more than 15 years, we propose increased funding of $1.5 Million for each Center for Advance 
Technology, up from $1 million in the 26-27 budget.  
 
Centers of Excellence (COEs) 
New York State currently funds 14 Centers of Excellence (COEs) to foster collaboration between 
the academic research community and the business sector to develop and commercialize new 
products and technologies, to promote critical private sector investment in emerging high-
technology fields in New York State, and to create and expand technology-related businesses and 
employment 
 
Funding for the CATs and COEs has remained relatively flat for nearly ten years. Based on a 
2016 annual report provided by NYSTAR, every dollar NYS spent on the CATs and COEs 
created 49 dollars in private investment. There are very few programs that leverage public dollars 
at the ratio of 49 to 1. Given their economic impact, we recommend increasing each center to 
$1.5 million annually or roughly $500k per center. 
 
This additional funding will: 

• Create more than 100 direct research jobs at each of the academic institutions; 
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• Lead to at least 45 new projects/companies assisted across NYS; 
• Create/retain at least 150 jobs from partner company projects annually; 
• Attract more than $100 Million in new federal research dollars to New York State; 
• Leverage more than $396 M in economic activity; 
• Help launch more than three dozen new startups in New York; and 
• Help campuses modernize with state-of-the-art technology, software, and equipment 

 
The New York State Economic Development Council appreciates the Legislature’s continued 
commitment to revitalizing New York’s economy and urges strategic enhancements to build on 
that momentum. While the FY 2025-26 budget made significant strides by funding critical 
programs, further action is needed to keep New York economically competitive. NYSEDC 
recommends strengthening these programs and collaborating on implementation of the 
recommendations in the Blueprint report. These efforts will deliver measurable returns in job 
creation, private investment, and innovation. As we confront continued population decline, high 
costs, and regulatory complexity, bold reforms and sustained investment are essential. NYSEDC 
stands ready to partner with the Legislature to implement these recommendations and ensure a 
more vibrant, inclusive, and resilient economic future for all New Yorkers. 

Reauthorization of $200 Million for the DRI and the NY Forward Program 
The NYSEDC has long advocated for direct funding to local municipalities. We believe it has 
and will continue to help small cities revitalize across upstate New York. To support a more 
equitable recovery across New York’s rural communities, the NYSEDC supports maintaining 
funding of $100 million to both the DRI and NY Forward programs to help cities, towns, and 
village revitalize main street corridors and create hubs of economic activity.  
 



Amityville puts the brakes on new multiunit housing for 6 months 

Listen • 2:36Automated narration. Learn more 

 

The Amityville board of trustees has approved a six-month moratorium on new multiunit 
housing. Credit: Newsday/Steve Pfost 

By Denise M. Bonilladenise.bonilla@newsday.comdenisebonillaUpdated December 9, 
2025 4:33 pm 

Share 

The Amityville board of trustees has approved a six-month moratorium on new multiunit 
housing in an effort to evaluate the impacts of its current housing after a building boom the 
last few years. 

The board on Monday night unanimously approved the temporary moratorium 5-0, 
receiving a round of applause from residents in attendance. The vote followed a hearing 
where a half dozen members of the public voiced their support for the new legislation, 
which can be extended by another six months before it expires. 

"Housing is a very huge issue on the Island, but we also want to preserve the charm of the 
village," resident Tom Howard told the board. 

mailto:denise.bonilla@newsday.com?subject=Amityville%20puts%20the%20brakes%20on%20new%20multiunit%20housing%20for%206%20months
https://twitter.com/denisebonilla
https://www.newsday.com/long-island/towns/moratorium-housing-amityville-e8m9mm0b


The moratorium would stop the "approval or construction of new or additional multiple 
dwellings" in Amityville, including apartments, condominiums, townhomes and accessory 
units. 

Mayor Michael O’Neill said the village wants to pause these developments because a burst 
of multiunit housing in the past five years — including more than 100 units in the Village by 
the Bay development and more than 300 apartments at the AvalonBay complex — has led 
to questions about a strain on village services. 

"We want to find out exactly what the impact these multiple dwelling units have," O’Neill 
said. 

The mayor said the village will gather data from its police, fire and building departments, 
and use studies that were done about seven years ago as it began applying for the 
state’s Downtown Revitalization Initiative as a baseline. It will then send out a request for 
proposals to hire a company to analyze the data. The village received $10 million in state 
Downtown Revitalization Initiative funding in 2022 and is working on 11 projects that will 
use that money. 

While speaking in support of the moratorium, several residents questioned the need to 
spend tax dollars to hire an outside company. Howard suggested knowledgeable former 
village officials could do the work voluntarily, while resident Wendy Canestro said the hiring 
"almost seems like it’s a crutch" for the board’s decision-making. 

"Just make the decision for what’s in the best interest of the village," she told the board. 
"Please don’t spend our money just for you to make a decision." 

O’Neill told Newsday after the hearing that the board would take residents’ suggestions 
under consideration. 

"We will do an RFP so we have options as we delve through all of the data that we have," he 
said. "Whether we use them or not, we don’t need to make that decision right now." 

O’Neill said he hopes to get the request for proposals out by the end of the year. 
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Judge dismisses Shoreham school district suit seeking higher PILOTs for battery 
facility 

Listen • 4:13Automated narration. Learn more 

 

An aerial view of the shuttered Shoreham nuclear plant on July 13, 2015.  Credit: Daniel 
Brennan 

By Mark Harringtonmark.harrington@newsday.comMHarringtonNewsUpdated December 
7, 2025 7:20 pm 

Share 

A State Supreme Court judge on Monday dismissed a case by the Shoreham-Wading River 
Central School District alleging a Brookhaven Town agency underestimated payments due 
from the developer of a large battery energy storage facility at the Shoreham nuke-plant 
site. 

The order by Justice James F. Matthews in Riverhead tosses a lawsuit filed in June by the 
district and its board vice president, James Smith, also a taxpayer in the district, seeking 
higher so-called payments in lieu of taxes that are more aligned with usage at the plant, 
according to court papers. 

Battery plant developer KCE New York, also known as Key Capture Energy, was also 
a  defendant in the suit. 

mailto:mark.harrington@newsday.com?subject=Judge%20dismisses%20Shoreham%20school%20district%20suit%20seeking%20higher%20PILOTs%20for%20battery%20facility
https://twitter.com/MHarringtonNews


In his order dismissing the district’s suit, Matthews ruled the school district lacked 
standing because it “is not a taxpayer and has no injury in fact.” 

KCE has a contract with LIPA to build and operate a 50-megawatt battery storage plant on 
LIPA property at the mothballed nuclear power plant for 20 years. KCE, as part of its effort 
to develop the plant, reached an agreement with the Town of Brookhaven Industrial 
Development Agency for reduced property, sales and use taxes for the project. KCE in turn 
agreed to PILOTs at $100,000 a year starting in the first year and building to $137,500 by 
year 20.  
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KCE plans to use 2.2 acres of the 47-acre LIPA-owned power plant site (the surrounding 
hundreds of undeveloped acres are owned by National Grid). 

The district in its suit charged that the IDA did not value the battery facility "at full value," 
but rather by their "megawatt output," similar to solar and wind projects. That valuation, the 
district charged, was "unlawful, improper, in excess of the [IDA's] authority and jurisdiction, 
in violation of lawful procedure [and] affected by an error of law."  

Representatives for the district and their attorney, Christopher Shishko, did not respond to 
inquiries seeking specifics on the payment schedule and its alleged deficiencies. Lisa 
Mulligan, chief executive of the Brookhaven IDA, declined to comment on ongoing 
litigation. It’s uncertain if the district plans to appeal. 

LIPA a year ago approved a resolution for KCE to build and operate two battery facilities—
the 50-megawatt plant in Shoreham and a 79-megawatt facility in Hauppauge. KCE said the 
Shoreham plant would cost ratepayers an average of 11 cents a month on their energy bills 
when the system is in operation by 2028. 

In an affidavit included in the suit, Smith testified the IDA’s “unlawful usage of the solar and 
wind method of valuation to valuate the [Shoreham] BESS project” results in “inaccurate[ly] 
valued exemptions and tax abatements” for the developer that would lead to “an additional 
tax burden placed on district taxpayers such as myself.” 

https://www.newsday.com/privacy


In its motion seeking to dismiss the case, the IDA and KCE countered it has been “clear for 
30 years that a school district and the board of education cannot bring litigation 
challenging a PILOT.” 

Most Long Island towns, including Islip where the KCE Hauppauge facility is proposed, 
have moratoriums in place that would limit or bar battery storage facilities within the 
municipalities. Brookhaven Town, which includes the Shoreham plant, has no such 
moratorium, and at least eight facilities have been proposed for the town. 

Town hearings and reviews of needed permits for the facilities in Brookhaven are expected 
to begin next year as new fire safety codes for the plants backed by the state take effect. 

The Hauppauge Fire District has been an opponent of KCE’s 79-megawatt lithium ion 
battery facility near a LIPA substation in Hauppauge, saying such facilities pose a fire risk 
and should not be located in densely populated areas, schools and homes. LIPA and the 
state say the batteries are needed for a greening energy grid, and that the new fire codes 
will ensure their safe operation.  

Fires at three plants across the state in 2023, including one in East Hampton, had 
heightened concerns about the plants.   

 

By Mark Harrington 
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Mark Harrington, a Newsday reporter since 1999, covers energy, wineries, Indian affairs 
and fisheries. 
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