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River Club parcel bought
Town and county
in $12 million deal
By John Stefans
It looks like it’s finally going to happen.
After years of negotiations, to say nothing of lawsuits, community protests and even an investigation
by the district attorney, a 53-acre parcel of open space
— still known from an earlier incarnation as the River
Club — is about to be preserved as open space through
a joint purchase by Suffolk County and the Town of
Riverhead.
At a press conference Monday morning, County
Executive Steve Levy announced that the county will
provide $5 million to buy 17 acres on the south side
of Riverside Drive in Riverhead, including 1,200 feet
of shoreline along the Peconic River. And Riverhead
Supervisor Phil Cardinale announced that the town
will pay $6.88 million for 36 acres on the north side of
Riverside Drive.
As a result, the largest undeveloped track in Riverhead along the river — a parcel that at various times
could have become a 159-lot subdivision, a 222-unit
condominium complex or, most recently, a 40-unit subdivision with 12 docks, a clubhouse and 40 boat slips
— will pass into public hands.
It’s not a totally done deal.
The Riverhead Town Board still has to OK the
expenditure and was expected to authorize a public
hearing on the question at last night’s Town Board
meeting. The county legislature must also approve. But
little opposition is expected and, in the meantime, The
Nature Conservancy, which handled the negotiations,
has agreed to provide a $12 million bridge loan to
make the sale happen quickly and will also contribute
$120,000 of its own money toward the purchase.
Just why the property’s owners, led by East Quogue
developer Bruce Barnet, had decided to change their
minds and sell after years of saying no was not revealed at the press conference, and no one from that
group was present. But one observer, who asked not to
be identified because he had been part of the discussions, suggested the reason might have been a “perfect
storm” of circumstances, as he described it, including a
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A press conference was held Monday morning by County Executive Steve Levy (third from left), Supervisor Phil Cardinale (second from left) and Kevin McDonald of The Nature Conservancy about the joint
purchase of the River Club property on Riverside Drive.
softening real estate market and the threat of lawsuits
by the Long Island Pine Barrens Society and others.
Also contributing, he suggested, was the continued
virulence of community protesters, including members of the Riverside Drive Civic Association, a group
formed three years ago specifically to block the River
Club. One member of the association, John Rather, was
present at the press briefing and could hardly conceal
his glee. He effusively thanked both Mr. Levy and Mr.
Cardinale, who said that Councilwoman Barbara Blass,
who wasn’t able to attend the briefing, also deserved a
great deal of credit for spearheading the effort.
How the county district attorney got involved goes
back to 2003 after the Town of Riverhead, based on a
market appraisal it ordered, had offered to pay $6.5
million for the property. But an appraisal by the county
had valued the property at $3.5 million, which caused

critics to accuse the administration of then town supervisor Bob Kozakiewicz of playing loose with the facts.
An investigation was to later to clear the town of
any wrongdoing. But not only did the investigation delay negotiations, it also ended up nearly doubling the
price that the owners will now receive.
Mr. Levy said the county’s $5 million for the purchase will come from the $22.5 million he has recently
freed up to pay for additional open space purchases.
This was money, he said, that the county would have
otherwise spent this year on projects that never came
to fruition.
Mr. Cardinale said the town’s portion would come
from a new bond authorization that will finance preservation by borrowing against anticipated revenues
from the Community Preservation Fund, or the 2%
real estate transfer tax, as it is known.

A step forward for Broadwater
Agency says project won’t cause much environmental harm
By Drew Crouthamel
Broadwater moved a step closer to
reality last week when the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)
issued a draft environmental impact
statement deemed disheartening and
disappointing by foes of the project.
FERC concluded that a liquefied
natural gas platform the size of the
Queen Mary II in the middle of the
Sound, as well as an accompanying offshore pipeline and LNG tanker traffic,
would cause only minor environmental
impacts.
“Overall, the proposed project would
result in fewer environmental impacts
than any alternatives considered,”
wrote the staff of FERC’s Office of Energy Projects. The staff also concluded
that the Broadwater project would
not impact wetlands, wildlife, fisheries,
shellfish and eelgrass beds, residences,
businesses or parklands.
“We are encouraged by these preliminary findings,” said John Hritcko, senior
vice president for Broadwater Energy, a
joint venture of Shell and TransCanada.

“Impacts have been identified as limTwo public meetings will be held on
ited or negligible, and Broadwater will Long Island in January to allow the
continue working with agencies and public to comment on the draft enviinterested parties to identify ways that ronmental impact statement.
would further reduce or avoid them.”
The draft plan could be amended afAdrienne Esposito, a leader of the ter the comment period before FERC
Anti-Broadwater Coalition,
issues a final environmental
said, “It’s almost as if Broad- ‘But the
impact statement and then
water wrote the document for
rules on the project next year.
FERC. It is truly dishearten- fight’s not
Broadwater expects the faciling when public concerns are over yet.’
ity to be online by 2010.
rationalized away in the name
“This is a disappointing find—Tim Bishop
of multinational energy coring for those of us opposed to
porations.”
the project,” said Congressman Tim
Now, the only thing standing in the Bishop (D-Southampton). “But the
way of construction of the LNG plat- fight’s not over yet.”
form nine miles off Wading River is a
The congressman said Broadwater
relatively obscure state agency known still needs to respond to appropriate
as the New York State Department of concerns raised by the Coast Guard in
State (DOS).
its September waterways suitability re“That’s how I see it,” said Ms. Es- port. The Coast Guard found that the
posito. “The big decision will need to be Sound could be made safe for the transmade by the DOS.”
port and processing of liquefied natuThe DOS must decide whether the ral gas, but Broadwater and the Coast
Broadwater project is consistent with Guard would need to take further steps,
the state’s coastal zone management including adding marine firefighting caplan. Under federal energy law, the pabilities and beefing up security.
DOS has six months to do so.
Mr. Bishop said he planned to refile

an amendment that would starve FERC
of funding needed in the licensing process and another that would insert into
the federal energy bill a local role in the
siting of LNG facilities. Both of those
amendments were defeated last year, but
with the changing of the political guard
in Washington, the prospects for passage
seem better than before Election Day.
The Broadwater project, unlike any
other in the United States, would use
a floating storage and regasification
unit that would be attached to a yoke
mooring system, which would include
a mooring tower embedded in the sea
floor. Two to three tankers a week containing super-cooled LNG would enter
the Sound through the Race. The LNG
would be offloaded at the site and then
fed into a an underwater pipeline that
would connect with the existing Iroquois supply line, located off Northport.
Broadwater would supply one billion
cubic feet per day of natural gas, with
about 50% going to New York City,
25% to 30% going to Long Island and
See Broadwater, page 25

