
BO.r\RD OF- LEGISLATORS 

COUNTY OF \'\1ESTCHESTER 

ACT 140 - 2025 

Ynur Committee 1s in receipt of a proposed t\cr whrch, 1f enacted b~· rour 80~1d. w 0 .. ld 

auihom.e I he sctc.lcment of the utigation between the S,l\ e chc- Sound and :\tlanuc CIJm Farms \>f 

Conne.cm ,1r " Pla111ufrs' and rhe County, as set forth he10\\· , as ser forth below. 

Your <~1.,mmictcc notes that the Count~ O\\ ns and operates various sewer districts, including 

fou r alc,ng the Long Island Sound Blind Brook, \lamaroncck, Poit Chester, and New Ruchdk ("the 

Fm.r Districts"). All cmmty ,;ewer distrins arc subject to prnrnt!. issued br NYSDEC ("SPDES 

Pcrr111t5"). 1:or the.: Four Districts, '.I\ part of a consent nrcle1 w1th NYSDEC rdattng to 1111rogen 

rcmn,·al :n tht' Long Island Sound, the Count! conducted a tlm,-monirortng 5cudr from 20()9 t,'l 201 l , 

in order en detcnnme which murnc1pahc1e were c:-.n:cd1ng th.: flow ttm11; of the Cm111t) Sewer t\cc, 

whid1 unpo:,cs .1 d:ul) hmit un mur11c1pal cl1~rh:1rgcs to I SO g:111011s of wastewater per capita ("rhe now 

Limit" . E, Ct) mun1c1paltty 10 rhc Four D1stnns exceeded these flo\\ limits for some period of time 

Separatd), the (,ount) w,1s also subiect to a comcnt order wtth NYSDEC t<) end the use o( two 

Ove~fbw Rctrntiun racilitics :"ORI s" that ,en ed the Ne,, Rochelle Sewer District ("NRSD") 

Your (nrnmmee is mfonncd that Plaintiff-. commenced this ia,,·su1c !Jack in 2015, ,1lkg111g 

, ,l,ww1~ of, 111/f, altt1, the U.S. tkan \X' atct Act pnmanh locu~ed un the Cc,unty's purpl.l rtcd 

\ 111l;u io1h or rncsc twn consent orders. The main thrust of Plaintiffs' argurm.nt wa:; that the ( uu nt) 

\\ ' ,1 ~ rcqutrccl 1 .1 ~niorn: the Count) Sc\\'cr ,\ct, and p.-irttclllarh rh e ! bw L111llC, and foiled 10 rk> s _, 

The 1,,1 wit .,, c1 • ,n'cndcd co n ~ime :ill of tl->e !nd1, 1dual munrc1pal!t1<:~ 1r1 tht Fr)ur J)z ,u icts :,s \\ ell 



Your Committee is further informed that, before any party answered or otherwise responded 

to the complaint, the matter was stayed for settlement discussions. Over the last decade, each of the 

municipalities settled with Plaintiffs.~ Some settlements have completed, some have been amended, 

and others remain open. In all but one of the settlements,' the municipality has been required to 

perform investigations and repairs to its sewer systems. l\Iunicipalities have also agreed to pay 

attorneys' fees and fund environmental benefit projects as part of settlements. 

The County Attorney has informed your Committee that Plaintiffs and the County have also 

engaged in extensive settlement negotiations and reached a proposed resolution, which is primarily 

focused on the following: 

• An agreement to take "reasonable measures" to enforce the County Sewer Act within the Four 

Districts; 

• Conducting a round of flow monitoring no early than 2037,'' to determine compliance with 

the Flow Limit within the Four Districts; 

• Payment of $425,000 in already incurred attorneys' fees and costs, plus another $25,000 to 

cover any future monitoring fees and costs; and 

• Spene.ling S475,000 on future environmental benefit projects. 

1 The four municipalities located in the NRSD eventually proceeded to litigation, before ultimately 
reaching a settlement. None of the other municipalities litigated against Plaintiffs. 

, The NRSD murnc1pa!ities, who were all performing remediation work as part of an IMA with the 
COlmty, did not agree to complete any work as part of their settlement with Plaintiffs. 

6 This date is subject to further delay if municipalJCies arc delayed in completing repairs. 



The County Attorney further noted that this would be in the form of a stipulation of 

settlement (as opposed to a judicially ordered consent decree), and is contingent on: (1) this Honorable 

Board's approval; (2) no objection from the United States Department of Justice (as required by the 

Clean Water Act); and (3) the District Court agreeing to retain jurisdiction over any future dispute that 

ma\' arise under the settlement. 

The County Attorney has recommended approval of the settlement. Your Committee concurs 

with this recommendation and recommends that this Honorable Board adopt the proposed Act. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

:(0-..fl e 30 , 202s 

~ 
/ 



Dated: June 30, 2025 

White Plains, New York 

The following members attended the meeting remotely and approved this item out of Committee with an 
affirmative vote. Their electronic signature was authorized and is below. 

COMMITTEES ON 

Budget & Appropriations Law & Major Contracts 



FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

SUBJECT: Save the Sound Settlement □No FISCAL IMPACT PROJECTED 

OPERATING BUDGET IMPACT 
To Be Completed by Submitting Department and Reviewed by Budget 

SECTION A- FUND 

□GENERAL FUND □AIRPORT FUND [!]SPECIAL DISTRICTS FUND 

SECTION B - EXPENSES ANO REVENUES 

Total Current Year Expense s 450,000 

Total Current Year Revenue 

Source of Funds (check one): [TI current Appropriations □Transfer of Existing Appropriations 

□Additional Appropriations Oather (Revenue) 

Identify Accounts: 223-60-0310-4990; 227-60-0710-4990; 228-60-0810-4990; 237-601710-4990 

Potential Related Operating Budget Expenses: Annual Amount s 450,000 

Describe: Save the Sound lawsuit settlement which will be broken down to: 

Fund 223 Blind Brook - $104,611.57; Fund 227 Mamaroneck - $206,955.31 

Fund 228 New Rochelle - $111,766.27; Fund 237 Port Chester - $26,666.85 

Potential Related Operating Budget Revenues: Annual Amount 

Describe: 

Anticipated Savings to County and/or Impact on Department Operations: 

Current Vear: 

Next Four Years: The county will have 2 years to apportion $475,000 on approved storm-water projecti 

which may result in future debt service TBD. In addition, there will be a flow monitor ing starting 

2037, the cost is TBD. 

Prepared by: William Olli 

Title: Assistant Budget Director Reviewed By 

Department: Budget Budget Director 

Date: June 9, 2025 Date: 



ACT NO. 140 - 2025 

A[\. \Cr autho nz.ing the Count) J\twrne1· 'O ,t:ctle th,; h,, SLllt 
nf L·,, //, I r,1111d. , I a: 1. IF'ntd,s/,r C:01,11()', .'Ve11 } ·ork, d rd .. 
pendmg in the United Stales D istrict Coun fo, the Southern 
Di:.trict of New Yo1k, Case No. 15 cv-0632'3 

Bl . IT ENt\CTl:D 61 the Counr. Board of I .eg,slators of the Coumy of \'\1estchc:stcr as 

Sc:c:tion I . The Count1' Attornc} is hereby authori~cJ to 5c: trle the proceeding entitled 

. l'tri-c!he .\'o,wd t. U- rstdmt,r Comt(J', i\'ew) ·ork, •I a , pending in cl ,c UniteJ Srares Disuict Courr for the 

Southern Disrrin of New York, Docket No. I 5-cv-06323, in accordancx with the pr0poscd 

$Cttlcmcnt terms presented b1 the Count~ Attorne1. lllcluding: 

1\) Tht: Count1 will condult ·1 round of flc,,~ rnonitC)ring, for a minimum nf twelve.:: wctb, 111 

or around 21):17, tn dctermim· the flows emering the Coun:r 1runk !:ewer, from th,,se 

nrnnicipalitit:s in 1hc Blind Brook, 1\lamaront><:k, Pon Chester, and Ne\\' Kochelk S<:wcr 

Districts: 

H) P:1rmc.:1H of S425,000 in ,1lre:1dr incurred attorm.r~· fees and co<:t5, plus ;mother S25,00fi lo 

(:l)\'CT anr ruwn: monitoring fec.:s nnd l(J~[:,, and 

<:) Spending $475,000 on future cnvironim:nrnl benefit project~. 

dt.!1, er :ill docurnc.:ncs and rake: such anions as the Count,· Attornc, dec:ms necesc;.ir~ or d cs1rali ic r,.1 

ar, ompli:;h the purposes hereof. 



STATE OF NEW YORK 

WESTCHESTER COUNTY 

) 
) 
) 

ss. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have compared the foregoing Act, Act No. 140 -
2025, with the original on file in my office, and that the same is a correct transcript 
therefrom, and of the whole, of the said original Act, which was duly adopted by the 
County Board of Legislators, of the County of Westchester on June 30, 2025, and 
approved by the County Executive on July I, 2025. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set 
my hand and affixed the Corporate Seal of said 
County Board of Legislators on this 1st day of 
July, 2025. 

The Clerk of the Westchester County 
Board of Legislators 

County of Westchester, New York 


