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REGULAR ITEMS:
IRA CONKLIN III SUBDIVISION

(00-04)

Mr. Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering appeared before
the board for this proposal.
MR. PETRO: This is for a 6 lot residential
subdivision. This plan was previously reviewed at the
9 February, 2000 and the 12 April, 2000 planning board
meetings. Also should be noted that there was a site
visit by some of the board members approximately a week
ago on the 18th of April, I believe, by Mr. Lander, by
Mr. Argenio and Mr. Lucas and by Town Building
Inspector, Mike Babcock and Mark Edsall. Okay.
MR. SHAW: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As you mentioned,
it's a parcel that's located on South Jackson Avenue,
it's a subdivision of approximately 27 acres into 6
lots, four of the lots will be approximately 1.4 acres
in size. There will be two substantial lots designated
on the plan as lot number 1 which will be 14.6 acres
and lot number 2 which is 6.8 acres. Again, 6 lots
over 27 acres which is not an intense development.by
any means. Two weeks ago, we had the public hearing
for this subdivision which I believe was closed at that
meeting. Probably the only issue that came up was with
respect to the storm drainage, there was an adjacent
neighbor who attended the public hearing who expressed
his comments with respect to the general drainage in
the area and what the board decided to do was to defer
any decision for an opportunity for a site visit. As
you read into the minutes, that happened approximately
one week ago, so maybe that's the appropriate place for
us to start with, that I would defer to the board for
your input regarding the site visit.
MR. PETRO: Okay, I'm going to read Mark's third
comment which refers to the field visit. With regard
to the field review meeting, the board members present
reviewed the existing conditions of the site as well as
its relationship with the adjoining lands of Shaffner,
in addition, drainage conditions of South Jackson
Avenue were also observed and discussed. Some possible
mitigation efforts discussed in the field include a
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requirement to maintain all stone walls unless
specifically noted to be disturbed on the plan as well
as possible requirement to maintain the rear of lots 3
through 6 and undeveloped condition, i.e., prohibit
impenetrable surfaces. The board members present at
the field meeting will likely review these issues with
the applicant at this meeting. Well, Ron, why don't
you tell us what went on there.
MR. LANDER: We met on site, we were at this existing
pond, all the drainage heads for this pond. The only
thing we can find to slow this water down would be
maintaining all the stone walls in the area, and we
would like to see a buffer zone on lots 6 through 3.
There's not too much to do with lot 2 as it is 6.8
acres and it is in a low area to begin with.
Naturally, high point is lot 1. The only areas in
those stone walls is where the driveway for lot 2 would
go through them. I don't think that's a lot to
request, we'd like to have a buffer zone of 50 feet, if
all the board members are in agreement, we said we
would think about how big that buffer zone should be,
that means that you cannot, they are all fields now,
right, gentlemen, they are all fields, so there's not a
lot of vegetation there but we'd like to maintain that
buffer zone. And we had met with Mr. Shaffner there on
site, we looked at the drainage improvements that the
town highway department had made and Mr. Shaffner would
like to seek relief and we told him that he'd have to
go to the Town Board and the highway superintendent for
relief on the new pipes that were installed. I know
where everybody's coming from as a homeowner and a
property owner in a low area, water runs downhill. And
we just happen to be in the low spot, so we'd like to
see those things Mr. Shaw add as a note on the map,
well, I'm sure if it's agreed to and if the stone walls
are disturbed, then we'll hear about it. And so what
do you think, what's your, what does the applicant
think?
MR. CONKLIN: There's no problems just going through
the stone wall for the back lot. I'm going to have to
go through those walls for that in a couple places, but
the other walls remaining, the same would be fine along
with the buffer also.
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MR. LANDER:-' We need something to slow the water down,
we're adding some roof lines here and driveways,
whether they be paved or shale, that's up to the
homeowner's but-MR. CONKLIN: I was over there for the last weekend for
all the rain four different times and most of the
water's coming from across the street through the
culverts. It's really not coming from the pond or up
on the other end, but, you know, that's from me walking
around, but I don't have any problems doing this.
MR. LANDER: You know exactly where Mr. Shaffner, his
house is, and like I said, water runs downhill and his
house happens to be built in the 1800's, I believe?
MR. SHAFFNER:

Yes.

MR. LANDER: And we should try to accommodate him in
any way that we can. Now, as far as the highway
superintendent, you'd have to see him on there, I see
Mr. Shaffner's here, on those other pipes that were put
in. Other than that, Mr. Chairman, I don't, I didn't
see anything else out there that would mitigate some of
the —
MR. PETRO: Any of the board members that were there
have anything to add to what Mr. Lander already said?
MR. LUCAS: We did walk it and he could possibly put 20
homes on the site if he wants to. There's only like 6,
so I think that helps with the drainage, too. There's
very little disturbance with the natural ground flow
that's there. I'd like to see the stone walls stay and
did we talk about the pond at all?
MR. LANDER: No, we didn't discuss that yet, would you
like to bring that up, Mr. Lucas?
MR. LUCAS:
MR. LANDER:
MR. LUCAS:

No, I don't know.
Anything you want to do?
No, I noticed at the dam end of the pond
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there seemed to be, it was lower a little bit, I guess
if we can keep continuous level, it might hold a little
bit more water. Is that all right with Mr. Conklin? *
MR. SHAW: I looked into that, I'd be reluctant to get.
involved with the pond and the drainage courses you get
involved with wetlands issues and I wouldn't want to
have to chase the Army Corps of Engineers to get a permit to disturb some area of the pond and I don't see
that much of a value in that to be perfectly honest.
MR. ARGENIO: I agree with that thought, Mike, I think
that it's a good point and that I, that given the site
and its location and the drainage channels and flows, I
think that Mr. Lander pretty much expressed everything
we discussed there and I think the eliminating the
impervious development in the back of those 4 lots and
maintaining the stone walls would be good.
MR. PETRO: I want to go to a different subject and
we'll finish up with this again. Outstanding issues on
the plan from the previous meeting include correction
of the bulk table. Are you aware of that?
MR. SHAW:
MR. PETRO:

Yes.
It's not done at this time.

MR. SHAW: No, I deferred making any changes until we
got some feedback regarding the drainage and I thought
I'd do them. Once again, the comments were quite
minor.
MR. PETRO: Proper identification of the sanitary
disposal system.
MR. SHAW:

That's just a label on the drawings.

MR. PETRO: Well, we have highway approval on 2/9/2000
and fire approval on 2/15/2000, and I think at this
time, we can make a determination under SEQRA process,
someone would give us a motion.
MR. LUCAS:

I'll make that motion.
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Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec under
the SEQRA process. Is there any further discussion
from the board members? If not, roll call.
ROLL CALL
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.

LUCAS
ARGENIO
BRESNAN
LANDER
PETRO

AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE

MR. PETRO: Well, I guess just to the couple minor
changes that you have which would be the correction of
the bulk table, proper identification of the sanitary
disposal system and the note regarding 50 foot
non-disturbance on the lots.
MR. SHAW:

Maintenance of the stone walls.

MR. PETRO: 6, 5, 4 and 3 and no further disturbance of
the stone walls, other than for the driveway to lot
number 2, you can put a note to that effect, I think on
the rear of the lots, too, why don't you draw a line
for us to show the 50 foot.
MR. SHAW:

Absolutely.

MR. PETRO: And a note going along with that before we
take a vote, I know this isn't a public hearing but in
the audience is the owner of the adjacent property.
MR. SHAFFNER: Richard Shaffner, 375 Jackson Avenue. I
would just like to note I kind of disagree with some of
the remarks made about the pond. That pond was built
by Mr. Leggett (phonetic) back in 19, approximately
'55, I mean, it's not a pond, it's a manmade structure
that was there and I believe that possibly that pond
could be enlarged a little bit or possibly deepened or
dug out and the beams as Mr. Lucas suggests is put up
to where they were originally designated.
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Well, I'll tell you j u s t —

MR. SHAFFNER: They can do it with a machine in a half
day, they don't have to go there and make an elaboate
thing.
MR. PETRO: Would you be disturbing wetlands, would you
need a permit to work on the pond at all?
MR. SHAW:
MR. LANDER:

In my opinion, yes.
These are flagged wetlands.

MR. SHAW: We had a wetlands consultant look at the
site before we elected to get into the design of it and
the only wetlands on the site are that surrounding the
pond.
MR. PETRO:

How about just berming the outlet area.

MR. LUCAS: That was the only, excuse me, but that
really was the only, kept the natural contour then
there was one area that was down and if anything,
you're not, I don't think you're going to-create
anymore wetlands but if you just continueed that across
there, looks like somebody washed it out, it's not
much, only a couple feet, I don't think it will affect,
maybe it will.
MR. SHAFFNER: It wouldn't take much to dig it out,
couple of feet would make a tremendous relief down the
line, it would act as a detention pond.
MR. PETRO: Mr. Conklin, what do you say berming up, is
there a problem with that?
MR. CONKLIN: There is a problem if I have to get a
permit to do it, it could take-MR. PETRO: If you don't need a permit, we'll go that
far, if you don't need a permit to berm it, maybe
repair it as Mr. Lucas says, you're going to be in
there any way digging foundations, couple hours on a
machine could probably go a long way. If we need a
permit, we'll stick with the original plan.
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MR. CONKLIN: I- was over there during the rain and I
didn't see anymore water coming out of there than
before so I'd be very reluctant to get in there and
mess up, start working on the pond.
MR. SHAW: One thing I just may point out to you again,
I don't know the lay of the land as well as this
gentleman but from what I heard tonight is that this
seems to be the low end of the watershed and it
receives a lot of storm water, as water's flowing
through it, if it's the end of the water shed, I don't
know if you want to put a retention pond in there cause
what's going to happen the way a pond works, you'd
collect the storm water, you hold on to it and you
release it slowly. If the peak of storm water flow is
coming behind the water generated from this site,
hydraulically and hydrologically, it would make more
sense to get the water from this site into the drainage
course before the peak surge comes down into the lands
of Shaffner already as opposed to if you take the
water, put it into the pond, hold it back, as the peak
comes through now we're going to be adding to it, I
mean, that's pretty standard hydrologies and
hydraulics, maybe Jordan would concur, I'm just raising
the issue is that going to do any good independent of
the permitting issues, we may be creating more harm
because if you're going to take the water, hold on to
it, as the peak which follows throuh this site comes
through, you're going to be adding to it, it make more
sense for this water to get through and onto the site
and into the drainage course downstream for the peak.
MR. SHAFFNER: That's my problem, my drainage course
downstream cannot handle any more water.
MR. SHAW:

Tha'ts not the point, sir.

MR. LANDER: Let me just say this. I think now I was
told that the other, the extra culvert that was
installed was because the road was, the water was
running over top of the road, instead of the culvert
wasn't big enough to take the water flow. Now, I think
a lot of Mr. Shaffner's problem is coming from the
other side of the road. We were there, there was a lot
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of water running, there's a lot of water, they had a
natural retention basin with the property on the other
side of the road, now, they let more water out, so I
think that the Town of New Windsor Town Board is the
one to address that and the highway superintendent.
MR. SHAFFNER: No, that's another issue entirely. I
have three issues of water, number one is the double
barrel shotgun that's coming through the road, Jackson
Avenue, which is all coming from the east across. I
have another issue that's coming from Beaver Dam Lake
that I was here at the board and I tried to have it
addressed and nothing was done there, and now, I have a
third issue from the property to the north of me where
the water comes down off all those hills and comes down
right at me and I'm looking for some relief and some, I
don't know what to say, all I'm looking for is the
water to keep it slowed down somehow so it don't fully
pass right down into my property. Mr. Shaw wants to
take the water and he wants to well just bring it right
down here, we ain't gonna hold it off because of the
surge or a later surge or whatever it is, I don't know
the mumbo-jumbo, I don't know what that is.
MR. LANDER: I think a lot of your problems stems from
the other side of the road, maybe like you had said,
you said move it up the road towards Kelly's house a
little more because there was a stone wall there.
MR. SHAFFNER: That's not an issue we're not discussing
it here with this planning board right here with this
issue we're talking about, Mr. Shaw's proposal with the
Conklin problem, your issue, the other issue is another
issue that you have, that I have to address with the
Town Board.
MR. LANDER: But I think this is the most that we can
ask this applicant to do is to leave the stone walls,
leave that buffer zone there.
MR. SHAFFNER: I appreciate that, I think that will
help, too, believe it or not, but I think maybe they
can do a little bit in the ponding area with a machine,
they go in there, couple of scoops out.
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MR. ARGENIO: Mr. Chairman, I think that if you start
digging and grading in the pond, based on what I saw at
the site visit I was at, I think you're opening up
another can of worms that shouldn't be opened up,
relative to the pond.
MR. PETRO: All right, I've really heard enough on this
subject, I've got to make a decision because that's
what we need to do. The way I see it is I've asked the
applicant if he would be willing to do a little bit of
work in the pond. He said no, he's not willing.
Naturally we can make a requirement but I think that
being we have the property here which is 27 acres, he
certainly can put more than 6 homes, he's doing a very
light development of the property. In view of that, he
can go along with the non-disturbing of the stone walls
and the 50 foot zone in the back of those lots, which
is an infringement on the lots. If I'm buying a lot,
what's this 50 foot there, I can't do anything with it.
So he's agreed to do that. And I think we have done as
much as we can, realizing you have other problems on
other parcels, but that's not before us tonight, no
matter what, we can't look at that on this 27 acre
parcel. I think we've asked him to do enough and we're
going to have to go with that.
MR. SHAFFNER: May I just say one more thing? When Mr.
Conklin is being faced with the reality of the other
hundred acres upstream of you and you're going to see
150 houses going in there, you're going to be screaming
for retention ponds on the other side because where all
the water is coming is going right down through you.
MR. PETRO: Mr. Shaffner, we may review this again in
the future or something, another parcel next to it, not
that the problem's go away, we have addressed it as
much as we can at this time. He's going to do
something and I think that's as far as we can go with
it. I don't want to be redundant and go over and over
and over and over. Okay, with that, I need a motion
for final approval. And what I will do is I'm going to
read in the subject-to's once I have a motion.
MR. ARGENIO: Motion for final approval for the Ira
Conklin III major subdivision on South Jackson Avenue
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subject to the, what Mr. Chairman's going to read into
the minutes in about one minute.
MR. LUCAS:

Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion's been made and seconded for final
approval for the Ira D. Conklin III major subdivision
on South Jackson Avenue, subject to the correction to
the bulk table as Mr. Edsall would approve, the proper
identification of sanitation disposal system type and
classification, and that the note on the plan
specifically said that the stone walls will not be
disturbed in any fashion, other than for the driveway
to lot number 2 and that a 50 foot buffer zone will be
installed on lots 3, 4, 5 and 6, including being shown
on the map 50 foot in the rear of each lot and
non-disturbance area shown.
MR. SHAW: We're going to have to disturb the stone
wall for lot number 1.
MR. PETRO: We understand that, but any other
disturbance, obviously, where you're putting a driveway
is not what we're talking about.
MR. SHAW:

Fine.

MR. PETRO: Anything else from anybody?
comments? If not, roll call.

Any other

ROLL CALL
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.

LUCAS
ARGENIO
BRESNAN
LANDER
PETRO

AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE

MR. PETRO: I wanted to thank the applicant also this
is not a public hearing for allowing Mr. Shaffner to
speak and the rest of the board members. Sometimes we
get carried away. Thank you for keeping it to the
point.
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PUBLIC HEARING:
IRA D. CONKLIN, III SUBDIVISION - (00-4)
Mr. Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering appeared before
the board for this proposal.
MR. PETRO: Application proposes subdivision of 26 acre
parcel into six single family residential lots. This
plan was reviewed at the 9 February, 2000 planning
board meeting. The application is before the board for
public hearing at this meeting. Mr. Shaw, how are you?
MR. SHAW: Very good. For the record, my name is
Gregory Shaw, I'm with Shaw Engineering and tonight,
I'm representing Ira D. Conklin III regarding the
subdivision of his property on South Jackson Avenue.
The subdivision plan which is before you encompasses a
parcel of approximately 27 acres and is in the R-l zone
which is the rural residential. The proposal is for
one family dwellings not to exceed one dwelling per lot
at a minimum of 42,560 square feet be provided for each
and every lot. As you'll see on the subdivision plan
we're subdividing the 20 some acres into 6 lots, lots 3
through 6 will vary from 1.27 acres to 1.59 acres with
the balance of the property being subdivided into two
substantial lots. Lot number 2 will be 6.8 acres in
size and that's located on the southerly portion of the
site and the lot designated as lot number 1 on the
northerly portion of the site will be approximately
14.6 acres. Each and every lot will be serviced by an
individual well and subsurface sewage disposal system,
the drawings that have been on file with the Town of
New Windsor for the past two weeks indicate all the
subsurface testing has been performed, that being all
the percolation tests and deep pit tests and I may add
that the percolation of the material in that area is
excellent, it varied anywhere from 10 to 30 minutes
which for Orange County is very good percolation rate.
You'll notice that for lots 3 through 6, which are the
one acre plus lots, there will be service by drive
that's probably going to be about 150 feet long with
the dwellings being on the westerly side of the sewage
disposal systems. Lot number 2 which will have a
relatively long driveway into the 6.8 acre piece that
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will be situated behind the pond with the final house
site being up on the hillside, that being the 14.6 acre
parcel that will be serviced by a driveway coming off
the South Jackson Avenue into a center court area. In
the design of the sewage disposal systems, we took what
mother nature had given us and we designed one of the
systems for three bedroom and because of the excellent
perc rates on the other five lots, they have been
designed for four bedroom units. Mr. Chairman, that's
a brief overview. If the board has any questions
before you turn it over to the public, I'd be more than
happy to answer them for you.
MR. PETRO: Mark, why don't you go over a couple of
your comments here?
MR. EDSALL: First comment is normal, just some
background information. The zoning R-l as Mr. Shaw
indicated and it does appear that all the lots meet
minimum bulk requirements, although I suggest one
correction to the bulk table. Comment 2 just noting
that the on-site sanitary systems of the 6 of the 5 are
conventional systems with lot 2 being as Greg indicated
a different situation. They have knocked that down to
three bedroom, but it's called out as a fill bed system
and I believe what Mr. Shaw is indicating is a shallow
trench absorption system. I spoke with him earlier
today and he confirmed that, so just a matter of the
terminology matching the state law and he indicated he
will correct that. Third comment just noting I believe
at the last meeting we did note this is in an AG
District and there were some procedures which I believe
Mr. Krieger had outlined had to be accomplished as
well. There was some discussion by the board regarding
wetlands and maybe Mr. Shaw could update us on that.
MR. SHAW: Very briefly, we had a wetlands consultant
look at the property and the only wetlands there were
on the site was just a fringe area around the perimeter
of the pond and as you can see, we have distanced
ourselves substantially from that area with any type of
construction regarding the driveway or the homes so the
wetlands will not be an issue on this property.
MR. PETRO:

Any of the members have anything at this
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time or should we go to the public first?
MR. LANDER:

Go to the public first.

MR. PETRO: As I stated, this is a public hearing. On
3/13/2000, Agricultural district notices went out, six
addressed envelopes. On 3/13/2000, 20 addressed
envelopes with the notice of public hearing. At this
time, if there's anyone here who would like to speak on
this application, please raise your hand, be recognized
by the Chair. Yes?
MR. RICHARD SHAFFNER: Richard Shaffner, 310 Jackson
Avenue. My concerns are for all this development that
is going on over here. My property lies over here,
there's an outflow from this pond here, you're putting
five houses up here, this long drive, there's going to
be lawns, driveways, houses, garages, sheds for runoff,
how are you going to address the runoff that's going on
my property?
MR. SHAW: Well, first of all, you have vegetative
coverage that's on the site right now.
MR. SHAFFNER: Of course that's covering the entire
site, take away the driveways, the houses, the lawns
the absorption rate that's there naturally that's being
eroded, taken away and it being forced upon me. There
was land on the other side of the railroad, the same
thing happened, I have a spring box that for 150 years
was never under water is under water now because of the
runoff. Because I'm getting inundated with runoff.
They just put another 24 inch pipe crossing Jackson
Avenue onto my property, in addition to this, I want to
know what's going to be done, is there any detention
ponds or retention ponds to collect the runoff before
it arrives at my property? I spent $7,000 in the last
ten years putting drainage through my property,
through, underneath my driveway and take it off my
property on the other end, I would like to know where
is my relief?
MR. LANDER: Could I just ask you one, where did you
pipe that water to?
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This is an outflow.

It's on the south side of the property?
Right here.
Where did y o u —

MR. SHAFFNER: Here's my problem, my property is
draining approximately about 800 acres of New Windsor
land and every time a house goes up in New Windsor, it
affects me. There's a spring box down by the barn,
this spring box was never under water. Now when we get
any significant rain, it goes under water and
contaminates the spring box. I mean, this was 150
years this spring box has been there, never been
contaminated, water level never come up that high, I
already had this dug out.
MR. LANDER:

Where did you redirect the water to?

MR. SHAFFNER: I just modified the creek that's going
down there, the present creek that's going down there.
MR. LANDER:
MR. SHAFFNER:
MR. LANDER:
property?
MR. SHAFFNER:
MR. ARGENIO:

Where does that go?
Exits my property on the Cornwall side.
Cornwall line is on the other side of the
Yes.
How many acres is your parcel?

MR. SHAFFNER: About 60 but I'm getting the runoff from
these people, I'm getting the runoff from the other
side of the railroad tracks, I'm getting now they put
in, I had a 24 inch pipe going across Jackson Avenue,
they just increased it from 24 to another 24, I got
double barrel shotgun coming down at me.
MR. LANDER:
MR. SHAFFNER:

When was that?
Did this in December.
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What reason did they give you for putting

MR. SHAFFNER: I have no idea. Right down here the
other side here, you can go see they put in two 24 inch
pipes, they just dumped it right on my property.
MR. PETRO: Is this pond that you're building, doesn't
really have any, is it existing now?
MR. SHAFFNER:
MR. PETRO:
all?

Yes.

Doesn't have any detention value to it at

MR. SHAW: We didn't anticipate having any storm water
detention. What we have is 27 acres as the gentleman
said, he said there's 800 acres of land that's
tributary to his property, this is 27 of them, okay,
we're not proposing 30 lots on this parcel or maybe 25
which may be permitted by zoning, we're permitting 6,
which is certainly not an intense development. Yes,
there are going to be six houses that are there on 27
acres, there's going to be an increase in impervious
due to that, there will be six driveways, okay, which
are going to be created, maybe they'll be macadam,
maybe they'll be shale, but that's about the only
impervious surfaces that are going to be on there.
Right now, the majority of that property is a low
vegetative cover, I believe part of it was used as a
farm land or continues to be used a farm land. We're
not going to make lawn out of the entire 27 acres,
you're going to have a house, small lawn area around it
and the rest is going to be in its natural state. If
someone buys a 12 acre parcel, he's not going to make a
12 acre lawn out of it.
MR. PETRO:

But it's all going in the direction.

MR. SHAFFNER: Everybody goes down to me and every time
a house goes up in that whole thing on the south side
of Bethlehem Road, or up Jackson Avenue, it all goes
down. In fact, on the other side of Beaver Dam where
they put the houses in, I believe there was supposed to
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have been some sort of a study by Zimmerman or
something at the time.
MR. LANDER:

There was a drainage study done.

MR. SHAFFNER: The water just runs in, comes right down
the hill, down the driveways right across into a 48
inch pipe right on my property.
MR. PETRO: What's the percentage of coverage,
impervious surface, I'm sure it's, I don't think it's
in a, percentage wise, 27 acres, correct, Mark, do you
have any idea?
MR. EDSALL: I don't know the percentage, it's small,
but I don't have a number.
MR. SHAW: I don't have it either, you usually don't
put in a percentage of a subdivisions of 21 acres, if I
had to find out a number, 1 percent, 2 percent, I mean,
it's minimal, you can't hold 800 acres hostage either,
okay, that there can be no development within the water
shed whatsoever due to downstream, if we were putting
up 25 homes, absolutely, that's a substantial amount of
water.
MRS. SHAFFNER: How am I, Mrs. Shaffner, 375 Jackson
Avenue, there was a house built couple of years ago
where are we, well, a house here, okay, was fairly open
field, guy built a beautiful house, has a nice lawn,
trees around it, but where does the drainage ditch go,
right to my storm wall force into the stream coming
down from Bethlehem joining this, continuing down
contaminating the spring box and continuing on down the
road to Cornwall. We just put in a pipe out of our own
pocket so we can get across our driveway because it was
being washed out by the water coming in.
MR. SHAFFNER: We have machines down there over several
years for the last eight, eight years we spent $7,000.
MR. PETRO:

Let me ask you this.

MR. SHAFFNER: We've had, I put a 48 inch elliptical
pipe because I have the height between the driveway, I

