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II.

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SPPP) is to meet the
requirements as promulgated by the NYS Dept. of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) in their publication, NYS Stormwater Management Design Manual
(August 2003). The purpose of this plan is to attenuate stormwater which would
be generated from this site, as well as meet the stormwater quality objectives by
providing soil erosion and sediment control during construction and long-term
stormwater quality treatment storage during the life of this project.

It will be shown that this project meets both criteria by limiting the amount of
peak stormwater runoff for the 1, 10, and 100-year return period storm.

In addition, we have incorporated the existing wetlands into this design, which
will perform stormwater polishing that will tend to enhance the stormwater runoff
before exiting the site.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The existing site is located on the East side of Station Road in the Town of
New Windsor, Orange County, NY. The existing site is 98.62 acres.

The proposed subdivision, Middle Earth Development, includes the
construction of approximately 4,200 linear feet of roadway and 26 lots,
ranging in size from approximately 83,000 square feet up to 321,000
square feet. The existing site includes U.S. Army Corps of Engineer
wetlands. The water supply for the proposed residences will be with
drilled wells and sewage disposal will be through the use of septic fields.

Drawing C-1 contains a Location Map. This drawing also portrays the
stormwater system and the detention pond.

Standard soil erosion and sediment control features, such as silt fence, hay
bales, construction entrances, sediment basins, and a detention pond will
be included in the proposed construction. Through the use of these
measures, the effects of this site on the surrounding area will be mitigated.

Construction is anticipated to begin in the summer of 2004 through the fall
of 2005.
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III. EXISTING (PRE-DEVELOPMENT) CONDITIONS

TOPOGRAPHY

The topography of southwest portion of this site slopes South toward an
old railroad right-of-way. The slopes are gentle across the majority of the
site; slopes of approximately 25% are located toward the middle of the site
where it drains into the South wetlands. The slopes are such that the areas
in the West and South of the site drain South into the wetlands and then
out of the site.

The eastern and northem portions of the site drain East into the U.S. Army
Corps wetlands and then discharge from the site through those wetlands.

EXISTING LAND USE

The site is currently wooded with pasture over significant portions of the
site. In addition, there is a single residence on the site, which will be
retained as part of the proposed development.

SOIL SURVEY INFORMATION

The existing soils on the site are classified as Ca (Canadagua silt loam),
ErB (Erie gravelly silt loam), ESB (Erie extremely stony soils), Cd
(Carlisle muck), Ha (Haulsey silt loam), MdB, MdC, MdD (Mardin
gravelly silt loam). These soils are classified as being in Group C.

HYDROLOGIC DATA

We have calculated the rainfall events for the 1, 2, 10, and 100-year period
storm. They are as follows:

Table #1 — Rainfall Return Period

Return Period | Rainfall
- Qi ' 3.00”
Q, 3.50”
Quo 5.50”
Qi 7.50”

The existing site drains to wetlands on the South and East sides of the site,
which will serve to attenuate the discharge from the site. This is
discussed further in subsequent sections.



IV. PROPOSED FUTURE (DEVELOPMENT) CONDITIONS

A.

MAP OF COMPLETED PROJECT LAYOUT

We refer you to map Sheet C-1 which shows the proposed development
for the site. On this map, there is information as to the owner, tax map
number, area, zoning district, as well as details as to the septic design,
planting, landscaping, and miscellaneous details for the proposed
development.

CHANGES TO LAND SURFACE

The existing site consists primarily of wooded areas and fields. Some of
the wooded areas and fields will be removed and be replaced with lawn in
the vicinity of the proposed houses. Also, the slopes associated with the
grading for the proposed roadways will be seeded with lawn.

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

The construction schedule will be as follows:
1) Install erosion and sediment control.

2) Install sediment basins.

3) Siteclearing.

4) Soil stockpiling and grading.

5) Install subbase for the roadways.

6) Construction of houses.

7) Install stormwater management.

8) Install curb around the roadways.

'9) Place base course of asphalt.

10) Upon final completion of houses, install asphalt top course.
11) Remove erosion and sediment control.

Temporary Seeding — If a disturbed area will remain for an extended
period of time, the area will be subject to temporary seeding. Areas on
slopes will also be stabilized with mulch and anchoring.



V. COMPARISON OF PRE-DEVELOPMENT WITH POST
‘ DEVELOPMENT RUNOFF

A

METHODOLOGIES
East Wetlands

Peak rates of runoff for both the pre- and post-development conditions
were calculated using the methodologies outlined in the publication,
Urban Hydrology for Small Watersheds (June 1986). Various coefficients
used in this analysis were taken from the Soil Survey of Orange County,
NY (USDA, SCS, 1981). Routing for the East wetlands was done utilizing
the computer program known as Hydroflow (Intelisolve, 2004). By
providing detention for the stormwater collected in the roadways, as well
as overland draining to the detention pond, we were able to reduce the
peak rates of runoff to values less than the pre-developed rates currently
existing.

Table #2 — Peak Rates of Discharge — East Wetlands

Return Period | Pre-Developed | Post-Developed
Q, 48.30 cfs 41.98 cfs
Quo 203.34 cfs 184.39 cfs
Qi 356.33 cfs 345.56 cfs

The proposed detention pond will discharge to the wetland on the East
side of the site. This wetland will serve to attenuate the discharge as it
flows through the wetland to the discharge point on the eastern boundary
of the site. As such, the flow will be attenuated over the length and width
of the wetland and have an insignificant effect on the downstream channel.

The proposed detention pond has been designed with a forebay which will
serve to contain sediment that flows to the basin. This forebay has been
designed with a volume of 0.1 of the water quality volume (WQ,). This
forebay then overflows to the main detention pond, which has been
designed to contain the WQ, up to the discharge outlet of the proposed
structure at elevation 430.2. Through to the use of the discharge structure,
the outflow is controlled downstream into the wetland. The requirements
for the WQ, and detention results in a detention pond with a maximum
volume of approximately 121,400 cubic feet. This corresponds to a
maximum elevation of approximately 437.8. With an elevation 0£439.0,
there is a 1.2 foot freeboard during the 100-year storm.

The detention pond will consist of a forebay with a weir and then a
permanent pool which will drain to a riser outlet structure. The elevation
of the outlet on the riser has been sized such that the WQ, will be retained
below the orifice. The detention pond has been designed as a wet pond,



sized to contain the WQv. The sides of the pond will be planted with
grass during the construction process. It is anticipated that wetland
species will migrate to the favorable wetland conditions created by this
pond. This will, with time, create a wetland system at the detention pond.
This system was designed to be consistent with the NYS Stormwater
Management Design Manual.

For the 1, 10, and 100-year storms, the detention pond volume and
elevations were calculated as shown below. The maximum storage
includes the forebay volume.

Table #3 — Detention Pond Storage

Return Period | Maximum Elevation (Ft.) | Maximum Storage (Cu. Ft.)
Q 433.59 52,800
Qo 436.54 98,300
Qioo 437.78 121,400

South Wetlands

Routing for the South wetlands was done using TR-55. The existing
South wetlands provide attenuation that will reduce the peak rates of
runoff to values approximate to the pre-development rates currently
existing. For this routing, Q, was utilized.

Table #4 — Peak Rates of Discharge — South Wetlands

Return Period | Pre-Developed | Post-Developed
Q, 18.96 cfs 22.48 cfs
Quo 48.21 cfs 51.57 cfs
Qi 89.78 cfs 91.38 cfs

It should be noted that the peak flows minimally exceed the existing peak
flows. The wetland at the South side of the site will attenuate the peak
flows. As such, the increase in peak flows is insignificant, due to the
natural attenuation of the wetland.

VI. CALCULATIONS

Detailed calculations are included in the Appendices of this report.



VII. STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

A

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT FACILITIES

Stormwater management for the proposed development will consist of a
detention pond which has been designed to fit in with the topography of
the site and is designed to be a featurce of the landscaping along the
proposed roadway. The proposed detention pond will be located adjacent
to the existing wetlands of the site. As such, it will visually blend in with
the existing vegetation. Stormwater will be discharged into the proposed
detention pond from the stormwater conveyance system. The detention
pond will be sloped 3:1 on each side of the basin. An outlet structure will
be located at the low point of the detention pond. This outlet structure will
consist of a 4 foot square structure with 6 inch round and 36 inch round
outlets which will meter a flow leaving the detention system. The sides of
the detention pond will be topsoiled and seeded with lawn, so that it will
be mowed and maintained. Upon the anticipated establishment of wetland
species within the basin, the mowing will be discontinued so that the basin
will become an attractive feature of the landscape.

In the forebay, sediment will be removed periodically as it accumulated
within the basin.

STORMWATER CONVEYANCE SYSTEM

As shown on the Site Plan, stormwater will be conveyed via stormwater
piping utilizing drain. inlets, catch basins, and manholes to the detention
pond. Upon leaving the detention pond, piping will discharge stormwater
to the wetland on the East side of the site.

RECREATIONAL AND/OR LANDSCAPE FEATURES

As part of the overall development of the site, we are attempting to
maintain as much of the existing vegetation on the site as possible. In
those areas that will be disturbed, we will provide a lawn and landscaping
features (such as trees and shrubbery) around the proposed buildings.

VIII. EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL

A

TEMPORARY EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL FACILITIES

As part of the development of the site, we propose that silt fences, hay
bales, inlet protection and construction tracking strips would be installed
to limit the amount of sediment that would be conveyed off-site during
construction. These facilities will be shown on the Soil Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan.



Planned Erosion and Sediment Control Practices:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)
7

8)

9)

10)

Sediment Basins — Two sediment basins will be constructed. The
lot #21 sediment basin will intercept runoff from an area of 9.4 acres
from lots #3, #4, #5, #10 through #15, and #21. The manhole at the
“T” intersection will be blocked with brick during construction to
direct runoff to the basin. The lot #26 sediment basin will intercept
runoff from an area of 10.2 acres from lots #1, #2, #3, and #26. The
water from the disturbed areas will be directed to the basins before
leaving the site.

Temporary Gravel Construction Entry/Exit —Temporary gravel
construction entrances will be installed at the proposed permanent
entrance to the site and at individual driveways. During wet
weather, it may be necessary to wash vehicle tires at the permanent
entrances to the site. The entrance will be graded so that the runoff
water will be directed to the sediment basin.

Stone and Block Drop Inlet Protection — Stone and block drop inlet
protection will be installed at the drop inlets. This device will reduce
the sediment load on the storm drain piping.

Grading — Grading will be required on the site. Upon completion
of rough grading, the area will be temporarily vegetated.

Silt Fence — Silf'fence will be constructed around the excavated
areas of the site. This silt fence will extend as shown on the Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan.

Grass-Lined Channels — Grass-lined channels will be constructed
upslope of the detention pond.

Rip-Rap Outlet Protection — A rip-rap outlet protection will be
constructed at the outlets of the sediment basins..

Construction Road Stabilization — As soon as final grade is reached
on the roads, the subgrade will be stabilized with 6 inches of Type 4
subbase course, Item 304.05. This shall prevent erosion and dust
during construction of the houses and prior to paving.

Surface Stabilization — Stabilization of the surface will be
accomplished with vegetation and mulch as specified in the Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan. Roadway subbase course will be
installed as soon as finished grade is reached.

Dust Control — Dust control is not anticipated to be a problem.
Should excessive dust be generated by construction activities, the
contractor will control it by sprinkling water on the disturbed areas.



B. PERMANENT EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL FACILITIES

As part of the permanent erosion and sediment control facilities, we
propose that the detention pond be topsoiled and seeded. Any sediment
that is caught by the stormwater systern will be discharged to the detention
pond forebay. This forebay is designed so that it can be periodically
cleaned out by Town of New Windsor Public Works (DPW) personnel.

IX. IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE AND MAINTENANCE

A. IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE FOR STAGING OF ALL
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT FACILITIES.

As part of the proposed development, the following will take place as it
relates to the implementation of a soil erosion and sediment control
schedule:

1) Installation of culverts along Station Road.

2) Installation of stabilized construction entrances.

3) Installation of silt fencing as shown on the plan.

4)  General site clearing of trees and vegetation for the areas disturbed.
5)  Soil stockpiling and rough grading.

6) Construction of the sediment basins.

7) Install subbase for the roadways.

8) Temporary seeding.

9) Construction of houses.

10) Installation of the stormwater conveyance system, including inlet
protection.

11) Install curb around the roadways.

12) Place base course of asphalt.

13) Topsoil, permanent seeding, and landscaping.

14) Upon final completion of houses, install asphalt top course.

15) Remove erosion and sediment control.



Inspection of erosion and sediment control shall be performed every
seven (7) calendar days and after periods of rainfall greater than 0.5 inch.

B. DESCRIPTION OF ARRANGEMENTS (LONG-TERM
MAINTENANCE)

The proposed residences will be maintained by the new homeowners.
This is anticipated to include mowing and minor re-seeding of any areas
which exhibit minor erosion. The maintenance of the detention pond,
which will be conveyed to the Town of New Windsor, will be by the
DPW.

ACCOUNTABILITY DURING PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

The responsibility for the implementation of the Soil Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan during construction will be Old Forest Development, LP. However,
the project will be overseen by the Town of New Windsor Building Department
who will ensure that the project has associated improvements for implementing
correctly. Upon completion of the project, the detention pond and stormwater
structures will be maintained by the DPW.
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WinTR-55 Current Data Description
--- Identification Data ---

User: BGC ’ Date: 02/11/2004
Project: Kartiganer Middle Earth Units: English
SubTitle: Pre B Existing Lots draining to south Areal Units: Acres
State: New York

County: Orange

Filename: \\Server0l\mjs jobs\030118\Middle Earth Pre B.w55

-~- Sub-Area Data ---

Name Description . Reach Area (ac) RCN TC

Exist 4578 Exist 4,5,7-14 wetland 2 21.4 70 .184

Total area: 21.40 (ac)

--- Storm bata --

Rainfall Depth by Rainfall Return Period

2-Yr 5-Yr 10-Yr 25-Yr 50-Yr 100-Yr 1-Yr
{in) (in) (in) (in) (in) (in) (in)
3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.0 8.0 2.9
Storm Data Source: Orange County, NY (NRCS)
Rainfall Distribution Type: Type III

Dimensionless Unit Hydrograph: <«standards>

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 2:03:36 PM


file:////Server01/mjs

BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York
Storm Data

Rainfall Depth by Rainfall Return Period

2-Yr 5-Yr 10-Yr 25-Yr 50-Yx 100-Yx
(in) (in) (in) (in) (in) (in)
3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.0 8.0
Storm Data Source: Orange County, NY (NRCS)
Rainfall Distribution Type: Type II1I

Dimensionless Unit Hydrograph: <standards>

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004

2:03:36 PM



BGC

Sub-Area
or Reach
Identifier

SUBAREAS
Exist 4578

REACHES
wetland 2
Down

Wetland 3
Down

Wetland 4
Down

OUTLET

2-Yr

19.03
19.00

18.00
18.99

18.99
18.96

18.9%

Kartiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County,

New York

Watershed Peak Table

Peak Flow by Rainfall Return Period
100-Yr

10-Yr
(cfs)

48.35
48.30

48.30
48.28

48.28
48.21

48.21

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00

25-Yr
(cfs)

64.60
64.53

64.53
64.48

64.48
64 .43

64.43

Page

1

(cfs)

89.
89.

89

89

89

96

.96
-90

.90
89.

.78

02/11/2004

2:03:36 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York

Hydrograph Peak/Peak Time Table

Sub-Area Peak Flow and Peak Time (hr) by Rainfall Return Period

or Reach 2-Yr 10-Yr 25-Yr 100-Yr

Identifier (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs)
(hr) (hr) (hr) (hr)

SUBAREAS

Exist 4578 15.03 48.35 64.60 89.96

12.16 12.15 12 .15 12.14
REACHES

wetland 2 19.03 48.35 64.60 89.96
12.16 12.15 12.15 12.14

Down 19.00 48.30 64.53 89.96
12.17 12.16 ) 12.16 12.16

Wetland 3 19.00 48.30 64.53 89.96
12 .17 12.16 12.16 12.16

Down 18.99 48.28 64.48 89.90
12.20 12.18 12.17 12.17

Wetland 4 18.99 48.28 64.48 89.90
12.20 12.18 12.17 12.17

Down 18.96 48.21 64.43 89.78
12.22 12.20 12.20 12.19

OUTLET 18.96 48.21 64.43 B8S.78

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 ) 02/11/2004 2:03:36 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York

Sub-Area Summary Table

Sub-Area Drainage Time of Curve Receiving Sub-Area

Identifier Area Concentration Number Reach Description
(ac) (hr)

Exist 4578 21.40 0.184 70 wetland 2 Exist 4,5,7-14

Total Area: 21.40 (ac)

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 2:03:36 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Eaxrth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York

Reach Summary Table

Receiving Reach Routing

Reach Reach Length Method
Identifier Igentifier (ft)

wetland 2 Wetland 3 220 CHANNEL

Wetland 3 Wetland 4 160 CHANNEL

Wetland 4 Outlet 320 CHANNEL

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 2:03:36 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York

Sub-Area Time of Concentration Details

Sub-Area Flow Mannings's End Wetted Travel
Identifier/ Length Slope n Area Perimeter Velocity Time
(£t) (ft/fc) (sq ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (hr)
Exist 4578
SHEET 100 0.0600 0.240 0.147
SHALLOW 780 0.1330 0.050 . 0.037
Time of Concentration .184

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page i 02/11/2004 2:03:36 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York

Sub-Area Land Use and Curve Number Details

Sub-Area Hydrologic Sub-Area Curve
Identifier Land Use Soil Area Numbexr
Group (ac)
Exist 4578Meadow -cont. grass (non grazed) c 5.1 71
Woods {(good) C 16.3 70

Total Area / Weighted Curve Number 21.4 70

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 2:03:36 PM



BGC Kaxrtiganer Middle Earth
Pre B Existing Lots draining to south
Orange County, New York

Reach Channel Rating Details

Reach . Reach Reach Friction Bottom Side
Identifier Length Manning's Slope Width Slope
(ft) n (ft/ft) (£t)
wetland 2 220 0.06 0.045 20 10 :1
Wetland 3 160 0.06 0.031 20 10 :1
Wetland 4 320 0.06 0.022 20 10 :1
Reach End Top Friction
Identifier Stage Flow Area Width Slope
(£t) (cfs) (sq ft) (ft) (ft/£t)
wetland 2 0.0 0.000 0 20 0.045
0.5 36.596 12.5 30
1.0 129.892 30 40
2.0 508.037 80 60
5.0 3743.394 350 120
10.0 19476.801 1200 220
20.0 110329.095 4400 420
Wetland 3 0.0 0.000 0 20 0.031
0.5 30.374 12.5 30
1.0 107.809 30 40
2.0 421.667 80 60
5.0 3106.992 350 120
10.0 16165.615 1200 220
20.0 891572.410 4400 420
Wetland 4 0.0 0.000 0 20 0.022
0.5 25.588 12.5 30
1.0 $0.821 30 40
2.0 355.222 80 60
5.0 2617.403 350 120
10.0 13618.294 1200 220
20.0 77142.754 4400 420

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 62/11/2004 2:03:36
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WinTR-55 Current Data Description

~-~ Identification Data ---

User: BGC Date: 02/11/2004
Project: Kartiganer Middle Earth Units: English
SubTitle: Post B ARreal Units: Acres
State: New York

County: Orange

Filename: \\Server0l\mjs jobs\030118\Middle Earth Post B basin 2.w55

-~- Sub-Area Data ---

Name Description Reach Area(ac) RCN
Pro 851011 wetland 2 9.6 74
Pro 712131 Wetland 4 8.9 73

Total area: 18.50 (ac)

--- Storm Data --

Rainfall Depth by Rainfall Return Period

2-Yr 5-Yr 10-Yr 25-Yr 50-Yr 100-Yr
(in) (in) (in) (in) (in) (in)
3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.0 8.0
Storm Data Source: Orange County, NY (NRCS)
Rainfall Distribution Type: Type IIX

Dimensionless Unit Hydrograph: <«standard>

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 1:54:14 PM


file:////Server01/mjs

BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Post B
Orange County, New York
Storm Data

Rainfall Depth by Rainfall Return Period

2-Yr 5-Yr 10-¥Yr 25-Yr 50-Yxr 100-Yr 1-Yr
(in) (in) (in) (in) (in) (in) (in)
3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.0 8.0 2.9
Storm Data Source: Orange County, NY (NRCS)
Rainfall Distribution Type: Type 111

Dimensionless Unit Hydrograph: <standards

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 1:54:14 PM



BGC

Sub-Area
or Reach
Identifier

SUBAREAS
Pro 891011

Pro 712131
REACHES
wetland 2

Down

Wetland 4
Down

Wetland 3
Down

OUTLET

2-Yr

(cfs)

12.

10.

12,
12.

22.
22.

12.

22.

48

Kartiganer Middle Earth

Post B

Orange County, New York

Watershed Peak Table

10-Yr
(cfs)
27.50

24.69

27.50
27.49

51.65
51.57

27.49
27.46

51.57

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00

25-Yr
(cfs)
35.71

32.21

35.71
35.68

67.33
67.23

35.68
35.66

67.23

Page

1

Peak Flow by Rainfall Return Period

100-Yr
(cfs)
48.28

43.83

48.28
48.26

81.50
91.38

48.26
48.22

91.38

02/11/2004

1

5



BGC

Sub-Area
or Reach
Identifiex

Kartiganer Middle Earth
Orange County, New York

Hydrograph Peak/Peak Time Table

Post

B

Flow and Peak Time (hr) by Rainfall Return Period

10-Yr
(cfs)
(hr)

25-Yr
(cfs)
(hr)

100-Yr

(cfs)
{hr)

SUBAREAS
Pxo 891011

Pro 712131

REACHES
wvetland 2

Down

VWetland 4

Down

Wetland 3

Down

OUTLET

12.

12.12

12.

12.13

22.

12.13

12.16

12.

12.13

12.15

22

17

16

55

.48

i6

.16

.48

27.50
12.12

24.69
12.11

27.50
12.12

27.49
12.13

51.65
12.13
51.57

12.15

27.49
12.13

27.46
12.14

51.57

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00

35.71
12.11

32.21
12.12

35.71
12.11

35.68
12.13

67.33
12.12

67.23
12.14

35.68
12.13

35.66
12.14

67.23

Page

48.28
12.11

43.83
12.11

48.28
12.11

48.26
12.13

91.50
12.12

91.38
12.14

48.26
i2.13

48.22
12.14

91.38

1

02/11/2004

1:54:14 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Post B
Orange County, New York

Sub-Area Summary Table

Sub-Area Drainage Time of Curve Receiving Sub-Area

Identifier Area Concentration Number Reach Description
(ac) {hr)

Pro 891011 9.60 0.100 74 wetland 2

Pro 712131 8.90 0.100 73 Wetland 4

Total Area: 18.50 (ac)

WinTR-55, Version 1i.00.00 Page 1 02/11/200&  1:54:14 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Post B
Orange County, New York

Reach Summary Table

Receiving Reach Routing

Reach Reach Length Method
Identifier Identifier (£t)

wetland 2 Wetland 3 =~ 220 CHANNEL

wetland 4 Outlet 320 CHANNEL

Wetland 3 Wetland 4 160 CHANNEL

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 1:54:14 PM



BGC

éub—Area
Identifier/

Kartiganer Middle Eaxth

Post B

Orange County, New York

Sub-Area Time of Concentration Details

Flow
Length
(ft)

Slope

(Et/ft)

Mannings's

n

Wetted Travel

Perimeter Velocity

(sq £t) (£t) (£t/sec)

Time
(hr)

Pro 891011
SHEET
SHALLOW

Pro 712131
SHEET
SHALLOW

100
350

100
270

0.2400
0.1300

0.1000
0.0670

WinTR-55, Version 1.00.00

0.150
0.050

0.150
0.050

Page

Time of Concentration

Time of Concentration

02/11/2004

i:54:14 PM



BGC Kartiganer Middle Earth
Post B
Orange County, New York

Sub-Area Land Use and Curve Number Details

Sub-Area . Hydrologic  Sub-Area Curve
Identifier Land Use Soil Area Number
Group {ac)

Pro 8910110pen space; grass cover > 75% (good) Cc 2.8 74
Paved; curbs and storm sewers c .3 98
Woods (fair) c 6.5 73
Total Area / Weighted Curve Number 9.6 74

Pro 7121310pen space; grass cover > 75% {good) [ 1.9 74
Paved; curbs and storm sewers c .1 98
Woods - grass combination (good) c 6.9 72
Total Area / Weighted Curve Number 8.9 73

winTR-55, Version 1.00.00 Page 1 02/11/2004 1:54:14 PM



| MJS ENGINEERING Area Draining to East Wetland

261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924 Land Use
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MJS ENGINEERING Area Draining to East Wetland

261 Greenwich A
Goshen, NY 10924 Pre-Development Hydrographs

Appendix E




Legend

Hyd. Origin Description

1 SCS Runoff Pre-Dev Area drain to east wetland
2 Reach wetland

3 Reach stream

PRE ~DEVELOPMENT

PRANAGE AFEH ..

STREAM. .

PRE -DEVEL OPMENT SCHEMATIC

\WETL AND

Hydraflow Hydrographs Model

Project: Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 12:48 PM




Hydrograph Summary Report

&d. Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
. type flow |interval | peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(ongin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)
1 SCS Runoff | 76 21 2 730 328,205 —— e - Pre-Dev Area draln to east wetland
2 Reach 52.10 2 742 328,197 1 ] e e wetland
3 Reach 48 30 2 752 328,193 2 —— | e stream
Bt oGS SR ot 5-65 2 726 et 56,006 d Post-Dev.lots.4,2,40a15.24-26 10Dt
5 GG SR O it 1 2 F2B et 1406 Rost-Bev-ote-Sdtie-Bet-Pent-
7 Gomblne 20-46 2 26 13604 B0 Inflow-Ripe-te-Det-Rond
G—t-Reservelr 474 2 864 73486 + 43346 4427 Lot-26-Detention-Fond-
9 SE8-Runoff—r—2:84 2 30 42240 [2o8i-Pevl:016-32626-t0.utfall-Ripe
T TombeE 2709 2 T2 85725 89 DetentionRond-Quitall-Ripe.
Tt 3CSRurroff~~1-63:32 2 730 PF265F Rest-Dev.Area.dralnto-castwetiand.
T2—TCombine 57489 2 780 B68:42! 404 Comblnealwetiantu.
T3 Regth 45778 2 42 856,260 42 wetiand.
AR 0BG 44+00 2 52 3681276 13 SAFBEFA
Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw Return Perlod: 1 Year Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intellsolve



Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 3

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

nomon i nn

Reach
1yrs

2

1300.0 ft
0.035 ,
3.0:1
0.483
2.14 ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

48.30 cfs

2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.2528

[ | S O L | A O [ B 1

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.43
12.47
12.50
12.53
12.57
12.60
12.63

...End

Inflow

cfs

51.16
50.07
48.68
47.00
45.05
42.89
40.59

Outflow

cfs

46.30
47.53
48.17
48.30 <<
4797
47.23
46.14

Hydrograph Volume = 328,193 cuft
( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)



Hydrograph Summary Report

®

. | Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) {min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)
1 SCS Runoff | 278.20 2 728 1,079,655 —_— —_— — Pre-Dev Area drain to east wetiand
2 Reach 213.32 2 738 1,079,650 1 — —_ wetland
3 Reach 203.34 2 744 1,079,649 2 — —_ stream
S5—15ES5Runoff——47-76—- 2 26— 462,933 Rost-Bevlois-1.2.10-16-24-26-tc-Dot-
B SeSRunoff——t4-57— s —726 49764 Rost-Devlots-34,540-DetPond
T Combme—1"02:27 r'a ~F26 -P4 2608 S InflowRipe-to-Det.Rand.
S——1-Reservoi—1—30-28 2 —i 4 2432682 + 436:634= ~07;686-————tot-26-Beiention-Pond-
G- S5E-RUROH——10-88 2 28 A D- 266 Post-Dev-Leis-3,252046-Outial-Ripe
40— -Comtrirre P5G5 2 w46 25 Pe O Gt Detention-Road.Qutfall. Ripe-
T SCSRUMUf 23115 ' 728 897064
At Gombie——~-264-28 2 30 4-:460,007 14044 Ceorr
$——tReach -~ 0445 2 F S B——et—==440. 868 - welond--
St R QO3 8306 2 144 +-440-864 43 —clreern—

Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw

Retum Period: 10 Year

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolv



Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

@ Hyd. No. 3

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency

Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

mnwm o nununm

Reach
10 yrs

2

1300.0 ft
0.035
3.0:1
0.483
3.35ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

203.34 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.3693

nmwunnmnmunu

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.33
12.37
12.40
12.43
12.47

. ...End

Inflow Outflow
cfs cfs
211.03 197.18
205.12 202.29
196.87 203.34 <<
187.46 200.95
177.58 195.97

Hydrograph Volume = 1,079,649 cuft
( Printed values >=95% of Qp.)



Hydrograph Summary Report

iﬂ. Hydrograph| Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
. type flow |interval | peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)
1 SCS Runoff | 466.98 2 728 1,790,344 —_— —— — Pre-Dev Area drain to east wetland
2 Reach 369.18 2 736 1,790,339 1 —_— —_— wetland
3 Reach 356.33 2 742 1,790,337 2 —— — stream
5 Ronefi——r=e-78- — 26 260841 ~Ro6-Devlols-4:2,30-35,-24-26-t0-Det-
& SCS-Runoi——22.93 2 F26—t78688. Pest-Dev-Lots-3:4,5to-Det-Pend-
AR et 98 L -2 226 338,304 556 ir
S——Reserois 5644 2 e e =t 7 4316 426,927 +ot-26-BetentomrPond—
h:3 SCSRurof-——1742 P —F28- 567769 Bosi-DeaLois-3,25,26.ia Quifall Pipe.
“+8—TCombine~ T4 P —F 406,060 B B
A S RuneH-——388-00 -2 128 1-48%-664 Rost-Dev-Area-draiR-to-oast welland--
e - CORBIRG 45346 2 ~—FB—1—3-802:676 10+ ~Gombinc-at-wetiand-
A——r-RoBoh 360-85 -2 —438 -8R 44F 32 ~wetand-
4 __Reach 1 34488 2 144 2-473- 13 ~streatn

Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw

Returmn Period: 100 Year

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by intelisolve




Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

@ Hyd. No. 3

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

i un

Reach Peak discharge
100 yrs Time interval

2 Section type
1300.0 ft Channel slope
0.035 Bottom width
3.0:1 Max. depth
0.483 Rating curve m
3.98 ft/s Routing coeff.

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

356.33 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.4247

L1 J T LA I O O [ IR

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.30
12.33
12.37
12.40
12.43

. ...End

Inflow

cfs

368.40
359.70
345.05
326.93
307.54

Outflow
cfs

343.09
353.84
356.33 <<
351.54
341.09

Hydrograph Volume = 1,790,337 cuft
( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.}



MJS ENGINEERING , Area Draining to East Wetland
261 Greenwich Avenue Post-Development Hydrographs

Goshen, NY 10924

Appendix F




Hydrograph Summary Report

&d. Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation ‘storage description
{origin) {cfs) {min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)
1 SCS Runoff | 76.21 2 730 328,205 — —- ——— Pre-Dev Area drain to east wetland
2 Reach 52.10 2 742 328,197 1 —_— — wetland
3 Reach 48.30 2 752 328,193 2 —— —— stream
e -655-Runeff—i-15:56 2 726t nn 56,005 L Rost-Dewv.l ots.d,z,iﬂ-isr%zs.to.oe.t.
B S S-R1AG el B 2 726 47-405- Rest-Dev-tots-Sxb-te-Det-Pend~
RS arabiRe 20:46. 2 726 73:604 606 lnflow-Ripe-te-Det-Roned
S———rReservoir At 2 BBt —F 334 85 F 433:46 5412+ L-oi-26-Detention-Rend-
< SES-Ruroff~—2:64 2 736 32240 Rost-Dev-Lote-3r25:26-tc-Qutfall-Ripe
O TComBIne 709 2 752 85725 80 Detenticr.Rond-Quifall.Ripe.
™ SC8Runoff—T—63:32 2 736 P67 Rost-Dav-Area.drainto-eastwetland.
te—TCombtme 57439 -3 730 358422 e Combineatwetianden
T-TrReuth ‘ 4578 s T2 358:280 42 weland«
Sl -ROBGH 44-08. o 752 268,276 12 P
®
Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw Return Period: 1 Year Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 3:13 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve




Hydrograph Summary Report

Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
type flow interval { peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
{origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) {cuft)
—T9E3-Ronotf——76:24 Pt 730—{ 308206 Pre.Dew Acea.drain o eastetiand.
P -ReACtrrm 52 ) e s Prematen B8 407 4 . wetland
F——1Rench—1-48:36 2 762328103 2
5 SCS Runoff 16.55 2 726 56,006 —_ _— — Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Det
6 SCS Runoff | 4.91 2 726 17,495 - —— —_— Post-Dev Lots 34,5 to Det Pond
7 Combine 20.46 2 726 73,501 56 — —— Inflow Pipe to Det Pond
8 Reservoir 1.75 2 848 73,485 7 433.59 52,798 Lot é6 Detention Pond
9 SCS Runoff | 2.84 2 730 12,240 -— —_— —_— Post-Dev Lots 3,25,26 to Outfall Pipe
10 Combine 4.07 2 732 85,725 8.9 —_— ————- Detention Pond Outfall Pipe
11 SCS Runoff | 63.32 2 730 272,697 — —_— — Post-Dev Area drain to east wetland
12 Combine 67.38 2 730 358,423 10, 11 —_— —_— Combine at wetland
13 Reach 45.77 2 742 358,280 12 —_— —_— wetland
14 Reach 41.98 2 752 368,276 13 — e stream
@
®
Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw Return Period: 1 Year Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:44 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolv



Hydrograph Plot

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

. Hyd.

No. 8

Lot 26 Detention Pond

Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:45 PM

Hydrograph type = Reservoir Peak discharge = 1.75 cfs
Storm frequency = 1yrs Time interval = 2 min
Inflow hyd. No. =7 Max. Elevation = 43359 ft
Reservoir name = Lot 26 Detention Pond Max. Storage = 52,798 cuft
Storage Indication method used. Wet pond routing start elevation = 430.20 ft. Hydrograph Volume = 73,485 cuft
Lot 26 Detention Pond
Q (cfs) Hyd.No.8 -1 Yr Q (cfs)
21.00 21.00
. 18.00 18.00
15.00 15.00
12.00 12.00
9.00 9.00
6.00 ! 6.00
3.00 3.00
¥ R .
- ““-——_,ﬁ__
0.00 P B 0.00
7 11 15 18 22 26 29 33
. Time (hrs
—— Hyd No. 8 —— Hyd No. 7 [T Req. Stor = 52,798 cuft (hrs)



Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 14

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency

Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

(L I | N I 1 I | IO 1

Reach
1yrs

13
1400.0 ft
0.035
3.0:1
0.483
2.05 ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:44 PM

= 41.98 cfs

2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.2284

o nuw it

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.47
12.50
12,53
12.57
12.60
12.63
12.67

...End

Inflow

cfs

44 37
43.27
41.92
40.33
38.55
36.64
34.67

Outflow

cfs

40.77
41.59
41.98 <<
41.96
41.59
40.90
39.93

Hydrograph Volume = 358,276 cuft
{ Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)

Ny



Hydrograph Summary Report

ayd. Hydrograph| Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
0. type flow interval | peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) () (cuft)
T SCSRunoff—-278:20 2 F20—1—4:079,655 Pre-Dev-Area-draintoreastwetiand-
ot -ReBOH——{-213.32 2 738 +:076; 4
G——tRench 2033412 F4d——1—-670:646 2
5 SCS Runoff | 47.70 2 726 162,933 — R — Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Det
6 SCS Runoff 14.57 2 726 49,764 — — — Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Det Pond
7 Combine 62.27 2 726 212,698 5,6 —_ — inflow Pipe to Det Pond
8 Reservoir 21.26 2 746 212,682 7 436.54 98,265 Lot 26 Detention Pond
9 SCS Runoff 10.38 2 728 40,265 — — — Post-Dev Lots 3,25,26 to Outfall Pipe
10 Combine 26.20 2 T44 252,947 8,9 e —— Detention Pond Outfall Pipe
11 SCS Runoff | 231.15 2 728 897,061 —_ — —_— Post-Dev Area drain to east wetland
12 | Combine 254.79 2 730 1,150,006 { 10, 11 —_— —_ Combine at wetland
13 Reach 194.51 2 738 1,149,865 12 —_ —— wetland
14 Reach 184.39 2 746 1,149,862 13 — — stream
o
®
Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw Return Period: 10 Year Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:44 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 14

stream

Hydrograph type

Storm frequency

Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

nw wn

Reach
10 yrs
13
1400.0 ft
0.035
3.0:1
0.483
3.25ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:44 PM

184.39 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.3391

nwiwnmnn

Modified Att-Kin routing meihod used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.37
12.40
12.43
12.47
12.50

...End

Inflow

cfs

190.09
184.41
177.66
170.34
162.56

Outflow

cfs

181.44
184.37
184.39 <<
182.11
178.12

Hydrograph Volume = 1,149,862 cuft
( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)



Hydrograph Summary Report

Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
type flow |{interval | peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) {min) (min) (cuft) {ft) (cuft)
4-——1-565-Runeff——466-95- 2- 28 4:790;344 s Pre-Dev-Ares-draimtoeastwetiand—
P-——rReach~——=—-369-16 2 36 4, 796; 4~ -wotand-
8——-Reaeh———1—366-83 2 2 4,780,337 2 stream-—
5 SCS Runoff | 75.78 2 726 259,611 —_— _— - Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Det
6 SCS Runoff | 2293 2 726 78,698 — —— —— Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Det Pond
7 Combine 98.71 2 726 338,309 | 5.6 — —_— infiow Pipe to Det Pond
8 Reservoir 56.86 2 736 338,293 7 437.718 121,368 Lot 26 Detention Pond
9 SCS Runoff | 17.42 2 728 66,769 — —_ —— Post-Dev Lots 3,25,26 to Outfall Pipe
10 Combine 71.86 2 734 405,062 8,9 —_— —_ Detention Pond Outfall Pipe
11 SCS Runoff | 388.00 2 728 1,487,554 —_— — — Post-Dev Area drain to east wetland
12 Combine 453 88 2 730 1,892,618 ) 10, 11 —_ ——— Combine at wetland
13 | Reach 360.66 2 738 1,892,475 12 —— — wetiand
14 Reach 345.56 2 744 1,892,471 13 — —_ stream
o

Basin A at Lot 26 0406.gpw Return Period: 100 Year Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:44 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisoive




Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 14

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

uamnunmnnn

Reach
100 yrs
13
1400.0 ft
0.035
3.0:1
0.483
3.95 ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:57 PM

345.56 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.3980

VI 1 L 1 O { O Y T 1

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.33
12.37
12.40
12.43
12.47

...End

Inflow

cfs

356.12
345.60
331.35
315.33
298.65

Outflow

cfs

338.54
345.54
345.56 <<
339.91
330.13

Hydrograph Volume = 1,892,471 cuft
{ Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)



MJS ENGINEERING Water Quality Volume (WQ,)

261 Greenwich Avenue . « o
Goshen, NY 10924 Detention Pond Sizing

Appendix G
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261 GREENWICH AVENUE SHEETNO.
GOSHEN, NY 10924-2028
(845) 291-8650
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SCALE
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Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by intelisolve
Pond No. 1 - Lot 26 Detention Pond

Pond Data
Pond storage is based on known contour areas. Average end area method used.

Wednesday, Jun 9 2004, 12:21 PM

Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft)  Incr. Storage (cuft) Totul storage (cuft)
0.00 426.00 413 0 0
2.00 428.00 4,155 4,568 4,568
4.00 430.00 7,334 11,489 16,057
6.00 432.00 10,401 17,735 33,792
8.00 434.00 13,524 23,925 57,717
10.00 436.00 16,874 30,398 88,115
12.00 438.00 20,449 37,323 125,438
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures
[A] [B] IC] D] [A] [B] IC] [D]
Rise (in) = 6.00 36.00 0.00 0.00 Crest Len (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (in) = 6.00 36.00 0.00 0.00 Crest El. (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 1 0 0 Weir Coeff. = 3.33 3.33 0.00 0.00
Invert El. (ft) = 430.20 43350 0.00 0.00 Weir Type = -~ - —
Length (ft) = 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 Muiti-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 10.00 10.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = .013 .013 .000 .000
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.00 0.00
Multi-Stage = nfa No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Contour) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
Note: Culvert/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlet and outlet controt.
Stage / Storage / Discharge Table
Stage Storage Elevation CivA CivB CivC CivD WrA WrB WrC WrD Exfil Total
ft cuft ft cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs
0.00 0 426.00 0.00 0.00 — — — — — - — 0.00
2.00 4,568 428.00 0.00 0.00 — — — — —_ — — 0.00
4.00 16,057 430.00 0.00 0.00 - — — — — — — 0.00
6.00 33,792 432.00 1.18 0.00 — — — — -— — — 1.18
8.00 57,717 434.00 1.78 1.60 — — — — - - — 3.38
10.00 88,115 436.00 2.23 13.02 — — — - - - — 15.25
12.00 125,438 438.00 2.60 5844  — — - - —_ — — 61.04



MJS ENGINEERING Sediment Basin Sizing — Lot #21

261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924

Appendix H




TEMPORARY SEDIMENT BASIN DESIGN DATA SHEET
. Computed by BGC Date 61’2& Checked by Date

Projecti_fTMTI6 AAEL Friopee £ALTH Basn#___ LO7 A/

Location Total Area draining to basin 7. < Acres
BASIN SIZE DESIGN

1. Minimum sediment storage volume = 134 cu. yds. x__ 9 % acres of drainage area = /I 260 cu yds.

2. a. Cleanout at 50 percent of minimum required volume = 20 P25/ cu. yds.

b. Elevation corresponding to scheduled time to clean out 42 2./
c. Distance below top of riser. €./ feet
3. Minimum surface area is larger of 0.01 Q) or, 0.015DA = use acres

DESIGN OF SPILLWAYS & ELEVATIONS

Runoff
4 Quo=__29-2 cfs (/5- 7CFs ¥ 146 CcFs)
(EFH, Ch. 2, TR-55, or Section 4; Attach runoff computation sheet)
Pipe Spillway (Qy)
5. Min. pipe spillway cap., Qp =0.2x q-_’t ac. Drainage = /. 9 s
Note: If there is no emergency spillway, then req’d Qps = Quug) = cfs.
6. H= ft. Barrel length = fi
7. Bamel: Diam. €& _inches; Qu=(Q) x (cor.fac.) = cfs.
. 8. Riser: Diam. F6 _inches; Length fi;h= fi. CrestElev. 428.2
9. Trash Rack: Diam. 27 __inches; H=__&% inches
Emergency Spillway Design
10. Emergency Spillway Flow, Qe = Q, - Qps = - = cfs.
11. Width fi; Hy ft Crest elevation ; Design High Water Elev. —_—
Entrance channel slope % ; Top of Dam Elev.
Exit channel slope %
ANTI-SEEP COLLAR/
- —————SEEPAGE DIAPHRAGM DESIGN————
Collars: ’
12. y= fi; z= :1; pipe slope = %, Ls= fi.
Use collars, - inches square; projection = ft.
Diaphragms:
#0000 width___ ft  height __ fi
DEWATERING ORIFICE SIZING
13 Ao= Ax (2n®
122,568 = sq. ft; h= ft.; therefore use,
New York Standards and Specifications Page 7A.54 March 2003
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Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 4:55 PM
@ Hyd. No. 5

Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Det Pond

Hydrograph type = SCS Runoff Peak discharge = 47.70 cfs

Storm frequency = 10 yrs Time interval = 2 min

Drainage area = 15.20 ac Curve number =76

Basin Slope = 0.0% Hydraulic length = 0 ft

Tc method = TR55 Time of conc. (Tc) = 8.9 min

Total precip. = 550in Distribution = Type lll

Storm duration = 24 hrs Shape factor = 484

Hydrograph Volume = 162,933 cuft
( Printed values >=95% of Qp.)

Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time - Outflow

(hrs cfs)
12.10 47.70 <<
12.13 46.30
...End

SAY &S A (to7s ro-~15)
152A¢ (coTs | 2,10-152%26)

X477¢cFs = |52 eps



Hyd rograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 6

Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Det Pond
Hydrograph type = SCS Runoff
Storm frequency = 10yrs
Drainage area = 4.50 ac
Basin Slope = 0.0%

Tc method = TR55

Total precip. = 5.50in
Storm duration = 24 hrs

Peak discharge
Time interval
Curve number
Hydraulic length
Time of conc. (Tc)
Distribution
Shape factor

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 4:55 PM

14.57 cfs
2 min
77

Oft

9.2 min
Type 11l
484

o wnnn

Hydrograph Discharge Table
Time -~ Outflow

(hrs cfs)
12.10 14.57 <<
12.13 1413
...End

Hydrograph Volume = 49,764 cuft
( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)



Figure 5A.27
Riser Inflow Chart
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MJS ENGINEERING Sediment Basin Sizing — Lot #26

261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924

Appendix I




" TEMPORARY SEDIMENT BASIN DESIGN DATA SHEET

Computed by__ B8 & Date_6/&/B8% Checked by Date

Project_ [TAK7 16 ArER _S/00LE CEHALTE  Basiny LO7 X &

Location Total Area draining to basin /8. Z Acres
BASIN SIZE DESIGN

1. Minimum sediment storage volume = 134 cu. yds. x /0. 2 acres of drainage area = _/, 3467 cu.yds.
2. a. Cleanout at 50 percent of minimum required volume =_£ &£ 3 cu. yds. '

b. Elevation corresponding to scheduled time to clean out_ 422 . /

c. Distance below top of riser__/, feet
3. Minimum surface area is larger of 0.01 Qg or, 0.015DA = use acres

DESIGN OF SPILLWAYS & ELEVATIONS

Runoff
4. Qp(l 0= ;2 cfs

(EFH, Ch. 2, TR—5>5, or Section 4; Attach runoff computation sheet)

Pipe Spillway (Q,:)
5. Min. pipe spillway cap., Qs =0.2x [a& ac. Drainage =_Z - cfs IL/ - @‘;3 742 ’2) _

Note: If there is no emergency spillway, then req’d Qs = Qpag) = 2 2 cfs. i )
6. H~_9.4 f Barellengh=_/90 ($25.0 +/.5)
7. Bamel: Diam. 2 & _inches; Qn=(Q)__119 _ x(corfac) -&& = (0¥ cfs. =
8. Riser: Diam. _Z & _inches; Length_ 4 f;h=_0L./ . f CrestElev._ ¥ 33.7
9. Trash Rack: Diam. & % _inches; H=__/"7 _ inches :
Emergency Spillway Design o
10. Emergency Spillway Flow, Qe =Qp-Qp=____:» - . = cfs.
11. Width /Vﬂi fi.; H, ft Crest elevation ; Design High Water Elev.

Entrance channel slope, % ; Top of Dam Elev.

Exit channel slope %

ANTI-SEEP COLLAR/ .
~~~ .= SEEPAGE DIAPHRAGM DESIGN - - s cameee o
Collars:
12. y= é fi; z= 3 :1; pipeslope=_2.6 %,Lﬁ__(&’lft.
Use_2Z  collars, 6 -6 inches square; projection= /. 7% fi.

Diaphragms:

#_  width___ R  height __ fi.

DEWATERING ORIFICE SIZING
13.  Ao=Ax (2% -,
122,568 = sq.ft.; h= ft.; therefore use, _ & 44 /PE

New York Standards and Specifications Page 7A.54 March 2003
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Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 4:25 PM

. Hyd. No. 5
Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Det Pond
Hydrograph type = SCS Runoff Peak discharge = 47.70 cfs
Storm frequency = 10yrs Time interval = 2 min
Drainage area = 15.20 ac Curve number = 76
Basin Slope =00% Hydraulic length = 0 ft
Tc method = TR55 Time of conc. (Tc) = 8.9 min
Total precip. = 5.60in Distribution = Type llI
Storm duration = 24 hrs Shape factor = 484
Hydrograph Volume = 162,933 cuft
Hydrograph Discharge Table (Printed values >=95% of Qp)
Time - Outflow
(hrs cfs)
12.10 47.70 <<
12.13 46.30
...End
. Shyr /22 AHe
— x ¥/ 7 =
g X ers 320 cre
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Figure 5A.27
Riser Inflow Chart
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Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve Tuesday, Jun 8 2004, 4:13 PM
Pond No. 1 - Lot 26 Detention Pond
Pond Data

Pond storage is based on known contour areas. Average end area method used.

Stage / Storage Table
Stage (it) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) incr. Storage (cuft) Total storage (cuft)

0.00 426.00 413 0 0

2.00 428.00 4,155 4,568 4,568

4.00 430.00 7,334 11,489 16,057

6.00 432.00 10,401 17,735 33,792

8.00 434.00 13,524 23,925 57,7117
10.00 436.00 16,874 30,398 88,115
12.00 438.00 20,449 37,323 125,438
Culvert/ Orifice Structures Weir Structures

[A] [B] [C] [D] [A] [B] [C] [D]

Rise (in) = 6.00 36.00 0.00 0.00 Crest Len (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (in) = 6.00 3600 0.00 0.00 Crest EL (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barels =1 1 0 0 Weir Coeff. = 3.33 3.33 0.00 0.00
Invert El. (ft) = 430.00 43350 0.00 0.00 Weir Type = - -— — —
Length (ft) = 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 10.00 10.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = 013 .013 .000 .000
Orif. Coefi. = 0.60 0.60 0.00 0.00
Multi-Stage = n/a No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Contour) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft

Note: Culvert/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlet and outlet control.

Stage / Storage / Discharge Table

Stage Storage  Elevation CivA CivB CivC CivD WrA WrB WrC Wr D Exfil Total
ft cuft ft cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs

0.00 0 426.00 0.00 0.00 — - — — — — — 0.00
0.20 457 426.20 0.00 0.00 — — - -— — — — 0.00
0.40 914 426.40 0.00 0.00 -_— — — - — —_ — 0.00
0.60 1,370 426.60 0.00 0.00 - —_ — — — — 0.00
0.80 1,827 426.80 0.00 0.00 — —_ - — - — 0.00
1.00 2,284 427.00 0.00 0.00 - —_— — — - - 0.00
1.20 2,741 427.20 0.00 0.00 —_ - — — — —_ 0.00
1.40 3,198 427.40 0.00 0.00 —_ — - — — —_ — 0.00
1.60 3,654 427.60 0.00 0.00 — — - - - — — 0.00
1.80 4,111 427.80 0.00 0.00 - - — - - —— — 0.00
2.00 4,568 428.00 0.00 0.00 — — —_ — — — - 0.00
2.20 5,717 428.20 0.00 0.00 —_ — — — — —_ - 0.00
240 6,866 428.40 0.00 0.00 —_— — - — — — — 0.00
2.60 8,015 428.60 0.00 0.00 - — - - — — — 0.00
2.80 9,164 428.80 0.00 0.00 - ~— — - - — — 0.00
3.00 10,313 429.00 0.00 0.00 — - —_ — —_ -—_ — 0.00
3.20 11,461 429.20 0.00 0.00 —_ — — — —_ - — 0.00
3.40 12,610 429.40 0.00 0.00 —_ — — - — 0.00
3.60 13,759 429.60 0.00 0.00 — — — —_ — - 0.00
3.80 14,908 429.80 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — — 0.00
400 10,U57 o 430.00 D.00 0.00 — — — — — — — 0.00
4.20 17,831 430.20 0.11 0.00 — — — — — - 0.11
4.40 19,604 430.40 0.34 0.00 — — — — — — - 0.34
4.60 21,378 430.60 0.56 0.00 - — - — — — - 0.56
4.80 23,151 430.80 0.70 0.00 — — — -—_ — — — 0.70
5.00 24,925 431.00 0.82 0.00 — — - — —_ - 0.82
520 26,698 431.20 0.92 0.00 -— — — — — — - 0.92
540 28,472 431.40 1.01 0.00 — — - —_ — -_ 1.01
5.60 30,245 431.60 1.10 0.00 — — — — — — — 1.10
580 32,012 431.80 1.18 0.00 —_— — —_— — — — — 1.18
6.00 33,792 432.00 1.25 0.00 — — — - — — — 1.25

Continues on next page...
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MJS ENGINEERING

CIVIL/JENVIRONMENTAL
MIS Engineering, PC
261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 291-8650 Fax (845) 291-8657
030118
7 May 2004

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

RE: Middle Earth

Dear Ms. Mason:

Enclosed are 10 sets of prints for the above referenced project, revised to reflect the
comments of the Planning Board and the Planning Board Engineer received at the April
Planning Board meeting. In particular, the plans have been revised as follows:

1.

2.

An approval box is shown on every sheet.

Sidewalks are shown on one side of each of the two proposed new municipal
streets.

911 emergency addresses have been tabulated on Sheet 2 of 11, as provided by
John McDonald.

A draft of the Deed for the Restrictive Covenants was forwarded under separate
cover to Andrew Krieger and Mark Edsall for their review on May 5, 2004.

An Archaeological Phase IA and Phase IB are being prepared for this site as
requested by the Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation.

I met with and spoke with Mr. Henry Kroll, Town of New Windsor Highway
Supt., and he indicated that he would be forwarding an approval letter to the
Planning Board regarding the new proposed road and their intersections with
Station Road.

The comments of the Planning Board Engineer regarding the Stormwater
Management Report dated March 15, 2004 were received at the April 14™
Planning Board meeting. The revisions and additions are as follows:

. An Erosion and Sediment Control Plan has been added to the plan set,
Sheet 11 of‘l 1.

Z:\030118\Pi Bd Submission - 2004-05-07 doc
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Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary
7 May 2004

10.

11.

12.

The lots not tributary to the drainage system shall have Best Management
Practices implemented to mitigate discharge to the wetland areas. These Best
Management Practices shall include silt fences with stabilized construction
entrances and temporary seeding. These practices are shown on the Erosion and
Sediment Control Plan.

The road crossings of Federal wetlands will be connected with 18 inch diameter
culverts. This is shown on the Site Plan. These crossings occur at two locations.

The pond identified with the water surface elevation of 445 will drain toward the
detention pond. A grass-lined channel will be installed around the pond to direct
the flow from this pond to the outfall located on the east side of the pond. The
channel will enter a culvert and then discharge to the wetland on the east site of
the site. Through the installation of the grass-lined channel, the wetland discharge
will not affect and be separated from the detention pond.

The proposed detention pond has been designed in accordance with the

August 2003 NYS Stormwater Design Manual. The geometry of the wet pond is
consistent with a pocket wetland. A forebay is located at the inlet to the detention
pond, which has been designed to hold the required 10% of the Water Quality
Volume (WQ,). The pond has been graded with 3:1 side slopes. These side slope
configurations contribute to the overall stability of the pond and provide a
growing environment for wetland species around the perimeter of the pond. The
outlet to the pond is located in a deeper micro-pool. This micro-pool will be
approximately 4 feet deep to the WQ, elevation of 430.0.

In addition, the flow path from the inlet to the outlet is maximized through this
slender pond configuration. The length to width ratio of the pond is
approximately between 2.5:1. This is consistent with the manual.

An area of approximately 19.5 acres, which is referred to as lots 1, 2, 2-15, and
24-26, drains to the proposed basin. This area (pre and post development) drains
to that basin. The worksheet describing the area of 19.5 acres in both the pre and
post-development conditions is accurate.

With the construction of Brandy Wine Road and the driveway for lot #3, an area
of approximately 4.6 acres above the road is collected by the storm drainage
system and is routed to the detention pond. This is presented as Hydrograph #6
(which is attached).

The additional area, which is caught by Brandy Wine Road and the driveway, is
added to that drainage area for a total of 23.1 acres draining to the basin. These
two areas are combined in hydrograph #7.

Z:\030118\PI B4 Submission - 2004-05-07 doc Page 20f3
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Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary
7 May 2004

13.  The detention pond has been designed with a permanent pool for water quality up
to clevation 430.0. This is consistent with the August 2003 NYS Stormwater
Design Manual. The storms have been routed through the detention pond using
this as a base elevation for the routing. This simulates that the pond would have
an elevation up to the bottom of the inlet at the onset of the storm event. These
hydrographs are attached. These results are very similar to the
previously-submitted results with the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.

Please place this application on the Planning Board’s agenda for discussion. We would
like to see this project scheduled for a Public Hearing for preliminary approval as soon as
possible. The public’s input is important and their concerns should be addressed as early
on in a project as possible.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,
MJS Engineering, PC

! Huet 20
es C. Clearwater, PLS

JCC/gl
Enc.

cc:  D. Kartiganer

Z:0301 181 Bd Subrission - 2004-05.-07 doc Page 3 of 3
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Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 5

Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Lot 26 Pond
Hydrographtype = = SCS Runoff

Storm frequency = 2 yrs

Drainage area = 19.50 ac

Basin Slope =0.0%

Tc method = TR55

Total precip. = 3.50in

Storm duration = 24 hrs

Peak discharge
Time interval
Curve number
Hydraulic length
Time of conc. (Tc)
Distribution

Shape factor

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:51 PM

31.19 cfs

2 min \
75

Oft

14.1 min

Type i

484

Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time - Qutflow
(hrs cfs)

12.03 31.19 <<
12.07 31.17

...End

Hydrograph Volume = 89,844 cuft
( Printed values >=95% of Qp.)



Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 6

Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
Hydrograph type = SCS Runoff
Storm frequency = 2yrs
Drainage area = _4.60 ac
Basin Slope = 0.0%

Tc method = TR55

Total precip. = 3.50in
Storm duration = 24 hrs

Peak discharge
Time interval
Curve number
Hydraulic length
Time of conc. (Tc)
Distribution

Shape factor

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:51 PM

10.43 cfs
2 min
77

0 ft
9.2 min
Type |l
484

Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time -- Outflow
(hrs cfs)

11.97 10.35
12.00 10.43 <<

...End

Hydrograph Volume = 23,886 cuft
( Printed values >= 85% of Qp.)

(#53



TR55 Tc Worksheet

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 5
Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Lot 26 Pond
Description A B c Totals
Sheet Flow
Manning's n-value = 0.240 0.000 0.000
Flow length (ft) = 100.0 0.0 0.0
Two-year 24-hr precip. (in) = 3.50 0.00 0.00
Land slope (%) = 7.00 0.00 0.00
Travel Time (min) = 8.27 + 0.00 + 0.00 = 8.27
Shallow Concentrated Flow :
Flow length (ft) = 1590.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse slope (%) = 8.00 0.00 0.00
Surface description = Unpaved
Average velocity (ft/s) = 4.56 0.00 0.00
Travel Time (min) = 5.81 + 0.00 + 0.00 = 581
Channel Flow
X sectional flow area (sqft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetted perimeter (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Channel slope (%) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Manning's n-value = 0.015 0.000 0.000
Velocity (ft/s) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Flow length (ft) = 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel Time (min) = 0.00 + 0.00 + 0.00 = 0.00

Total Travel TIME, TC cuuciiiceremiieererinesermreemmiisensessassmmnenssssessssesasssnnssssensens 14.10 min

[N}



TR55 Tc Worksheet

Hydréﬂow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 6
Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
Description A B C Totals
Sheet Flow
Manning's n-value = 0.240 0.000 0.000
Flow length (ft) = 100.0 0.0 0.0
Two-year 24-hr precip. (in) = 3.50 0.00 0.00
Land slope (%) = 7.00 0.00 0.00
Travel Time (min) = 8.27 + 0.00 + 0.00 = 8.27
Shallow Concentrated Flow
Flow length (ft) = 340.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse slope (%) = 15.30 0.00 0.00
Surface description = Unpaved
Average velocity (ft/s) = 6.31 0.00 0.00
Travel Time (min) = 0.90 + 0.00 + 0.00 = 090
Channel Flow
X sectional flow area (sqft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetted perimeter (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Channel slope (%) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Manning's n-value = 0.015 0.000 0.000
Velocity (ft/s) = 0.00 0.00 0.00
Flow length (ft) = 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel Time (min) = 0.00 + 0.00 + 0.00 = 0.00

Total Travel TImME, TC cccicceirreririrmsessresenieesssscessssnmssesssossssssessnsssssnsnnsssscsss 9.20 min



i

Hydrograph Return Period Recap

Hyd. | Hydrograph | Inflow Peak Outflow (cfs) Hydrograph
No. type Hyd(s) description
(origin) ¥ | 2¥r | 3¥r | 5Yr | 10-vr | 25v¢ | 50-¥r | 100-Yr
At SO S HO a 44t T8t £50-66—r~Rre-Dev-Ares-traimicrenstwetand
S—tReartr— 4 —=="T7"120703 340-87.-1-400.89. -32-1-wolland»
e RO3GH~ 2 123.20 —=—=T1-337-60-— vé 2 [ Streanr—
5 SCS Runoff —_— — 31.19 — ——— | 7040 80.80 ——— | 112,66 | Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to .ot
6 SCS Runoff —_— — 10.43 —— —_— 2220 2529 ——— 34.71 | Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
7 Combine 5,6 a—ee 40.36 —— —_— 89.40 | 102.34 —— | 142.02 | Infiow Pipe to Lot 26 Pond
8 Resenvoir 7 —— | 26.03 ——— -—— | 4596 | 50.05 —— | 59.95 | Lot 26 Pond
9 SCS Runoff | —— — | 14143 — — | 344.22 | 400.13 —— | 573.57 | Post-Dev Area drain to east wetland
10 Combine 8,9 ~— | 163.15 —— —— | 383.19 | 440.87 —— | 621.80 | Combine at wetland
1" Reach 10 —— | 107.36 — —~— | 281.63 | 329.39 —— | 477.58 | wetland
12 Reach 11 — 96.52 ——— —— | 262.56 | 307.71 —— | 453.03 | stream
Proj. file: Basin A at Lot 26 0405.gpw Friday, May 7 2004, 2:39 PM

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisotve
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Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. { Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
No. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
{origin) {cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)
o 47022722 __ | 459,133~ LRre-Dav-Areadrairto-east-wetond
el REA R 1126705 2 —F28—— L e e WG
~3-~Reach ~$23-126 2 732 450 127 2
5 SCS Runoff | 31.19 2 722 89,844 —_— ——— —_— Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Lot
6 SCS Runoff 10.43 2 720 23,886 — — — Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
7 Combine 40.36 2 722 113,731 5,6 —_ — Inflow Pipe to Lot 26 Pond
8 Reservoir 26.03 2 730 113,724 7 432.45 40,088 Lot 26 Pond
9 . |SCSRunoff | 14143 2 722 381,482 — —_ E— Post-Dev Area drain to east wetiand
10 | Combine 163.15 2 722 495,206 8,9 — ——— Combine at wetland
11 Reach 107.36 2 730 495,150 10 —_— —_— wetland
12 Reach 96.52 2 738 495,146 11 — —_ stream
Basin A at Lot 26 0405.gpw Return Period: 2 Year Friday, May 7 2004, 2:39 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisoive




Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve Friday, May 7 2004, 2:46 PM
Hyd. No. 8

Lot 26 Pond

Hydrograph type = Reservoir Peak discharge = 26.03 cfs

Storm frequency = 2yrs Time interval = 2 min

inflow hyd. No. =7 Reservoir name = Lot 26 Basin

Max. Elevation = 432.45ft : Max. Storage = 40,088 cuft

Storage Indicétion method used. Wet pond routing start elevation = 430.00 fi. Outflow hydrograph volume = 113,724 cuft

( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)

Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time inflow Elevation CvA CivB CivC CivD WrA WrB WrC WrD Exfil Outflow
(hrs) cfs ft cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs
12.10 34.16 432.38 25.35 — — — — — —_ — 25.35
12.13 29.10 432.44 2597 — — —— — —_— —_— —_— — 25.97
12.17 2419 432.45 26.03 —- — —_— —_— —_— —_— — —_— 26.03 <<
12.20 19.93 432 .41 2566 —— — — — —_— — —_— — 25.66
12.23 16.25 432.34 2482 —- — — — — — — — 24 82

...End



HYdrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 12

stream

Hydrograph type = Reach Peak discharge
Storm frequency = 2yrs Time interval
Inflow hyd. No. =11 - Section type
Reach length = 1400.0 ft Channel slope
Manning's n = 0.035 Bottom width
Side slope = 3.0:1 Max. depth
Rating curve x = 0.483 Rating curve m
Ave. velocity = 2.69ft/s Routing coeff.

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:41 PM

96.52 cfs

2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.2892

L S I L I Y I 1}

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time Inflow Outflow
(hrs) cfs cfs
12.23 : 102.74 93.49
12.27 97.39 96.16
12.30 91.20 96.52 <<
12.33 84.97 94.98
12.37 79.11 92.09

...End

Hydrograph Volume = 495,146 cuft
( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)



Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. | Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
No. type flow |interval [ peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) {cts) (min) (min) (cuft) () (cuft)
4 RUOff— 4 1426 ——2———720——1—+.679:656
2t Reach— | 4037 2t 726 | 3 4
~3__ |Reach_ 33759 12 —t 28— 1079; 2
5 SCS Runoff | 70.40 2 722 197,421 — —_— — Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Lot
6 SCS Runoff | 22.20 2 718 50,870 — —_— — Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
7 Combine 89.40 2 722 248,292 56 — — Inflow Pipe to Lot 26 Pond
8 Reservoir 45.96 2 732 248,285 7 435.03 74,325 Lot 26 Pond
9 | SCSRunoff | 344.22 2 720 897,060 — —_ — Post-Dev Area drain to east wetland
10 Combine 383.19 2 722 1,1453451 8,9 — — Combine at wetland
11 Reach 281.63 2 728 1,145,288 10 —— —_— wetland
12 Reach 262.56 2 734 1,145,286 11 — — stream
Basin A at Lot 26 0405.gpw Return Period: 10 Year Friday, May 7 2004, 2:39 PM

.8

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 8

Lot 26 Pond

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.
Max. Elevation

=7

Reservoir
10 yrs

435.03 ft

Peak discharge
Time interval
Reservoir name
Max. Storage

W nu

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:46 PM

45.96 cfs

2 min
.ot 26 Basin
74,325 cuft

Storage Indication method used. Wet pond routing start elevation = 430.00 ft.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)

12.10
12.13
12.17
12.20
12.23
12.27
12.30

...End

Inflow Elevation

cfs

74.04
62.52
51.51
42.00
33.85
26.94
21.39

ft

43475
43494
435.03
435.03
43497
43485
43469

CivA
cfs

4422
4537
4592
45.96
45.59
44 .86
43.86

CivB
cfs

RERRRE
HERREE
RERRRE
RERRRE
NERRRE
RERRRE

CivC

—

CivD
cfs

WrA

s
o1}

3

wWrC
fs

s

rD

)

NERRRR

Exfil

cfs

ARRRER

Outflow hydrograph volume = 248,285 cuft
( Printed values >= 85% of Qp.)

Outflow

cfs

44.22
45.37
4592
4596 <<
45.59
44.86
43.86



Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by intelisolve

Hyd. No. 12

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

o N nu

Reach
10 yrs

11
1400.0 ft
0.035
3.0:1
0.483
3.66 fi/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:41 PM

262.56 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.3736

LU ¢ [ 1 O A 1 I [

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)
12.17
12.20

12.23
12.27

...End

Inflow

cfs

277.98
266.32
249.18
229.03

Outflow
cfs

249.77
260.31

262.56 <<

257.56

Hydrograph Volume = 1,145,286 cuft
( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)

[ Y



Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. | Hydrograph| Peak Time Timeto | Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
No. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)
el EGE-Runoff 48440 2 720 4264166 Smoe o
2t REZCR— et 400892 _Z26. 1,251,452 4— o —
-3—Reach | —2 ¥Rt —1,251,15 2 —streame
5 SCS Runoff | 80.80 2 722 226,512 —_ — — Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Lot
6 SCS Runoff | 25.29 2 718 58,094 — e —— Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
7 Combine 102.34 2 722 284,606 56 —— ——— Inflow Pipe to Lot 26 Pond
8 Reservoir 50.05 2 732 284,599 7 435.74 85,015 Lot 26 Pond
9 SCS Runoff | 400.13 2 720 1,039,555 -— — — Post-Dev Area drain to east wetiand
10 Combine 440.87 2 722 1,324,153 | 8,9 — — Combine at wetland
1" Reach 329.39 2 728 1,324,098 10 —_— — wetland
12 Reach 307.71 2 734 1,324,097 11 —_— —_— stream
Basin A at Lot 26 0405.gpw Return Period: 25 Year Friday, May 7 2004, 2:39 PM

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by intelisoive




Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by Intelisolve ) Friday, May 7 2004, 2:46 PM

Hyd. No. 8
Lot 26 Pond

Hydrograph type = = Reservoir Peak discharge = 50.05 cfs

Storm frequency = 25yrs Time interval = 2 min

inflow hyd. No. =7 Reservoir name = Lot 26 Basin

Max. Elevation = 435.74 ft Max. Storage = 85,015 cuft

Storage Indication method used. Wet pond routing start elevation = 430.00 ft. Outfiow hydrograph volume = 284,599 cuft

( Printed values >= 85% of Qp.)

Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time Inflow Elevation CivA CivB CWWC CivD WA WrB WrC WrD Exfil Outflow
{hrs) cfs ft cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs
12.10 84.50 435.36 4790 — —— — — —— —n — — 47.90
12.13 71.27 435.59 4923 -— — — e — — — — 49.23
12.17 58.64 435.71 4991 — — —_— e —— — — — 49.91
1220 47.74 43574 << 5005 -—— N — —— — —— — — 50.05 <<
12.23 3841 435.68 4975 —— — —_— e — —_— —_— —— 49.75
12.27 30.51 435.56 4909 — —— —_— - — —_— —— —_ 49.09
12.30 2419 435.40 48.12 —— —— —— — —— — —_ — 48.12

...End



Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 12

stream

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency

Inflow hyd. No.
Reach length
Manning's n
Side slope
Rating curve x
Ave. velocity

Bt uunmn

Reach
25 yrs
11
1400.0 ft
0.035
3.0:1
0.483
3.84 ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth

- Rating curve m

Routing coeff.

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:41 PM

307.71 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.3889

mwannniwnnmn

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time
(hrs)
12.17
12.20

12.23
12.27

...End

Inflow

cfs

323.48
308.33
286.98
262.39

Outflow
cfs

297.02
307.31

307.71 <<

299.64

Hydrograph Volume = 1,324,097 cuft
( Printed values >= 85% of Qp.)



<
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Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. | Hydrograph| Peak Time Time to | Volume inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph
No. type flow interval | peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) {(min) | (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)

$——t-566-Rumoffi— 2 220 4,700:345 Pre-Dev-Araa-draintoeaST wetamt—
wp———r-Reach— 596-32 2 +26 —4:700,344 4 ~yetant—
3 Reaeh— 156995 2 F26——1—1700:34 2

5 SCS Runoff 112.66 2 722 316,980 —_ ———— — Post-Dev Lots 1,2,10-15, 24-26 to Lot
6 SCS Runoff 34.71 2 718 80,447 — —_ — Post-Dev Lots 3,4,5 to Lot 26 Pond
7 Combine 142.02 2 720 397,428 56 — — Inflow Pipe to Lot 26 Pond

8 Reservoir 59.95 2 732 397 421 7 437.69 120,466 Lot 26 Pond

9 SCS Runoff | 573.57 2 720 1,487,553 -— — — Post-Dev Area drain to east wetland
10 Combine 621.80 2 720 1,884,973 | 8,9 —— — Combine at wetland

1 Reach 477.58 2 728 1,884,919 10 —— —_— wetland

12 Reach 453.03 2 732 1,884,916 11 _— — stream

Basin A at Lot 26 0405.gpw Return Period: 100 Year | Friday, May 7 2004, 2:39 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve




Hydrograph Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve Friday, May 7 2004, 2:46 PM
Hyd. No. 8

Lot 26 Pond

Hydrograph type = Reservoir Peak discharge = 59.95 cfs

Storm frequency = 100 yrs Time interval = 2 min

Inflow hyd. No. =7 Reservoirname = Lot 26 Basin

Max. Elevation = 437.69 ft Max. Storage = 120,466 cuft

Storage Indication method used. Wet pond routing start elevation = 430.00 ft. Outflow hydrograph volume = 397,421 cuft

( Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)

Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time Inflow Elevation CivA CivB CivC CivD WrA WrB WrC WrD Exfil Outflow
(hrs) cfs ft cfs cfs cfs cts cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs
12.10 116.37 437.09 5712 —- — — — — —_— —— —_ 57.12
12.13 97.88 437 .41 58.65 —- —_— —— — —_— — — —_— 58.65
12.17 80.31 437.60 59.56 -—- —_— — — ——— — —— ——— 59.56
12.20 65.16 43769<< 5995 —-- —— —— —_ — — — — 59.95 <<
12.23 52.23 437.68 5991 — —— — — — — —_ — 59.91
12.27 41.33 437.59 59.52 — — — — —— — —_ — 59.52
12.30 32.64 437 .45 5885 — — —_— — — — — e — 58.85
12.33 26.77 437.27 5797 — — — —_— —_— — — — 57.97
12.37 23.52 437.06 5696 — — — — —_— —— —_— ——m 56.96

...End



Hydrograph Report

Hydrafiow Hydrographs by intelisolve

Hyd. No. 12

stream

Hydrograph type = Reach
Storm frequency = 100 yrs
inflow hyd. No. =11
Reach length = 1400.0 ft
Manning's n = 0.035
Side slope = 3.0:1
Rating curve x = 0.483
Ave. velocity = 4.32ft/s

Peak discharge
Time interval
Section type
Channel slope
Bottom width
Max. depth
Rating curve m
Routing coeff.

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:41 PM

453.03 cfs
2 min
Trapezoidal
0.70 %
20.00 ft
5.00 ft
1.466
0.4273

Modified Att-Kin routing method used.
Hydrograph Discharge Table

Time Inflow Outflow
(hrs) cfs cfs
12.17 463.30 44537
12.20 436.04 453.03 <<
12.23 400.56 44577

...End

Hydrograph Volume = 1,884,916 cuft

{ Printed values >= 95% of Qp.)



Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Pond No. 2 - Lot 26 Basin

Pond Data

Pond storage is based on known contour areas. Average end area method used.

Friday, May 7 2004, 2:34 PM

\"7%

Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) Incr. Storage {(cuft) Total storage (cuft)
0.00 426.00 1,631 0 0
2.00 428.00 4,167 5,798 5,798
4.90 430.00 7,167 11,334 17,132
6.00 432.00 10,401 17,568 34,700
8.00 434.00 13,524 23,925 58,625
10.00 436.00 16,874 30,398 89,023
12.00 438.00 20,449 37,323 126,346
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures
[Al [B] [C1 [D] [A] Bl [€] [D]
Rise (in) = 30.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest Len (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (in) = 30.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest EL (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 0 0 0 Weir Coeff. = 3.33 3.33 0.00 3.33
Invert El. (ft) = 430.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Weir Type = — — - —
Length (ft) = 200.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 2.00 0.00 000  0.00
N-Value = .013 .013 .013 .013
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Muiti-Stage = nfa No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Contour) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
Note: Culvert/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlet and outlet control.
Stage / Storage / Discharge Table
Stage Storage  Elevation CivA CivB CivC CivD WrA WwrB8 WrC WrD Exfil Total
ft cuft ft cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs cfs
0.00 0 426.00 0.00 — — — — — - — —_ 0.00
0.20 580 426.20 0.00 — —-— - — - — — - 0.00
0.40 1,160 426.40 0.00 — — — - - —_ — - 0.00
0.60 1,739 426.60 0.00 - — — — — — - - 0.00
0.80 2,319 426.80 0.00 - — — — — — - — 0.00
1.00 2,899 427.00 0.00 - — — - — - — —_ 0.00
1.20 3,479 427.20 0.00 — — - - - — - - 0.00
1.40 4,059 427.40 0.00 — — - - - — - - 0.00
1.60 4,638 427.60 0.00 -~ —_ — — — — - - 0.00
1.80 5,218 427.80 0.00 — — — - — - — — 0.00
2.00 5,798 428.00 0.00 — — — - — - — -— 0.00
2.20 6,931 428.20 0.00 -— — - - — — — — 0.00
240 8,065 428.40 0.00 - -— —_ — - — - — 0.00
2.60 9,198 428.60 0.00 — — — — — — - - 0.00
280 10,332 428.80 0.00 — — - - - — - — 0.00
3.00 11,465 429.00 0.00 — - o~ - — — — —_ 0.00
3.20 12,598 429.20 0.00 — — - —_ - — — - 0.00
3.40 13,732 429.40 0.00 - — — — — —_— - - 0.00
3.60 14,865 429.60 0.00 —_ —_ — — — - — - 0.00
3.80 15,999 429.80 0.00 — — — - — - — — 0.00
17,132 430.00 0.00 — — - - - — — — 0.00
4.20 18,889 4 . — — - - - — — — 0.28
4.40 20,646 430.40 1.08 - — - — — — — — 1.09
4.60 22,402 430.60 2.39 - — — — - — — —_ 2.39
4.80 24,159 430.80 413 - — —_ — - - - -— 413
5.00 25,916 431.00 6.25 — — —_— —_ - —_ - — 6.25
520 27,673 431.20 8.70 - - — — —_ — — — 8.70
540 29,430 431.40 11.40 - — - — - - — —_ 11.40
5.60 31,186 431.60 14.30 — — - — — — - — 14.30
5.80 32,943 43180  17.30 - - — - — — - — 17.30
6.00 34,700 432.00 20.28 - —_ - — —_ — — — 20.28

Continues on next page...



Lot 26 Basin )
Stage / Storage / Discharge Table

Stage
ft

6.20
6.40
6.60
6.80
7.00
7.20
7.40
7.60
7.80
8.00
8.20
8.40
8.60
8.80
9.00
9.20
9.40
9.60
9.80
10.00
10.20
10.40
10.60
10.80
11.00
11.20
11.40
11.60
11.80
12.00

...End

Storage
cuft

37,093
39,485
41,878
44,270
46,663
49,055
51,448
53,840
66,233
68,625
61,665
64,705
67,744
70,784
73,824
76,864
79,904
82,843
85,983
89,023
92,755
96,488
100,220
103,952
107,685
111,417
115,149
118,881
122,614
126,346

Elevation
ft

432.20
432.40

. 432.60

432.80
433.00
433.20
433.40
433.60
433.80
434.00
434.20
434 .40
434.60
434.80
435.00
435.20
435.40
435.60
435.80
436.00
436.20
436.40
436.60
436.80
437.00
437.20
437.40
437.60
437.80
438.00

CivA
cfs

23.1
25.55
27.46
2042
31.26
33.00
34.65
36.23

. 3774

39.19
40.59
41.94
43.25
44.53
45.76
46.97
48.14
49.29
50.41
51.51
52.58
53.63
54.66
55.67
56.67
57.65
58.61
59.55
60.48
61.40

@2
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Total

23.11
25.55
27.46
29.42
31.26
33.00
34.65
36.23
37.74
39.19
40.59
41.94
43.25
44.53
45.76
46.97
48.14
49.29
50.41
51.51
52.58
53.63
54.66
65.67
56.67
57.65
58.61
59.56
60.48
61.40

€3



85/14/2004 18:41 9145628828 KARTIGANER ARCHITECT PAGE, _ 82
@ay-14-2084 12:33 @M C  UMBlA HERITAGE LTD. a4 -©

COLUMBIA HERITAGE, LTD.
56 NORTH PLANK ROAD - SUITE 287
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550
Tol 888-204-4818 Fax. $45-8850804

13 May 2004

Mr. Drew A. Kartigener, Architect
%55 Plooming Orove Turnpike
New Windsor, New York 12551

Re: Phase 1 Cultural Resources Susvey
Middle Earth Development
Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York
Report CA477AB-1-5-04

Dear Mr. Kartiganer:

This‘summary report will confirm that our Phase 1 cultural resources survey of the areas lo.be
affected by proposed residential development has been completed aud will briefly summarnize
our findings and recommendastions.

Our scarch of the New Yark Staic Museum and State Historic Preservation Office histonical
and archaeological slie files and published sources o this part of the Town of New Windsor
indicated several documented sites of Native American occupation are localed in the vicinity
of the development parcel. Bascd on this proximity of known indigenous activity and the fact
that che physiographic character of portions of the affected area ase similar o jocations oficn
associaled with occupetion and usc by prehistoric popuiations of the region, an above.average
potential was identified for as-yet-undocumensed Natlve American cultural remaias to be
present within the project parcel.

The walking reconnaissance of the affeciod area carried out as pan of the Phase JA sudy noted
no anomslies that might indicate buried structural remains or cultural features. Combined with
information gleaned from historical lexts and maps, this indicatcd a below average potentisl for
cultural resources peraining to the Europoan American ere of occupation to be present within
the proposed construction arca.

To determine whether any archacological resources are in fact subject (o project impact, a Phase

18 site identification survey was carried aut for the ureas i be affected by proposed development,
Archeeological sampling was carried out by means of hand-dug shovel tests placed across flatter,
betar drained subarcas that retained upper solls, Test hole contonts were scroened through 1/4-inch
hardware mesh to facilitste the recovery of smaller cultursl items.
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Mr. Drew A, Kartiganer, Architect

Middle Earth Development - Phase | Cultursl Resources Survey
13 May 2004

Page 2 of 2

No traces of Native Aerican activity or buried European American cra cultural items were
encountered in archaeological sampling. A Jimited amount of middle to late twenticth century
surface deposition was noted In the vicinity of the standing residential structures on the property
that will not be affected by proposed developmeni. This is not considered to constituse a
potentially significant cultural resource.

Based on these findings, we conclude that construction as proposed will have no offecs on
cultural resources. Consequeatly, no further archacological investigation is recommended.

A Phase { report presenting our findings and recommendations in grester detail will be compieted
shortly andl forwarded 10 you for review sad comment. Please coniact me if you have any
questons or if | can be of any assistance in the meantime.

Sincerely,
[ 4 .\—“\

Steghen J. Oberon
Principa! Investigator
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New VYork State Office of Perks, Rycreation and Historic Pressrvation

Historic Pressrvation Figid Services Bureal
mmm Pesbles Isiand, PO Box 188, Waieriord, Naw York 12188-0189 518-237-8643
ummn-cm

October 10, 2003

Mark Bdsall

New Windsor Town Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Re:  SEORA
Middie Earth Subdfvision/Station Road South of
NY 207

New Windsor, Orangs County
D3PRO4523

Dear MrEdnﬂ

Thauk you for requesting the comments of the Office of Purks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP) copcerning your project’s potential impact/effect upon historic and/or
prehistoric cultaral resources. Our staff bas reviewsd the docurentstion that you provided oo
your project. Preliminsry cornments snd/or requesty fov additional informaution are nofed oo
soparats snclosures socompanying this letter. A deteemination of impact/effect will be provided
only after ALL documentation roguirements noted on sny enclosures bave besn met. Any
questions concermning our preliminary comments snd/or requests for additional information should
be disocied to the appropriate staff person identified on sach enclosure.

Ip cases where a stats agency is imvolved in this undertaking, it is approprists for that
agency to detsnnine whether consultation should ke pizoe with OPRHP under Section 14.09 of
the New York Stats Parks, Recreation and Historic Presecvation Law. Io sddition, if there is sy
federal agency involvement, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s rogulations, “Protection
of Historic and Cultural Properties” 36 CFR 300 roquires that sgency to initiate Section 106
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).

‘When responding, please be sure to refer to thy OPRHP Project Review (PR) number

noted above.:

Sincerely,

Ruth L. Pm-pont
RLP:cimnp

Miqummmmm
© prinewd == moycies peper
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Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

5 August 2003

SUBJECT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT MAJOR SUBDIVISION
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK
(NWPB REF. NO. 03-22)

To all Involved Agencies:

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has had placed before it an application for Major
Subdivision approval of the Middle Earth Development project, located off Station Road within
the Town. The project involves, in general, the subdivision of a 96+/- acre parcel into twenty-
seven (27) single-family residential lots. It is the opinion of the Town of New Windsor Planning
Board that the action is an Unlisted Action under SEQRA. This letter is written as a request for
Lead Agency Coordination as required under Part 617 of the Environmental Conservation Law.

A letter of response with regard to your interest in the position of Lead Agency, as defined by
Part 617, Title 6 of the Environmental Conservation Law and the SEQRA review process, sent to
the Planning Board at the above address, attention of Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board
Engineer (contact person), would be most appreciated. Should no other involved agency desire
the Lead Agency position; it is the desire of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board to
assume such role. Should the Planning Board fail to receive a written response requesting Lead
Agency within thirty (30) days, it will be understood that you do not have an interest in the Lead
Agency position. Thank you for your attention to this matter. Should you have any questions
regarding this notice, please feel free to contact the undersigned at the above number or (845)
567-3100.

Very truly yours,

Mark J. Edsall PE., PP
Planning Board Engmeer

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, New Paltz -
New York State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation -
Orange County Department of Health

George J. Meyers, Town of New Windsor Supervisor (w/o encl)
Town of New Windsor Town Clerk (w/o encl)

Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary

Planning Board Attorney (w/o encl)

Applicant (w/o encl)

NW03-22-LA Coord Letier 080503.doc

dont 1903
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Sent via Certified Mail 7006 0810 0004 3284 8135

September 26, 2007

Myra Mason

New Windsor Planning Board
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Ave.

New Windsor, NY 12553

RE: Middle Earth/ Woodside Crossing 030118
Performance Bond# 8845174
Escrow Reduction Request# 1

Dear Ms Mason:

Orleans has substantially completed the site improvements for the above referenced development; we
are seeking a performance bond reduction at this time based on work completed to date.

Our Sﬁéihél performance bond # 8845174 is in the amount of $1,254,430.00; we are asking for a
reduction in the arnount of $1,143,565.00. The enclosed detaiied excel sheet explains how we
calculated this number.

Your cooperation in processing this request _a‘hd ordering a site inspection is appreciated. Thank you for
prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

-

Jennifer Selinsky
Land Development Coordinator

cC: Kevin Moran, Orleans Homebuilders, Inc.
Mark Edsall, McGoey, Hauser and Edsail

Enclosure” T N A S it

3333 Street Road, One Greenwood Square, Suite 101, Bensalem, PA 19020 ¢« Phone: (215) 245-7500 * Website: www.orleanshomes.com



http://www.orieanshomes.com
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DEVELOPMENT:Woodside Crossing/Middle Earth 0322

TOWNSHIP:New Windsor, NY .
OWNER/DEVELOPER: Orleans Homebuilders

TOTAL ESCROW AMOUNT:
PERIOD:

ESCROW RELEASE NO:
PAI PROJECT NO:
AMOUNT THIS RELEASE:

$1,254,430.00

$1,143,565.00

ITEM DESCRIPTION ORIGINAL AMOUNT ~ VIORK COMPLETED TOTAL WORK TOTAL WORK REMAINING
NO. ' COMPLETED TO DATE
PREVIOUS RELEASES | AMOUNT THIS REQUEST
UNIT QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL QUANTITY.  TOTAL QUANTITY TOTAL QUANTITY TOTAL QUANTITY TOTAL
Roadway
1 |Clear & Grade Road ROW LF 4170 $ 17.00 $ 70,890.00 - $0.00 4170 $70,890.00 4170 $70,890.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
2  |Erosion Control (vary w/conditions) Unit 1 $ 50,000.00 $ 50,000.00 |. " $0.00 1 $50,000.00 1 $50,000.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
3 |Roadway Subbase (12’ course) sY 14425 $ 12.50 $ 180,312.50 - $0.00 14425  $180,312.50 14425  $180,312.50] 0 $0.00 0.0%
4 |Asphalt Pavement (1.5" top) sy 14425 $ 7.00 $ 100,975.00 $0.00 $0.00 0 $0.00 14425 $100,975.00  100.0%
5 |Asphalt Pavement (3.5" thick) sY 14425 $ 1450 $ 209,162.50 $0.00 14425  $209,162.50 14425  $209,162.50 0 $0.00 0.0%
6 [Concrete Monuments EA 40 $ 130.00 $  5,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 0 $0.00 40 $5,200.00  100.0%
7  |Roadway As-builts ROW EA 4170 $ 1.00 $  4,170.00 . $0.00 $0.00 0 $0.00 4170 $4,170.00  100.0%
8 |Street Signs (traffic Control) EA 4% 13000 $ 520.00 b $0.00 $0.00 0 $0.00 4 $520.00  100.0%
9 [Concrete Curbing LF 8340 $ 28.00 $ 233,520.00 $0.00 8340  $233,520.00 8340  $233,520.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
Drainage !
10 [Storm water Catch Basin EA 32 $ 2000.00 $ 64,000.00 $0.00 32 $64,000.00 32 $64,000.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
11 |Storm water Manhole EA 2 $ 2,00000 $  4,000.00 1 $0.00 2 $4,000.00 2 $4,000.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
12 |Storm water Pipe (HDPE - 18") LF 4260 $ 64.00 $ 272,640.00 1 $0.00 4260  $272,640.00 4260  $272,640.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
13 |Storm water Pipe (HDPE - 24") LF 65 $ 7200 $  4,680.00 $0.00 65 $4,680.00 65 $4,680.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
14  |Storm water Pipe (HDPE - 36") LF 150 $ 90.00 $ 13,500.00 $0.00 150 $13,500.00 150 $13,500.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
15 |End Section (HDPE) EA 11 $ 60000 $  6,600.00 $0.00 11 $6,600.00 11 $6,600.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
16 [Storm water Pond EA 1 $ 20,000.00 $ 20,000.00 $0.00 1 $20,000.00 1 $20,000.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
17 |Rip Rap Drainage Channel SY 230 $ 62.00 $ 14,260.00 $0.00 230 $14,260.00 230 $14,260.00 0 $0.00 0.0%
Subtotal: $1,254,430.00 $0.00 $1,143,565.00 $1,143,565.00 $110,865.00 8.8%
TOTALS: $1,254,430.00 T$0.00 $1,143,565.00 $1,143,565.00 $110,865.00 8.8%
SUMMARY: : .
ORIGINAL ESCROW AMOUNT $1,254,430.00 WORK COMPLETED TO DATE $1,143,565.00
LESS PREVIOUS RELEASES $0.00 i
LESS THIS RELEASE $1,143,565.00 ‘ SUBTOTAL $1,143,565.00
BALANCE REMAINING $110,865.00 ! LESS PREVIOUS RELEASES $0.00
THIS RELEASE $1,143,565.00

* Woodside Crossing Escrow Release Request #1

1of 1



PLANNING BOARD

AS OF: 08/03/2006

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

--DATE- -

07/15/2003
07/23/2003
07/23/2003
08/18/2003
02/25/2004
02/25/2004
04/14/2004
04/14/2004
05/26/2004
05/26/2004
06/23/2004
06/23/2004
09/22/2004
09/22/2004
10/13/2004
10/13/2004
02/22/2006
02/22/2006
06/05/2006

06/05/2006

DESCRIPTION

REC. CK. #1007

P.B. ATTY. FEE
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REC. CK. #1106
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#230n Agenda:  Receive And File Performance Surety Bond - Middle Earth
Subdivision

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor receive and file a
Performance Surety Bond numbered 08845174 from Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland

in the amount of $1,254,430.00 (as approved by this board on April 6, 2006)
for the Middle Earth Subdivision.

Sy T8, dgende



#33 On Agenda: Receive And File Irrevocable Offer Of Dedication - Middle Earth
Subdivision

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor receive and file an
Irrevocable Offer of Dedication from Clay S. Clement and the Estate of Dorothy J. Clement and

John M. Clement to the Town of New Windsor conveying Brandywine Road, Luthien Forest
Road, Station Road and Water Detention Area.

/706 7’5-@&{”
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May 23, 2007 47

MIDDLE_EARTH_DEVELOPMENT

MR. BABCOCK: This subdivision on Station Road at the
time it was called Middle Earth Development it's now
Orleans Development. What they wanted to do is they
actually there's a hundred foot buffer zone along
Station Road that they were supposed to keep all the
vegetation and they actually got a little carried away
with the chain saws when they were in there getting
some sight distance work done and they cut down some of
the buffer so these are trees that were along the stone
wall fence that are some 8, 10, 12 inches in diameter
which are not impossible to replace but somewhat
impossible. So I suggested that they give me a sketch,
a detail of what they were going to do about this and
they took quite a long time for them guys to come
around to talk to me.

MR. ARGENIO: And a stop work order.

MR. BABCOCK: And a stop work order to get their
attention and what they're proposing is on each side of
the entrances to this subdivision they're supposed to
put in some three foot raised beds with seven spruce
trees 10 to 12 foot high on one side and 10 spruce
trees 10, 12 foot high on the other side.

MR. ARGENIO: Mike, I see more plantings here than
spruce trees, I see a lot of low ground cover stuff.

MR. BABCOCK: Well, we talked to him today in my
office, I wasn't talking, Jennifer was talking.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Who is the engineer for this, Mike?
MR. EDSALL: Mazer Consulting.
MR. BABCOCK: And I see that in the picture too and but

it doesn't say, it doesn't say that what those things
are going to be, so I told them and Jennifer said, I
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told them I want some color and he said I think we
could arrange that, I want it on the plan, I want what
it is.

MR. ARGENIO: I couldn't agree more. We've been burnt
many a times because we didn't afford ourselves that
level of detail. Go ahead, Neil.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I remember when this client was
before us and I remember specifically because of the
contour of the land there also, they said that you're
hardly even going to see the houses. Now the one house
they're building there now you can't miss it, it's the
house on the top of the hill.

MR. ARGENIO: Okay, go ahead.
MR. BABCOCK: With the exception of that one.

MR. ARGENIO: Hardly even see the houses is not
included, the other five are up over the knob, I don't
know if you were aware of that.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Yes, I understand that. And I've
gotten feedback because I live in the area from people
that live right across the street that questioned what
was done about the landscaping and I haven't heard
anything recently but when it was done, you know, they
were very much concerned and annoyed about it so my
feeling is that it should be put back as close to what
was removed.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They just went ahead and cut it down.

MR. SCHLESINGER: They weren't being nice like Mr. Choe
and that was a concern of the people.

MR. ARGENIO: And I disagree for the following reasons.
I'm also a neighbor there because in my estimation what
they cut down was some ratty trees that go up in the
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stone wall and correct me if I'm wrong, Mike, cause I
did walk this site, they grow in the stone wall and
they go into the property and with the exception of
about four trees, maybe four trees there was no benefit
of screening whatsoever from those trees, Mike, right
or wrong?

MR. BABCOCK: That's correct.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Was there one big tree cut down that
wasn't supposed to be?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, they didn't run parallel to Station.
MR. ARGENIO: They ran perpendicular.
MR. BABCOCK: They ran a line that went back away.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I understand but perpendicular when
you're looking at the side you don't know
perpendicular, not perpendicular, it's a tree.

MR. ARGENIO: Let me finish my point. To have them put
back the same trees in the same location is a colossal
waste of money and effort in my estimation. What I
think we should be doing is compelling them with more
effort but the type the entrances with color and make
cosmetic moves that are going to make the area more
attractive rather than plant two dozen maple trees that
extend perpendicular into the site. That's my opinion.

MR. BABCOCK: Just add one quick thing. Some of the

trees were removed because of the sight distance and

they had to be removed, part of them were supposed to
be.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I remember that.

MR. BABCOCK: There was 55 trees, I don't know if that
was the total number of trees that were cut or that was
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the amount of trees they should have not cut.

MR. SCHLESINGER: That was a highway sight distance.
MR. BABCOCK: No, no, it was on this plan.

MR. ARGENIO: It was required because of sight distance
but as Mike said there were 25 trees that extended up
into the property that they cut that they weren't

supposed to.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I'd like to see some sort of sketch
that T can get a visual on.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You're right.

MR. ARGENIO: I don't have a problem with.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: This doesn't give you anything.

MR. ARGENIO: No problem with it, Neil, for them to put
back the trees that as they were is where I have a

issue.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Nothing is going to bring back the
splendor of the grass.

MR. ARGENIO: Mike, can you do that?
MR. BABCOCK: So this layout is okay?

MR. ARGENIO: What we're saying this is not the wrong
thing but it's a partial and I'm the one who told Mike
tell them to give us a drawing, you can't see what type
they are or anything.

MR. BABCOCK: Okay, so list out what you're putting in
there and get it back to me. They had their consulting
engineer draw this up which I'm sure he's capable of
doing.
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MR. SCHLESINGER: I'd like to see some sort of
computerized picture.

MR. ARGENIO: Computerized rendering.
MR. BABCOCK: Okay.

MR. SCHLESINGER: That's easy enough for somebody to
do.



PLANNING BOARD
: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 06/13/2006 _ PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS
STAGE: STATUS [Open, Withd]

A [Disap, Appr]
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22

NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

--DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE--~~---=--=~--- ACTION-TAKEN--------
06/05/2006 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED
02/22/2006 P.B. APPEARANCE APPR COND

COST EST - NEED PLANS WITH OCHD STAMP - DEED RESTRICTED AREA
TO BE REVIEWED BY ANDY KRIEGER - NEED DRAINAGE DIST.
COMPLETE BEFORE STAMPING - OFFERS OF DEDICATION TO TOWN

. ATTY. - NEED HIGHWAY APPROVAL

02/08/2006 PRELIMINARY APPROVAL GRANTED 6-MO EXT
10/13/2004 P.B. APPEARANCE PREL APPR -~ ND
09/22/2004 P.B. APPEARANCE TO RETURN

. NEED DRAINAGE REVIEW AND APPROVAL FROM HENRY & PAT HINES
. BEFORE SCHEDULING FOR ANOTHER AGENDA

06/23/2004 P.B. APPEARANCE - PUB HEAR ADDRESS COMMENTS
. ADDRESS COMMENTS FROM PUBLIC HEARING AND RETURN

05/26/2004 P.B. APPEARANCE SCHED PH - RETURN
. NEED FIRE APPROVAL AND HIGHWAY APPROVAL

04/14/2004 P.B. APPEARANCE TO RETURN
. NEED STREET NAMES - SURVEYOR STAMP - APPROVAL BOX - WAIVER
FOR SIDEWALKS IF DESIRED - ADDRESS MARK'S COMMENTS - ALL
PRIOR TO PUBLIC HEARING BEING SCHEDULED
02/25/2004 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: REVISE & RET
07/23/2003 P.B. APPEARANCE AUTH LA LETTER

06/18/2003 WORK SHOP SUBMIT



AS OF:

FOR PROJECT NUMBER:

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

06/13/2006

PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD SEQRA ACTIONS

3-22

NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

DATE-SENT

07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003
07/16/2003

/

ACTION- -~ = - << mmmmmmmommeee o
EAF SUBMITTED

CIRCULATE TO INVOLVED AGENCIES
LEAD AGENCY DECLARED
DECLARATION (POS/NEG)

SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING

PUBLIC HEARING HELD

WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING

PRELIMINARY APPROVAL

DATE-RECD
07/15/2003
07/23/2003
02/25/2004
10/13/2004
05/26/2004
06/23/2004
/7
10/13/2004
!/ /
/7

PAGE: 1

RESPONSE------~----—-
WITH APPLIC

AUTH LETR

TOOK LA

DECL NEG DEC
SCHEDULE PH

CLOSED PH

PREL APPR



PLANNING BOARD

AS OF: 06/05/2006

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

--DATE- -

07/15/2003
07/23/2003
07/23/2003
08/18/2003
02/25/2004
02/25/2004
04/14/2004
04/14/2004
05/26/2004
05/26/2004
06/23/2004
06/23/2004
09/22/2004
09/22/2004
10/13/2004
10/13/2004
02/22/2006
02/22/2006
06/05/2006

06/05/2006

DESCRIPTION

REC. CK. #1007

P.B. ATTY. FEE

P.B. MINUTES

POSTAGE

P.B. ATTY. FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ATTY. FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ATTY FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ATTY. FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ATTY FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ATTY. FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ATTY. FEE
P.B. MINUTES
P.B. ENGINEER FEE
REC. CK. #1106

;75 [QQuLfotaﬁ Ea0r00

TRANS

PAID
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG
CHG

CHG

CHG

PAID

TOTAL:

--AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

2325.00

35.00
22.50
3.18
35.00
33.00
35.00
27.50
35.00

44.00 \)&&
35.00
154.00
35.00
27.00
35.00
22.50
35.00
98.00

4384.40

5096.08 5096.08 0.00



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 06/05/2006 PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
RECREATION

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22

NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

~--DATE-- DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/05/2006 25 LOTS @ 2,000.00 EA CHG 50000.00
. 06/05/2006 REC. CK. #1107 PAID 50000.00
TOTAL: 50000.00 50000.00 0.00



Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

(845) 563-4611

RECEIPT
#465-2006

o6/o5/2006

Orleans DK, LLC
555 Blooming Gr. Turnpike
Naw Windsor, NY 12553

Received $ 775.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 06/05/2006. Thank you for
stopping by the Town Clerk’s office.

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you.

Deborah Green
Town Clerk

Phtoz-2 2



CONDITIONS TO BE MET PRIOR TO STAMPED

APPROVAL OF PLANS

PROJECT: 7ndfle Eapth Sub. P.B. #_p3-22

DATE: <s./¢2-n

FEES TO BE PAID: %50, 177.20 Eagect .
(see financial sheet for amounts)
PAID:
YES NO
#* »* #* » *» * * * * *» * » * »*
BOND ESTIMATE SUBMITTED: /
NOTES: YES NO
ESTIMATE APPROVED BY ENGINEER: v~
NOTES: YES NO
BONDS POSTED WITH TOWN:
NOTES: YES NO
ROAD MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT:
NOTES:
SUBMITTED:
APPROVED:____ #) v
J YES NO
EASEMENTS & DESCRIPTIONS:
NOTES:
DESCRIPTIONS SUBMITTED: v
YES NO
APPROVED: v
YES NO
EASEMENTS SUBMITTED: -
YES NO

PLAN CONDITIONS CHECKED AND APPROVED

BY ENGINEER:
NOTES:MAM%ZM CF tocecchin Df”/\/

NO



Tgwn of New Mndsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4689

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD
June 5, 2006

Middle Earth Development

by Drew Kartiganer

555 Blooming Grove Tpk.

New Windsor, NY 12553

ATTN: DREW KARTIGANER

SUBJECT: MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION - P.B. #03-22

Dear Mr. Kartiganer:
Please find attached printouts of fees due for subject project.

Please make payments in separate checks, payable to the Town of New
Windsor, as follows:

Check #1 — Approval Fee........cc.oovvvviniiniiiiiiiiinniennn.e. $ 775.00
Check #2 — AmMOUnNt OVET €SCTOW........cuvereeeenrenennennnnnn. $ 2,771.08
Check #3 ~ Recreation Fee (26 Lots)..............ceeerene... $  50,000.00

A performance bond in the amount of $1,254,430.00 must be postedA with the
town in acceptable form prior to the maps being signed approved.

Please note: A 4% inspection fee of $50,177.20 was paid on 5/19/06.

Upon receipt of the above payments, I will have the plans stamped and signed
approved.

If you have any questions in this regard, please contact my office.

Very truly yours,

Plasea

Myfa L. Mason, Secretary To The
NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

MLM



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 06/05/2006 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

APPROVAL

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: . 3-22

NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

’

--DATE-~ DESCRIPTION-----~~--- TRANS ~--AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/05/2006 APPROVAL FEE CHG 775.00
TOTAL: 775.00 0.00 775.00



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 06/05/2006 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION---~----- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
07/15/2003 REC. CK. #1007 PAID 2325.00
07/23/2003 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
07/23/2003 P.B. MINUTES CHG 22.50
08/18/2003 POSTAGE CHG 3.18
02/25/2004 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
02/25/2004 P.B. MINUTES CHG 33.00
04/14/2004 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
04/14/2004 P.B. MINUTES CHG 27.50
05/26/2004 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00
05/26/2004 P.B. MINUTES CHG 44.00
06/23/2004 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
06/23/2004 P.B. MINUTES CHG 154.00
09/22/2004 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00
09/22/2004 P.B. MINUTES CHG 27.00
10/13/2004 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
10/13/2004 P.B. MINUTES CHG 22.50
02/22/2006 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
02/22/2006 P.B. MINUTES CHG 98.00
06/05/2006 P.B. ENGINEER FEE CHG 4384.40

TOTAL: 5096.08  2325.00 2771.08

Chock #2



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 06/05/2006

PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
RECREATION
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)
--DATE-- DESCRIPTION----~----~- TRANS -~-AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/05/2006 26 LOTS @ 2,000.00 EA CHG 52000.00
TOTAL: 52000.00 0.00 52000.00

ook £3



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 06/05/2006 PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
4% FEE

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION---~~---~ TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
05/19/2006 4% OF 1,254,430. INSP FEE CHG 50177.20
05/19/2006 REC. CK. #196870 (ORLEANS PAID 50177.20

TOTAL: 50177.20 50177.20 0.00

O sl



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 06/05/2006 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

PERFORMANCE BND

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22

NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION--~-~-~--=- TRANS ~~AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

06/05/2006 PERF. BOND $1,254,430.00 CHG 0.00

TOTAL: 0.00 0.00 0.00



PUBLIC HEARING
PROPOSED DRAINAGE DISTRICT #11
MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION
WEDNESDAY, MAY 3,2006 7:00 P.M.
NEW WINDSOR TOWN HALL
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Supervisor Green, Councilman Finnegan, Councilwoman Mullarkey,
Councilwoman Weyant, Councilwoman Biasotti

OTHER OFFICIALS PRESENT: ~ Comptroller Reis, Town Attorney Blythe, Police Lieutenant Hovey, Highway
Superintendent Fayo

Supervisor Green called to order the Public Hearing regarding proposed Drainage District #11 and presided over
same.

The Town Clerk presented proof of publication as required by law.

Supervisor Green opened the Public Hearing by asking if anyone had any comments to make relating to Drainage
District #11 for Middle Earth Subdivision.

Barney Bedetti inquired as to the location of the subdivision and was answered by Drew Kartiganer, the developer,
that it was located off of Station Road.

Hearing no one ¢lse wishing to speak, Supervisor Green entertained a motion to close the Public Hearing.

Motion by Councilwoman Mullarkey, seconded by Councilman Finnegan that the Town Board of the Town of New
Windsor close the Public Hearing in the matter of the establishment of Drainage District #11 for Middle Earth
Development at 8:10 P.M.

Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0

Motion by Councilwoman Mullarkey, seconded by Councilman Finnegan that the Town Board of the Town of New
Windsor adopt the establishment of Drainage District No. 11, in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange, New

York, pursuant to Article 12 of the Town Law.
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0

Respectfully submitted,

DEBORAH GREEN
TowN CLERK

/clc



REORDER 385 - U.3. PATENT NO. 5636290, 5575608, 5641183, 578535, 596436+, 6030000

ORLEANS CORPORATION . DATE: . /06 CHECK NO.: 196870
VOUCHER INVOICE DATE INVOICE AMOUNT DISCOUNT NET AMOUNT
050615269 49312 5/16/06 50,177.20 50,177.20
Check totals: 50,177.20 50,177.20
Payee: TOWN OF NEW WINDSON vndr: 09075 Chk no: 196870

Orleans Corp. General

PLEASE DIRECT One Greenwood Square
3333 Steet Rd. Suite 101

ANY INQUIRIES TO: Bensalem, PA. 19020
215-245- 500




.FOWN OF NEW WINDS&

MAJOR SUBDIVISION FEE SCHEDULE

APPLICATION FEE: $ 150.00
ESCROW:
RESIDENTIAL:
LOTS @ $200.00 EACH LOT (FIRST FOUR LOTS) $
LOTS @ $100.00 EACH LOT OVER FOUR LOTS $ _
COMMERCIAL:
LOTS @ $500.00 EACH LOT (FIRST FOUR LOTS) $
LOTS @ $200.00 EACH LOT OVER FOUR LOTS $ -
TOTAL ESCROW DUE: $._
APPROVAL FEES:
PRE-PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL $_ 200.00
PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL (200.00 OR 20.00/LOT) @w) $_ G400
FINAL PLAT APPROVAL FEE ($100.00 + $5.00/LOT) $ _ |35.00
FINAL PLAT SECTION FEE $ 106:00
TOTAL APPROVAL FEES: $__7275.00
T T e e e e
RECREATION FEES:
2,000.00
Al LOTS @ $1:506:00 / LOT §_53.000, 00
e e T
TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW: ESCROW POSTED: $
P.B. ENGINEER FEE \ ]
P.B. ATTY. FEE $
MINUTES OF MEETING $
OTHER $ .
TOTAL DEDUCTION: $

REFUND: $
AMOUNT DUE; $

e e e e e e e e e
PERFORMANCE BOND AMOUNT $.435 ‘7‘; 43p,00

INSPECTION FEE:
2% PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS $
4% PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS §_20, /77,40 4L shaloe



MEMORANDUM

TO: Myra Mason

CC: Drew Kartiganer
FROM: Michael Blythe, Esq.
DATE: May 19, 2006

SUBJECT: Middle Earth Performance Surety Bond and Drainage District #11

Upon review | find the Performance Surety Bond (#08845174) for Middle
Earth Subdivision to be in acceptable form. Also, the amount is correct as
approved by the New Windsor Town Board on April 6, 2006.

Regarding Drainage District #11, all approval procedures have been
completed and the Drainage District was adopted on May 3, 2006 (see following
quote from the Town Board Minutes — available online).

“Motion by Councilwoman Mullarkey, seconded by Councilman Finnegan that the Town
Board of the Town of New Windsor adopt the establishment of Drainage District No. 11,

in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange, New York, pursuant to Article 12 of the
Town Law. :

Roll Call: All Ayes

Motion Carried: 5-0”

MDB

H:My Documents\memorandums\Myra_DD!11 and MiddlcEarth Boud OK.doc
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 05/19/2006 v , PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
4% FEE

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION-----~--- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
05/19/2006 4% OF 1,254,430. INSP FEE CHG 50177.20
05/19/2006 REC. CK. #196870 (ORLEANS PAID 50177.20

TOTAL: 50177.20 50177.20 0.00

c\\“‘\“
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FILE No.287 03,01 '06 10:03  ID:JACOBOWITZRGUBITS

GERALD N. JACOBOWITZ G. BRIAN MORGAN

DAVID B. GUBITS KIRK VAN TASSELL
JOHN H. THOMAS JR. SANFORD R. ALTMAN
GERALD A. LENNON MARK T. STARKMAN
PETER A. ERIKSEN COUNSELORS AT LAW AMANDA B. BRADY
HOWARD PROTTER MICHELE L. BABCOCK
DONALD G. NICHOL 158 ORANGE AVENUE GARY M., SCHUSTER
LARRY WOLINSKY POST OFFICE BOX 367 WILLIAM E. DUQUETTE

ROBERT E. DINARDO WALDEN, NEW YORK 125860367
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JOHN C. CAPPELLO
GEORGE W. LITHCO
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(845) 778-2121  (345) 778-5173 FAX

E-mail: info@jacobowvitz.com PAULA ELAINE KAY*

IRAJ,

: | Middle Earth Development

Fax #: | (845)567-3232
<. i Drainage District
To: | Richard McGoey, P.E. \

|

| Fildg: | 1171-006
Date: | March 1, 2006 ! &L Babeock
Phone #: f (845)567-3100

| Attached
Documents:

From: | 1

[
| Total Pages: ! 1

MESSAGE:
Dear Dick:

. In response to your memo dated February 23, 2006, please note the following:

- 1. Map pockets marked Exhibit A will be delivered to the Town under separate cover for insertion of
: the maps.

_ 2. The cost of maintenance of a drainage district is calculated on a benefit basis as per Town Law §§202
- and 202-a, not ad valorem basis.

. 3. Please note the estimated cost of maintenance for Drainage District No. 9, approved by the Town
| Board on November 2, 2005, was $71.43. The proposed cost of maintenance for Middle Earth is $73.08.

| If you need any additional information, please feel free to contact me.

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. (Via Facsimile 567-3232)
Michael Blythe, Esq. (Via Facsimile 563-4692)
Client (Via Facsimile 562-8828)

NOTICE

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE IS ATTORNEY PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION
INTENDED ONLY FOR TIE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE. If THE READER OF THIS FACSIMIIF
1S NOT THF. INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED
RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION. OR REPRODUXTION OF THIS
FACSIMILE IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS FACSIMILE IN ERROK, PLEASE IMMIDIATELY
NOTIFY US BY TELEPHONE AND RETURN THE ORIGINAL. FACSIMULE TO US AT THE ABOVE ADDRESS VIA THE US.
POSTAL SERVICE. THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION.

IF YOU HAVE PROBLEMS RECEIVING THIS FAX PLEASE CALL 845-778-2121.

WALITIWMB2423 WPD

— e e =



Bwn oF New Wint®or

555 UNION AVENUE
NeEw WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
TELEPHONE: (845) 563-4630
FAX: (845) 563-4692

ATTORNEY FOR THE TOWN
MiCHAEL D. BLYTHE, ESsQ.

April 19, 2006
Michele Babcock, Esq.
Jacobowitz & Gubits
1568 Orange Avenue
PO Box 367
Walden, NY 12586-0367

Re: Middie Earth Subdivision - your file # 1171-006
New Windsor PB# 03-22

Dear Ms. Babcock,

Per your letter of February 15", | have reviewed the Offers of Dedication and
Deeds for Brandywine Road, Station Road, Luthien Forest Road and the Detention
Area for the above referenced project. | also note that Mr. Edsall has reviewed the
descriptions and finds them acceptable. The Offer of Dedication and deeds are similarly
acceptable to this office and per your letter, please forward the original, signed copies
together with the Capital Gains Affidavit and Equalization forms. By copy of this letter |
am advising Ms. Mason that the Offers are in proper order.

Very truly yours,

Michael D. Blythe

Attorney for the Town of New Windsor
MDB:kd

Cc:  Mark Edsall, Town Engineer
Myra Mason

C:\Documents and Settings\mmason\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLKFB\Mich Bab_Midd carth doc
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MAR-B6-2806 12:53 MC GOEY HALSER EDSALL. FC 845 567 3232 P.82

o @ v

33 AIRPORTY CenTER DRIVE

suirte 202
NEW WiNDsOR, NEW York 12660
L
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL (848) 887-3100
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. A FAX: (84S) 567-3232

E-MAIL MH!H?@MNEPC.GOH

RICHARD D. MGGOEY, P.E, s ray
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. wve an
MARK J, EDBALL, P.E. siv xunrn
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. (nva pa)

WRITER'S E-MAIL. ADDREGS
MIE@MHERC.COM

6 March 2006

Town of New Windsor Town Board
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

ATTENTION: GEORGE A GREEN, TOWN SUPERVISOR

SUBJECT: MIDDLE EARTH DYMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION
RECOMMENDATION FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT BOND AMOUNT
Planning Board Application No. 03-22

Dear Supervisor Green:

The subject subdivision received conditional final approval from the Planning Board on
22 February 2006. A condition of the approvil was the posting of the necessary performance
security for the Public Improvements, with the amount approved by the Town Board.

As per normal procedure, a Public Improvement Cost Estimate was prepared by the Applicant’s
Engineer, ard it was subsequently reviewed by our office. Upon such review, a copy of an amended
cost estimate is attached hereto. Our office recommends that the Town Board establish a Public
Improvement Performance Amouat for the project, im accardasce with Section 252-24 (A) of
the Town Code, in the amount of $1,254,430.00.

The apgiicant should pay the Town the associated Inspection fee amount, per Section 252-24
(C) in the amount of $50,177.20.

If you have any questions regarding the above, please do not hesitatie to contact me.

Very truly yours,

e'er for ﬂjve Town

cc: Richard D. McGoey, P.E., Engineer for the Town
Michae! D. Blythe, Esq., Attorney for the Town

REGIONAL OFFICES
* 5A7 BROAD STREET * MILrokD, PENNSYLVANIA 18337 * £70-296-2265 ¢

¢ 540 BROADWAY * MONTICELLO, NEw YoRK 12701 * $4%-794-3301

ce: M. G
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Boadvwey

Clest & Grade Road ROW

Clear & Grace Road ROW
Erosion Conftrol {(vary wicondiions)

Roadway Subbase

Roadway Subbase (8" course)
Roadway Subbase (127 course)
Roadway Subbase (15 course)

Asphalt Pavemnent

Asphelt Pavement (1.5 top)
Asghalt Pavement (Z” top)
Asphat Pavement (3" thick)
Asphat Pavement (35" thick)
Asphait Pavement (4" thick)
Agphalt Pavement (5" thick)

Tack Coat
Double Surface Trestment

Roedway ROW Tapsci (67) & Seeding
Roadway ROW Topsci & Seeding
Concrele Monuments

Roadway As-builts RCW

Street Signs (Traffic Control)
Stiest ID Sign

Concrete Curbing
Concrete Sidewak

Concrete Sidewak (4 wide}
Cancrete Sidewalk (57 wide)

UNIT UNIT COST Qry JOTAL CO8T
SF $0.80 $ -
LF $17.00 4170 $ 70890.00
Unit $ 5000000
cY $37.00 $ -
sY $6.25 ) $ -
Sy $12.50 14425 $ 18031250
SY $15.50 $ -
Ton $75.00 $ -
SY $7.00 14425 $ 10097500
SY $8.50 $ -
SY $12.50 $ -
SY $14 50 14425 3 209,162.50
8SY $16.00 $ -
SY $19.00 $ -
§Y $0.45 $ -
sY $6.50 $ -
SY $13.00 $ -
LF $35.00 $ -
EA $130.00 40 $ §,200.00
LF $1.00 4170 $ 4,170.00
EA $130.00 4 S 520.06
EA $155.00 $ -
LF $28.00 8340 $ 23352000
SY $65.00 $ -
LF $21.00 $ -
LF $26.00 $ -

UNewWindsor PB-11NW03-22- MJS Bord Eat



Street Trees (2.5 caliper)

Stieet Trees w/rame & grate (2.5 caliper)
Street Lights {std. Luminair, U/G feed)
Guide Raidl (W-Beam)

Guide Rail {(Box Beam single ra?)

End Section (W-Beam)

End Section (Box Beam Type 1.9' Taper)
End Section {(Box Beam Type 2,18 Taper)

Conmnection to Existing Catch Basin
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 157 costed)
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 18" coaled)
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 24" conted)
Stoimwader Pipe (CMP - 30" cosled)
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 36" coated)
Stormwakar Pipe (CMP - 48" costed)
End Section (CMF coated)

Stormwater Pip2 (HDPE - 157)
Stormwater Pipe (HDPE - 187
Stormwater Fipe (HDPE - 24)
Stormuwater Pipe (MOPE - 307
Stormwater Pipe (HOPE - 36%)
End Section (HDPE)
Stormwater Pond

EETRREED

PECSELS PERSGSRGnER

$400.00
$1,000.00
$7.000.00
$25.00
$46.00
$830.00
$609.00
$1,000.00

PAAPLPPOAANPAN
[ S T SR TR S

UND  UMTGOST  QIY  IQIAtcosT

$2,000.00

$2,500.00

$1,000.00
$47 .00
$53.00
362.00
$70.00
$77.00
$93.00
$450.00

o &

h 4
I-cucttllg
8

$62.00
$64.00 4260
$72.00 65
$85.00
$90.00 150
$600.00 11
$20,000.00 1 $ 2000000

AP PP NP

UiNewWindsor PB-1WINW03-22- MJS Bond Est
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Concrote Headwal

Rip Rap Drainage Channel
Non-lined Drainage Channel
Perforsted Pipe/Stone Underdrain

.

Watermain (Di - 87)

Gate Vaive (87)
Tepping Sleeve and Vaive (87)
Watermain (D8 - 127)

Gale Veive (127
Tepping Sieeve and Valve (12

CEECREREER Ga%T

g R

$6,100.00
$62.00 230
$11.00
$11.00

L R X R

$75.00
91 500.00
$4,200.00

$85.00
$2,300.00
$5,600.00
$3,300.00
$1.350.00
$3,100.00
$10,300.00

PBPBBBABBIBNBA

$65.00

$82.00
$3,300.00
$5.800.00
$1,250.00

L. X X K K/

Totad $

U:NewWindsor PB-1\NIW03-22- MJS Bond Est

14.260.00

L] 1 L] . t [] . 1 1] ]
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Myra Mason

From: DrewKArch@aol.com

Sent:  Tuesday, May 09, 2006 5:38 PM

To: mjedsall@mhepc.com

Ce: jimclearwater@yahoo.com; Myra Mason; Michael Blythe
Subject: SPAM-LOW: Middle Earth Close out items..

May 9, 2006

Mark Edsall, PE

McGoey, Hauser, Edsall, Consulting Engineers, PC
By E mail

Project: Middle Earth

Subject: Middle earth approval status

Dear,

A letter in my files from you to Jim Clearwater and Myra Mason detailed the status of the project with
regard to outstanding items to complete the subdivision process. The letter was from April 18, 2006.

The issues outstanding that were, as I understand it, holding up the close out of the Planning Board final
billing for the project were as follows:

1: OCDOH approval was pending.

As of 5/9/06, the final drawings have been signed by the OCDOH and all approvals
and acceptability of the plans to the County Clerk have been confirmed..
2. Restrictive Covenants issue was outstanding/ pending based on Myra checking with
Andy Krieger’s ok.

As of 5/9/06, the final form of the restrictive covenants have been completed and, as

I understand it, Andy Krieger has signed off on same.

3. Public Improvement Bond Amounts.
The recommended bond amounts from MHE were noted and approved by
Town Board action in May meeting.

4. Drainage District. Confirmation and acceptance.

I have been working on getting the signatures on the final drainage and
dedication documents that were approved by MB, the Town Attorney. They were formatted by
Jacobowitz & Gubits, and have been approved with regard to form by the Town Attorney.

Based on the above, all the outstanding issues in you email of 4/18 have been completed. If this is

5/10/2006
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accurate and acceptable, I would ask that you start finalizing all costs related to the project so we can

set up to pay final fees and costs to the Town in order to get the ok for the Planning Board Chairman
to sign off on the project and then we can go file the map.

Thanks much to your attention to this item. And thanks even more for your professionalism and
patience.

Sincerely yours,

Drew Kartiganer

5/10/2006
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GERALD N. JACCBOWITZ . G. BRIAN MORGAN
DAVID 8. GUBITS ACOBOWITZ ano (GUBITS LLp  WAKvan TasseLL

JOHN H. THOMAS JR. SANFCRD R. ALTMAN

« GERALD A LENNON MARK T. STARKMAN
PETER R. ERIKSEN COUNSELORS AT LAW AMANDA B. BRADY
HOWARD PROTTER o MICHELE L BABCOCK
DONALD G. NICACL 15§ ORANGE AVLNUE GARY M. SCHUSTER
LARRY WOLINSKY POST OFFICE BOX 347 WILLIAM E DUQUETTE
ROBERT E. DINARDO WALDEN, NEW YORK 125860367 JOSEPH .. RANNI
J. aet:.mMéN GAILEY AUDREY L. F. SCOTT
MARK A, KROHN' . e iu

(845) 778:.212  (845)778-5172 FAX .
JCHN C, CAPFELLO gt ; A PAULA ELAINE KAY"
GEORGE #/. LITHCO E-mail: info@iacobovyitz.com IRA J. COHEN®
MICHAEL L. CAREY *Of Coursal
TLL v I TAXATION .
Fax #: = (845)563-4695 ' RE: | , Middle Earth Subdivision
(845)562-8828 :
: | )
; To: . Myra Mason : File #: : | 1171-006
l i Drew Kartiganer i §
Date: | April 4, 2006 ‘ From: | Michele L. Babcock
Phone #: | (845) 5634616  Total Pages: | §
_ - (845)562- 4499 i ,
i Attached ! Declaration of Restrictive Covenants
© Documents: !
i ' 2006
. MESSAGE: ST
. Dear Myra: |

: Attached please find the above referenced document which has been reviewed and approved by Andrew

i S. Krieger , Esq. for your records. A complete and signed copy will be delivered to the Town when a
copy of the signed subdivision plat is picked up from your office. Upon recording with the Orange
County Clerk’s Office, a copy of the recorded document will be forwarded to the Town for filing.

" If you have any questions, please fecl free to contact me.

truly yours,

bl Bk

cc: Andrew S. Krieger, Bsq. -Via Facsimile (845)562-2407 (w/owt atiachments)

NOTICE

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE IS ATTOKRNEY PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION
INTENDEDR ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE. IF THE READER OF THIS FACSIMILE
ISNOT THE INTENDLD RECIFIENT. OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBILE TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED
RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINA TION, DISTRIBLUTION, OR REPRODUCTION OF THIS
FACSIMILE IS SIRKTLY PRONIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECRIVED THIS FACSIMILE IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY
NOTIFY 135 BY TELEPHONE AND RETURN THE QRIGINAL FACSIMILE TO US AT THE ABOVE ADRRESS VIA THE LN
POSTALSLRVICE., THANK YOU +OR YOUR COCPERATION

IF YOU HAVE PROBLEMS RECEIVING THIS FAX PLEASE CALI. 845-778-2121.

WAL 7]6MB2553 WPD

1
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DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS

‘THIS DECLARATION, made this ___ day of , 2006 by

(“Declarant”) declares as follows:

WHEREAS, Declarant is the owner of ceriain property located in the Town of New Windsor,

County of Orange, State of New York, designated as a portion of Tax Map No. §4-1-53.1, said

property having been conveyed to Declarant by Deed dated and recorded in
the Orange County Clerk’s Office on ,in Liber , page _ ;
and

WHEREAS, Declarant has been granted final subdivision approval of a 26-lot subdivision by
the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, which approval requires the recording of this Declaration
in the County Clerk’s office; and

WIHEREAS, the final subdivision plat, titled “Middle [arth Subdivision” prepared by MIS

Engineering dated _, last revised , 15 10 be filed in the

County Clerk’s office and is also filed at the Town of New Windsor Town Hall; and

WIEREAS, the conveyance of lots and parcels are o be made from the subdivision Map; and

WHEREAS, use and maintenance of certain portions of the subdivision, identified below, are
subject «y ihe covenants and restrictions set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, this Declaration witnesseth that Declarant, in consideration of the
subdivision, does hereby publish, declare, covenant and agree as follows:
i. A Conservation and Scenic Restriction shall be and hereby is established along portions of
Lots i, 2, 3. 4 and 5 adjacent to Station Road, as shown on the Map. The area of this Conservation
and Scenic Restriction shall extend to a line 200 feet east and parallel to the joint property line with

Station Roud for cach said lot as shown on the Map. Although Lot No. 6 is adjacent to Station Road
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as shown on the subdivision Map, Lot No. 6 shall not be subject to the Conservation and Scenic
Restriction. Within this Conservation and Scenic Restriction area, the following shall apply:

A. No fences, accessory buildings, above or below ground swimming pools or other
buildings or accessory structures shall be erected, placed or constructed.

B. There shall be no vehicle storage, parking or placement at any time.

C. No hard swrface paths or tracks shall be permitted.

D. The use, racing or riding of motorized vehicles, motor bikes or similar type vehicle

uses is prohibited.

E. The owner of any lot containing a Conservation and Scenic Restriction area shall be

3

required to maintain the arca in a neat. clean and safe condition and manner. This shall include grass

mowing and maintenance of trees and other vegetation existing on the property ai time of acquisition.

The cutting and removal of trees, particularly dead wood, for safety reasons is specifically allowed.

2. An Open Space Restriction shall be and hereby is established on those portion(s) of Lots 2, 3.

4,5,17,18, 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23 that ¢contain federal or state wetlands as shown on the subdivision

Map. Within this Open Space Restriction area, the following shall apply:

A. Each said Open Space Restriction area shall be maintained by the tespective property

owner as open space and retained forever in its natural, scenic, forested and open space condition.
The owner shali prevent any use of the area which would impair or interfere with the above

conservation requirements.

B. There shall be no use or activity of an Open Space Restriction area that is inconsistent

with the purpose of this restriction. Any use or activity of said areas must relate only to scenic

conservation, open space and passive recreation.

| %

(&)
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C. No buildings, structures or other physical improvements are permitted, except the
construction of a non-paved natural surface trail system and trail markings.

3. The owner of each respective lot is responsible to maintain the Conservation and Scenic

Restriction area(s) and Open Space Restriction area(s) situate on the respective lot.

4. This Declaration and all covenants and restrictions herein may be enforced by the owner of
any lot in the subdivision and/or by the Town of New Windsor. The Town of New Windsor Buiiding
inspector is hereby piven permission to enter upon and inspect the Conservation and Scenic
Restriction area(s) and Open Space Restriction area(s) upon rcasonablg wrilten notice to the then-
owner for such purpose. The Town of New Windsor possesses the right, but not the obligation, to
enforce this Declaration or any covenant herein and no duty, legal or otherwise, is created. If the
Town of New Windsor does seek to enforce any covenant herein, the covenant may be enforced in
the same manner as Town zoning requirements. All fees and costs related to the enforcement of
these restrictions and covenants, including reasonable antorney fees, shall be recovered by the

prevailing party from the non-prevailing party.

5. Reference 10 this Declaration shall be included in any deed for the lots or properties identified
erein. liowever, failure to so reference this Declaration shall have no effect on its validity, binding

eilect or application of the covenants herein.

6. ‘This Declaration and all covenanis herein shall run with the land and shall be binding upon
Declarant, its heirs, transferees, successors and assigns.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this Declaration this ___ day of
, 2006.
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STATEOFNEW YORK
)ss.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

On : , 200__, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public
in and for said State, personally appeared , personally known 10 me
ar proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is
subscribec to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the
same in his/her/their capacity, and that by his/her/their signature on the instrument, the
individual or the person upon behaif of which the individual acted, executed the instrument

Notary Public, State of New York



May 17, 2006

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Myra Mason

Planning Board Secretary

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Re: Middle Earth Subdivision

Dear Ms. Mason:

As you know, my client will be developing the Middle Earth Project. Enclosed
please find the following with regard to the above subdivision:

1. Original Performance Surety Bond in the amount of $1,254,430.00.

Please feel free to call if you have any duestions.

Very truly yours,
/
Eric J. Phillips
Senior Associate Counsel
EJP/maw
cc: Drew Kartiganer (via fax 845-562-8828) 7)7/ 0/6//.3 Lt /@-'{'
P.B.¥F03-22
RECEIVED
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR |

ENGINEER& PLANMING ‘ 2

3333 Street Road, One Greenwood Square, Suite 101, Bensalem, PA 19020 < Phone: (215) 245-7500 « Website: www.orleanshomes
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BOND NUMBER #08845174
PREMIUM s 13.0%6.00

Section 54 _ Block _1 __ Lot(s) _53.1

- PERFORMANCE SURETY BOND

We, Orleans DK LLC, having offices at 3333 Street Road, One Gieenwood Square, Suite
101, Bensalem PA 19020, as principal, and Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland, having
offices at 3910 Keswick Road, Baltimore, MD 21211, a corporation duly licensed to transact a
surety business in the State of New York, as surety, are indebted to the municipality of the Town
of New Windsor in the County of Orange, obligee, in the sum of $1,254,430.00, for which
payment we bind ourselves and our respective heirs, legal representatives, successors, and
assigns, jointly and severally.

On _April 52006, principal was granted approval by the Town of New Windsor of the
County of Orange for the Middle Earth Site Tax Map # 54-1-53.1 (Resolutior: attached). The
estimate by the municipal engineer of the cost of this work and the resolution of approval are
attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Pursuant to municipal ordinance, the principal hereby furnishes a performance surety
bond in the amount of $1,254,430.00, written by Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland, a
surety licensed in the State of New York, guarantying full and faithful complétion of
improvements approved by the approving authority, in lieu of completing the required
improvements prior to the granting of final approval. This bond shall remain in full force and
effect until such time as all improvements covered by the bond have been approved or accepted
by resolution of the municipal goveming body, except that in those instances where some of the
improvements are approved or accepted by resolution of the governing body upon certification
by the municipal engineer, partial release from the bond shall be granted in accordance with
applicable law. The amount of the bond remaining shall be sufficient to secure provision of the
improvements not yet approved; provided, however, that the municipality may require that 30
percent of the amount of the bond be retained to ensure completion of all jmprovements.

This bond shall remain in full force and effect until released by-resolution of the
municipal governing body.

This bond is issued subject to the following expressed conditions:

1. This bond shall not be subject to cancellation either by the principal or by the
surety for any reason until such time as all improvements subject to the bond have been accepted
by the municipality, in accordance with applicable law.

2. This bond shall be deemed to be continuous in form and shall remain in full force
and effect until the improvements are accepted by the municipality and the bond is released, or
until default is declared, or until the bond is replaced by another bond meeting applicable legal
requirements. Upon approval or acceptance of all improvements by the municipality, or upon

Middle Eaeth
Po.# 0322

b e ———— 6



replacement of this bond by another bond, liability under this bond shall cease. Upon approval :
or acceptance of some, but not all, of the required improvements by the municipality, partial
release from the bond shall be granted in accordance with applicable law; provided, however that
the portion of the bond amount sufficient to secure completion of the improvements shall

~ continue in effect and the municipality may retain 30 percent of the bond amount posted in order
to ensure such completion.

[N

3. The aggregate" liability of the surety shall not exceed the sum set forth above.

4. In the event that the improvements subject to this bond are not completed within -
the time allowed under the conditions of the final approval issued pursuant to applicable law,
including such extensions as may be allowed by the approving authority, the municipal
govemning body may, at its option, and upon at least 30 days prior written notice to the principal
and to the surety by personal delivery or by certified or registered mail or courier, declare the
principal to be in default and, in the event that the surety fails or refuses to complete the work in
accordance with the terms and conditions of the original approval, claim payment under this
bond for the cost of completion of the work. In the event that any action is brought against the
principal under this bond, written notice of such action shall be given to the surety by the
municipality by personal delivery or by registered or certified mail or courier at the same time.

5. The surety shall have the right to complete the work in accordance with the terms
and conditions of the original approval, either with its own employees or in conjunction with the
principal or another contractor; provided, however, that the surety, in its sole discretion, may
make a monetary settlement with the municipality as an alternative to completing the work.

6. In the event that the principal and the approving authority agree to changes in the
scope of work, the obligations of the surety under this bond shall not be affected so long as the
cost of the work does not exceed 120 percent of the municipal engineer’s certified estimate,
attached hereto and made a part hereof, which 120 percent of the estimate shall be the limit of
the surety’s obligation under this bond in any case. If the cost of the work exceeds 120 percent
of the certified estimate, the principal shall secure a rider from a surety for the additional
amount; provided, however, that this provision shall not be construed as requiring a surety to
provide additional coverage.

7. This bond shall inure to the benefit of the municipality only and no other party
shall acquire any rights hereunder. ’



-

8. In the event that this bond shall for any reason cease to be effective prior to the
approval or acceptance of all improvements, a cease and desist order may be issued by the
governing body, in which case all work shall stop until such time as replacement guarantee !
acceptable to the approving authority becomes effective.

‘L _
Signed and Sealed this date of \7= pﬁ—}y‘ Jagt

By Wlbisn @

William Briegel, Director of Planning
and Engineering As to Principal
ORLEANS DK LLC
- .(Principal) -

& Scardine? Attorney-In-Fact
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT
- . COMPANY OF MARYLAND (Surety) As to Surety;




Power of Attorney
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a
corporation of the State of Maryland, by M. P. HAMMOND, Vice President, and GREGORY E. MURRAY, Assistant
Secretary, mmnsuanceofmthontygrantedbyArhcleVl,SecﬂonZ oftheBy—Lawsofsa.ld Py} y,whlchmsetforﬂlon

gylvania, EACHustrue
, and as its act and

i—O“

IN WITNESS EREOF, the said Vlce-medent and Assxsmnt Secretary have hereunto subscribed their names and

affixed the Corporate Seal of the said FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, this 20th day of October,
A.D. 2005.

FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND

%M% . ()Q\*“—LM)

Gregory E. Murray Assistant Secretary M. P. Hammond Vice President

On this 20th day of October, A.D. 2005, before the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, duly
commissioned and qualified, came M. P. HAMMOND, Vice President, and GREGORY E. MURRAY, Assistant Secretary of
the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, to me personally known to be the individuals and officers
described in and who executed the preceding instrument, and they each acknowledged the execution of the same, and being
by me duly sworn, severally and each for himself deposeth and saith, that they are the said officers of the Company aforesaid,
and that the seal affixed to the preceding instrument is the Corporate Seal of said Company, and that the said Corporate Seal
and their signatures as such officers were duly affixed and subscribed to the said instrument by the authority and direction of
the said Corporation.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal the day and year first above
wriften. '

nlﬂl
Shue. g

,-n"""'—. "’
$ & Q( m}%
4“!4 LG, e\c\ Q}/CW/ Q : .

"'amm‘“

'f

4y
\\\1\ 2
.p“

Maria D. Adamski Notary Public
My Commission Expires: July 8, 2007

POAF 156-0031A
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

548 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR. NBW YORK 12553

" Telsphoae: (965) 585-4811
Pat; (045) 5634870

Orrice Or THe TOWN CLERK
DEnORAH GRESN

April §, 2006
Mr. Drew

Kartigmner
555 Blooming Grove Tumpike
New Wisudsor, NY 12553

Deoer Mr. Kartiganer:

Mhaaﬁmmmmwwurmmwmromwmm
5, 2006, mmmmaummmmmmm«
Slﬂ,4wwpbmmh¢m1ﬁmm4ﬁof&smbhcw
Pearformance Bond.

. Very truly yours,
‘Q_‘{ﬁbm&k(\%ﬁ»\o

mmrﬁm
Town of New Windsor

Dg
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

S45 UNION AvENIE
New WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553
TELEDHONE: (845) 565-4611
PAX; (848) 563-4670

Orrce Or Tre TOWN CLERK
Desonan Gasen
CLERK'S CEXTIFICATE

1, Denonax Grxxn, Town Clerk of the Town of New Windsor in the County of Orange, State
of New York, Hereby Cortify that the below extract of the Minutes has been compared by
me with the Minutes of the Town Soard of the Town of New Windsor in the County of
Orange, State of New York, held on the 5= day of April, 2006, and the same is a truc and
correct tranacript therefrom and of the wholc thercof so far as the same relates to the

subject matter referred to.

16

In WiTnESS WHEREO?R, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed the corporate seal of said
Town this 6th day of April 2006.

Toun Seal l;mt%“ﬂ\)
Deborah Green, Clerk

Toun of New Windsor

Motion by Councilwoman Weyant, Seconded by Councilwoman Biasotti that the Town Board
of the Town of New Windsor establish the amount of the Performance Bond required for the
Middle Earth Major Subdivision in the amount of $1,254,430.00, as recommended by the
Planning Board Engineer and to establish the associated inspection fee at $50,177.20
representing 4% of the public improvement performance bond. ]

ROLL CALL: ALL AYES MOTION CARRIED: 5-0



State of New York . |
Insurance D"ebartment

Whereas it appears that

Fidelity and Deposit'Compa'ny of Maryland

Home Office Address Baltimore, Maryland

Organized under the Laws of  Maryland
Msmp(iedwifhthemessaryrmmmoprtmmﬂtom;ifishueby

licensed to do within this State the business of

fire, miscellancous property, water damage, burglary and theft, glass, boiler and machinery, elevator,
collision, personal injury liability, property damage liability, workers compensation and employers' -
liability, fidelity and surety, credit, motor vehicle and aircraft physlcal damage, and marine and inland
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Town of New «’indsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 564-6660
Fax: (845) 564-5102

Superintendent of Highways

Anthony E. Fayo
TO: Myra Mason, Secretary to the Planning Board
FROM: | Anthony E. Fayo, Superintendent of Highways ?\4

DATE: March 22, 2006

SUBJECT: Middle Earth

Pleé;e be advised that the plans dated 3/17/06 proposed for Middle Earth now have my approval.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

AEF/mvz ”

Cc: file
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ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
Division of Environmental Health

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL OF REALTY SUBDIVISION PLANS

TO: Middle Earth Dev.
555 Rt. 94 Blooming Grove Tpke.
New Windsor, NY 12553

The Orange County Department of Health certifies that a realty subdivision map entitled Middle
Earth Development, dated April 3, 2003, latest revision April 26, 2006, located in the Town of
New Windsor showing plans for providing satisfactory and adequate water supply and sewage

facilities for said subdivision have been filed with and approved by the Department on this date
pursuant to Article II of the Public Health Law.

The following information was furnished in the application for approval of plans:
Total area:  98.62 +/- acres Number of lots: 26

Water supply: Individual wells

Sewage disposal: Individual subsurface sewage disposal systems

The owner intends to build houses.

Approval of the proposed water supply and sewage facilities is granted subject to the following
conditions:

1. THAT the proposed facilities are installed in conformity with said plans.

2. THAT no lot or remaining lands shall be subdivided without plans for such resubdivision
being filed with and approved by the Orange County Department of Health.

3. THAT the purchaser of a lot sold without water supply and/or sewage disposal facilities
installed thereon will be furnished with a reproduction of the approved plans and shall be
notified of the necessity of installing such facilities in accordance with the approved
plans.

4, THAT the purchaser of a lot sold with water supply and/or sewage disposal facilities
installed thereon will be furnished with a reproduction of the approved plans and an
accurate as-built plan depicting all installed sanitary facilities.
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5. THAT the sanitary facilities (water supply, any water treatment, and sewage disposal
facilities) on these lots shall be inspected for compliance with the approved plans at the
time of construction by a P.E., R.A. or exempt L.L.S. and that written certification to that
effect shall be submitted to this Department and the Local Building Code Enforcement
Officer within 30 days and prior to occupancy.

6. THAT individual wells and sewage treatment systems shall no longer be constructed or
used for household domestic purposes when public facilities become available.
Connection to the public sewerage system is required within one year of the system
becoming available.

7. THAT plan approval is limited to 5 years. Time extensions for plan approval may be
granted by the Orange County Department of Health based upon development facts and
the realty subdivision regulations in effect at that time. A new plan submission may be
required to obtain a time extension.

&

THAT the approved plans must be filed with the Orange County Clerk prior to offering
lots for sale and within 90 days of the date of plan approval.

9. THAT all local and state agency rules and regulations be complied with.

Afg,&f
May 1, 2006 “~ ,PE.
Date M/J. Schleifer, P.E.

Assistant Commissioner



Town of New gVindsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 564-6660
Fax: (845) 564-5102

Superintendent of Highways

Anthony E. Fayo
TO: Myra Mason, Secretary to the Planning Board
FROM: Anthony E. Fayo, Superintendent of Highways

DATE: March

SUBJECT: Middle Earth

Please be advised that the plans dated 3/17/06 proposed for Middle Earth now have my approval.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

AEF/mvz @

Ce:  file



Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 564-6660
Fax: (845) 564-5102

Superintendent of Highways

Anthony E. Fayo
TO: Richard McGoey, Engineer for the Town
FROM: Anthony E. Fayo, Superintendent of Highways

DATE: March 16, 2006
SUBJECT: Middle Earth

During a recent meeting between Mark Edsall and me, a review was done on the above
referenced property. It is our opinion that more catch basins must be added to the plans.

If you have any. i please do not hesitate to contact me.
AEF/mvy /4, f
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MIDDLE_EARTH SUBDIVISION_(03-22)

Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Drew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. ARGENIO: Application proposes subdivision of the
96 plus acre parcel into 26 single family lots, this is
out on Station Road, folks, right at the top of the
hill. The plan was previously reviewed at the 23 July,
2003 meeting, the 25 February, 2004 meeting, the 14
April, 2004 meeting, the 26 May, 2004 meeting, the 23
June, 2004 meeting, the 22 September, 2004 meeting, and
the 13 October, 2004 planning board meetings. This
project is in front of the planning board for final
approval. Lot going on there, wouldn't you say?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Yes, I know exactly where it is too.

MR. ARGENIO: Mr. Clearwater, why don't you, I mean,
we've seen this as I've indicated quite a few times and
this is right in Neil's back yard and my back yard and
we're grateful for the fact that it appears you're
doing this right and you've dedicated that section of
those few lots on the top of the hill so we don't have
to look at the houses when we drive home, so why don't
you bring us, I don't want to review the whole thing
because we've seen this many times, I want you to bring
us up to date as to where you've been since 13 October,
'04, that's over a year ago. So let us know if there's
any other highlights, let us know that as well.

MR. CLEARWATER: All right, we received preliminary
approval at that time and of course being a major
subdivision needed health department, Orange County
Health Department approval for all the well and septics
which we proceeded through the health department and
after numerous reviews with the health department we
received approval in September of last year of 'O05.
Since then we have concurrent with that we also
received from the Army Corps of Engineers the approwval
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for the wetlands delineation, what's called the
jurisdictional determination, as well as approval for
the two wetlands crossings and the mitigation in other
words the creation of half an acre of new wetlands to
replace the quarter acre of wetlands that's being
disturbed. The two wetlands crossings are one on each
of the roads narrowest point of the wetlands here the
wetlands creation will be in the back adjoining
additional wetlands, Federal wetlands in the back.
Following health department approval we have, we're
back here for final.

MR. ARGENIO: You have health department?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes, we prepared the documents for the
formation of a water district because of the detention
pond that's required for storm water management and the
various different catch basins and drain pipes and
whatnot to collect the drain water. Also we have
prepared the descriptions for the offers of dedication
for the roads because these are public records and the
storm water pollution prevention plan has been reviewed
by McGoey, Hauser & Edsall and as Mr. Chairman said
we're here for final approval conditioned on whatever
the board may feel is necessary.

MR. ARGENIO: T can come up with a lot of things,
believe me, you don't want to leave it in my hands. I
have a couple of questions, I have a couple things I
want to go through. There's a couple lots in the back
that Town resident was concerned about were close to
septic field, was close to the wetlands, I know you
have Department of Health approval, can somebody just
elaborate on that?

MR. KARTIGANER: These two lots?
MR. ARGENIC: Without killing me with it.

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes, these two lots are encumbered by
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Federal wetlands and health department -looked at both
those lots because of that health department when you
submit to the health department they pick which lots
they want to see soil tested on, they don't pick all
the lots, just pick the ones they figure we're going to
have difficulty with, both of those lots were reviewed
by the health department for deep test holes and
percolation tests.

MR. ARGENIO: They coincidentally happened to fall into
their sample?

MR. KARTIGANER: They picked them specifically.
MR. CLEARWATER: And both lots passed fine.
MR. ARGENIO: Okay.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Didn't you have a question on who
supervises those tests?

MR. ARGENIO: Yeah but that was on our level, on a Town
level, Neil, typically in the west end of Town we have
one of Mark's guys go out there and witness a test, we
don't take the engineers data because we found that in
that area it's a typically a heavy glazier till and we
want Mark's guys to witness them but this is health
department, they did their own.

MR. EDSALL: We witness all perc and deep tests other
than when it's health department.

MR. SCHLESINGER: So the health department approved
these?

MR. CLEARWATER: Right, they came out.
MR. KARTIGANER: They came out and watched them.

MR. CLEARWATER: Two fellas came out.
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MR. SCHLESINGER: Passed with flying colors?
MR. CLEARWATER: Yes, they did.

MR. ARGENIO: Passed, let's say passed, okay.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Unusual but okay.

MR. ARGENIO: You can get perc, you've got to work at
it, it's a tossup. This project has been at 12 work
sessions over 33 months and as I said has been at seven
planning board meetings, New York State Office of Parks
Recreation and Historic Preservation determines there's
no impact, nationwide permit, Army Corps of Engineers,
they have default approval, Orange County Realty
Subdivision approval letter of acceptance 9/8 of '05
with an extension granted 1/5 of '06. 1I'm going to
open it back up to the board so if you have qguestions
we'll get to it. Orange County application predated
OCDP 9/4 of '04 so the referral is not necessary for
them. SEQRA has been done, Mark, tell me if I skip
anything, cause I have a question about the public
hearing business, preliminary public hearing was held
on 6/23 opened and closed, accepted comments from the
public, they have preliminary approval obviously cause
that's how they got to the Department of Health, 911 is
done, storm water management was reviewed by one of
Edsall's guys, bond is done. Mark, I have a question,
there's a comment here that says I recommend the board
waive a final public hearing as per their discretionary
judgment under Section 257, I'm not familiar with that,
I've never seen that in ten years of--

MR. EDSALL: That's because it's a new part of the new
subdivision regulations that the Town adopted when they
rewrote all the laws.

MR. ARGENIO: Under what set of circumstances, I don't
see the need to do that here, under what set of
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circumstances would I want to do that?

MR. EDSALL: 1If there's a substantial change or enough

changes of a minor nature that this board believes that
there's a benefit to have a second public hearing when

they're done with all the preliminary changes you have

the opportunity again we're reserving the right to open
it up again. It's a final public hearing.

MR. ARGENIO: Open it up again.

MR. EDSALL: You're not opening an old public hearing,
there's two opportunities for a public hearing, point
being is that probably on 95 percent of the
applications and likely tonight you're going to come to
the conclusion that there are no significant changes
from what you granted preliminary approval to and you
waive the final public hearing, it's another procedural
step and I will endeavor not forget to since it's new.

MR. ARGENIO: Put it on here, I have enough problems
remembering the old procedures.

MR. EDSALL: It's my suggestion that you waive the
final public hearing because there's not a substantial
change.

MR. ARGENIO: I couldn't agree more. You've seen this

quite a few times. Henry, you're new, Howard, you're
new.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: All the wetlands are going to be part
of the lots?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Well, you know, dumping areas, that's
what I worry about.

MR. ARGENIO: I know.



February 2, 2006 47

MR. KARTIGANER: Make them all part of the lots.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Two questions, what's default
approval?

MR. EDSALL: Explain the Army Corps' default approval
and the contact they made with you telling you we're
not going to respond.

MR. CLEARWATER: We applied to the Army Corps for
permits that we needed.

MR. ARGENIO: This is good, Mr. Kartiganer, because we
get an education and you get to pay for it. Go ahead,
Mr. Clearwater.

MR. KARTIGANER: I've been paying a long time.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Is this your subdivision?
MR. KARTIGANER: Yes, it is.

MR. CLEARWATER: The wetlands disturbance is greater in
area than what's in the nationwide permit, therefore,
you needed to apply for what's called an individual
permit that was applied for back a year ago, but
there's a letter, actually, the work was done by ERS
Consultants was the environmental and wetlands
consultant who Mr. Kartiganer hired for this project.
He summarized it in this letter, I'll just read
succinct portions of it. This is from him addressed
to, from David Griggs addressed to myself dated
February 8, 2006, this is in regards to a
pre-construction notice that was submitted to the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers under nationwide permit 39 for
a proposed residential subdivision in Middle Earth
Development, ERS Consultants previously submitted
pre-construction notice on October 19, 2005 in support
of, authorization from the department under nationwide
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permit 39 for approximately one quarter acre of
wetlands disturbance and creation of approximately half
acre of wetlands. Nationwide permit condition 13
allows unless the Army Corp.s responds within 45 days
then you have your permit by default, I'll paraphrase
here, because we didn't hear from them and it was as
discussed with representatives of the Army Corps on
November 15, the Army Corps reviewed the permit request
and mitigation plan stating that the permit request was
complete and the mitigation plan appeared adequate.
Additionally, they stated that in order to save time,
they would allow us to proceed under nationwide permit
condition 13 after 45 days has transpired. ERS
Consultants has not received any comments from the Army
Corps in the 45 days since the agency received the
notification, as a courtesy ERS Consultants issued a
letter to the Army Corps on December 8, 2005 stating
that the project will move forward as planned, as such,
this project therefore has authorization to proceed
under federal program to proceed, may be modified,
suspended or revoked only in accordance with the
procedures set forth in 33(C) (F), dah, dah, dah.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Therefore, I interpret it as pretty

much it says you received approval by detault, did you
ever get any sort of notification from the Army Corps

of Engineers at a later date?

MR. CLEARWATER: No.

MR. KARTIGANER: He met them on another project, showed
them the mitigation procedures, he said it looks fine,
he said we can let you do the 45 days.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Whatever it was, I'm satisfied with
the answer. The other question I had, I'm assuming

that we got highway approval here?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes.
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MR. SCHLESINGER: There was no—-

MR. ARGENIO: Mark, wait a second, let me address that,
I'm going to look to Mark before it goes where I think
it's going tonight to discuss highway because I do not
have a highway approval up here, we'll discuss it with
Mark and Mike.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I don't know why it's been a long
time and a lot of times and I don't want to be
confused. I thought that maybe there was a highway
issue.

MR. ARGENIO: I don't recall one with this. Mark, do
you recall one? The issue I remember was an issue of a
street light on Station Road, some of the residents

- didn't want it.

MR. EDSALL: There was an issue of the grades on the
side of the road, the new portion of the road coming on
to the site, I know that the current highway
superintendent had been at the workshop and really
didn't find any objection so again since we don't have
something in writing it should be subject to him giving
a written writeoff.

MR. ARGENIO: But you can make the statement that he
was at a workshop with you and he did not voice any
major exceptions to what was going on here.

MR. EDSALL: He did not, and in fact, the prior highway
superintendent his concern was one of the side grading
which in fact we looked at and they made some changes
but it meets the law in either case so I'm not aware of
any problem, we should get a writeoff.

MR. SCHLESINGER: What was the determination on the
lighting that was an issue too?

MR. ARGENIO: Go ahead, Mark?
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MR. EDSALL: Lighting is flexible in the code in the
fact that there are typical spacing but it also says
that it can be less if the highway superintendent and
the engineer agree when in fact we have cut it down to
I think a total off 6 fixtures total in the subdivision
and two of them are at on poles out at existing roads
that are in fact at the intersections of the two Town
roads.,

MR. SCHLESINGER: There are lights on the existing
road?

MR. EDSALL: Not at the locations of the intersections
but they're actually adding a fixture to an existing
pole.

MR. SCHLESINGER: So there will be lighting at the
intersection?

MR. CLEARWATER: Right.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I just remember that there were pros
and cons as there are always when we have a lighting
issue, the country people don't want lighting, the city
people want lighting and everything and you don't have
a lot of lighting down below then.

MR. CLEARWATER: No, there's--

MR. SCHLESINGER: I don't think because of the grade
and because of the topo here I don't think it's that
much of an issue for the neighboring people.

MR. CLEARWATER: That's correct.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I'm not even going to be able to see
a house, how am I going to be able to see the lighting?
So it's an internal thing that, you know, you want to
create within the little development there.
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MR. CLEARWATER: There's 6 lights, one at each of the
entrances on station.

MR. ARGENIO: Then four in the development.

MR. CLEARWATER: One halfway down the two new roads,
one at the intersection between here and Brandywine and
the other down at the cul-de-sac.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I didn't finish looking, the sidewalk
issue is solved?

MR. CLEARWATER: Shows sidewalks on one side of each
street. If I may speak to the highway superintendent,
I met with him on several occasions here, he never had,
this is Mr. Kroll.

MR. ARGENIO: Kroll or Fayo?

MR. CLEARWATER: Kroll, he never had a particular issue
with these two entrances and he did issue a form letter
to the Town because I have a copy of it, I didn't bring
it tonight.

MR. ARGENIO: Mr. Clearwater, notwithstanding that he's
not the highway superintendent now, Anthony Fayo is, so
we're going to in any event we're going to look to him,
that's the way that is. Joe?

MR. MINUTA: Lighting just to touch base on this you're
not providing a lot of lighting essentially to preserve

the darkness, is that what I'm hearing?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes, that's positive, especially in
this part of Town.

MR. ARGENIO: Mr. Brown, any thoughts on this?

MR. BROWN: No.
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MR. ARGENIO: I know there's a lot going on here and
you're a new member but we have reviewed this and
reviewed it and then we reviewed it again then we
reviewed it four more times after that. Hank?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I got no problems, I asked you a
couple questions here and there.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I don't think we made the motion but
I don't think there's a necessity to have another

public hearing.

MR. ARGENIO: I was going to ask Mark or Andy do we
have to make a motion to waive that?

MR. EDSALL: I think it shculd be on the record.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Motion that we waive the public
hearing.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Second it.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded that we
waive the final public hearing for the Middle Earth
subdivision on Station Road. No further discussion
from the board members? Roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE

MR. BROWN AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
MR. MINUTA AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE

MR. ARGENIO: All of our procedural stuff is done as
far as I can see. Mark, have I misspoke?

MR. EDSALL: No, I think my comments 6 if you add the
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highway superintendent.

MR. ARGENIO: And I have number 4 too which I'll read
an abbreviated version into the minutes, if you don't
mind, unless there's something else? There's no
further discussion from the board members if anybody
has no further comments we've seen this quite a few
times, 1I'll entertain a motion for final approval for
Middle Earth subdivision on Station Road.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'll move it.
MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded that
the New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval for
Middle Earth subdivision on Station Road in the west
end of Town. It's going to be subject to the
following, Mark, if I miss something, let me know. I
think I have it, though. It's subject to final highway
approval by the highway superintendent, Anthony Fayo,
it's subject to the five bullets in note 4, very, very
minor notes to be added to the plan, note on C 9
revising a detail, another note on C 9 cleaning up the
slope of the crown of the road, I don't know why that's
still there, that should be done by now, but that's not
an issue, another note on drawing C 9 looking for 4,000
pound concrete in these curbs, a correction on, minor
correction catch basin detail and I need that typical
sidewalk detail also using the 4,000 pound concrete,
that's those items I just read are going to be worked
out with Mark and we will not sign those plans until
Mark has assured the secretary that those items have
been included in the plans, make sure you get DOH to
stamp it, very important to me is that restrictive
covenants up on those lots on the top I don't want to
see any sheds there, nothing, trees and bushes, that's
it, no built wood structures. Mark?

MR. EDSALL: Yeah and you'll note that my bullet is
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asking that they provide the attorney for the planning
board with a copy to review the restrictive covenants.

MR. ARGENIO: Got that? No structures in that zone,
plantings, no pools and chicken coops.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Who's responsible for maintaining
that?

MR. ARGENIO: Mark or Mike would you address that? I
know we talked about this, Neil.

MR. BABCOCK: It's a deed restriction, it's the people
that live there.

MR. ARGENIO: 1It's automatically enforced, if you drive
by there and go ahead--

MR. SCHLESINGER: No, what I'm trying to say from an
aesthetic point, you know, and not supposed to have any
sheds, no structure, anything like that, what about
landscaping?

MR. EDSALL: You're not supposed to disturb it,
supposed to stay natural.

MR. SCHLESINGER: So it's just natural if there's
pricker bushes, there's pricker bushes, grass, there's
grass.

MR. EDSALL: Yes, I believe the format that they
discussed.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Somebody can't come up with an idea
I'd 1like to have a nice back yard all grass and
everything like that up to a certain point, fine, after
the certain point, restricted area, they can't touch?

MR. EDSALL: They say if a tree is dead, they have the
ability to remove a dead tree, other than that, leave
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it alone.

MR. ARGENIO: Drainage district formation must be
completed, obviously, the dedications and the fees and
stuff. Motion has been made and seconded. 1If there's
no further discussion from the planning board members,
I will solicit a roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE

MR. BROWN AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
MR. MINUTA AYE

MR. ARGENIO AYE
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PROJECT NAME:
PROJECT LOCATION:

PROJECT NUMBER:
DATE:
DESCRIPTION:

WRITER’S E-MAIL ADDRESS:
MIE@MNHEPC.COM

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION

STATION ROAD

SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1-LOT 53.1

03-22

22 FEBRUARY 2006

THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+
ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003,

25 FEBRUARY 2004, 14 APRIL 2004, 26 MAY 2004, 23 JUNE 2004,
22 SEPTEMBER 2004 AND 13 OCTOBER 2004 PLANNING BOARD
MEETINGS.

1. The project is before the Planning Board requesting Final Subdivision Approval.

2. General Status - This project has been at twelve (12) worksessions over thirty-three (33)
months, and has been at seven (7) planning board meetings. Approvals from outside agencies as

follows:

e New York

State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation — determination

of “No Impact” on 7-30-04.

e Nationwide Permit 39 — Army Corp of Engineers — Submitted 10-19-05 (default

approval)

e Orange County Realty Subdivision Approval — letter of acceptance 9-8-05; extension
granted 1-5-06.

e OCDP - application predated 9-4-04. Referral not necessary.

REGIONAL QFFICES
® 507 BROAD STREET * MILFORD, PENNSYLVANIA 18337 °* 570-296-2765 *

* 540

BROADWAY ®* MONTICELLO, NEW YORK 12701 ¢ 845-794-3309 °*
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3. Procedural status as follows:

SEQRA -- Lead Agency coordination letter issued on 8-5-03. Lead Agency taken &
Negative Declaration issued 10-13-04.

Preliminary Public Hearing — Held 6-23-04. Closed.
Approval Status — subdivision currently has preliminary approval.

Street Names and 911 addresses are shown on plan. An approval should be on file with
the Planning Board.

Stormwater Management Report submitted by Applicant and reviewed by MHE.
Responses/corrections have been affected by applicant’s engineer.

Public Improvement Bond Estimate, and all descriptions for roadways and drainage
district dedications have been submitted and approved.

4, Some corrections (minor) are needed to the plans, as foliows:

Drawing C-9 - revise road section detail to provide slope for graded areas in ROW equal
to %” per foot maximum (not 8%). Also depict maximum 1:2 slope outside ROW as
depicted on typical detail in code.

Drawing C-9 — Road crown should be minimum 4” (not 2% slope)

Drawing C-9 — Concrete curb must be constructed of 4000 psi concrete.

Drawing C-9 - Correct catch basin detail to conform to Figure 5 of Town Street
Specifications.

Drawing C-9 — Add typical sidewalk detail — See Fig. 7 in Street Specs. (also note
sidewalks are constructed of 4000 psi concrete).

5. The plans are substantially the same as those considered at Preliminary. As such, I recommend
that the Board waive the Final Public Hearing, as per their discretionary judgment under Section
257-14 (BX2) of the Town Code.

6. The resolution of final approval should include the following conditions:

The plans submitted for final stamp of approval shall have all technical corrections
identified by the Engineer for the Planning Board included.

Final approved plans with stamp of approval from the OCDOH shall be submitted to the
Town for file.



Final wording and content of the Restrictive Covenant for the 200 ft. “Deed Restricted
Area” along Station Road (lots 1-5) should be submitted to Attorney for the Planning
Board and the Engineer for the Planning Board for final review. The restrictive covenant
should be included in deeds for lots 1-5 as a restriction, and shall be listed in deeds 6-26
as benefited lots.

Drainage District Formation must be completed by the Town Board prior to stamp of
approval.

Offers of Dedication for the roadways and Drainage District parcels shall be approved
by the Attorney for the Town.

All applicable fees must be paid prior to stamp of approval.

MJE/st
NW03-22-22Feb06.doc
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- February 3, 2006

Hon. Supervisor and Town Board
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Re: Middle Earth Subdivision-Formation of Dramage District No. 11
Our File No. 1171-006

Dear Supervisor Green and Board Members:

Enclosed please find two (2) originals and three (3) copies of a fully executed petition to establish
Drainage District No. 11 comprised of all lands located within the Middle Earth Subdivision. This drainage
district is being formed at the request of the Planning Board to insure the cost of maintaining the drainage
facilities for this subdivision is the responsibility of the lot owners of the subdivision. Based on the full
environmental assessment form (EAF), the Planning Board adopted a Negative Declaration under SEQR and
granted preliminary approval for this development. The Town Board for purposes of SEQR compliance must
also adopt a negative declaration prior to establishing the district.

Attached to the each petition is a map, plan and report, and metes and bounds description of the
proposed district area. Additional copies of the map, plan and report and the petition are being simultaneously
transmitted by copy of this letter to the Town attorney and Town engineer.

I also enclosed copies of drafts of an Order Setting a Public Hearing and Resolution and Order Forming
the Drainage District, which I am providing to your Town Attorney to facilitate your review. I respectfully
request that the Board consider this petition at your next available Town Board meeting.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or comments regarding the same.

ry truly ) ou 4

ichele L. Babcoc

Enclosures
cc: Michael Blythe, Esq. (w/enclosures)
Mark Edsall, P.E. (w/enclosures)

Richard McGoey, P.E. (w/enclosures) s
Client (wW/enclosures) TOWN gFEg?VggﬂDNDS R
James C. Clearwater, PLS - |
FEB - 3 2006
ENGINEER & PLANNING

W:\1171\6\MB2295 WPD
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IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE
MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION DRAINAGE
DISTRICT IN THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR,
ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK

Petition to Establish the Middle Earth Subdivision
Drainage District in the Town of New Windsor, Orange
County, New York

TO: THE TOWN BOARD OF THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR,
ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK

The undersigned, being the owner of taxable real property situate in the territory proposed
to comprise the Middle Earth Subdivision Drainage District, and owning in aggregate more than
one half of the assessed valuation of taxable real property of said proposed district, as shown upon
the latest completed assessment roll, does hereby petition your Honorable Board to establish the
Middle Earth Subdivision Drainage District situate and located in your Town of New Windsor,
County of Orange, and State of New York, outside of any incorporated village, and wholly within
the said Town of New Windsor, so that said District shall include that portion of the Town of New
Windsor which is bounded and described as set forth in the Engineering Report attached hereto.

Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” is a Map, Plan and Report entitled “Engineer’s Report,
Middle Earth Subdivision Drainage District, Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York,”
dated January 2006, which Report is made a part of this petition.

That also attached to said Report is a map and plan which shows the boundaries of the
proposed district, a general plan of the proposed drainage systems and all outlets and the terminus
and course of each proposed drainage main, and the extent of all other drainage improvements
proposed.

Said Report, map and plan has been prepared by MJS Engineering & Land Surveying, PC,

competent engineer duly licensed by the State of New York.

RECEIVED
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
FEB - 3 2008

WALT71\6WMB2171.WPD

ENGINEER & PLANNING
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The maximum amount proposed to be expended in the construction of the drainage facilities
is zero (0.00) dollars since the expense of any necessary improvements shall be borne by the

developer.

The owners and assessed values of those lands are as shown below:

Property Owner Address Tax Parcels Assessed Value
Clay Clement 548 Station Road 54-1-53.1 $169,400

Rock Tavern, New York 12575
Total Assessed Value $169,400

Date: Februar)g'_ﬂ{ 2006

Clay t

On the éf{lay of February, 2006 before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State
of New York, personally appeared, Clay Clement personally known to me or provided to me on the basis
of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that his signature on the instrument, the
mdm;iual or the person upon behalf of which the individual acted, executed the instrument.

UW«) JOYCE GUILIAND

STATE OF NEW YORK )
)SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

_NG’V'ABIY PUBLIC - STATE OF NEW YORK Notary Public, Statc o Kew York

No. 01GUG! 3114
Qualified in Orac.6 Cou
Term Expires Juiy 19,20

WALIT\6WMB2171.WPD



file://W:/1171/6/MB2171.WPD

RETAKE

~ OF
'PREVIOUS
DOCUMENT



The maximum amount proposed to be expended in the construction of the drainage facilities

is zero (0.00) dollars since the expense of any necessary improvements shall be bormne by the

developer.

The owners and assessed values of those lands are as shown below:

Property Owner Address Tax Parcels Assessed Value
Clay Clement 548 Station Road 54-1-53.1 $169,400

Rock Tavern, New York 12575
Total Assessed Value $169,400

Date: Februarg3'™ 2006

BY:W
Clay @fenént

On the é_ﬂ{lay of February, 2006 before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State
of New York, personally appeared, Clay Clement personally known to me or provided to me on the basis
of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that his signature on the instrument, the
mdmdual or the person upon behalf of which the individual acted, executed the instrument.

kagé%q) JOYGE GUILIAHO

Notary Public, State of Kew York
j’VAB}Y PUB’fIC STATE OF NEW YORK ry Publc, St o e

STATE OF NEW YORK )
)SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

Qualified in Or2+e Cou
Term Expires Juiy 19,20

WALI71\6\WMB2171.WPD
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PC
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. mvara
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. stvya

MAIN OFFICE

33 AIRPORT CENTER DRIVE
SuUITE 202
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

(845) 587-3100
FAX: (848) 567-3232
E-MAIL: MHENY(@MHERFC.COM

WRITER’S E-MAIL ADDRESS:

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. o, nsa ra) rsE@rnErc.coM
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. :svara
MEMORANDUM
14 February 2006
TO: MICHAEL D. BLYTHE, ESQ., ATTORNEY FOR THE TOWN

FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., ENGINEER FOR THE PLANNING BOARD

SUBJECT: MIDDLE EARTH MAJOR SUBDIVISION

REVIEW OF DESCRIPTIONS AND BOND ESTIMATE

NEW WINDSOR P.B. APP. NO. 03-22

Attached please find the final versions of the various descriptions, as well as the public improvement bond

estimate for the Middle Earth Subdivision. Specifically attached are:

Middle Earth Development Public Improvement Bond, dated 13 December 2005.

Description of the Drainage District, dated 1 February 2006
Description of the Detention Area, dated 27 October 2005
Description of Station Road Dedication, dated 25 July 2005

Description of Brandywine Road, dated 25 July 2005
Description of Luthien Forest Road, dated 27 July 2005

Our office has reviewed each of the above and it is our opinion they are acceptable for use with the

respective legal instruments.

Contact me should you need anything further.

cc:  Myra Mason, Secretary for the PB (w/encl)
Michele Babcock, Esq., Applicant’s Attorney (via fax) (w/o encl)

® 507 BROAD STREET * MILFORD, PENNSYLVANIA 18337 * 570-206-2765 °*
* 540 BROADWAY ®* MONTICELLO, NEW YORK {2701 °® 845-794-3301 °
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_ PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT BOND UNIT PRICES .

DESCRIPTION
Roadway
Clear & Grade Road ROW
Clear & Grade Road ROW
Erosion Control (vary w/conditions)

Roadway Subbase

Roadway Subbase (8" course)

Roadway Subbase (12" course)
" Roadway Subbase (15" course)

Asphalt Pavement .
Asphalt Pavement (1.5" top)
Asphalt Pavement (2" top)

Asphalt Pavement (3" thick)
Asphalt Pavement (3.5" thick)
Asphalt Pavement (4" thick)

Asphalt Pavement (5" thick) -

Tack Coat
Double Surface Treatment

- Roadway ROW Topsoil (67) & Seeding
Roadway ROW Topsoil & Seeding
Concrete Monuments

- Roadway As-buiits ROW
Street Signs (Traffic Control)

Street ID Sign

Concrete Curbing

Concrete Sidewalk\‘/ .

Concrete Sidewalk (4" wide)

Concrete Sidewalk (5’ wide)

Street Trees (2.5 caliper)

Street Trees w/frame & grate (2.5 caliper)

Street Lights (std. Luminair, U/G feed)

Guide Rail (W-Beam)

Guide Rail (Box Beam single rail)

End Section (W-Beam) .

End Section (Box Beam Type 1,9' Taper)
_End Section (Box Bearn Type 2,18’ Taper)

13 December 2005
UNIT UNIT COST
SF $0.80
- LF $17.00
Unit '

- CY $37.00 .
sY %825
sY © . $12.50
SY $15.50
Ton $75.00
sy $7.00
SY $8.50

- 8Y - $12.50

- 8Y . $14.50
sY " $16.00
SY - $19.00

- 8Y $0.45
SY $6.50
SY $13.00
LF $35.00
EA . $130.00
LF $1.00
EA $130.00
EA $155.00

" LF $28.00
Sy $65.00 .
LF $21.00
-LF $26.00
EA $400.00
EA $1,000.00
EA "$7.,000.00
LF . $25.00
LF $46.00
EA $830.00
EA $600.00

- EA $1,000.00

Qry

4170

14425

14425

14425

4170

8340

Middle Earth Development Town of New Windsor

JOTAL COST

PHAAN ALV AP NS ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ' N A PAANBANPANAPA Lo R X X L R K

70,890.00
50,000.00

180,312.50

100,975.00 -

- 200.162.50

- 5,200.00
4,170.00
520.00

233,520.00



" DESCRIPTION - UNIT ~ UNITCOST ~ QTY- TOTALCOST

~ Drainage . : : , o _
- Stormwater Catch Basin . EA = $2,000.00 32 *$ 64,000.00
- Stormwater Manhole CEA - $2,000.00 2 .$ - 4,000.00
. Connection to Existing Catch Basin LF $1,000.00 ' B 3 L.
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 15" coated) LF - $4700 $ -
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 18" coated) LF $53.00 $ -
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 24" coated) LF $62.00 $ -
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 30" coated) . LF $70.00 $ -
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 36" coated) LF - $77.00 $ -
Stormwater Pipe (CMP - 48" coated) LF $93.00 $ -
End Section (CMP coated) . EA $450.00 $ -
Stormwater Pipe (HDPE - 15") LF . $62.00 . B o o-
Stormwater Pipe (HDPE - 187 - LF . $64.00 4260 $ 272,640.00
Stormwater Pipe (HDPE - 24) LF $72.00 ' 65 - $ 468000
Stormwater Pipe (HDPE - 30%) - LF - $8500 $ -
- Stormwater Pipe (HDPE - 36") LF - $90.00 : 150 $ 13,500.00
End Section (HDPE) - ) EA $600.00 B - $ . 6,600.00
~ Stormwater Pond EA - $20,000.00 1 $ 20,000.00
Concrete Headwall ’ EA $6,100.00 : . $ -
Rip Rap Drainage Channel SY $62.00 230 $ 14,260.00
Non-lined Drainage Channel SY $11.00 . $ - -
Perforated Pipe/Stone Underdrain - LF $11.00 $ -
Water .
Watermain (DI - 87) LF $75.00 $ -
Gate Valve (8%) EA $1,500.00 $ -
Tapping Sleeve and Valve (8") EA $4,200.00 $ -
Watermain (DI - 127) LF $85.00 $ -
Gate Valve (12%) EA $2,300.00 $ -
Tapping Sleeve and Valve (12") EA $5,600.00 $ -
Hydrant Assembly EA $3,300.00 $ -
House Services (w/out licensed plumber) EA $1,350.00 $ -
Air Relief Valve & Vault EA - $3,100.00 $ -
Pressure Reducing Valve & Vault EA $10,300.00 $ -
Sewer
Sewer Main (PVC - 87) LF . $65.00 $ -
Sewer Main (PVC - 127) LF $82.00 $ -
Sewer Main Manholes EA $3,300.00 $ -
Doghouse Sewer Manhole EA $5,600.00 $ -
House Lateral (w/out licensed plumber EA $1,250.00 ~$ -
Total $ 1,254 ,430.00
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MJS o surveving, pe

* MJS Engineering &

. Land Surveying, PC
261 Greenwich Ave.
Goshen, NY 10924
Office: 845-291-8650
Fax:  845-291-8657

JobName: Middle Earth o e ’
Job Number: 030118 - ' Date: 9 January 2006

7 » Revised: 1 February 2006
DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAINAGE DISTRICT |

BEGINNING at the most northerly corner of the herein described parcel being an iron pipe
found in the southeasterly right-of-way line of Station Road, where the same is intersected by
the common line of lands now or formerly of the Westminster Church on the east and the
herein described parcel on the south, all as shown on a certain map entitled, “Drainage
District, Middle Earth Development,” dated January 4, 2006 revised February 1, 2006 and
running; thence,

"L S. 65°-30’ 09” E. 193 06 feet along Sald common line and a stone wall thence,
2. S. 65°-03’ 39”E 291.04 feet along the same; thence
3. S. 63°-30°-49” E. 333.51 feet to an iron pipe found; thence,

a, S. 63°-36’-02” E. 413.63 feet along the common line of the herein described parcel
and lands now or formerly of Johnson, Kirchner and Clark and gcnerally along a
stone wall; thenee, : ,

5. S.64°-25-05" E. 376.14 feet along the same; thence,

6. S. 64°-03°-30” E. 847.30 feet along the same to an iron rod found at the most
northerly corner of lands now or formerly of Defreese; thence,

7. S. 27°-44°-00” W. 640.51 feet along said lands of Defreese and continuing along
lands now or formerly of Fitzgerald, Mulleavy and Pennings and generally along a
wire fence; thence, ,

8. S. 28°-45°-01” W. 299.29 feet along said lands of Pennings to a fence corner; thence,

9. S. 65°-47°-49” E. 238.50 feet along the southwesterly line of said lands of Pennings
and said wire fence to a stone wall corner at the most northerly corner of lands now
or formerly of Cooper; thence, '

10.  §.25°-56’-52” W. 378.08 feet along said lands of Cooper .and a stone wall; thence,

11. S. 25°-08°-27” W. 498.24 feet along said lands of C00per to the northeasterly line of
"~ lands now or formerly of Coleman; thence,

20301 I$\Descriptions\Draiwage District doc
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MJS ENGINEERING, PC

13.

.25,

JobName:  Middle Bath " Date: 9 January 2006
Job Number: 030118 o . .. Revised: 1 February 2006

: - : : Page20f2
12. N 65° 18°-30” W. 49.64 feet along the northeasterly line of said lands of Coleman;

thence,

Norl:hwesterly on a curve to the left, having a radius of 1,535.32 feet (a line from the

radius point to the beginning of this curve bears N. 39°-04°-23” E.), an arc distance of
770.85 feet along said lands of Coleman; thence,
14.  N. 66°-04’- | 07” W. 194.62 feet along the same and  generally along a stone wall
" thence, -

15, N 65°-00°-18” W. 186.64 feet along said lands now or formerly of Poortman and -
Wamon and gcnerally alonga stone wall; thence, - .

16, N.66°-08"-22" W. 192.4] foet along the same; thence,

17.  N. 65°-30°-55" W. 223.85 feet along thé same to the raost southerly corner of lands
now or formerly of Gledura as described in Liber 2877, Page 176; thence,

18. N. 11°-01 ’-12” E. 350.00 feet along the easterly line of said lands of Gledura; thence,

~19. N.56°-44°-42” W, 605.13 feet along the northcasterly line of said lands of Gledura;
thence,

20.  N.62°-29°-16”" W. 415.52 feet along the snmc and generally along a stone wall to the
southeasterly right-of-way line of Station Road as widened to 25.00 feet from the
centerline; thence,

21 N. 28°-35°-50” E. 368.53 feet along the said southeasterly right-of-way line Statlon

: Road; thence,

22, N.26°-43°-42” E. 147.35 feet along the same; tllence,'

23. N. 28°-48°-31” E. 43.94 feet along the same; thence,

24, N.26°-57°-41” E. 426.01 feet along the same; thence,

N. 28°-44°-24” E. 431.27 feet along the same to the point of BEGINNING.
Containing:  98.56 Actes
DONE BY: J.C.C.” |

- CHECKED BY: B.C.

Z:030118\Descriptions\Drainage District.doc
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MJS Engineering & -
Land Surveying, PC
261 Greenwich Ave.

Goshen, NY 10924 -
Office: 845-291-8650
Fax: 845-291-8657 -

Job.Name: ’Middle‘Ea‘rth : - :
Job Number: . 030118 - - -~ -Date: 27 October 2005

DESCRIPTION OF DETENTION AREA -

BEGINNING in the westerly nght-of-way of Luthien Forest Road 50 feet wide, where
the same is intersected by the common line of lot #26 on the south and the herein
described Detention Area on the northwest, said point being referenced the following two
courses along the westerly line of Luthien Forest Road from the northerly nght*of ‘way
line of Brandywme Road: - .

1. N 03°- 58’ -28”E. 183.57 feetto a pomt of curvature; thence -

2. Northerly, on a curve to the left having a radius of 700.00 feet, an arc distance of
102.79 feet along said line of Luthien Forest Road to the point of BEGINNING.

All as shown on a certain map entitled, “Middle Earth Development » filed in the Orange
County Clerk’s Office on as map # and
running; thence, A

L Northerly and Northwesterly, on a curve to the left having a radius of 700.00 feet,
an arc distance of 283.69 feet along the said right-of-way line of Luthien Forest
Road to the most easterly corner of lot #24; thence,

2. S.62°-20%-27” W. 178.80 feet along the common line of said lot #24 and the
herein described Detention Area to the most northerly corner of lot #26; thence

3. S.28°-49°-28” E. 186.26 feet along the common line of said lot #26 and the
- herein described Detention Area; thence,

4 S.72°-56-26"E. 97.82 feet along the same:; thence,

5.~ N.85°-33°-39”E. 53.10 feet along the same to the point of BEGINNING.
Contmmng 39,155 Square Feet
| | £ 0.8991 Actes.

DONE BY: J.CC.

CHECKED BY:

Z:¥0301 18 \Descriptions\Detention Asrea doc
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CIVILJENVIRONMENTAL

MIS Engineering, PC

261 Greenwich Avenue

’ Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 291-8650 Fax (845) 291-8657 -

JobName: Middle Earth . . o
- Job Number: 030118 B - Date: 25 July 2005

DESCRIPTION OF STATION ROAD DEDICATION

' BEGINNING in the easterly right-of-way line of Station Road, where the same is
intersected by the common line of lands now or formerly of Gledura as described in
Liber 2877, Page 176 on the south and the herein described parcel on the northeast, all as
shown on a certain map entitled, “Subdivision Plat, Middle Earth Development,” filed in
the Orange County Clerk’s Office on as map # and running;
thence o

1. N 28°-48’-31”' E. 515.92 feet along said line of Station Road; thence,

2. S. 26°-43°-42” W 147.35 feet formmg a new easterly nght—of-way line for -
Station Road thence,

3. S. 28°-35°-50" W. 368.53 feet forming the same to the said line common wﬂ;h
Gledura; thence,

4, N. 62°-29°-16” W. 6.71 feet along said common lme to thc point of
. BEGINNING. :

Containing: 2,616 Square Feet
DONE BY: J.C.C.

CHECKED BY: CN.

Z:N0301 13\Descriptions\Seation Road Dedication.doc
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CIVILJENVIRONMENTAL

MJS Engineering, PC

261 Greenwich Avenue

Goshen, NY 10924

"(845) 291-8650 Fax (845) 291-8657

JobName:  Middle Earth - | - o
Job Number: 030118 K o A Date: 25 July 2005

DESCRIPTION OF BRANDYWINE ROAD

BEGINNING in the easterly right-of-way line of Station Road, said point being
referenced N. 28°-35°-50” E. 269.34 feet along the easterly line of Station Road from the
most northerly line of lands now or formerly of Gledura as described in Liber 2877,

Page 176, all as shown on a certain map entitled, “Subdivision Plat, Middle Earth
Development,” filed in the Orange County Clerk’s Office on as
map# ___ and runmng, thence, :

1. N. 28°-35-50" E. 99.19 feet along the easterly right-of-way line of Station Road;
thence,

2. Southerly and Southeasterly on a curve to left, having a radius of 25.00 feet (a
line from the radius point to the beginning of this curve bears N. 63°-16’-18” W.),
an arc distance of 38.36 feet forming a curve return on the northerly right-of-way
of Brandywine Road toa point of tangency; thence,

3. S. 61°-11’-29” E. 194 85 feet formmg the nght-of—way lme of Brandywme Road
to a point of curvature; thence,

4.  Easterly and Noftheasterly on a curve to the left, having a radius of 275.00 feet,
an arc distance of 339.42 feet forming the same to a point of tangency; thence,

5. N. 48°-05’-24” E. 55.86 feet forming the same to a point of curvature; thence,

6. Easterly and Southeasterly on a‘curve to the righf, having a radius of 325.00 .fcct,
an arc distance of 479.59 feet forming the same to a point of tangency; thence,

7. S.47°-21’-39” E. 197.04 feet forming the same toa pbint of 6urvature; thence,

8. Easterly on a curve to the left, having a radius of 175.00 feet, an arc distance of
- 118.10 feet forming the same to a point of tangency; thence, |

9. S.86°-01°-32” E. 56.72 feet forming the same to a point of curvature; thence,
10.  Northerly on a curve to the left, having a radius of 20.00 feet, an arc distance of

31.42 feet forming a curve return with the westerly right-of-way line of Luthien
Forest Road; thence, .

20301 1 §\Descriptions\Brandywine Road.doc



MJS ENGINEERING, PC

JobName:  Middle Earth -~ - B - Date: 25 July 2005
'JobNumber:-030118 L - ' o Page20f2 .

' DESCRIPTION OF BRANDYWINE ROAD

11. S. 03°-58°-28” W. 90.00 feet along the westerly nght-of-way line of Luthlen |
Forest Road; thence,

12. Northerly and Northwesterly on a curve to left, having a radius of 20.00 feet (a
line from the radius point to the beginning of this curve bears S. 86°-01°-32” E.),
an arc distance of 31.42 feet forming the nght—of-way line of Brandywme Road to
a point of tangency; thence, -

13. N.86°01°-32” W. 56.72 feet forming the same .to a point of éurvatuie; "thence, -

~ 14.  Northwesterly on a curve to the right, having a radius of 225.00 feet, an arc .
distance of 151.84 feet formmg the same to a pomt of tangency, thence,

15.  N.47°-21’-39” W. 197 04 feet forming the same toa point of curvature; thence

16. Northwesterly and Westerly on a curve to the left, having a radius 0f 275.00, an
arc dlstance of 405.81 feet forming the same toa pomt of tangency, thence,

17. S. 48°-05’ -24” W. 55.86 feet forming the same to a point of curvature; thence,

18. Southwesterly and Westerly on a curve to the right, having a radius of
325.00 feet, an arc distance of 401.14 feet forming the same to a point of
. tangency; thence, -

19. N.61°11°-29” W. 194.47 feet forming the same to a point of curvature; thence, ,

20.  Southwesterly on a curve to the left, having a radius of 25.00 feet, an arc distance .
of 39.36 feet forming a curve return to Station Road and the pomt of

BEGINNING.
Containing: 75,300 Square Feet '
or
1.7287 Acres . '
DONE BY: J.C.C.

CHECKED BY: C.N.

Z:0301 18 Descriptions\Brandywirse Road.doc Page2of2 -
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- CIVILJENVIRONMENTAL

MIS Engineering, PC
261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924
- (845) 291-8650 Fax (845) 291-8657

Job Name: . Middle Earth A S o
Job Number: 030118 o Date: 27 July 2005

DESCRIPTION OF LUTHIEN FOREST ROAD

'BEGINNING at an iron pipe found at a stone wall intersection on the easterly right-of-
" way line of Station Road, said stone wall intersection being on the common line of lands
now or formerly of the Westminster Presbyterian Church on the northeast and the herein
described property on the southeast, all as shown on a certain map entitled, “Subdivision
Plat, Mlddle Earth Developmcnt ” filed in the Orange County Clerk’s Office on
asmap# - and running; thence, :

L. S. 65°-30°-09” E. 193.06 feet alohg the stone wall and the common line of the
Westminster Presbyterian Church and the herein described property; thence,

2. S.65°03°-39” E. 291.04 feet along the same; thence,
3. $.63°-30°-49"E. 137.65 feet along the same; thence,

4. S. 37°-36’-45” W. 41.61 feet forming the easterly nght-of—way line of the herein
descnbed road; thence,

5. Southeasterly on a curve to the right, having a radius of 750.00 feet (a line from
the radius point to the beginning of this curve bears N. 37°-36-45” E), an arc
distance of 737.78 feet forming the same to a point of tangency; thence,

6. S. 03°-58’ 28” W 723.02 feet forming the same toa point of curvature; thence

7. Southeasterly on a curve to the left, having a radlus 0f 975.00 feet, an arc distance
of 350.03 feet forming the same to a pomt of tangency; thence, -

8. S. 16°-35°-42” E. 4.09 feet formmg the same to a point of curvature thence,

9. Southeasterly on a curve to left, havmg a radius of 25.00 feet, an arc distance of
23.55 feet to a point of reverse curvature; thence,

10.  Southeasterly, Southerly, and Northwesterly on a curve to the right, having a
: radius of 60.00 feet, an arc distance of 301.53 feet forming a cul-de-sac at the
terminus of the herein described road to a point of reverse curvature; thence,

20301 i $\Descriptions\Luthien Forest Rosd.doc



- MJS ENGINEERING, PC

JobName: MiddleBarth -~ - Date: 27July2005
Job Number: 030118 _— S - " Page2of2 -

DESCRIPTION OF LUTHIEN FOREST ROAD

11. Northwesterly on acurve to the left, having a radius of 25.00, an arc dlstance of
23.55 feet forming the westerly right-of-way lme of the herein descnbcd road to a
point of tangency; thence : :

12. - N. 16°-35 -42” W 4.09 feet formmg the same to a pomt of curvature; thence,

13. Northerly on a curve to the nght, havmg a radius of 1 ,025.00 feet, an arc d:stance -
: of 367 98 feet fonmng the same to a pomt of tangency; thence

14. N. 03°-5 8. 28” E. 723.02 feet formmg the same toa point of curvature thence

15. Northwesterly on a curve to the left, havmg aradius of 700.00 feet, an arc
dlstance of 848.82 feet forming the same to a pomt of tangency, thence,

16.  N.65°-30°-09” W. 506. 15 feet formmg the same to the easterly nght-of-way line
of Station Road, thence,

17. N.28°-44° 24” E 80.22 feet along said line of Station Road to the point of
BEGINNING. :

Containiﬁg: 155,466 Square Feet
S or
3.5690 Acres
DONE BY: J.C.C.

CHECKED BY: CN.
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February 8, 2006 41

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION (03-22)

MR. EDSALL: Middle Earth subdivision application 03-22
request for six month approval, apparently there was a
letter that somehow wasn't acted on, asking for a six
month extension and we're just merely letting that
continue, they've got their outside agency approvals
but we want to get the preliminary extension on the
record.

MR. ARGENIO: Did you speak to that engineer today?
MR. EDSALL: Yes.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Who's that?

MR. EDSALL: MJS.

MR. ARGENIO: This is the one near us.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I thought that that was Kartiganer.

MR. EDSALL: 1It's MJS is the engineer, they've got
Shadow Fax and Middle Earth they're working on.

MR. ARGENIO: Looking are for six month extension.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Make a motion to give them a six
month extension.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Second it.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded that
the Middle Earth subdivision be given six month
extension. No further extension, roll call.

ROLIL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. MINUTA AYE



February 8, 2006

MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
MR. BROWN AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE

42
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DEPARTMENT OI. (EALTH
Jean M. Hudson, M.D., M.P.H. M.J. Schieifer, P.E.
Commissioner of Health Assistant Commissioner

124 Main Street
Gioshen, New York 10924-2199

E:’ward A. D‘a.“‘ Environmental Health (845) 291-2331
County Executive Fax: (R45)291-4078

January S, 2006

MIS Engimmecring & L.S., P.CC.
261 Greenwich Ave.
Goshen, NY 10924

Re:

Middle Earth
Realty Subdivision
T. New Windsor

Gentlemen:
In response to your request we are granting a 90 day extension for the above referenced project.

If additional time is needed, please request an additional extension prior to the expiration of this
90 day extension.

Very truly vours,.

F g T e i ’f

; z »."-"f’l'\/‘ /’fﬂ J&M"_;

Bdwin L. SimsPE.
Dircctor, Bureau of

Sanitary Engineering

ELS/ajc

ce: Applicant
File

.
P IR N R BV
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§ DEPARTMENT C 4EALTH
Jean M. Hudson, M.D., M.P.H. M.J. Schieifer, PE.
Comymissioner of Health Acsistant Commissionet

124 Mam Strect
Goshen, New York 10924-2199

Edward A. Diana Favvivonmental [leatih (%455 2012331
County FExeentive Fax: (845) 291-4078

September 8, 2005

MIS Engineering, P.C.
261 Greenwich Ave.
Goshen, NY 10924

Re:

Middle Earth
Realty Subdivision
T. New Windsor

Dear Mr. Sandor:

We are in receipt of the plans dated April 3, 2003, fatest revision August 26, 2005 regarding the
above refcrenced project. All comments based on our lechnical review have been satisfactonly
addressed.

Very truly yours,
g 2
Gfeg A.Moore, P.E.

St. Public FHealth Engincer
GAM/ajc

ce: Applicant
Iile
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December 09, 2005

E R S CONSULTANTS, INC.
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE SPECIALISTS

Brian Orzel

Regulatory Branch

Department of the Army

Western Permits Section

New York District Corps of Engineers
26 Federal Plaza

Jacob Javits Federal Building

New York, NY 10278-0090

Applicant: Middle Earth Development
Town: New Windsor

County: Orange State: New York
Tax Lot: Section 54, Block1, Lot £3.1

RE: Nationwide Permit 39, Permit Application number 2004-00778-YS

Dear Mr. Orzel:

This is in regard to a Pre-Construction Notice (PCN) that was submitted to
you under Nationwide Permit 39 for a proposed residential subdivision at the
Middle Earth Development Project. The subject property is located east of
Station Road in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York.

ERS Consuitants Inc. represents Drew Kartiganer of Middle Earth
Development Co. Corp. located at 555 Blooming Grove Turmnpike, New Windsor,
New York 12553, with respect to this submission. On behalf of the applicant |
previously submitted a Pre-Construction Notice (PCN) on October 19, 2005 in
support of authorization from the Department of the Army Corps of Engineers
under nationwide permit 39 for approximately 0.26 acres of impact to wetlands
and subsequent creation of approximately 0.55 acres of wetland.

Nationwide Permit Condition 13, “Noftification”, section (a) (3), states, “The
prospective permittee shall not begin the activity...unless 45 days have passed
from the District Engineer's receipt of the complete notification and the
prospective permittee has not received written notice from the District or Division
Engineer. Subsequently, the permittee’s right to proceed under the NWP may be

11 Forester Avenue, Warwick, New York 10990 ¢ info@ersconsultants.com
Tel: (845) 987-1775 » Fax: (845) 987-1788


mailto:info@ersconsultants.com

modified, suspended, or revoked only in accordance with the procedure set forth
in 33 CFR 330.5(d)(2).

As discussed with you in person on November 15, 2005, you reviewed the
permit request and mitigation plan, stating that the permit request was compiete
and the mitigation plan appeared adequate. Additionally, you stated that to save
time you would allow us to proceed under Nationwide Permit Condition 13, after
the 45 days has transpired.

ERS Consultants, inc. has not received any comments from your agency in
the 45 days since your agency received the PCN. As such, this project therefore
has authorization to proceed under the federal program, and that this right to
proceed may be modified, suspended or revoked only in accordance with the
procedure set forth in 33 CFR 330.5(d)(2).

Do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

~
I

David Griggs
ERS Consultants, Inc.

Cc: Middle Earth Development
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September 22, 2004 24

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION (03-22)

Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Andrew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Proposed 27 lot residential subdivision.
MR. CLEARWATER: It’s 26.

MR. PETRO: You took one out? Why did you take the one
out?

MR. CLEARWATER: 1It’s been 26 for gquite some time. 1In
any case, the plan is near same as it was last time the
board reviewed it.

MR. PETRO: Let me read in just so you know why so when
people read it they know that we’re not here one night
and just letting it go because it’s important to know
that that application proposes subdivision of 96 acre
parcel into 26 single family lots. The plan was
previously reviewed at the 23 July, 2003, 25 February,
2004 April 14, 2004, 26 May, 2004 and 23 June, 2004
planning board meetings. Seems like whenever you’re
involved with this quite a few visits but anyway the
property’s located in R-1 zone district of the Town,
required bulk information shown on the plan is correct
for the zone and use the plans have been revised for
previous comments and discussions at work sessions. We
have the following comments regarding the latest plans
submitted and their status of various items, I guess,
Mark, you can go over those, no sense of me reading
what you vrote.

MR. EDSALL: Well, at this point, I guess the not major
issue but the next issue we have to make sure gets
finalized is the storm water pollution prevention plan.
Pat Hines had some comments, they’re attached to my
report, we just need to have that resolved and
hopefully we can have a meeting of the minds and get
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September 22, 2004 25

that finalized. Other than that, they have, I know
they’re working with Andy on the restrictive covenants
and they’ve got some outside agency reviews potentially
and they did get a release from Orange, from New York
State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation so that’s out of the way.

MR. PETRO: Let me ask who’s talking?

MR. KARTIGANER: I was asking whether we need the
review prior to preliminary.

MR. EDSALL: The only thing that I believe needs to be
resolved before you can issue a negative dec or any
preliminary approval would be the storm water pollution
prevention plan that should be resolved before the
negative dec.

MR. PETRO: I still have again on 9/22/2004, I have
highway disapproved, again need drainage study
reviewved, again this is back to Mr. Kroll, I know it
does say here that you’re working with him. What'’s
this story here? This is like five times. What'’s
going on?

MR. CLEARWATER: With all due respect, we submitted the
drainage report back in June, actually back in May, I
think we made some revisions in June and here, you
know, I realize everybody’s got a lot on their plate
and things are busy but, you know--

MR. PETRO: Sight distance is resolved, drainage is the
last problem?

MR. ARGENIO: Wait a second, not to soften your point
at all but, Mark, wasn’t there also an issue a couple
of lots had like a two minute perc or some ridiculous
thing. Wasn’t there something going on there as well?

MR. KARTIGANER: There was, correct, and the response
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that we had from Mr. Edsall was that’s an Orange County
Department of Health review issue and my engineer
believes that the percs are going to work because
they’re the ones doing the final review.

MR. SCHLESINGER: His engineer thinks that it’s going
to work but it’s up to the Department of Health.

MR. ARGENIO: Mark, that’s right, that’s a D.O.H.
igsue?

MR. EDSALL: Once it’s a realty subdivision under state
lav we don’t have any jurisdiction on the sanitary and
wells, they may lose lots at the health erartmént.

MR. ARGENIO: You'’re talking about the storm water?

MR. EDSALL: I don‘’t and I don’t have the date here
that I passed it on to Pat, I’m not gquite sure but Jim
is correct that there are quite a number of large
projects currently under review and some of the
technical reviews aren’t as expeditious as I’4A love to
have but just the way the development is in Town
there’s a lot going on.

MR. PETRO: Well, you’ve got to get that resolved so
call him again.

MR. EDSALL: I think it would probably pay to work with
Pat and with Henry to get both their okays or approvals
before they come back at this point those are the only

two I believe that are prohibiting the negative dec and
the preliminary approval which would mean you can go on
to the outside agencies.

MR. PETRO: Didn’t we have a public hearing on this?
Is this the one with the street lighting?

MR. ARGENIO: Yes, we did.
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MR. PETRO: They didn’t want the street lights.

MR. KARTIGANER: They didn’t want the sidewalks and
street lights.

MR. PETRO: That’s how that was resolved.
MR. SCHLESINGER: 1It’s not required?

MR. KARTIGANER: It is required by Town code, according
to the engineer street light is required.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I think another issue was the
sidewalks.

MR. PETRO: We have sidewalks on one side.

MR. KARTIGANER: It’s in there, it’s at the discretion
of your planning board as to whether we remove them or
not.

MR. CLEARWATER: It’s not a Town Board issue.

MR. KARTIGANER: We’d love to have them out but that’s
something--

MR. PETRO: No, we have been requiring them on one
side. What else? 1I’m just trying to think back to the
public hearing. Well, you have the two issues so, I
mean, one is not holding up the other so if we had Mr.
Kroll’s blessing we still have the other issues.

MR. KARTIGANER: They’re the same issue.

MR. CLEARWATER: 1It’s the same issue.

MR. EDSALL: They’re related because what it comes down
to is properly collecting the storm water from the Town

roadway and then discharging it and treating it in an
acceptable manner and that overlaps with Pat so it is



{ ‘;,.\-

September 22, 2004 28

the same issue in effect.
MR. KARTIGANER: It’s the only issue left.
MR. PETRO: All right, thank you.

MR. KARTIGANER: The only other issue to go back with
the deed restrictions and that was I discussed that
with Andy Krieger, wve were talking about providing the
deed restrictions to the Orange County Citizens
Foundation and we got a letter from them which they
asked for a significant addition to what they
originally discussed with me. So at this point, the
way the deeded restrictions are going to be followed
and I discussed with Andy is that it’s going to be
provided to common lot line, people in the subdivision
that the deeded restrictions will be part of the deed
and people in the subdivision will have those
restrictions enforced on their own, he seems to feel
there will always be one person within the subdivision
that will act to make sure those deeded restrictions
for both the viewshed along Station Road and the
wetlands area in the back always be one person in there
who will make sure.

MR. ARGENIO: Or somebody outside of the subdivision.

MR. KARTIGANER: We were trying to get somebody from
the outside, we had somebody who we were in discussion
with developing this plan and close association, they
were talking about we have a couple lots that are huge
as opposed to a number of lots that are egual and they
came back and said that they wanted in essence they
were telling me to lose three lots and to establish
restrictions on about another 6 lots and what they
talked about and they did, so after the public hearing
and it‘’s just not viable, they’re basically saying
reduce the entire subdivision because we’ve changed our
mind and I forwarded a letter, I’m still willing to
discuss it with them subject to them going along with
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what we originally talked about but until then the
restrictions will be provided to common lot owners who
will be responsible for and have the right to enforce
those restrictions. 1Is that clear?

MR. ARGENIO: Yes.

MR. PETRO: We have a note says check buildable area on
lot 23, also check septic on 23, 22 and 29, anything

lost to the wetlands needs a long form EAF. Has any of
that been done? Check the septic system on lot 23, 227

MR. ARGENIO: That’s what I was. referring to, Jim, and
Mark is saying that’s D.O.H. not us, 22, 23 and I think
it was 21.

MR. CLEARWATER: There is no 29.

MR. ARGENIO: Bill was the one who actually brought it
to our attention.

MR. PETRO: We can’t even get there until wve resolve
this other issue. Get together with Mr. Kroll, Pat
Hines, get this other matter resolved so we can send
you on your way to get these other issues moving.
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REGULAR ITEMS:
MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION (03-22)

Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Drew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Proposed 13 lot residential subdivision.
MR. KARTIGANER: Twenty-six lot.

MR. PETRO: Application proposes subdivision of 96 acre
parcel into 26 single family lots 26, yeah, okay,
sorry, I looked at the one underneath. It’s R-1 zone,
we’ve seen this about five or six times, the public
hearing was held in this project in June. Applicant is
seeking negative declaration. You desire that, huh?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes, sir.

MR. PETRO: Why don’t you go over what we did at the
last meeting, don’t start from scratch, again, we’ve
seen this how many times I’m going to send it a
Christmas card.

MR. CLEARWATER: When we left off last one, the two
outstanding items, the drainage report was prepared,
few little things that Mr. Edsall’s office had wanted
revised changed which we have taken care of and I don’t
want to put words in his mouth but I think we’ve got
that taken care of.

MR. EDSALL: I agree with you.

MR. CLEARWATER: Secondly, the highway superintendent
you recall had a couple questions, comments, revisions
that you wanted, I met with Henry yesterday, reviewed
with him the changes that he wanted, we came to terms
on what was to be done and these plans don’t reflect
that because they were just done but basically he
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wanted two catch basins out on Station Road and some
Pipe connection that up. He also had some concern
about the slope on the Brandy Wine Road, fill slope and
he was concerned, we conveyed to him that that slope’s
a three to one slope and that basically the Town
shouldn’t accept the road until he was fine with that
and he should have submitted some comments.

MR. PETRO: He called me prior to the meeting so we’ll
get to that so something other than Mr. Kroll, what
else do you have?

MR. CLEARWATER: That’s it.

MR. PETRO: We had fire approval on 5/20/2004. Mark,
other than Mr. Kroll who tells me that he’s satisfied
enough to do a preliminary and he can do a further
review as they move along to final, what else do you
have? I know we’‘re going to take a negative dec.

MR. EDSALL: Under comment 3 you’ve got some very minor
corrections that just need to be done relative to the
road detail. And under comment 4, I’m just indicating
that I do agree that preliminary approval would be
appropriate if the board s¢ agrees and then I have a
couple items that they need to work on while they’re
between preliminary and final so I think it’s in much
improved condition, I have reviewed all the issues the
board asked me to review and Henry as well I met with
him a couple times and he seems to be happy now.

MR. PETRO: Required bulk information shown on the plan
is correct for the zone and use, you’re going to have a
couple comments even from the preliminary to take care
of, you can do that with Mark, when he tells me the
plan is ready to be signed, I’1ll sign it. Motion for
negative dec.

MR. ARGENIO: So moved
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MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec for the
Middle Earth subdivision. Any further discussion? If
not, roll roll.

ROLL CALL
MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO ' AYE

MR. SCHLESINGER: Question on lighting was settled,
what was one issue, the lighting?

MR. KARTIGANER: They wanted the lighting.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Just for my understanding on the deed
restriction you can deed, you can have restrictions on
some lots different than other lots?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, that’s basically a voluntary thing
they’re trying to include in this subdivision to
protect visual aspects, something they’re putting in at
their own choice. 1It’s just going to end up being a
restrictive covenant in the deed that’s enforceable by
the other homeowners that they, that’s a benefit to
everyone and you can’t disturb those areas.

MR. SCHLESINGER: My question on that is that with deed
restrictions that I’ve been familiar with if we say all
the houses have to be red then everybody knows all the
houses have to be red but on this one we’re only
referring to five lots, I think it is and how do the
other people, how are they aware of the fact that
there’s a deed restriction on those five lots?
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MR. EDSALL: We can probably work with Andy on having
in the other deeds the non-affected lots having them be
aware that there is a benefit, a visual benefit being
granted along the highway for buffering.

MR. SCHLESINGER: So that should be some way legally
that everybody’s aware of it cause that’s the way it’s
going to be policed.

MR. EDSALL: That’s a great point, the lots that are
affected have to be told the lots that are benefited
have to be told that there’s this benefit.

MR. KARTIGANER: We can give that to the Town of New
Windsor too cause then they can implement it.

MR. EDSALL: We have until final to work that out but
that’s a real good point.

MR. KRIEGER: I should note Mr. Chairman that while
it’s not in final form 1I’ve had a number of discussions
with Mr. Kartiganer as with respect to what form it
should take and I think for purposes of preliminary
approval it could be best characterized as on track and
I think the applicant is aware that it needs to be
finalized before the plan can be finally approved.

MR. PETRO: Okay, any other outstanding comments from
the board members? We’re going to take a roll call for
preliminary approval.

MR. ARGENIO: Form of a motion?

MR. PETRO: Yes.

MR. ARGENIO: 1I’11 make a motion for preliminary
approval for Middle Earth Development major subdivision

on Station Road.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Pending the finalized issues that
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we’re taking about.

MR. PETRO: He has two or three with Mark that’s on
these sheets and Henry already said that he’s willing
to sign off on the preliminary ones after that they’re
going to come back for a regular final then work
together, pick that up again.

MR. SCIHLESINGER: S0 I’1ll second that subject to Mark'’s
comments.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant preliminary approval
to the Middle Earth Development major subdivision on
Station Road. Any further comments from the board
members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. ARGENIO: How wide are the roads?

MR. CLEARWATER: Thirty feet, pavement is 30 feet.
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION
PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD

SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1-LOT 53.1

PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22

DATE:

13 OCTOBER 2004

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+

ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003,

25 FEBRUARY 2004, 14 APRIL 2004, 26 MAY 2004, 23 JUNE 2004 AND
22 SEPTEMBER 2004 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS.

The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.

The Public Hearing was held for this project in June. The applicant is seeking a negative
declaration for SEQRA, and desires Preliminary Approval such that the application can proceed
to the Orange County Department of Health for review and approval. Action in this regard was
held pending resolution of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SPPP) and an approval
from the Highway Superintendent.

We have received an updated SPPP. We find the report generally acceptable, with only minor
final comments remaining. The report is adequate for supporting a negative declaration if the
Board is comfortable that no other SEQRA issues remain.

I am not aware of the approval status from the Highway Superintendent.

We have reviewed the latest plans submitted for the project. Some minor comments are as
follows (these can be corrected on the plans following Preliminary Approval):

¢ Road crown should be minimum 4” (not 2% slope)
e Maximum slope within right-of-way (behind curb) is %4 per foot (not 8%)
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®* 540 BROADWAY °* MONTIC!H.D, NEW YORK 12701 °* 845-794-3300 *
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4, I have no objection to the Board considering Preliminary Approval. The applicant is reminded
of the following, which should be addressed while the application is at OCDOH seeking
approval, and resolved prior to return to the Planning Board:

¢ Final format for the declaration for the restrictive covenants for the lots, for the

NW03-22-130ct04.doc

Conservation Easement for lots 1-5, should be resolved.

Any outside agency approvals or permits (in addition to OCDOH) should be obtained,
including (but possibly not limited to), a SPDES General Permit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Activities, and a possible 401 Water Quality Certification
required (pending ACOE determination).

The applicant is reminded that a drainage district wili be required. They should
coordinate this item with the Town Attorney’s office.
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PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION

PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD
SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1-LOT 53.1

PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22

DATE: 22 SEPTEMBER 2004

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+
ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003,
25 FEBRUARY 2004, 14 APRIL 2004, 26 MAY 2004 AND 23 JUNE 2004
PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS.

1. The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.

2. The plans have been revised per previous comments and discussions at worksessions. We have
the following comments regarding the latest plans submitted and the status of various items:

e We have reviewed the revised Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SPPP).
Corrections are still needed. Qur comments regarding the plan are attached.

e It is my understanding that the declaration for the restrictive covenants for the lots, with
the restrictions for the Conservation Easement for lots 1-5, is still under review. Can we
get an update from the Applicant and Andy Krieger?

e Itis still our understanding that outstanding outside agency permits and approvals
include Orange County DOH Realty Subdivision approval, a SPDES General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities, and a possible 401 Water Quality
Certification required (pending ACOE determination).
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e We have received a copy of the letter from NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation, dated 7-30-04, which indicates the proposed project will have “No
Impact”. This is a closed issue.

3. In general, once the Stormwater Management issues are resolved, and an approval from the
Highway Superintendent is obtained, we will proceed with the detailed review of the submittal.
Once these issues are resolved, a SEQRA determination can be considered, as well as
Preliminary Approval considered.

4, The applicant is reminded that a drainage district will be required. They should begin to arrange
for this item.
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PREPARATION DATE: 1 SEPTEMBER 2004
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1.

2.

Show pipe sizes for hydraulic connection between Federal Jurisdictional Wetland areas.

The detention pond No. 1 identified on Lot 26, contains conflicting low flow orifice elevations.

. The applicant’s representative should identify the pond treatment type in accordance with New York State

Stormwater Management Design Manual. It appears the applicant is proposing a micro pool extended
detention pond (P-1). This does not allow credit for the micro pool areas in the water quality volume
calculations as shown in the stormwater management model. The model depicts available storage below
the low flow orifice (water quality orifice), which would not otherwise be available.

It is requested the applicant provide a narrative report in response to comment letters for future
submissions.

Details of the outlet control structures for both stormwater management facilities should be provided.

. Operation and maintenance of the pond facilities should be addressed.

. The hydrograph summary report for the 100 year storm event identifies a maximum water surface elevation

of 437.76. However, the model does not identify the grate in full function as an inlet. The discharge
culvert must be modeled as an outlet to the detention pond to assure that adequate discharge is available.

Respectfully submitted,

MCGOEY, HAUSER & EDSALL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS, P.C.

Fodd O Il

Patrick J. Hirtes”
Associate
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¢ Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD
October 14, 2004

MIJS Engineering, P.C.
261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924

ATTN: JAMES CLEARWATER, PLS

SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY APPROVAL FOR FILE # 03-22

TAX MAP # 54-1-53.1
PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION
LOCATION: STATION ROAD - NEW WINDSOR, NY

Dear Mr. Clearwater:

This letter is to confirm that at the regularly scheduled Planning Board meeting of October 13, 2004, a
Negative Declaration was declared and Preliminary Approval was granted to subject project.

If you have any questions with regard to this matter, please contact our office.

Very truly yours,

Myra'ﬁason, Secretary to the

New Windsor Planning Board

MLM



Sent By: ERS Consultants Inc; 845 087 1788; Feb-8-06 6:41PM; Page -

ERS CONSULTANTS, INC.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE SPECIALISTS

February 8, 2006

James Clearwater

MJS Engineering

261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924

Applicant: Middle Earth Development
Town: New Windsor

County: Orange State: New York
Tax Lot: Section 54, Block1, Lot 53.1

RE: Nationwide Permit 39, Permit Application number 2004-00778-YS

Dear Mr. Clearwater:

This is in regard to a Pre-Construction Notice (PCN) that was submitted to
the US Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) under Nationwide Permit 39 fora
proposed residential subdivision at the Middle Earth Development Project. The
subject property is located east of Station Road in the Town of New Windsor,
Orange County, New York,

ERS Consultants Inc. previously submitted a Pre-Construction Notice
(PCN) on October 19, 2005 in support of authorization from the Department of
the Amy Corps of Engineers under nationwide permit 39 for approximately 0.26
acres of impact to wetlands and subsequent creation of approximately 0.55 acres
of wetland.

Nationwide Permit Condition 13, "Notification”, saction (a) (3), states, "The
prospective permittee shall not begin the activity...unless 45 days have passed
from the District Engineers receipt of the complete notification and the
prospective permittee has not received written notice from the District or Division
Engineer. Subsequently, the permittee’s right to proceed under the NWP may be
modified, suspended, or revoked only in accordance with the procedure set forth
in 33 CFR 330,5(d)(2).

11 Forester Avenue, Warwick, New York 10990 ¢ info@ersconsultants.com
Tel: (845) 987-1775 » Fax: (845) 987-1788
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Sent By: ERS Consultants Inc; 845 087 f788; Feb-8-08 6:41PM;

-

As discussed with representatives of the ACOE on November 15, 2005, the
ACOE reviewed the permit request and mitigation plan, stating that the permit
request was complete and the mitigation plan appeared adequate. Additionailly,
they stated that in order to save time they would allow us to proceed under
Nationwide Permit Condition 13, after the 45 days has transpired.

ERS Consultants, inc. has not received any comments from the ACOE in
the 45 days since the agency received the PCN. As a courtesy, ERS
Consultants, Inc. issued a letter to the ACOE on December 8, 2005 stating that
the project will move forward as planned. As such, this project therefore has
authorization to proceed under the federal program, and that this right to proceed
may be modified, suspended or revoked only in accordance with the procedure
set forth in 33 CFR 330.5(d)(2).

Do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
ERS Consu!tants Inc.

Al P

David Griggs
Professional Wetland Scientist

Page 2/2
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Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4630
Fax: (845) 563-4693

Attorney for the Town

October 17, 2005
John S. Hicks, Esq.

158 Orange Ave.
P.O Box 367
Walden, NY 12586-0367

Re: Middle Earth Subdivision
Your File No.: 1171-6
Dear John:
| have reviewed your letter dated October 6, 2005.
Regarding the Irrevocable Offer of Dedication, | have sent one copy of that instrument
to the Planning Board Engineer. You should now send one copy of the map to the

Town Engineer for review. | would appreciate a copy of the map also.

From my standpoint | request that all roads be on one deed, and all easements be on
another document.

Have you checked with the Planning Board Engineer, Mark Edsall, P.E., as to whether
the subdivision needs to form a drainage district.

Very Traly Yours,

(et

Cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. (with enclosure)

tfip rotty



AGREEMENT AND IRREVOCABLE OFFER OF DEDICATION

AGREEMENT, made this ____ day of , 2005, by and between Drew Kartiganer,
555 Blooming Grove Turnpike, New Windsor, NY 12553, hereinafter called the Developer, and
THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, a municipal corporation of the State of New York, having its
principal office at 555 Union Ave, New Windsor, NY 12553, hereinafter designated as the Town.

WHEREAS, the Planning Board of the Town has approved a subdivision entitled
“Subdivision Plan for Middle Earth Development” which map was or will be filed in the Office of
the Clerk of Orange County on , as Map No. ; and

WHEREAS, said map designates certain public improvements consisting of a proposed road
"and drainage easements to be dedicated to the Town, free and clear of all encumbrances and liens,
pursuant to the regulations and requirements of the Town; and

WHEREAS, the Developer, simultaneously herewith, shall comply with performance bond
requirements of the Town for the construction, maintenance and dedication of said improvements;
and

WHEREAS, the Developer is desirous of offering for dedication the said improvements and
land to the Town, more particularly described in Schedules “A”, “B”, and “C”, attached hereto; and

WHEREAS, the Developer has delivered deed of conveyance to the Town for said land
improvements as described herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in conrsideration of the sum of ONE DOLLAR ($1.00) lawful money
of the United States, paid by the Town to the Developer, and other good and valuable consideration,
it is mutually AGREED as follows:

1. The Developer herewith delivered to the Town, a deed of conveyance for the
premises described in Schedules “A”, “B” and “C” attached hereto, said delivery being a formal
offer of dedication to the Town.

2. The Developer agrees that said formal offer of dedication is irrevocable and can
be accepted by the Town at any time.

3. The Developer to complete the construction and maintenance of the land and
improvements pursuant to the performance bond requirement and the requirements of the Planning
Board of the Town and any ordinances, regulations, requirements, covenants and agreements that
may be imposed by the Town with respect thereto. Developer further agrees to be responsible for
snow removal of subdivision roads until such time as the roads are accepted for dedication by the
Town.

4. The Developer agrees that within thirty (30) days after written notice of
acceptance of this offer of dedication by the Town the developer shall furnish to the Town a title
insurance policy issued by a licensed title insurance company authorized to do business in the State
of New York, in a minimum amount of TEN THOUSAND DOLLARS ($10,000.00), certifying that
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the premises are free and clear of all liens and encumbrances and shall furnish to the Town a check
for all necessary fees and taxes to record the deed heretofore delivered. A title insurance report shall
be provided by the developers to the Town at the time th Offer of Dedication is presented.

5. That this irrevocable offer of dedication shall run with the land and shall be binding on
all assignees, grantees, successors, or heirs of the Developer.

Drew A. Kartiganer, President

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

By:
George J. Meyers, Town Supervisor

State of New York ) _
$s.:

N’

County of Orange )

On , 2005 before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said
State, personally appeared Drew Kartiganer, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis
of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that she executed the same in her capacity, and that by her signature on the
instrument, the individual or the person upon behalf of which the individual acted, executed the
instrument. -

Notary Public, State of New York

State of New York )

A

§S.:
County of Orange )

On , 2005 before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said
State, personally appeared George J. Meyers, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis
of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that she executed the same in her capacity, and that by her signature on the

instrument, the individual or the person upon behalf of which the individual acted, executed the
instrument.

Notary Public, State of New York



MJS ENGINEERING

CIVIL/ENVIRONMENTAL
MJS Engineering, PC
261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 291-8650  Fax (845) 291-8657
030118
29 September 2004

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

RE: Middie Earth Development — Station Road
Dear Ms. Mason:

Enclosed are eight sets of plans for the above referenced project, revised to reflect the
comments received at the September 22" Planning Board meeting. The Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SPPP), last submitted on June 10™, was reviewed by MHE by
letter dated September 1, 2004, also received 9/22/04. The following seven items are in
response to the SPPP review:

1. The pipe sizes for the hydraulic connection between the Federal Jurisdictional
Wetland areas are shown on the Site Plan.

2. The detention pond #1 identified on lot #26 feature a 6 inch diameter orifice at
elevation 430.2. This is shown on the drawings and described in the SPPP.

3. The detention pond shown on the drawings and described in the SPPP is a Pocket
Pond (P-5). This type of pond allows credit for the water quality volume (WQ,)
in the permanent pool. The Stormwater Management model begins the
calculations for the routing of the detention pond at elevation 430.2. This
corresponds to the invert of the orifice and represents the top of the permanent
pool. This is described in the SPPP. '

4. We will provide a narrative report in response to future comment letters, if
necessary. ‘
5. Details of the outlet control structure for the detention pond on lot #26 are shown

on the drawings. The temporary pipe spillways for the sediment basins on

lots #21 and #26 are also shown on the drawings. The temporary pipe spillways
as described in the NYS Stormwater Management Design Manual. These
temporary structures are shown on the drawings.

Z:\030118'Pi Bd Submission - 2004-09-29.doc
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Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary
29 September 2004

During construction, the operation of the erosion control features is described in
the SPPP under Section VIII, Erosion and Sediment Control. This section
describes the proposed practices. Section IX, Implementation Schedule and
Maintenance describes the implementation and operation of the stormwater
management facilities. Section B, Description of Arrangements (Long-Term
Maintenance) described the anticipated cleaning of the detention pond.

The model utilizes a grate set to elevation 434.5 as an inlet. This is described in
the SPPP. A detail of the control structure is also shown on the drawings.

The follbwing is the response to their September 22™ letter, using the same numbering
system:

1.

The deed-restricted area covering a portion of lots #1 through #5 will grant rights
to the owners of each of the five lots. No outside agency has been found which is
willing to take on the responsibility of policing the restrictions listed in each deed.

Approvals from the outside agencies will be applied for following preliminary
approval. ‘

Enclosed is a copy of the Long Environmental Assessment Form updated to
reflect the subdivision as currently laid out. This EAF should be substituted for
the one previously submitted.

Following the review of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan by Mark
Edsall, we will meet (if necessary) with Henry Kroll to review his concemns.

If you have any questions or require any additional information, please do not hesitate to
contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

MJ Engmeennz ;

JCC/gl
Enc.

CcC:

es C. Clearwater, PLS
OJect Manager

D. Kartiganer

Z:\030118\P1 Bd Submission - 2004-09-29.doc Page 20f2


file://Z:/0301

4, BLOCK. 4, tor 4

LIBER 3780, paGr 291
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5. MAP REFERENCE:
_BEING LOT #1 AS SHOWN ON MAP ENTITLED "CLEMENT

SUBDMSION" FILED IN THE ORANGE COUNTY CLERK'S
OFFICE ON SEPTEMBER 29, 1986 AS MAP §7847.

6. TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY PREPARED BY GECDETIC ASSOCIATES
INTERNATIONAL, ANDOVER, NJ FROM AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY
_DATED DECEMBER 2002. VERTICAL DATUM IS NVD83, CONTOUR

INTERVAL TWO FEET.

7. WETLANDS FIELD DELINEATED AND LOCATED BY ERS CONSULTANTS, INC.,
BELLVALE, NY, APRIL 10, 2003.

8. l PARCEL -AREA: 98.62 ACRES

9. ACCESS TO LOTS 1-8 IS RESTRICTED TO THE INTERNAL ROADWAY,
“NO ACCESS DIRECTLY FROM STATION ROAD IS PERMITTED.

10. A 200 FT. WIDE CONSERVATION AREA IS PROVIDED ALONG STATION ROAD
-AND EFFECTS LOTS 1--5. NO STRUCTURES OR VEGETATIVE CLEARING IS
PERMITTED WiTH THE EXCEPTION OF THE DRIVEWAY SHOWN ON LOT 5.

11.- STREET LIGHTS ARE PROPOSED IN SiX LOCA"ONS AND WILL BE INSTALLED
IN ACCORDANCE WITH TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR STANDARDS.

SHEET INDEX

C~1 OVERALL PLAN

C-2 SUBDIVISION PLAN

Cc-3 SITE PLAN- LOTS 1-5, 9, 25-27

C-4 SITE PLAN— LOTS 6-8

C-5 SITE PLAN— LOTS 10, 21-24, 26

C-6 SITE PLAN— LOTS 11-20

C~7 PROFILE

Cc-8 PROFILE

Cc-9 DETAIL SHEET

C-10 DETAIL SHEET

Cc-11 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN

Cc-12 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN DETAILS
C-13 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN DETAILS

)




, | MJS ENGINEERING
o

MIJS Engineering, PC
617.20 261 Greenwich Avenue
Appendix A Goshen, NY 10924
State Environmental Quality Review 24 %EPT. 2004.

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project or action may
be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequently, there are aspects of
a project that are subjective or unmeasurable. It is also understood that those who determine significance may have littie or no formal
knowledge of the environment or may not be technically expert in environmental analysis. In addition, many who have knowledge
in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting the question of significance. '

The full EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination process
has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexibie enough to allow introduction of information to fit a project or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project data, it assists
a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides guidance
as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-large impact. The
form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reducec.

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the impact is
actually important.

THIS AREA FOR LEAD AGENCY USE ONLY

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE -- Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: Part 1 Partz DPart 3
Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting information, and
considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the lead agency that:

D A. The project will not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is one which will not have a
significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration will be prepared.

D B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required, therefore
a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.*

L—_l C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact on the
environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared.

*A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions
MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT

Name of Action
Name of Lead Agency
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signatuire of Preparer (I different from responsibie officer)
Date
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PART 1--PROJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect on the
environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered as part of the
application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional information you believe
will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve new studies,
research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify each instance.

Name of Action MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT

Location of Action (include Street Address, Municipality and County)
East side of Station Road, 2200 feet south of NYS 207. Tax map reference SEction 54 Block 1 Lot 53.1

Name of Applicant/Sponsor Middle Earth Development, c/o Drew Kartiganer

Address 555 Blouming Grove Turnpike

City /PO New Windsor State NY Zip Code 12553

Business Telephone 845-562-4499

Name of Owner (if different) Clay Clement, Dorothy Clement and John Clement

Address 548 Station Road

City / PO Rock Tavern : State NY Zip Code 12575

Business Telephone

Description of Action:

Subdivision of 98.6 acres to create 26 single family residential lots. One lot will contain the existing house. All lots will have access to
Station Road via two new public streets. Each lot will be served by individual wells and septics. The site is encumbered by 58.62 acres
of US Army Corps freshwater wetlands. Wetlands will remain undisturbed with the exception of 0.25 acre which will be filled for the
two road crossings.
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Please Complete Each Question--Indicate N.A. if not applicable

A. SITE DESCRIPTION
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.

1. Present Land Use: D Urban D Industrial D Commercial Residential (suburban) D Rural (non-farm)
Forest Agriculture Eothef VoAC FRESHWATER h)é!"-A‘JD

2. Total acreage of project area: ____98.6 acres.
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION
Meadow or Brushiand (Non-agricultural) 5 acres 21.21 acres
Forested 8.9 acres 6 acres
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) 25 acres 0 acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24,25 of ECL) 58.62 acres 5837 acres
Water Surface Area 0 acres 0 acres
Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) 0 acres 0 acres
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces ' 0.05 acres - 4.42 acres
Other (indicate type) LAWN - 26 LOTS 0.33 ACRE PER LOT 1.0 acres ' 8.6 acres

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? MM DIN, Ewe 1 CARLISLE
a. Soil drainage: Well drained __ 35 % of site E Moderately well drained ___ 6 % of site.
Poorly drained __59 % of site

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land
Classification System? acres (see 1 NYCRR 370).

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? D Yes E No

a. What is depth to bedrock >5 (infeety GREATER TWAN 5 FT. AS PER ZOIL CovseniArenl SERVICE
5. Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes:

[Ho10%80 % [lo15%12 %  [[]15% or greater 1%

6. Is praject substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or National Registers of
Historic Places? Yes E] No

7. s project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? D Yes E]NO
8. What is the depth of the water table? (in feet) MARDIN® PERCHED MR- My ; ERIE : PERCHE) DEC-MAY

CARLISLE : APPARENT SEP-JUNE
9. Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? Dves E No

10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? D Yes E No
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered? DYes D No

According to: UN OETEQH INED

Identify each species:

Are there ény uniﬁde-br unusual land forms on the projeét snte'7(|ec||ffs duneé, other Qeolbgical formations?
Cves EI No

Describe:

Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area?

D Yes E]No

If yes, explain:

Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community? BYes DNO

internal roads.

Applicant proposes to deed restrict portions of five lots to prevent development that would block view. Driveways are restricted to

Streams within or contiguous to project area:

Wetlands and Un-named triburary to Beaver Dam Lake

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary

Beaver Brook

Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area:

58.62 acres of US Army Corps wetlands on site

b. Size (in acres):
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17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? E Yes D No
a. If YES, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? D Yes E No
b. If YES, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? EYes DNO
18. Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agricuiture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and

19.

20.

3047 DYeS E No

Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8 of the ECL,
and 6 NYCRR 6177 [_|Yes No

Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? [T]yes

Project Description

Fhysical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate).

a.

b.

[w]no

Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by praject sponsor: 98.6 acres.
Project acreage to be developed: 40.2 acres initially; 40.2 acres ultimately.
Project acreage to remain undeveloped: 58.37 acres.
Length of project, in miles: N/A (if appropriate)
If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed. 0%
Number of off-street parking spaces existing __ 4; proposed ___ 52
Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour: 52 (upon completion of project)?
If residential: Number and type of housing units:
One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium
Initially 26 0 0 0
Ultimately 26 0 0 0
i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 35 height; 35 width; 75 length.

j. Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 1420 ft.

How much natural material (i.e. rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the site?

Will disturbed areas be reclaimed E]Yes DND DNIA

a.

If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed?

0 tons/cubic yards.

Public streets and single family residential building sites

b.
C.

How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be remaoved from site?

Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation?  [m] ves o

Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? E Yes D No
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5. Wil any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project?
D Yes E No
6. If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction: 3 months, (including demolition)

7. If multi-phased:

a. Total number of phases anticipated 1 (number)
b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1: 5 month 2005 year, (including demolition)
c. Approximzte completion date of final phase: 11 month __ 2007 year.

d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? D Yes D No
8. Wil blasting occur during construction? D Yes D No UNDETERMINED BT NOT L'kEU{
9. Number of jobs generated: during construction 10 ; after project is complete
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project 0 .
11. Will project require refocation of any projects or facilities? D Yes E] No

If yes, explain:

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? D Yes E No

a. [f yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc) and amount

b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged

13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? [ﬂ Yes B No  Type Household septic

14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? DYes ENO

If yes, explain:

15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flocd plain? DYes ENO
16. Will the project generate solid waste? m Yes D No

200('26
a. If yes, what is the amount per month? 2.6 _tons 200 L%/thSﬁ/HONTH 2:; )= 2.6 T'DMS/HOPJM

b. If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? [EI Yes D No

c. Ifyes, give name Orange County Transfer 6|’AT o ; location Rt 17K Newburgh, NY -

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfili? EYes D No
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e. {f yes, explain:

Mandatory recycling

17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DYes ENO

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month.

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years.

18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? E]Yes No

19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? D Yes B No

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? D Yes ENO
21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? E Yes [] No

If yes, indicate type(s)

Normal household electric and heating fuel

22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity 5 gallons/minute./M IN. PER HOUSE
23. Total anticipated water usage per day _ 13520 gallons/day. 520 GAL / DA"{ / House ‘520( 2") <1360

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? [j Yes E] No

If yes, explain:
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25. Approvals Required:

Type Submittal Date
Drainage district and Offer
City, Town, Village Board E Yes n No
of Dedication for roads
Subdivision MY Un2
City, Town, Village Planning Board EYes D No
City, Town Zoning Board D Yes E No
Orange County Health Dept.
City, County Health Department ElYes D No

for well and septic

Orange Co. Planning

Other Local Agencies EYGS E] No

Other Regional Agencies DYes IB No
OPRHP "D IMAACT LE TTER “ Recerve™

State Agencies E} Yes D No FROM OPEHP 17— 30- 04
Historical review -
US Army Corps for J:D. 15 peNpiING

Federal Agencies E Yes D No ' ‘e
Jursd. Determination and *
Nationwide Permit w/ Mitig

C. Zoning and Planning Information
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? EYes D No
If Yes, indicate decision required:
E Zoning amendment B Zoning variance D New/revision of master plan m Subdivision

B Site plan D Special use permit D Resource management plan D Other

Page 8 of 21



3.

8.

9.

What is the zoning classification(s) of the site?

R-1, Single family residential

What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?

26 lots

What is the proposed zoning of the site?

No change proposed

What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning?

N/A

Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? E Yes

ENO

What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a ¥ mile radius of proposed action?

Single family residential; Church; Agriculture

Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uSes with a ¥a mile? E| Yes

If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? 26

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? 80000 sq. ft.
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10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? m Yes E] No

Drainage district

11. Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police, fire protection?

E Yes D No

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? D Yes D No
12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? D Yes E—J No
a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic. BYes D No

D. Informational Details

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse impacts
associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or avoid them.

E. Verification
I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.
Applicant/Sponsor Name MJS Engineering PC, Date 9 20 ',/

s Jtr © ekt
V4

Title James C. Clearwater, PLS, MJS Engineering PC

if the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this
assessiment.
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PART 2 - PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General information (Read Carefully)

1
!

-

In completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been
reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental anaiyst.

The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold of
magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and for
most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriate for a
Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and have been
offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question.

The number of examples per guestion does not indicate the importance of each question.

In identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumulative effects.

Instructions (Read carefully)
a . .

b.
c.

Answer each of the 20 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.

Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.

If answering Yes to a question then check the appropriate box(column 1-or 2)to indicate the potential size of the impact. If
impact threshold equals or exceeds any exainple provided, check column 2. If impact will occur but threshold is lower than
example, check column 1.

Identifying that an Impact will be potentiaily large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant. Any
large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. ldentifying an impact in column 2 simply asks that it
be looked at further.

If reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3.

If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in the project to a small to moderate
impact, also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This must be
explained in Part 3.

1 2 3
Small to Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
Impact Impact Project Change

Impact on Land

1. Will the Proposed Action result in a physical change to the project

site?

NO D YES D

Exampiles that would apply to column 2

. Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot
rise per 100 foot of length), or where the general slopes
in the project area exceed 10%.

. Construction on land where the dépth to the water table
is less than 3 feet.

[1yes [no

. Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more D Yes D No
vehicles.
. Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or D No

generally within 3 feet of existing ground surface.

[ves o

. Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or
involve more than one phase or stage.

O 0O 0 00 O
O O0000 O
O
)

. Excavation for mining purposes that would remove
more than 1,000 tons of natural material (i.e., rock or
soil) per year.
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< Construction or expansion of a santary landfill.
»  Construction in a designated floodway.

« ' Other impacts:

1

Small to

Moderate
Impact

i
O
D

2
Potential
Large
Impact

.
.
D

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DY&G DNo
DY&G DNO
[yes [Ino

Will there be an effect to any unique or unusual land forms found on
the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc.)

DNO DYES

»  Specificland forms:

DYes v DNO

Impact on Water

Will Proposed Action affect any water body designated as protected?
(Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law,
ECL)

E]NO D YES

Examples that would apply to column 2
+ Developable area of site contains a protected water body.

¢ Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of
a protected stream.

+  Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water
body.

»  Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland.

+  Other impacts:

OO0 O OO0

Od a oanq

DYes DNO
[yes [no

DY% DNO

DYes DNO
DYes DNo

Will Proposed Action affect any non-protected existing or new body of

water?
[jno DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2
« A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of
water or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

+  Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface
area.

«  Other impacts:

0 4d

a

O 0O O

DY&G DNo
DY& DNO
DY% DNO
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Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater quality or

Divo [es

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed Action will require a discharge permit.

Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not
have approval to serve proposed (project) action.

Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater
than 45 gallons per minute pumping capacity.

Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water
supply system.

Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater.

Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which
presently do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons
per day.

Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into
an existing body of water to the extent that there will be an
obvious visual contrast to natural conditions.

Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or
chemical products greater than 1,100 gallons.

Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without
water and/or sewer services.

Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses
which may require new or expansion of existing waste treatment
and/or storage facilities.

Other impacts:

Small to
Moderate
Impact

1

O OoOoOoQ0Oo Ooogooaoddad

2

Potential
Large
Impact

0 OO0 000000 oo

Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

D Yes
D Yes

D Yes
D Yes

DYes
DY&

D Yes
D Yes

D Yes
D Yes
D Yes

[Tves

DNO

DNo
DNO
E]No

DNO
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1 2 3
Small to Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
Impact Impact Project Change

Will Proposed Action alter drainage flow or patterns, or surface water
runoff?

D NO DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2
*  Proposed Action would change flood water flows

Cves [no
Cives [Mno
[ves [no
[Myes [ Ino

DY&S DNo

+ Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion.
« Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns.

»  Proposed Action will allow development in a designated
floodway.

O goad
O 0000

+  Other impacts:

IMPACT ON AIR
Will Proposed Action affect air quality?
D NO D YES

Examples that would apply to column 2
»  Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any
given hour.

DYes DNO
DYes DNO
DY% ENO

* Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton
of refuse per hour.

« Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour

or a heat source producing more than 10 million BTU'’s per
hour.

DY&G DNO
Clves [Ino
DYes DNO

= Proposed Action will allow an increase in the amount of land
committed to industrial use.

* Proposed Action will allow an increase in the density of
industrial development within existing industrial areas.

O 00 oOoaad
OO0 0 0006

*  Otherimpacts:

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered species?
D NO DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

+ Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or D E DY&S DNO
Federal list, using the site, over or near
the site, or found on the site.
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10.

Removal of any portion of acritical or significant wildlife habitat.

Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year,
other than for agricultural purposes.

Other impacts:

Smallto
Moderate
Impact

1

[
[

i

2
Potential
Large
Impact

n
O

|

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DY@ DNO
DYes DND

DYes DNO

Will Proposed Action substantialy affect non-threatened or non-
endangered species?

D NO D YES

Examples that would apply to cdumn 2

Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident
or migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species.

Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres of
mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally important
vegetation.

Other impacts:

O O

O d

DYes DNO
DY@ [Ino

DY& DNO

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES _

Will Proposed Action affect agriculiural land resources?

E‘JNO [Jyes

Examples that would apply to cdumn 2

The Proposed Action wouldsever, cross or limit access to
agricultural land (includes copland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard,
orchard, etc.)

Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of
agricultural land.

The Proposed Action wouldirreversibly convert more than 10

acres of agricultural land or,if located in an Agricultural District,
more than 2.5 acres of agriculiural land.
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The Proposed Action would disrupt or prevent installation of
agricultural land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain
lines, outlet ditches, strip cropping); or create a need for such
measures (e.g. cause a farm field to drain poorly due to
increased runoff).

Other impacts:

1 2
Small to Potential
Moderate Large
impact Impact

1

[

]

[

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

[Mves [ne

DY% DNo

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES

11. Will Proposed Action affect aesthetic resources? (if necessary, use
the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.20, Appendix B.)

[no DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different
from or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use
patterns, whether man-made or natural.

Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of
aesthetic resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce
their enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource.

Project components that will result in the elimination or
significant screening of scenic views known to be important to
the area.

Other impacts:

O O 0O O

O O O O

DY% DNo

[tes DNO

DY&G DNO

DY& DNo

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic,
prehistoric or paleontological importance?

D NO DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or
substantially contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State
or National Register of historic places.

Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located within
the project site.

Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive
for archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory.
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1 2 3
Small to Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
Impact Impact Project Change

»  Otherimpacts: D D DYes DNO

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION

13. Will proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing or future
open spaces of recreational opportunities? -

D NO D YES

Examples that would apply to column 2
= The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity. D Yes DNo
Mves [Tvo

DY&S DNo

oo

* A major reduction of an open space important to the community.

a0ad

«  QOtherimpacts:

IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS
14. Will Proposed Action impact the exceptional or unique

characteristics of a critical environmental area (CEA) established
pursuant to subdivision 6NYCRR 617.14(g)?

D NO []yes

List the environmental characteristics that caused the designation of
the CEA.

Examples that would apply to column 2
+  Proposed Action to locate within the CEA? DY% D No
D Yes D No

D Yes DNO
D Yes D No
DY& DNO

- Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quantity of the
resource?

* Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quality of the
resource?

* Proposed Action will impact the use, function or enjoyment of the
resource?

O 0000
O 0O 4ada

»  Otherimpacts:
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16.

i7.

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

Will there be an effect to existing transportation systems?
[no [JYes

Examples that would apply to column 2

- Alteration of present patterns of movement of people and/or
goods.

«  Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems.

*  Otherimpacts:

Smalito
Moderate
Impact

1

a0

2
Potential
Large
Impact

OO0

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DYes DNO

DYes DNO
DYes DNO

IMPACT ON ENERGY

Will Proposed Action affect the community's sources of fuel or
energy supply?

[[no [yes

Examples that would apply to column 2
+ Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the
use of any form of energy in the municipality.

*  Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an
energy transmission or supply system to serve more than 50
single or two family residences or to serve a major commercial
or industrial use. '

*  Other impacts:

O

DYes DNO
Cves [Mno

DYes DNO

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACT

Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result of
the Proposed Action?

[no [Qyes

Examples that would apply to column 2
»  Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive
facility.

«  Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day).

*  Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the
local ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.

« Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen.

«  Other impacts:

I 1 o o I

O 0O OO0 O

Clves Cno
DY& DNo

DYes DNO
mYes DNo
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19.

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?

DNO DYES

Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of
hazardous substances (i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation,
etc.) in the event of accident or upset conditions, or there may be
a chronic low level discharge or emission.

Proposed Action may result in the burial of “hazardous wastes”
in any form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive,
irritating, infectious, etc.)

" Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquefied

natural gas or other flammable liquids.

Proposed Action may result in the excavation or other
disturbance within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of
solid or hazardous waste.

Other impacts:

1
Small to

Moderate
Impact

O

O 0O 0o d

2
Potential
Large
Impact

O

O O 04

3
Can impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DYes DNO

[ves [ Ino

DYes DNO
DYes DNO

DYes DNo

IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD

Will Proposed Action affect the character of the existing community?

D NO DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.

The municipal budget for cabital expenditures or operating
services will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of
this project.

Proposed Action will conflict with officially adopted plans or
goals.

Proposed Action will cause a change in the density of land use.

Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities,
structures or areas of histeric importance to the community.

Development will create a demand for additional community
services (e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.)
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DY@ DNo
DY&G DNO

DYes DNO

DY& DNO
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1 2 3

Small to Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
impact Impact Project Change
»  Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future D D D Yes D No
projects.
+  Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. : D D D Yes D No

*  Otherimpacts: D D DYes DNO

20. Is there, or Is there likely to be, public controversy related to potential
adverse environment impacts?
[Ino DYES

If Any Action in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potential Large Impact or If you Cannot Determine the Magnitude of
Impact, Proceed to Part 3
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Part 3 - EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS

Responsibility of Lead Agency

Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may
be mitigated.

Instructions (If you need more space, attach additional sheets)
Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2:
1. Briefly describe the impact.

2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by
project change(s).

3. Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important.
To answer the question of importance, consider:

! The probability of the impact occurring

I The duration of the impact

! Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value
! Whether the impact can or will be controlled

! The regional consequence of the impact

! Its potential divergence from local needs and goals

! Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact.
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August 19, 2004

Andrew Krieger, Esq.

Attorney for the Planning Board, Town of New Windsor c/o
Town of New Windsor Planning Board

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Project: Middle Earth Subdivision/ Station Road, New Windsor

Subject: Proposed
Scenic Easement along Station Road and
Environmental Easement of wetlands at rear of site

Reference: Issue of who easement is written in favor of

Dear Mr. Krieger,

Consistent with our conversation of today related to the proposed easements in the
Middle Earth Subdivision, this letter is to notify you that | expect that the easements will
be established in favor of other common property owners in the subdivision development
as opposed to a third party entity as was my original goal.

This position is based on my failure to find an acceptable independent third party for
either of the proposed scenic or environmental easements. This position might change if
I am able to find an acceptable qualified stable third party entity, but at this point I am not
optimistic of that occurring. [ still believe, and am committed to the proposed easements
because they positively enhance the quality of the Middle Earth subdivision and future
development and open space protection in the Town of New Windsor.

In the mean time, I will forward proposed easement language when it has been formally
established by my attorney for your review and comment as we take the project forward

Old Forest Development ¢

555 Blooming Grove Turnpike New

Windsor, NY 12553, Phone: (845) 562-44¢




in the design, approval and planning stages.

If you have any questions or issues with the above, please feel free to contact me at your
convenience.

Sincerely yours,
Middle Earth Development Limited Partnership by
O1d Forest Development, as GP by

Drew Kartiganer, President, OF

cc: Jim Clearwater, MJS Engineering
John Hicks, Jacobowitz and Gubitz, Developer attorney
Mark Edsall, Planning Board Engineer, Town of New Windsor

Saved as: Middle Earth. Lir 8 19 04. Revised Easement statement. Letter to Krieger, PB attorney/
on: DAK dell, 03/
in: development projects; old forest development file
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August 18, 2004

Mr. Herb Stein
Land Protection Committee

clo

Orange County Land Trust
PO Box 2442

Middletown, NY 10940

Project: Middle Earth Subdivision

Station Road, New Windsor
Subject: OCLT Letter of August 2, 2004
Dear Mr. Stein,

I am in receipt of the letter of August 2, 2004 related to our discussions on wetlands
preservation at the Middle Earth Subdivision. The letter and the additional conditions
OCLT expects to have established related to a wetlands conservation easement for the
project catches me pretty much off guard.

~ With regard to establishing a “conservation easement for all the wetlands on the eastern
side of the site,” this will require easements conditions being established on 4 additional
lots (20, 21, 22 & 23) than the current plan. This is an significant cost issue with
reterence to the fact the subdivision layout is a result from discussions with your
representatives request to put as much of the wetlands as possible on the minimum
number of lots. For reference, that the subdivision layout would have had a significantly
different lot configuration if I was NOT prepared to provide the environmental easement
on three lots as previously discussed.

3
Phone: (845) 562-44¢

Old Forest Develo

555 Blooming Grove Turnpike

New Windsor, NY 12553,



Putting that planning, easement and layout issue aside, your requirement that a
ADDITIONAL 50’ easement along the wet lands on the project be required for the
Conservation Easement with OCLT is, simply, not viable. In simple terms, you will kill
at least 4 lots in this subdivision of 100 acres in which I have proposed a mere 26 lots.

The fact is the legal requirements of wet land protection are established as a technical

engineering limitation related to the placement of the buildings and septic systems. I find
it difficult to understand why OCLT would seek to impose an increase in this technical

limitation at, literally, my expense. I note there are no other reasons except my voluntary
desire to provide quality open space preservation in Orange County requiring me to
establish a deeded environmental easement on this project. To expect me to voluntarily
set up an additional 50’ of easement and kill 4 lots in the subdivision layout is silly.

The next point is that for these requirements to be added at this late date in the
subdivision process effectively ends any chance of establishing a conservation easement
with your group on the project site. For reference, I have already gone through the
formal Public Hearing with the New Windsor Planning Board as well as requested
Preliminary Approval for the design and layout. In essence, the design layout process is
pretty much complete. I have neither the time or interest of going back to the NW
Planning Board, which is already packed with projects, to revamp a project they have
already signed off on. They won’t want to spend the time (they serve as volunteers) and
for me to revise the subdivision at this late date will impose a major cost and time
limitation on the project that is not feasible to consider.

My last point is the interest in developing a relationship with the Orange County Land
Trust for Conservation Easements of wet lands not withstanding, [ find it particularly
frustrating to have new conditions developed at the last minute such as suggested in the
letter of August 2, 2004. We started discussion on this project in near the beginning of
2004. 1 went over the plan numerous times with your people. I suggest next time OCLT
know what they want at the start rather than changing positions in the middle of the
process. It will present a more professional image.

In closing, I wish to state my interest in establishing Conservation Easements on this
subdivision is strictly voluntary and would have established minimal financial benefits at
a significant cost of time and money. It does not make any sense for me to impose
additional, expensive and more costly conditions on this project in excess of the standard
and typical limitations of governmental oversight agencies. Your letter of August 2,
2004 requires each of those items for an easement to happen on this project.



Given the position of the Orange County Land Trust established in the letter of August 2,
2004, I no longer consider it viable to continue trying to establish the proposed
conservation easement for the Middle Earth subdivision for the wet lands protection with
your group. As such, I will simply allow the wet lands on the subdivision site to remain
in an “as is” condition and trust in the state and local ordinance and oversight for the
enforcement of the wetland protection in this area. I am not sure exactly what level of
protection that will result in with the individual property owners who will have wetlands
on each site. I am sure, however, it will NOT be as good as wet lands protection for
future generations if an easement maintained and protect by an quality independent third
party was in place, as I had hoped.

As far as my other subdivisions site at Shadowfax Run is concerned, I will assume the
limitations outlined in the August 2 letter will be of similar scope and review the
proposed development layout accordingly, unless I am informed otherwise. I note,
however, that if my voluntary desire to establish wetlands conservation easements
undermines the development proposal for the site, I very much doubt I will be able to
consider it.

I also would add that I doubt other land developers, such as myself, will find working
with your group difficult, at best, if the standards OCLT impose are costly or
significantly limit their ability to develop property while establishing quality open space
protection. I would ask that you consider that in your review of other projects and
establishment of guidelines for this type of effort.

I am available to discuss the above if you care to contact me.

Sincerely yours,
Middle Earth Development Limited Partnership by
Old Forest Development, as GP by

F AL —
Drew Kartiganer, President

Enclosed: Orange County Land Trust letter of Angust 2, 2004

cc: Mike Sandor, MJS Engincering
Jim Clearwater, MJS Engineering
Mark Edsall, Planning Board Engineer, Town of New Windsor
Andrew Krieger, Planning Board Attorney, Town of New Windsor
John Gebhard, Executive Director, Orange County Land Trust

Saved as: Middie Earth. Ltr 8 18 04. Revised Land Trust communication
Saved on: DAK dell, 03

Saved in: development projects; old forest development file
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' range C ounty Land Trust P.O. Box 2442 * Middletown, NY 10940

845-343-0840 ¢ www.oclt.org

August 2, 2004

Mr. Drew A. Kartiganer
555 Blooming Grove Turnpike
New Windsor, NY 12553

Re: Middle Earth Development

Dear Mr. Kartiganer:

Thank you for your interest in preserving the open space and wetland in this -
development, and for allowing us the opportunity to work with you on this important
property. We appreciate that this is causing you additional work, but we trust it will not
delay your project.

We have seriously and thoroughly considered your development plan. We appreciate
that you are trying to simplify our preservation efforts by putting most of the wetlands
into just three parcels, but after more thorough review we cannot accept this solution. It
would be deliberately turning our back on the remaining wetlands of the development,
which would be antithetical to our purposes.

For the Land Trust to be involved, we feel we need to protect all the wetlands on the
eastern side of the property. To do this, we would need a conservation easement
consisting of all the wetlands, as well as a minimum 50-foot buffer between the wetland
and the buildings and drain fields. Any less would risk damage to the wetlands from
runoff of the drain field effluent. We normally require a 100-foot setback, but as
complex as this layout already is, we wish to minimize the changes required. We would
also require that the buffer line be flagged so that we may post it.

Again, thank you for allowing us the opportunity to work with you on this major
development. We sincerely hope that we will see it brought through to fruition, and that
we can continue to work together in the future.

Yours truly,

Herben Stem for
Land Protection Committee
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION (03-33)

Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Drew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Proposed 27 lot residential subdivision.
This application proposes subdivision of 96 plus acre
parcel into 26 single family lots. The plan was
previously reviewed at the 23 July, 2003, 25 February,
2004, 14 April, 2004, 26 May, 2004 planning board
meetings. Application is before the board tonight for
a public hearing. 1It’s in an R-1 zone, which is the
permitted use in the zone, bulk information shown on
the plan is correct for the zone and the use. The
plans have been revised per previous comments and
discussions at work sessions. The applicant has
outlined changes in the engineer’s letter dated
3/19/04. .We still have some concerns which we’re going
to go over. This storm water pollution prevention plan
SWPPP, I wouldn’t know that if I just didn’t read it,
our office has not completed the review at this time so
that’s an open item. Folks, this is a public hearing,
the way we do it we’re going to review it first, turn
that back to the board, please, the plans, during such
time as we’re done looking at it, I will open it up to
the public who can comment, come up, state your name
and address and make your comment. I will close the
public hearing, the board will review it again, they’11
have a chance but let the board look at it first. ‘
Okay? Mr. Clearwater, why don’t you bring us up to
date?

MR. CLEARWATER: For the benefit of the public and to
refresh our memories, this is a 96 acre parcel proposed
to be divided into 26 single family residential 1lots.
The lots would be served by public roads that have
access at two locations and Station Road. One road
ends in a cul-de-sac at the far end of the property.
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Of course, they are all wells and septics. This is a
major subdivision and needs to be reviewed by the
Orange County Health Department for septic design and
well design, all of which will be done after
preliminary approval. Health department will not
review it until then. The wetlands on site there are
Army Corps of wetlands mostly in the back, very large
piece of wetlands. There’s also an additional piece of
wetlands at the base of the hill about halfway back,
we’re crossing wetlands in two locations with the
roads. As you’re aware, the disturbance to the
wetlands exceeds what’s allowable by nationwide permit
and the applicant will need to apply to the Army Corps
for what they call an individual permit that could
possibly be avoided if there was only one entrance out
onto Station but for health and safety reasons mostly
two accesses are always better and that’s what’s being
proposed. As far as the comments Mr. Edsall made in
his letter, the report that was issued to the offices
of Parks, Recreation, Historic Preservation we have not
heard back from them yet, they have a couple months to
review things. And we will certainly supply that when
we get it. We did receive a letter from the highway
superintendent today approving the location of the two
entrances out onto Station Road.

MR. PETRO: I talked to him, I called him directly
myself to ask him about this. We have under review
here we’re not taking action tonight anyway as far as
the final but he said that he had made progress with
you as far as the locations and there’s a couple pipes
or something he wanted to talk about but there’s
definitely been progress since the last time so which
was good because it was in the beginning it was not so
good. All right, do any of the members have any
questions? We’ve seen this seven times, I’d like to
open it up to the public. On the 10th day of June,
2004, 34 addressed envelopes containing the notice of
public hearing were mailed out. Is there anyone here
who would like to speak for or against, make a comment
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on this application, be recognized by the Chair, come
forward and state your name and address. We have a
sign-in sheet that Mr. Schlesinger has. Bill, can you
come up first because you have already signed in? I
believe you wanted to speak, correct?

MR. STEIDLE: Yes, thanks very much. I appreciate the
opportunity to speak tonight. My name is Bill sSteidle,
I live at 575 Jackson Avenue where I operate a choose
and cut Christmas tree farm. As you know, I'm
interested in, primarily interested in Mr. Kartiganer’s
project that being the Shadow Fax subdivision located
on Jackson Avenue adjacent to my farm. Nevertheless,
there are a number of issues I think that are
applicable to both sites and that should be considered
by the board both when considering this project as well
as the Shadow Fax subdivision site. Now, let me just
spend a moment talking about the similarities between
the two sites if I might. Both sites are located
within an agricultural district, both sites are rural
and scenic ‘in nature, both sites are undeveloped, the
interior boundaries are undeveloped, the Jackson Avenue
site has no development surrounding the site
whatsoever. The sites, as you know, are located in the
rural residential zone, the intent I believe of the
zoning was to maintain a rural character of the area
and certainly that’s my intent as a farm owner. Now
let me, before I discuss a couple of issues, let me
just mention that I have no problems with the developer
developing the site, he’s conscientious and he’s
certainly been courteous to me and likewise my belief -
is that he’s picked a good consultant, I know Sandor
Engineering, it’s a good firm and I know Mr. Clearwvater
is certainly a top professional, so I have no problem
in that regard either. But let me just discuss a
couple issues, some of which may seem unimportant but
in my mind they are all important. The first issue
deals with lighting. You have discussed at previous
board meetings requirements for lighting. As a result,
the engineer has incorporated lighting at several
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locations, two new lights on Station Road and a number
of lights on interior roads. Now, let me say that
lighting is certainly appropriate in certain
subdivisions and I think it has to be looked at on a
case-by-case basis but I would question the need for
lighting, first of all, the lights on Station Road I
have no idea what the folks that live there think but
the fact is once those lights go in, those people will
never see the stars again, they will never have, they
will never be without light, they will have light 24
hours a day. Now, if you were to put a street light
next to my farm, I’d move upstate, 1’11 tell you that
right now, I would not live in that type of situation.
The interior lights, if we look at these homes, they’re
going to be expensive homes, those homes have lights
everywhere, they have a raccoon within a hundred feet
and lights go on all over the place. I gquestion the
need for street lighting. If anything, what you’re
going is you’re going to have underground utilities and
then all of -a sudden you’re going to require lights and
require poles and you’re going to have poles up and
down the streets and I would question the need for
lighting on this particular subdivision and certainly
on the Jackson Avenue site as well. The other one of
the other amenities you discussed was the need for
sidewalks. Now, again, sidewalks are appropriate in
many instances, certainly in your R-3, R-4 or R-~5 zones
sidewalks are appropriate, sidewalks are appropriate on
certain through streets, they’re appropriate when they
lead to parks or libraries or that type of thing but
iet’s face it, this is a subdivision on a cul-de-sac,
the lot sizes are 2 to 18 acres, sidewalks are going to
serve no purpose, they’re going to cause the taxpayer
to fund repairs in future years and I would question
the need for that. I also don’t as a tax payer don’t
want to pay for lights for these people that are more
than capable of putting up their own lights. Now just
one other issue dealing with sort of generic in design,
the roads that are proposed as I understand it having
looked at the plans are 30 feet wide, that’s about 8



June 23, 2004 7

feet wider than sStation Road. Do you really need 30
foot wide roads on a cul-de-sac going into some lots?
You have a rural road design in your code, it might be
appropriate to use that for rural subdivisions. So
those are sort of generic issues that deal with both
sites, both sites also include wetlands. I wanted to
address a couple of issues related to wetlands, land
protection, the first deals with a proposal by Mr.
Kartiganer. When he first came in on both sites, he
proposed to at least in this case considering giving
easements to the Orange County Land Trust to cover the
wetlands. I think that’s an excellent idea. I think
it’s one that will help protect the wetlands. I think
it will help protect problems in the future. Now, we
didn’t get a lot of encouragement as I saw anyway and
my hope is that he’ll go back to the Orange County Land
Trust and work with them on both this site and the site
that adjoins my farm. Now, if we look at wetlands on
this site, there’s some issues. If we look at lot
number 23, the house is about 10 feet from the wetland
boundary. Now, I can tell you there’s no way that you
are going to build a home there and have a 10 foot
separation to wetlands, I mean, people are not going to
accept that as a back yard. Now, if you look at lot 23
as well, if you look at the buildable area, my belief
is that that lot does not meet the intent of the zoning
ordinance, nor does it meet the letter of the zoning
ordinance. You have nowhere near 48,000 square feet of
buildable area on that lot in my judgment. So I would
guestion the design. If you look at lot 23, between 22
and 23, you have a discharge from the detention basin.
Now it doesn’t take too much to envision problems in
the future if you build on lot 22, you have drainage
going out into the wetlands because you’re throughout
the wetland and lot 23 comes along and they start
filling the wetland, well, the owner of lot 22 is going
to become pretty upset cause all of a sudden, the
drainage is not disbursing through the wetlands, it’s
going on.
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MR. PETRO: Let me check, Mike, the 48,000 feet part of
the wetlands can be used in the calculation for the
lot, is that correct?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, that’s correct, I think the lot 23
is a very large lot is where the difference comes in.

MR. PETRO: You’re allowed to utilize some of the
wetlands in the larger lot sizes, part of that also did
allow the wetlands to be used in part of the lot
because you had such a large lot that some of the:
wetlands if it was in the back of the lot that would be
okay and it would be a good way to use up some of the
wetlands instead of people just leaving them in lots
and letting them go to the County. So that’s
incorporated part of the wetlands in the back of lots
and you don’t need the whole lot to be buildable.

MR. STEIDLE: Well, no, that meets the 80,000 minimum
square footage, no question there, but if the entire
lot was wetlands you couldn’t say well, it’s 80,000
square feet, therefore we can build on it, you don’t
have an acre of buildable property, you have wetland in
the front, wetland in the back, you have grading in the
front, you have a house that’s 10 feet from the
wetlands.

MR. PETRO: How did you plot that on there?
MR. CLEARWATER: The house?

MR. PETRO: Yeah, how did you come up to where that
house is plotted? How did you get it together on that
spot and my second question would be also where he
didn’t even go yet is the septic system, did you do a
perc on that lot?

MR. CLEARWATER: Percs on lot 23 were excellent,
they’re like three minutes.
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MR. PETRO: How did the come to put the house in that
particular spot?

MR. CLEARWATER: It fits. It needs to meet, obviously,
the front yard setback of 45, there’s no minimum
setback for the wetlands, septic needs to go near--

MR. PETRO: You’re not up on the wetlands so you’re, it
fits on that particular spot is what you’re saying?

MR. CLEARWATER: The wetlands we’re not talking cat
tails and ducks, it’s an area that’s qualifies as
wetlands, of course wetlands it only needs to be wet
for two weeks during the growing season to start
qualifying it as wetlands.

MR. PETRO: Well, it’s classified, we can’t split
hairs, either it isn‘’t or it is but-- '

MR. CLEARWATER: 1It’s not wet all the time.

MR. PETRO: If it was wet two weeks, you couldn’t have
the house two weeks you couldn’t say we can’t go in
there. .

MR. BABCOCK: The lot’s 185,000 square feet total and
it’s got 119 square feet of, wetlands that’s rounding
off, so it’s got a net area of 65,000 square feet.

MR. STEIDLE: Again, I would question that, I would ask
you to, you know, I‘’ve calculated the buildable area in
that building envelope and I’m telling you that it’s
considerably less than 65,000 square feet.

MR. BABCOCK: "We can check that.

MR. PETRO: Let’s not argue it now, just make a nbte,
have Mark check into that.

MR. STEIDLE: I don’t want to argue and I’m not
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suggesting that, I’'m suggesting that the design can be
improved, that’s all. Let me just say, comment on the
septic systems, some of the septic systems are as close
as 10 or 15 feet to the wetland and some of them do
have very, very fast perc rates, very fast. Now, in a
prior life, I can tell you that we became very
concerned when percs were very, very fast in wetlands
because what happens is the effluent peculates into the
wetland and then all of a sudden, you have wetlands
that transcend property boundaries and you have the
potential for contamination not only transcending lots
but going onto other people’s farms and properties as
wvell.

MR. PETRO: Mike, make a note there also for the septic
because I did take notice, it’s right on the
borderline.

MR. STEIDLE: The other one is 22, 10, 25, 9, there’s a
number of lots that have septic systems that are very,
very close that I scaled off at 10 to 15 feet and I
checked some of the perc rates.

MR. PETRO: Check them all, anything that’s close.
MR. BABCOCK: Okay.

MR. PETRO: Cause I knew what he was going to say when
you have a good perc, it’s because it’s going
somewhere. :

MR. STEIDLE: So again, my hope would be that we refine
this to better protect the wetland both on a permanent
basis through an easement as well as some refinements
through helping ensure that there’s not future
conflicts with property owners. So enough on wetlands.
I did want to next talk about the archeological survey,
I was very pleased that the board is requiring Stage
1-A or as I understand it requiring Stage 1-A and 1-B-
archeological surveys both sites have high potential
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and I think those things are very interesting when
they’re done properly and I would support the board on
the requirement.

MR. ARGENIO: Why do you say both vefy high potential?

MR. STEIDLE: Well, I know a little bit about parks and
recreation, first of all, there’s lccations both close
to both sites where significant archeological finds
have already been made.

MR. ARGENIO: What location?

MR. STEIDLE: I can’t tell you that, I can tell you
that the--

MR. ARGENIO: 1Is it confidential or you don’t know?

MR. STEIDLE: No, no, they use a system whereby, well
first of all, his archeologist said that there was
sites nearby and what they do is they check New York,
there’s two sources, one is the New York Museum and the
other is some other entity, I can’t think of it.

MR. PETRO: What do you mean, arrowhead or dinosaur
bone, what is it?

MR. STEIDLE: Archeological, right.

MR. KARTIGANER: I’m Drew Kartiganer, the developer.
When this was referred to SHPO, State Historic
Preservation Office, they came back and said that there
are some prehistoric or Indian sites someplace within a
specified distance. Because of that, they wanted the
Phase 1 and then if necessary, Phase 2 afterwards.
Phase 1 is done in such a way that areas that are going
to be disturbed are checked. Our archeologist came
back and said there’s no area in the disturbance area
that seems to have some potential for Indian artifacts.
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MR. ARGENIO: I don’t want to go into the whole thing
because there’s professionals that will do this. The
only reason I ask the question is I’m familiar with
that area, I’ve heard the comments about the
prehistoric business before in this area of the Town
but I have never heard in this area of the Town of any
issue with Indian artifacts, I thought maybe you had
some information that I would like to know about.
That’s the only reason I asked the question.

MR. STEIDLE: The only thing they look at the
topography and soils and setting and both sites have
high elevations, the Jackson Avenue site has a water
source, fairly large stream, both of those help to
indicate that there might be significant past
habitation so if the reports have been done, I wish
you’d provide them to the Town so I can look at it.

MR. PETRO: They’re in progress, they’re not done yet.
Anything else? :

MR. STEIDLE: One other thing, State Environmental
Quality Review Act, the project is a Type I action by
virtue of its location within the AG District, requires
a long form EAF, I think the filing is a short form
now, long or short form, the important thing is that
you evaluate it and you consider impacts and I think
that there are some significant impacts at least with
the design as it relates to wetlands and I would ask
that you require the long form and that you evaluate it
and take a hard look at impacts, undertake a reasoned
evaluation and make a decision.

MR. PETRO: I will tell you that we’re not going to
take any action tonight on the SEQRA process until we
look at some more information.

MR. STEIDLE: So let me just say in closing again both
sites I am very concerned about the Jackson Avenue site
because it affects my life and my livelihood, but that



June 23, 2004 ' 13

we will discuss on another night. But I would ask that
Mr. Kartiganer considerate leasing to Orange County
Land Trust with respect to the easements. I know
they’re interested in the back wetlands on the site and
they’re certainly interested in the wetlands adjacent
to my farm and I would ask the board to carefully look
at both sites. You don’t, Mr. Kartiganer, 26 lots what
you owe is the residents of the Town of New Windsor the
best possible project, so I ask that you do that.

MR. PETRO: Thank you.

MR. CLEARWATER: You want us to speak to the -
conservation easement in the front?

MR. PETRO: Speak to what your plan is to do with then.

MR. KARTIGANER: Right now, the plan, we have talked to
the Orange County Land Trust and until it moves further
along, it’s pretty much they have told me what they
want and we have pretty much developed the lots to meet
those necessary requirements subject to it working in
the finance end because it’s going to cost money but
there may not be any cross benefits. So I can talk to
the existing owner, which is really not an issue to the
board, if we can make the deal work, we’re going to
give it to them. 1In terms of the front easement, not
easements, deed restrictions we’re, we need to find
somebody who will take responsibility for them for the
people here who have an interest along Station RoadQd,
along the front the road goes up and then it comes down
and we have proposed taking 200 lineal feet along the
front by Station Road everywhere except on the last
single lot and making that a no build zone so that the
rural character and the farm type image is maintained
and we’re forcing the houses to all come to the other
side of the hill so along Station Road you won’t be
seeing the houses. The only reason we didn’t do the
last one is because the lot was not large enough to do
it and we also weren’t getting any benefit from the
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rise of the hill to stop the image in looking down.

MR. SCHLESINGER: That’s going to be doneAby deed
restriction?

MR. KARTIGANER: Deed restriction but we’re also trying
to find somebody who will take that deed restriction
because what I have discovered in previous deed
restrictions they’re only as strong as somebody who is
going to enforce them and if nobody is going to enforce
it, they’ll basically fail over time.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Also with the deed restrictions I
know on a minor subdivision everybody has to agree to
it, on a major subdivision how does that work?

MR. KARTIGANER: It will be part of the deed, it will
be in the deed. '

' MR. SCHLESINGER: That individual lot?
MR. KARTIGANER: It will be in the deed.

MR. SCHLESINGER: You’ll hope that it will sell, in
other words. '

MR. KARTIGANER: It will sell, that’s the way it will
sell. But my experience in the recent subdivision I
did is the builder didn’t give a hoot about the deeded
restrictions and none of the lawyers kept it on line.

MR. SCHLESINGER: How do you go about putting that in
stone?

MR. KARTIGANER: I need to have somebody who I can deed
these restrictions to who will be part of the group
that holds it, that’s what the Orange County Land
Trust, that they specifically stated they don’t want
the front ones, they’re only interested in the
wetlands. I have not at this time been able to find
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anybody which is part of the reason why there’s a
financial consideration to the Orange County Land
Trust.

MR. BABCOCK: If someone built a shed, it would only be
enforced by the people in that area and if nobody does
nothing-- ‘

MR. ARGENIO: That’s who it’s designed to benefit, it’s
aesthetic more than anything else.

MR. BABCOCK: Right.

MR. ARGENIO: My point is I think the issue enforces
itself, that’s my point.

MR. PETRO: But you have five houses, why can’t one of
the houses take it over and enforce it or have the
interest in it? '

MR. KARTIGANER: 1It’s a potential way to go but
typically, you try to find something like a
not-for-profit that has a vested interest in
maintaining those particular deeded restrictions such
as the Orange County Land Trust, one of the ones that I
thought about and I’m not sure where they’re at right
now because until this gets through the preliminary
stage I’m treading on a lot of water, but the Temple
Hill Association, you have Orange County Citizens Group
~is being considered but they’re not going to take it,
the only one that I have found that will take the deed
restrictions is Orange County Land Trust-and they
aren’t interested in the 200 feet back from the road.
The Town of New Windsor would be great one but I don’t
know if the Town wants to be responsible.

MR. BABCOCK: No, we wouldn’t do that.

MR. PETRO: I still think one of the homeowners that’s
by there, maybe more than one, maybe two or three as
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you go along.

MR. KARTIGANER: Well, they’l1ll all benefit from it.
The problem once again is not so much holding them to
the restrictions as enforcing it because somebody puts
it in, you’ve got yourself into a situation where you
have to go through a lawsuit to enforce it. Who is
going to be willing to put in the money and time to
enforce it?

MR. PETRO: Let us know about the one in the back and
the one in the front. Now I know there was five people
all talking at the same time.

MR. DOLAN: Tom Dolan, I live at 515 Station Road.
For one, it has a driveway right in the conservation
easement drawn up as it is sc who’s going to enforce
that? ’

MR. CLEARWATER: That driveway was planned to be there
because it’s the best location for the driveway to come
out for grades and whatnot. We have already discussed
that with the Town engineer, that would be the only
thing allowed.

MR. DOLAN: One of the concerns I have, Brandy Wine
Road, it’s right across the street from two driveways
and it’s also right passed the ridge on the road,
people fly down our road 50 miles an hour no problem
and coming over that easement, we pull out our
neighbor’s driveway, we’re scared to death because
people come flying over the hill, somebody’s going to
have a bad accident right there and I don’t like the
idea of having street lights either.

MR. PETRO: Where did the street lights come from?
MR. CLEARWATER: Mark.

MR. PETRO: Sidewalks are usually my idea, it’s also
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the Town Code at this point. To not have a sidewalk is
a requirement from the Town Board, to get a waiver
they’d have to go to the Town Board for a waiver
because what was happening is we didn’t put enough
sidewalks in probably from what you’re saying because
we felt it wasn’t necessary so the Town Board had under
advisement decided it was their empowerment as to
whether or not the sidewalks should go, so what we have
been doing is requiring it on one side, just as a,
trying to meet in the middle.

MR. ARGENIO: That’s not on Station Road, that’s
sidewalks in the subdivision.

MR. DOLAN: I understand but I mean you’re going to be
driving up Station Road 45 miles an hour on a thin road
and turn in this like major development with sidewalks
and lights and it doesn’t fit what’s already built
there.

MR. PETRO: ' Sidewalks also should benefit somebody
wants to, I mean, say the school bus is going to pick
up at a certain spot, children walk along the sidewalk
instead of in the road, I don’t know how the school
buses work in the rural area.

MR. DOLAN: They go to each house. Are they going to
continue going to each house cause they should if they
go to one student’s house, they should go to
everybody’s. :

MR. PETRO: One spot, I grew up on Mt. Airy Road, we
used to like five or six of us met in one spot.

MR. DOLAN: They don’t do this on our road.

MR. ARGENIO: 1It’s so rural out there we, don’t even
have buses, we have carts.

MR. CLEARWATER: If I can speak to the street lights,
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there were no street lights originally, the Town
engineer asked that we add street lights to the
intersection on an existing pole out front halfway down
each street and at the intersection here and in the
back.

MR. DOLAN: There’s no street lights there now.
"MR. CLEARWATER: That’s right.
MR. DOLAN: On the whole street.

MR. PETRO: You’re saying 1t's a requirement of the
planning board.

MR. CLEARWATER: That’s why they’re there, Mark Edsall
suggested that they be in.

MR. DOLAN: How many street lights?
MR. CLEARWATER: Six altogether.

MR. DOLAN: I think it will make it too bright at
night, I really enjoy sight sitting out in the back
yard having no lights and only seeing the cars fly by.

MR. PETRO: 1Is it a Town requiremént for the lights?
MR. BABCOCK: I don’t know.

MR. PETRO: Unfortunately, the engineer isn’t here to
answer your question but let’s look into that also,
we’ll find out because obviously, the builder doesn’t
want to do them, so don’t worry about them wanting
them, they don’t want them. It was a requirement of
the planning board, let’s loock into it, find out why
Mark felt it was necessary. If it’s not necessary and
just thought it was a good idea, maybe we can backtrack
so let’s add that to the other list that we’re doing.
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MR. DOLAN: That’s probably about all I have right now.
MR. CLEARWATER: Which is yours?

MR. DOLAN: Right on the corner. I don’t know why you
.can’t come this way?

MR. CLEARWATER: The ridge is here.

MR. DOLAN: There’s one other question, you guys said
it’s 27 1lot?

MR. CLEARWATER: 26.

MR. DOLAN: Says 27 and announced as a 27.
MR. CLEARWATER: 26.

MR. KARTIGANER: I have 26.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Are the driveways staked at all, do
you have those marked out so you can drive by?

MR. CLEARWATER: The road is coming out, they were
painted on the pavement.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Tom, where do you live?
MR. DOLAN: I 1live right here.

MR. SCHLESINGER: You know for a fact where the
driveway is?

MR. DOLAN: Chilson and McKallen, the driveway’s going
to be right there and that’s right over the ridge.

MR. SCHLESINGER: And the other one?

MR. DOLAN: That’s down at Brittany Hill which is the
dirt road going back.
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MR. SCHLESINGER: That’s the existing dirt road but
those roads were approved, you said you got a letter
today?

MR. CLEARWATER: The location was approved by the
highway superintendent.

MR. DOLAN: I think they should take another look
because it’s right over a ridge, they got the speed
limit from 30 to 40 and it comes right over a ridge and
it’s a tough area.

MR. PETRO: Thank you. Anybody else?

" MS. MC KALLEN: I’'m Ann McKallen, I actually own the
driveway exactly across where that road is going to be.
I‘'m very concerned because I have lived there for over
a decade and coming over that hill is a very dangerous
spot, you come up Station Road, it’s a nice hill, all
of a sudden, you hit the bump and it’s straight and you
can’t see people coming over the hill, that’s one
concern. I’m absolutely opposed to lighting that area,
absolutely.

MR. PETRO: Mike, if it’s not, like I said--

MS. MC KALLEN: That would be like putting a big
spotlight on the top of the hill.

MR. BABCOCK: I think there’s a requirement for lights
but I’11 let you know.

MS. MC KALLEN: And my home is right there, that’s
‘where my children’s bedrooms are right there.

MR. PETRO: Tell me about the requirement.

MR. BABCOCK: I don’t know, I don‘t have the book with
me, Jim.
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MS. MC KALLEN: I’d like to know the impact on the
school district and the property taxes and what kind of
impact that would have for us as, you know, people who
have been there and have older homes.

MR. PETRO: I can only tell you that as an educated
guess more but--

MS. MC KALLEN: Again, Washingtonville’s already an
overcrowded school district.

MR. PETRO: We agree with you.

MS. MC KALLEN: Our children are going through it right
now.

MR. PETRO: I pay $23,000 a year taxes on my house and
I sit here and approve things as a board.

MS. MC KALLEN: I’m concerned are there going toc be
services in this development? Is it going to be like
us, we don’t get garbage pickup for our taxes, we get
snow removal, basically.

MR. ARGENIO: I have the exact same thing, I live down
the road, identical same thing and you get police, too.

MS. MC KALLEN: That’s true, I’m not disputing that but
those are the issues that I have and with my driveway
being exactly opposite that road.

MR. PETRO: I want to talk about that because I don’t
want to talk about the school taxes because I probably
get more upset than you do, let’s talk about the site
distance at that exit, you have spoken with Mr. Kroll,
he’s been on the site I don’t know how many times,
what’s the sight distance on what’s the name of it
right there?
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MR. CLEARWATER: Brandy Wine.

MR. BABCOCK: 625 feet, Mr. Chairman towards 207, this
is the Brandy Wine Road and 800 feet the opposite
direction. '

MR. PETRO: What’s reguired?
MR. CLEARWATER: Less than that.

MR. PETRO: I know, what’s the number of required feet

for sight distance, it’s 450. The point I’m making to

you is that it’s required 450 feet, I’m sure that’s the
number of sight distance required here showing 680 and

800, so they meet the requirement in excess, actually.

Later on, I would suggest if you do see or other people
see that there’s speeding, call the police.

MS. MC KALLEN: We’ve had the, I don’t know what they
call the thing where they’re checking the speed, it’s
always at the bottom of the hill, it’s never at the top
of the hill, that’s fine, but take in mind that if
there’s an accident, it’s happening in front of my home
and in front of my children.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Mike, the only thing I have to say is
that I live right up the road and I’m sure that Henry’s
gone out and looked at this and everything but that’s a
steep hill and there’s a crest on top of that hill that
there’s a lot you can’t see what’s- coming and what’s
going, I didn’t know.

MR. PETRO: To make you feel better, I have a letter
dated June 21, 2004 from the Superintendent of
Highways, Mr. Kroll, the plans for Middle Earth have
preliminary review and appears to be acceptable at this
time, a further in-depth review must still be performed
by Mark Edsall, Town of New Windsor engineer and myself
for the roads, so it’s not in concrete.
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MS. MC KALLEN: Make sure that it is a concern.
MR. PETRO: We know that they meet the sight distance.

MS. MC KALLEN: It‘’s a concern for me because, you
know, that’s where my home is, that’s where my children
are and, you know, I don‘t want an accident, I don’t
want to see accidents.

MR. PETRO: We’re working on it.

MS. MC KALLEN: I have almost had an accident there
pulling out of my driveway, I mean, I wouldn’t bring it
up if it wasn’t an issue, you know, my neighbor’s 1lilac
bush, we have to trim it back so we can make sure we
have the proper amount of getting in and out of the
driveway so it’s a concern, I just wanted you to know.

MR. PETRO: Thank you.

MR. DOLAN: What about, I mean the one road there
already exists, just has to be widened, why can’t they
have a cul-de-sac coming up the hill and into here and
not have Brandy Wine come all the way out, have Brandy
Wine Court and have a cul-de-sac like they have down
here on the bottom of it?

MR. PETRO: I’m not positive, but I’d say they’d
probably lose some lots. What'’s your answer?

MR. ARGENIO: I don’t think that--

MR. KARTIGANER: You’re going to have 1,800 or 2000
feet of a single cul-de-sac, it’s probably longer.

MR. SCHLESINGER: It wouldn’t be an acceptable thing
because of the other services, emergency services and
things like that.

MR. CAROLAN: Steve cCarolan, I live 565 Station Road.
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I guess my driveway is right at the end of that first
road. One of the questions, this is the first I was
notified of the meeting, I didn’t know this was planned
or anything like that, I haven’t had time to look at
the plans and it’s true about the traffic on that road,
I don’t know if that road is wide enough, cars coming
out of there trying to make the turn onto Station Road,
the speed limit, that’s a whole other factor. Now, I
don’t know if there’s time, how far along this is, but
again, I knew nothing about it until tonight so you
talk about lights, you’re talking about a lot of things
here. .

MR. PETRO: Again, the sight distance requirement is
450 feet, you’re providing 625 feet, I think the other
road is 800 and something feet, is that correct?

MR. CLEARWATER: The road that we’re looking down from
the down towards the church is 800, looking back the
other way is 530 to the left.

MR. PETRO: So the highway superintendent and the
engineer on site they actually measure it, they review
it, go over it a number of times, I just read in the
letter they’re going to do it again going to go out
because there are some questions what this woman talked
about with her driveway, they’re going to go do it
again.

MR. CAROLAN: With Station Road?

MR. PETRO: It’s a Town road, whatever the Town road’s
width is, that’s what it is. o~

—

~

MR. CAROLAN: I just bring up a fact I haven’t seen it.

MR. PETRO: They have every right to access the Town
road same as you would or he would.

MR. CAROLAN: I’m just talking about all the other
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things, about the lights, everything else just brought
up tonight, first I’m hearing about it but it’s--

MR. PETRO: Well, you probably wouldn’t here about it
unless you knew something was going on or you saw
somebody but you have a notice of public hearing,
that’s when people usually hear about it, but the
notice comes out a week or so ahead of time and then
it’s posted, this plan is posted here on the bulletin
board for the ten days for review.

MR. CAROLAN: But, I mean, we’re talking about lighting
and everything that’s not--

MR. PETRO: First of all, nothing is done, so there’s
no action been taken and the reason for the public
hearing is to get information such as maybe the septic
system is too close as Bill said to the wetlands, we’re
going to look at that, the lighting seems like a lot of
people don’t like the lighting if it’s not required by
law because again this is an advisory board, not a
judiciary board, we don’t make the law, we’re just
going to apply it. So if it’s not required by law,
maybe we can take action and remove it and other items
that have been mentioned, so that’s what we’re doing,
we’re gathering information at the public hearing,
we’re going to take it in our brains, they’re going to
listen, we’re going to review it and get back to you.

MR. CAROLAN: So that’s all the public, ten days,
that’s how much I have to review the plan?

MR. PETRO: No, it’s already been ten days.

MR. CAROLAN: Like I said, I didn’t know.

MR. PETRO: After the public hearing basically your job
is done, it comes back to the planning board, I would

say they’re going to be here a couple more times in
weeks ahead because they have quite a few outside
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agencies other than this board that are involved, even
the historic one, so there’s quite a process that they
have to go through and during that time, our engineer
who’s not, who’s absent tonight will make an assessment
on what we just talked about again, I will repeat it
again, the sight distances with the highway
superintendent, the lighting, the sidewalk I think is
going to stay the way it is cause I happen to like that
and I think the board does too, I think that’s just
good planning, septic design, we want to look into a
couple other comments that Bill made which was perc
tests, where is it going if it’s percing so quick, so I
want to talk to Mark about that. So we’re gathering
information and we appreciate you input as long as it’s
legitimate questions. Sometimes I get questions that
are not quite so easy to answer.

MR. CAROLAN: I just didn’t know what the thing was
like how long the thing was up for review or anything
like that, 1like I said, it’s the first I heard about
it. )

MR. PETRO: Okay. Girls?

MS. DOLAN: Patti Dolan, 515 Station Road. After all
this happens, do we get another opportunity or you
decide sidewalks are okay so they’re okay if you guy’s
decide street lights are okay, you’re done?

MR. PETRO: The public is done after this, there won't
be another public hearing.

MRS. DOLAN: I know the driveway issue you’re saying on
paper it looks good, I would advise somebody to pull
into one of their driveways and pull out and see if you
get creamed, I know on paper the distance is all right,
we live with it and you’re just leaving yourself open.

MR. ARGENIO: You know, Mr. Chairman, just for one
second if I could, you know what the problem is there,
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the problem is the sight distances work around Town,
Station Road the people speed so bad on that Station
Road where 450 feet typically may work in 95 percent of
the instances, that little run is about half a mile
long and they speed. That'’s it.

MR. PETRO: Okay, to answer your question directly,
again, no, you’re not going to have further comment.
The board is here to speak on your behalf, we have to
meet the law, they have to meet the law and they also
have rights the same as you have rights. So we have to
get it altogether and make sure it works for everybody.
The people already there, the man who has a farm here
since 1908, these people pay taxes on the land so we
have got to make it work. But what you can do is watch
the agenda, Myra has the agenda all the time, if you’d
like to come whenever they’re here to speak to present
this cause I’m sure they’re going to be here a few more
times because there’s so many outside agencies, you can
always listen and frankly, if somebody is really back
there waving their hand, even though it’s not a public
hearing, a lot of times I will say what’s on your mind
and people who come here a lot would agree with me,
right, Bill? Somebody really wants to say something
that’s important. If you get up and say where are the
deer going to go, I’1l1 ask you to just not waste our
time. Not that I hate the deer but that’s not a
legitimate thing, I can’t do anything about about.

MRS. DOLAN: Is there anything done to check the well
reservoirs underground, you know, if they’re getting
low, can they accommodate?

MR. PETRO: I can save you time. No.

MR. CLEARWATER: If I may speak to that just for a
moment, the Orange County Health department has to
review septics as well as wells as part of their
review, the applicant will have to drill at least two
wells on site and they have to be tested for quantity
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and guality prior to the health department’s approval
so it’s not just 1gnored :

MR. PETRO: Yeah but that’s, you know, I know what she
means because that same question I’m here 13 years,
I’ve heard it 1,300 times, she’s not really interested
in that, even though it’s a good thing you’re doing
that she wants to know if it’s going affect the wells
already in the area, there’s so many aquifers, there’s
no way anybody can tell, you know, know if one aquifer
it can be 15 feet away and be a different water source,
there’s no way we can tell anybody they can’t drill a
well. They have the same right as you do, that’s not a
clear answer that everybody loves but that’s the bottom
line, there’s no way to effectively tell them they
can‘t drill a well, no. Motion to close the public
hearing.

MR. ARGENIO: So moved.
MR. KARNEVEZOS: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board close the public hearing for
the Middle Earth development major subdivision. Any
further comments from board members? If not, roll
call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: I’1l1 reopen it back up to the board for
further comment. We’ve had quite a bit of comment
tonight from these ladies here, from Bill, do any of
the members want to say anything before I do a little
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recap?
MR. ARGENIO: Recap it.

MR. PETRO: Mike, you’re going to talk with Mark, I'm
going to talk with Mark, we’re going to go over the
lighting, number one, I want to find out if it’s
required, if it’s not required, let’s just get it the
hell out of there, they don’t want it, they certainly
don’t want to pay for it and nobody wants it. Later
on, if the people who move in there want to have a
little lighting district or want to do something with
it, we’ll address it at that time. But let’s not force
it down anybody’s throats. Sidewalks are discussed and
get together with Mark and check on the percs. I want
to check them along the boundary lines where all the
wetlands are for two reasons, one, make sure they’re in
the right areas, also find out why they’re percing in
such a manner. And maybe we need to have Mark go out
and witness some testing. And the third, I guess the
third or fourth item which is very important we’ll
check again with the sight distances with Mr. Kroll and
Mark, I know they’re scheduled to go out there again
one more time, I may even want to go myself and any of
the board members who feel like they want to go.
Another thing that you can do and I will speak to the
people again is maybe with signage out there through
the police department, children at play, I don’t know,
some of the signage that you may be able to put up to
try to get people to slow down in that area because I
know what Jerry’s saying, it’s pretty fast moving cars
out there. And a lot of times when you were saying the
law says that it’s correct and I don’t want to be
smarter than the law but sometimes it’s not really a
hundred percent, the sight distance is 450, maybe
sometimes that’s bull crap, you get there too quick. I
exit and enter down on 32 going towards Vails Gate and
that 450 feet is like a blink of an eye and if you
don’t time it just right, you’ve got a problem. So the
law means well, that’s why it says 450 but we’ll take a
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look at it one more time. That’s it. Do you have
anything else for tonight?

MR. KARTIGANER: No.

MR. PETRO: I’m not going to take any action. Mark’s
got a lot to look at. You want to ask me something, I
can tell.

MR. CLEARWATER: No.

MR. PETRO: You have a éood night.
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REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION
PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD

SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1- LOT 53.1
PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22
DATE: 23 JUNE 2004
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+

ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003,

25 FEBRUARY 2004, 14 APRIL 2004 AND 26 MAY 2004 PLANNING
BOARD MEETINGS. THE APPLICATION IS BEFORE THE BOARD
FOR A PUBLIC HEARING AT THIS MEETING.

1. The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.

2. The plans have been revised per previous comments and discussions at worksessions. The
applicant has outlined changes in their engineer’s letter dated 03-19-04. We have the following
comments regarding the latest plans submitted and the status of various items:

e  We have just received a re-submittal of the revised Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (SPPP). Our office has not completed our review at this time.

e It is my understanding that the declaration for the restrictive covenants for the lots, with
the restrictions for the Conservation Easement for lots 1-5, is still under review.

e It is still our understanding that outstanding outside agency permits and approvals
include Orange County DOH Realty Subdivision approval, a SPDES General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities, and a possible 401 Water Quality
Certification required (pending ACOE determination).

e We are awaiting clearance from NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation.
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3. Inasmuch as the stormwater review is not complete and clearance has not been received from -
OPRHP, I would not recommend any action under SEQRA at this time.

Also, until such time that all outstanding issues are resolved, including a preliminary approval
from the Highway Superintendent, I would not recommend that Preliminary Subdivision
Approval be granted.

4. If there are any concerns noted at the Public Hearing, I would be pleased to review same, as
deemed appropriate by the Planning Board.

Respectfully Submitted,

NW03-22-23 Junc04.doc
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Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Drew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Proposed 27 lot residential subdivision.
This application proposes subdivision of 96 acre parcel
into 26 single family lots. Plan was previously
reviewed at the 23 July, 2003, 25 February, 2004 and 14
April, 2004 planning board meetings. R-1 zone,
required bulk information on the plan is correct for
the zone and use. Plans have been revised per our
previous comments, discussions at work sessions.
Sidewalks are now depicted on the plans one side of
each road, we have asked that of the applicant, glad to
see it’s there. Records do not reflect resubmital of
the revised storm water pollution prevention plan, has
that happened?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yeah, we did send that in.
MR, PETRO: Did you get it, Mark?

MR. EDSALL: I believe Jim sent a letter just
responding, I don’t know that we got a report, I think
it was just a transmittal letter that outlined some
responses, really need to get a regular report on file
that deals with storm water management.

MR. CLEARWATER: He responded to your comments.

MR. EDSALL: Just a revised report so that when it’s
finally accepted, there’s something that the public
comes in, they can look at one document, just have that
available for the public hearing.

MR. CLEARWATER: Okay.

MR. PETRO: We have a disapproval from the fire
inspector, do you have any reason, Mark, do you know
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about this?
MR. EDSALL: No, it was--
MR. BABCOCK: Did you meet with him?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yeah, he gave us the lot number, 911
numbers and we’ve got the road names approved, he sent
me a plan with the marked up 911 numbers.

MR. PETRO: Well, we can straighten that out because
we’re not going to get an approval tonight anyway.
Report signed by a professional engineer to be on file
for public review, storm water prevention plan before a
public hearing is held. So get that prepared, if we
can have that set up, this will be posted outside on
the bulletin board the week of the public hearing and
it would be good to have the plan also posted with
this. ‘

MR. CLEARWATER: Storm water pollution prevention plan?
MR. PETRO: Right, is that what you’re saying?

MR. EDSALL: Right, I think when it comes time for the
public hearing, I’d like to have the plans on that
report available for review.

MR. CLEARWATER: Okay.

MR. PETRO: Restrictive covenants for the lots with the
restrictions for the conservation easement for lots 105
is still under review. It is still our understanding
that the outside agency permits and approvals include
Orange County DOH Realty Subdivision approval, a SPDES
general permit for storm water discharges and
construction activities and a possible 401 water
quality certification required pending ACOE
determination. So we’re still looking for outside
agencies to respond. Board should require applicant--
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MR. EDSALL: I don’t think that’s, you can skip that
one.

MR. PETRO: Omit that?

MR. EDSALL: Yeah, omit 3. There’s one of the comments
I had, Jim, was relative to the new ordinance that was
just adopted by the Town for the subdivision
regulations, they include a definitive list of elements
and information that must be on a preliminary plan for
the public hearing so I’'m just asking that as I will be
checking the plans for content that they make sure the
once they submit, they check that list before they
submit it.

MR. PETRO: 1Is this a new packet?

MR. EDSALL: No, Myra and I discussed that we need to
update the application package because the subdivision
regulations have changed and there’s a long list now
defining what’s part of a major subdivision preliminary
package.

MR. ARGENIO: And this plan is not in compliance with
that now?

MR. EDSALL: I’m just saying doublecheck, I’m asking
them to doublecheck, I/m going to do the same, we’re
all dealing with a regulation that’s very new.

MR. PETRO: Highway is still under review.

MR. BABCOCK: Did you meet with them?

MR. CLEARWATER: Couple times, he promised me a letter
at least twice and he didn’t have a problem with it, he

did give me a letter.

MR. PETRO: What'’s the date of this, 4/127?
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MR. KARTIGANER: That was previous to the last time we
were coming to you.

MR. PETRO: 1It’s not going to hold us up tonight but I
think why don’t you try one more time, if you have a
problem, call me directly, my number is 565-0769 and I
will ask Mr. Kroll myself because from 4/12 to now we
should have some sort of response. Okay?

MR. KARTIGANER: We met with him several times.
MR. PETRO: If you have a problem--

MR. BABCOCK: We may have that, as you can see, Myra’s
not here tonight, I’m trying my best here.

MR. PETRO: 1It’s not holding us up, it’s not going to
change anything for tonight but I want to know what’s
going on over there.

MR. CLEARWATER: We sent in a Phase 1-A.

MR. KARTIGANER: It wasn’t completed but it was from

the archeologist who basically said he doesn’t expect
any impact based upon Phase 1-A and Phase 2-B and he'’s
completing the report now which will be sent to SHIPO.

MR. PETRO: Anything else about the plan you want to
tell us, update, nothing that we’ve already seen? 1Is
there anything that’s changed, anything different from
two weeks ago?

MR. CLEARWATER: No, you mentioned sidewalks which are
on, I also put street lights on that were asked of us
at the three intersections, the two intersections on
Station Road, an intersection in the back here and then
a light midway down each road and one at the
cul-de-sac, those are on also.
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MR. PETRO: All right, seems like the plan is in better
shape than the response from outside agencies, so we’re
just basically waiting to get everything in order.

MR. KRIEGER: With respect to the restrictive covenants
and the covenants, that conservation easement, I’m
somewhat confused as to what the board wants in that
regard.

MR. PETRO: Mark?

MR. EDSALL: My understanding is that there’s, the
applicant is proposing a restrictive covenant along
Station Road to prohibit any development of that area
or any accesses through that area. I don’t know that
there’s ‘any other specific requirements the board has
put forth but if that’s what we’re trying to do,
eliminate the possibility of clearing but allow them if
there’s a diseased or dead tree to remove it.

MR. KARTIGANER: They’ll have that. The only thing we
want to do is stop any residential construction up to
the top of the ridge, if you drive along Station Road
the 200 feet just about gets to the top of the ridge,
therefore, it will keep it pretty much free in the
image of development, that’s what we’re trying to
maintain.

MR. KRIEGER: The reason I ask is the terms restrictive
covenant and easements are sometimes used apparently
interchangeably and lumped together and while I
understand the requirements of the board’s wish for a
restrictive covenant and the developer’s expression of
what he wants seems to fit within the restrictive
covenant as well, I’m unclear as to what the board
wants in terms of an easement, to whom this easement is
supposed to run in favor.

MR. PETRO: Maybe easement isn’t the right word. Why
don’t, you heard what Mark said, and I’'m not ignoring
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you, Andy, I can’t turn good over there, I guess I can
go like this.

MR. KRIEGER: Don’t worry about it, I’ll deem you
turned.

MR. ARGENIO: He’ll give you a pain in the neck.

MR. PETRO: He’s a pain in the neck tonight. Get
together with Mark and write up what he needs for this
number there.

MR. ARGENIO: The intent is that there’s no structures
or driveways in that area depicted on: the plan?

MR. EDSALL: The only encroachment that I believe we
have acknowledged that because of the grading
conditions of lot 5, the drive does have that minor
encroachment, that’s the only one that we have pretty
much agreed they want to have permitted.

MR. PETRO: I don’t think we can do anything else, we
just went through all kinds of things here so what else
would you ask of the board, anything?

MR. CLEARWATER: Well, we want to schedule a public
hearing.

MR. PETRO: We can schedule the public hearing, we can
authorize the public hearing. We didn’t do that last
time?

MR. CLEARWATER: No.

MR. PETRO: We wvanted to get the plan forward but you
need to have the other part missing with the storm
water so in other words if we authorize a public
hearing, don’t set your plan up without having the
other part that we’re talking about.
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MR. CLEARWATER: Of course.

MR. PETRO: You have to be prepared, bring the whole
thing in at one time. .

MR. EDSALL: We can verify that they’ve got the reports
done, they just have to update it and secondly, we have
to make sure the plan that’s what’s required in the new
subdivision regulations that you want to authorize it.

MR. PETRO: Motion to have a public hearing for the
Middle Earth subdivision on Station Road.

MR. ARGENIO: 1I‘’11 make the motion.
MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion’s been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board have a public hearing for
the Middle Earth subdivision on Station Road. Any
further discussion from any of the board members? If
not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Get together with Mr. Kroll and fire
department, try and get those approvals.

MR. CLEARWATER: Fire should be fine because he sent me
the plan all marked up the way he wanted it.

MR. PETRO: Like Mike says, that can be sitting on
Myra’s desk.

MR. BABCOCK: 5/19 is my last printout, if we have
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something after that, I don’t have it with me tonight.

MR. PETRO: For the public hearing, try to have both of
thenm including Mr. Kroll, if you have a problem with
him, get in touch with me so we can try and work it out
before the public hearing. Thank you.
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PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION
PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD

SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1- LOT 53.1
PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22
DATE: 26 MAY 2004
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+

ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003,

25 FEBRUARY 2004 AND 14 APRIL 2004 PLANNING BOARD
MEETINGS.

1. The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.

2. The plans have been revised per previous comments and discussions at worksessions. The
applicant has outlined changes in their engineer’s letter dated 03-19-04. We have the following
comments regarding the latest plans submitted and the status of various items:

¢ Sidewalks are now depicted on the plans; one side of each road.

e My records do not reflect a re-submittal of a revised Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (SPPP). Our office previously prepared commends dated 03-15-04, regarding
stormwater management. The applicant appears to have provided some response as part
of a letter to the Board; this is nof the desired format. A report, signed by a professional
engineer, should be prepared and on file for public review. These should all be
addressed before a Public Hearing is held.

¢ The plans now include road names and 911 address numbering. A memo of approval
should be on file from the Fire Inspector.
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e It is my understanding that the declaration for the restrictive covenants for the lots, with
the restrictions for the Conservation Easement for lots 1-5, is still under review.

e Itis still our understanding that outstanding outside agency permits and approvals
include Orange County DOH Realty Subdivision approval, a SPDES General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities, and a possible 401 Water Quality
Certification required (pending ACOE determination).

The Board should require that the Applicant or their authorized representative waive the (thirty)
(forty-five) (ninety) day deadline for Board action.

The applicant should be aware that the Town recently adopted new subdivision regulations.
Attention is directed to Chapter 257. The applicant should review the Chapter, and specifically
Article IV, which outlines submittal requirements for preliminary plans proposed for public
hearing. All information required by that Article should be included.

The Highway Superintendent previously had concern regarding this application. Is an approval
now on record?

The applicant should update the board on the status of their response to OPRHP.
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PLANNING BOARD: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
COUNTY OF ORANGE: STATE OF NEW YORK

In the Matter of the Application for Subdivision for:

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION - STATION ROAD P. B. #03-22

Applicant AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
BY MAIL
STATE OF NEW YORK )
) SS:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age and reside at 67
Bethlehem Road, New Windsor, NY 12553.

That on the @ day @ compared th@ddressed
envelopes containing the Public Hearing Notice pertinent to this case with the
certified list provided by the Assessor's Office regarding the above application for
site plan/subdivision/special permit/lot line change approval and I find that the
addresses are identical to the list received. I then placed the envelopes ina U.S.
Depository within the Town of New Windsor.

Sworn to before me this %{lﬂ/
Myra L Mason, Secretary

;23 day of A , 2004

Notary éﬁmmstﬂt:'&“ﬂ..m
0. 01MEGO50024
C Qualiﬁed In Orange County
Commission Expires 10/30/ Zeoxg

otary bhc




LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE IS HEREBY.GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF
NEW WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York will hold a PUBLIC
HEARING at Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, NeW York on
JUNE 23, 2004 at 7:30 P.M. on the approval of the proposed Subdivision for

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION

Located at STATION ROAD (Tax Map #Section 54 ,Block _1,Lot 53.1) .

Map of the proposed project is on file and may be inspected at the Planning

Board Office, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, NY prior to the

Public Hearing,

Date: JUNE 8, 2004

By Order of

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

James R. Petro, Jr., Chairman



.l‘own of New “’mdsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 564-6660
Fax: (845) 564-5102

Superintendent of Highways
Henry J. Kroll

June 21, 2004

Mr. Mark Edsall, Town Engineer

Town of New Windsor Planning Board

555 Union Ave.

New Windsor, N.Y. 12553

Re:  File # 0322 — Middle Earth

Dear Sir:

The plans for Middle Earth have had a preliminary review and it appears to be acceptable at this
time. A further, in-depth review must still be performed by Mark Edsall, Town of New Windsor
Engineer, and myself. .

If you have any other questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

Henry J. Kroll
Superintendent of Highways

HIK/mvz

Ce: file
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33 Airport Center Drive

Suite 202

New Windsor, New York 12553

PC

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL g;)(g:;?slg)sm
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. e-mail: mhern @mhepc.com
RICHARD D. MCGOEY, P.E. (vv apa)
WILLIAM ). HAUSER, P.E. (vra 1) Wiker's e-mad address:
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (v, o & pn) mje@mhepc.com

JAMES M. FARR, P.E. (Nyam)

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION

PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD
SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1-LOT 53.1

PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22

DATE: 14 APRIL 2004

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+
ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003 AND
25 FEBRUARY 2004 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS.

1. The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.

2. The plans have been revised per previous comments and discussions at worksessions. The
applicant has outlined changes in their engineer’s letter dated 03-19-04. We have the following
comments regarding the latest plans submitted:

¢ The approval box has been added as requested, but not to all the sheets of the plans.
Please add to all drawing sheets.

e Sidewalks are not depicted on the plans. The Board should discuss this requirement with
the applicant.

e There are outstanding comments from our office regarding stormwater management
(comments dated 03-15-04, additional copy attached for convenience). A revised
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SPPP) should be submitted.

e The applicant should proceed with the 911 coordination in accordance with Town
Policy. Street names and 911 address numbering should be on the plans submitted for
Preliminary Public Hearing.

REGIONAL OFFICES
* 507 Broad Street « Milford, Pernsylvania 18337 < 570-296-2765 »
* 540 Broadway  Monticello, New York 12701 « 845-794-3399 «


mailto:rttfierfy@nihepc.com
mailto:rnje@mhepc.com

e A draft of the declaration for the restrictive covenants for the lots, with the restrictions
for the Conservation Easement for lots 1-5, should be prepared and submitted for
review.

e Outstanding outside agency permits are a SPDES General Permit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Activities, and a possible 401 Water Quality Certification
required (pending ACOE determination).

3. I am not aware of any approval from the Highway Superintendent. This should be on file before
the plan is scheduled for a public hearing.

4 The applicant should update the board on the status of their response to OPRHP.

5. The Board is reminded that this application will require submittal to and approval from the
Orange County Department of Health (referral is made following Preliminary Approval).

6. The applicant is reminded that all subdivision plans should include the signature and seal of a
licensed land surveyor.

NW03-22-14Apr04.doc



. . 01 Main Office

33 Airport Center Dr. Suite 202
New Windsor, New York 12553

(845) 567-3100

pC e-mail: mheny@att.net
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL ungliond Ogiee

Broad Street
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. » o 18307
(570) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . mivaPA) i
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. prvang e-mail: mhepag@pd.net

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. v, nuaPa)
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nrern

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT
P.B. PROJECT NO.: NWPB 03-22
APPLICANT’S REPRESENTATIVE: MJS ENGINEERING
PREPARATION DATE: 15 MARCH 2004
MEETING DATE: 22 MARCH 2004

1. A review of the predevelopment versus post development runoff curve numbers identifies Meadow
Woods lawn and roads in the post development condition. It does not appear to depict impervious
surfaces associated with driveways and house sites. This should be clarified.

2. It appears that the detention pond system has been designed as a wet pond with a lowest discharge
elevation of 430.0. The detention pond model assumes that the system will function as a dry pond with
available storage capacity between elevation 426 and 430, which would contain the wet pool.

Calculations identify the sediment forebay volume as well as water quality volume being available
below 430 elevation.

3. Portions of the lot not tributary to the drainage system should have best management practices
implemented in order to mitigate discharge to the wetland areas.

4. Areas crossing the federal jurisdictional wetlands with roadways should be provided with piping to
assure ponding of water does not occur at the wetland crossing and to provide for hydraulic connection
between the wetland areas.

5. The discharge location for the pond identified with a water surface elevation of 445 located west of the
proposed detention pond should be identified on the plan.

6. Evaluate pond grading and geometry with regard to the New York State Stormwater Management
Design Guidelines.


mhenyQatt.net
mhepaQpkl.net

Town of New Windsor -2- 15 March 2004
MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT

7. Predevelopment Area B identifies 21.4 acres when a post development Area B identifies 18.5 acres. It
is unclear where the transferred reduced acreage is tributary to in the post development condition, as the
area tributary to the detention pond is identified as 19.5 acres, in both the pre and post development
conditions.

Respectfully submitted,

MCGOEY, HAUSER & EDSALL
CONSULTING ENGINEERS, P.C

Patrick J. Hines
Associate

PJH/pr
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REGULAR ITEMS:

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION (03-22)

Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Drew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Major subdivision on Station Road.
Application proposes subdivision of 96 acre parcel into
26 single family lots. This plan was previously
reviewed at the 23 July, 2003 and the 25 February, 2004
planning board meetings, R-1 zone required, bulk
information shown on the plan is correct, highway is
under review and we still have fire as disapproved. So
you’re going to have to contend with the fire
department, fire says need three sets of sketch plans
with the E-911 numbering, driveway layout and sketch
plan show E-~911 numbers on sketch plan confirmed roads
meet town road specs, that’s from fire and as I said,
highway is under review. Why don’t you go over it
briefly?

MR. CLEARWATER: This property is located on the east
side of Station Road just south of the Westminster
Presbyterian Church. As Mr. Petro said, it’s 26 single
family residential lots on 98 acres. There’s
approximately 35 acres of wetlands mostly in the back,
both Army Corps of Engineers and it’s all Army Corps
wetlands, the site is accessed in two locations, both
off Station Road. Mr. Kroll, the Highway
Superintendent that did reservations back in February
about sight distance, we met with him on the site on
March 1st and satisfied his concern. Now I wrote to
him after that, I haven’t heard back, I haven’t unless
you have, maybe you got a letter from him but I haven’t
got a letter.

MR. PETRO: 4/12/2004 under review, so I have nothing
additional from the highway.
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MR. ARGENIO: How did you satisfy his concern?

MR. CLEARWATER: He was confused apparently where the
location of Road A comes out so he wasn’t sure that we
had the sight distance that we show. He was also
concerned about the slope, the side slopes on the new
roads and I pointed, I told him that side slopes were
all three to one and that was--he didn’t have any real
concern after that. As you’re aware, of course this is
health department review for wells and septics, as well
as the Army Corps needs to approve the delineation of
the wetlands which has been sent in, we haven’t heard
back from them yet.

MR. LANDER: Crossing the wetlands with the road?

MR. CLEARWATER: In two locations, that’s right, the
two smallest locations. We’re above the maximum that’s
allowed under a nationwide permit so we have to file
the permit. Now if we did serve the whole place with
one access then we’d be underneath 4,000 but with two
accesses it makes it better and safer.

MR. PETRO: Applicant is reminded that the subdivision
Plan should be included, that the signature and seal of
a licensed land surveyor, again, do we have that on
this plan?

MR. CLEARWATER: Not in this play, we’ll get it. Dan
Yanosh did it. We’re ready for public hearing next
month.

MR. PETRO: Outside agency permits, including SPDES
permit for storm water discharge is going to be
required and the other comments Mark made about all the
outside agencies. We already went over the highway
superintendent, there’s nothing on file, the applicant
should update the board on the status of the response
of Orange County OPRHP, drafted declaration of the
restricted covenants for the lots with the restriction
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of the conservation easements for lots one through five
should be prepared and submitted for review, Andy, get
that in and take a look at it, okay?

MR. KRIEGER: Yes, as soon as it’s submitted, 1’11 look
at it.

MR. PETRO: Applicant should proceed with the 911
coordination in accordance with the Town policy.

Street names, 911 addresses and numbering should be on
the plan for preliminary public hearing, should be done
before the public hearing.

MR. CLEARWATER: We’ll have it on there before that.

MR. PETRO: I’m trying to get you moving in the right
direction so we can schedule a public hearing which we
can’t do yet.

MR. ARGENIO: The easements are retained by the
individual lots owners, is that correct, the
conservation easements?

MR. CLEARWATER: That’s right.

MR. KARTIGANER: We'’'re not yet sure who’s going to be
owning the first five in terms of conservation
easement, we may be trying to give that to different
agencies to maintain themnm.

MR. ARGENIO: For instance?

MR. KARTIGANER: We’ve talked to the Orange County Land
Trust, they have an interest particularly in this part,
they have suggested this, that they are not interested
in the conservation easement along Station Road, who
might be interested, I’m not sure, the reason we’re
putting it there is specifically to try and maintain
the open space character of Station Road because it
goes to just about the top of the rise, I’m not sure
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what agency we’d be givihg it to, if we can’t find
somebody, we may not do it, although we will put in a
requirement that they don’t build in that area.

MR. EDSALL: Drew, by giving, it’s still going to be
owned by the individual 1lots?

MR. KARTIGANER: Right, the easement will be basically
prohibiting building or construction in the area.

MR. EDSALL: So you’re giving the restrictive rights or
the protection to someone else?

MR. KARTIGANER: To someone else.

MR. EDSALL: Just wanted to make sure the board was
clear they’re not giving the land away because it won’t
meet zoning again.

MR. CLEARWATER: That’s what I meant, the land was
going to be kept.

MR. KARTIGANER: I’'m sorry.

MR. PETRO: The approval box has been added but not on
all the sheets, sidewalks are not on the plans, you
need to have sidewalks on one side of the street, do
not ask me to waive it, if you feel that it’s
unnecessary and you can’t do it for some reason, you
have to go to the Town Board to get a waiver. I do not
believe you’ll be successful. And you will not have a
positive recommendation from this board. Planning
board wants sidewalks on one side of the street, not
both. But you’re welcome to make application to the
Town Board, petition the Town Board -who since about
2003 has been empowered to make that decision. That’s
all I have. Does anybody else have anything? I would
suggest you get a packet from Mark, probably already
have that, right? '
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MR. KARTIGANER: We just got it.

MR. PETRO: Just go over his comments and get together
with Mr. Kroll and get his comments, get that
straightened out so we can schedule a public hearing.
Get the plans stamped before we have a public hearing.

MR. CLEARWATER: It will be.

MR. PETRO: Thank you.
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MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT_ (03-22)

Mr. James Clearwater and Mr. Drew Kartiganer appeared
before the board for this proposal. ,

MR. PETRO: Property is located in the R-1 zoning
district of the Town. The required bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.
Minimum livable area and maximum developmental coverage
values must be added to the bulk table. This is still
not done so we’ll get back to all that. I have a .
letter, before we even start, I have a letter from Mr.
Kroll, the Highway Superintendent, disapproving the
access point off of Station Road because of a sight
distance problem that needs to be resolved.

MR. KARTIGANER: We just got that today.

MR. PETRO: We’ll proceed but I want you to know that
that point of access to Station Road may be changed or
has to be changed, I don’t know that it will or won’t
and that anything we’re doing tonight will be
predicated on the plan that you’re showing us and we
may have to come become and start again with the new
entrancewvay. I don’t know whether that’s the case or
not, but it’s disapproved where it is but I’m willing
to continue and look at it, it’s not a problem at this
time but you’re proceeding at your own time and risk.
Okay?

MR. SCHLESINGER: Which entrance for the north?
MR. CLEARWATER: He doesn’t specify.
MR. KARTIGANER: One is a pre-existing.

MR. PETRO: I’m not sure which one, he just just read
the letter.

MR. CLEARWATER: He doesn’t indicate which one he’s
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speaking about, we got that note this morning and he
says in the note that he made that request previously.
I’m unaware that he had made that request previously
but that’s fine, whatever he wants we’ll meet with him
in the field or in the office.

MR. PETRO: I would suggest that you contact him
directly, meet him in the field, go to the office
first, find out what it is and get it straightened out
because you don’t want to continue, continue, continue
and then know that you’ve got to move it over 40 feet
or something. 1It’s a waste of time and effort.

MR. CLEARWATER: I called him this morning but he’s out
so I’1l1l catch up with him tomorrow. 1In any case, as
you said, this is a 98 acre site, 26 lots, it’s located
on the east side of Station Road and we access the site
in two locations on the wetlands on site, it’s all Army
Corps wetlands, there’s no DEC wetlands, the wetlands
line shown here has been delineated and surveyed and
plan has been sent to the Army Corps for a
jurisdictional determination. We haven’t heard back
from them yet. We cross the wetlands in two locations,
one for each of the roads. Now, if we crossed at the
narrowest point but even still the disturbance is
greater than what’s allowable under the nationwide
permit so we’ll need to go to the Army Corps for a
permit for that. We wanted two access points, we felt
it was better for safety and for emergency access and
whatnot, even though it increases the disturbance to
the wetlands. This plan has been updated considerably
since we were here before and shows all the grading for
the roads, shows septic designs, well locations,
driveways and so on. We also submitted a drainage
report, storm water pollution prevention plan just last
week, I’m sure that Mark probably hasn’t had a chance
to review it, it’s gquite lengthy but in any case, it
has been submitted and we already spoke about the sight
distance and the question that Mr. Kroll had and we’ll
speak to him and address that.
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MR. PETRO: Where is 22 and 23?
MR. CLEARWATER: Up at the top here.

MR. PETRO: The conservation easement, does it go down,
look, is it a big hole there?

MR. CLEARWATER: No, it’s high, this is the highest
point of the property and what the idea was to preserve
that strip along Station Road so that it didn’t, so
that there was no houses there so as you’re driving
down Station Road, the look of the property would
remain the same as it is now, albeit two roads coming
in. -

MR. KARTIGANER: Except for the one house on the lower
lot, there would be no houses along the top of the
ridge.

MR. PETRO: All be serviced by well and septic?

MR. CLEARWATER: Right, it’s all in the 80,000 square
foot zone.

MR. SCHLESINGER: What about the grading on the lower
road?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yeah, it drops down quite steep here
and it’s necessitated--

MR. SCHLESINGER: Did you evaluate that?
MR. CLEARWATER: No, he hasn’t, he hasn’t completed.
MR. PETRO: What’s this area here, retention ponad?

MR. CLEARWATER: Adjacent to lot 26, yeah, it’s a
detention pond.
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MR. PETRO: Where is the outflow for the pond into a
little pond?

MR. CLEARWATER: It flows across the road to the east
into the wetland.

MR. PETRO: The pond would go into the retention pond
and then flow the other way?

MR. CLEARWATER: Right, it flows that way now to the
east, it’s easier to see on the 50 scale plan.

MR. PETRO: We have received responses from the New
York State DEC, you know you need the other permits
we’ve mentioned earlier, possible 401 water quality
certification required, lot of comments here, so we’ll
take lead agency. Motion to do that.

MR. ARGENIO: So moved.
MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency
under the SEQRA process for the Middle Earth
Development subdivision on Station Road. 1Is there any
further discussion? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. MASON AYE
MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Does anybody have any comment on just the
layout of the subdivision? Do you want to make any
broad statements about anything because I don’t want to
get into too much detail, he’s got a lot to do here. I
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guess the board conceptually doesn’t have a problem the
way it looks, I guess once you get along a little
further with some of these comments, talk to Mark and
get some of the outside agencies’ input, we can look at
it again. It’s going to take a while, I think
sidewalks and street lights will be required within the
subdivision unless waived, obviously, they’re not going
to be waived, the sidewalks will be required at least
one side, you don’t have to do both sides. Storm
water, Mark, anything you want to discuss? I think
he’s got enough to do here for a while.

MR. EDSALL: The next big step to confirm the layout is
to resolve the road grading issues with Henry as well
as the access issues.

MR. PETRO: Why don’t you get that straightened out, do
some of these other ones and we’ll look at it again.
Anything else?

MR. CLEARWATER: It’s premature to authorize public
hearing?

MR. PETRO: Yes, we don’t even know the road’s going to
be there.

MR. CLEARWATER: Okay.

MR. KARTIGANER: We might want some supporting letter
Mark said he’d give subject to planning board for the
permit that we’re going to have to go for for the DEC
wetlands disturbance, the reason that we’re disturbing
the wetlands we’re putting in two roads, so we can cut
down the length of the cul-de-sac which is forcing us
to go over the 4,500 square foot.

MR. EDSALL: We discussed that issue, I think from a
general layout issue, the board can confirm that you’d
really want to have two accesses to this subdivision,
you wouldn’t want to go with a long cycle access.
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MR. ARGENIO: The original plan that we saw only had
two?

MR. EDSALL: It had two but the DEC definitely will
have an issue as to the disturbance and I think that it
should be on record that the board really didn’t want
to have this number of lots served with a long single
road. '

MR. PETRO: He wants a supporting letter to that
effect. '

MR. EDSALL: As long as we have it on record, I can say
the board discussed it and that’s your preference,
double access.

MR. PETRO: Yes. Thank you.

MR. CLEARWATER: Actually, it’s the Army Corps, not
DEC.

MR. EDSALL: Yes, Army Corps.



MJS ENGINEERING

CIVILZENVIRONMENTAL
MIS Engineering, PC
261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 291-8650 Fax (845) 291-8657
030118
22 April 2004

Mr. John McDonald, Fire Inspector
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

RE: Middle Earth
Section 54, Block 1, Lot 53.1

Dear Mr. McDonald:

Enclosed are 3 sets of plans for the above referenced project for your review regarding
911 numbering. Sheets #1 through #6 are included; Sheets #7 through #10 are the Road
Profiles and Construction Details which are not included. The two street names selected,
Weathertop Drive and Luthien Forest Road, are shown on Sheet C-2. Assuming those
names are acceptable, they will be added to the other sheets.

The applicant, Mr. Drew Kartiganer, and I met with Mr. Henry Kroll, the Highway Supt.,
on March 1* at the project site to review the road intersection locations. Mr. Kroll
indicated his acceptance of the locations. The two new roads themselves will be built to
Town spec, both in width and material.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,
MJS Engineering, PC

/ (" f da«l«){é'

ames C. Clearwater, PLS
Project Manager

JCClgl
Enc.

cc:  Drew Kartiganer
Myra Mason, Pl. Bd. Secretary ,/

Z:030118Fire Inspecior McDonald - Sheets 1-6.doc



. FIREINSPECTORS
- INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: James Petro, Planning Board Chairman

FROM:  John McDonald, Fire Inspector w

SUBJECT: PB2004-22
Middle Earth Subdivision

DATE:  April 15,2004

Planning Board Reference Number: PB2004-22
Dated: 03-29-2004
Fire Prevention Refetence Number: FPS-04-018

The above referenced plans were reviewed and found to be

unacceptable. Deficiencies noted in February 24, 2004 memorandum have not
been addressed.

1)  Three sets of sketch plans and lot layouts scaled 1”°=50 shall be
provided for E-911 numbering. Driveway and house layouts
must be shown on plans.

2)  E-911 Coordinators assigned E-911 numbers shall be included on
all plans.

3) Street names must be submitted to E-911 Coordinator for
approval. Once approval has been received the street names shall

be included on all plans.

4)  Confirm that roads will meet town road specifications.
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fo'wn of New Wi?ldsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET
TO: HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT
P.B. FILE #03-22 DATE RECEIVED: 04-12-04

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA
BY: TO BE ON AGENDA FOR THE PLANNING BOARD MEETING.

THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR:

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION
Applicant or Project Name

SITE PLAN , SUBDIVISION XXX, LOT LINE CHANGE
SPECIAL PERMIT

]

HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE:

1 APPROVED:

Notes:

0 DISAPPROVED:
Notes:_Uundor  veuied

Signature: 4@0 4 W 1//(-\/0‘{

. ed/l(y date




MJS ENGINEERING
CIVILUENVIRONMENTAL
MJS Engineering, PC
261 Greenwich Avenue
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 291-8650 Fax (845) 291-8657
030118
19 March 2004

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

RE: Middle Earth
Dear Ms. Mason:

Enclosed are 10 sets of prints revised to reflect the comments of the Planning Board at
the February 2004 meeting. In particular, the plans have been revised to reflect the
following:

1. The addition of street lights at six locations on the project; one at each of the
intersections of the proposed Roads “A” and “B” with Station Road, the
intersection of Roads “A” and “B” near lot #21, the terminus of the cul-de-sac
near lot #16, and midway on both Roads “A” and “B” near lots #24 and #9.

2. An approval box with the Town of New Windsor file number has been added to
the plan sheets.

3. The applicant, Mr. Drew Kartiganer, and I met with Mr. Henry Kroll, the
Highway Superintendent on March 1* at the site to review the available sight
distance at each of the two new road intersections. The end result of our
discussion was that the available sight distance would be adequate as presented. 1
am not yet in receipt of a note from Mr. Kroll to that effect.

4. Notes have been added to the plan regarding restricting access from Station Road
for lots #1 through #6, and a note regarding the Conservation Easement for lots #1
through #5.

5. A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan was included in the February
submission. We will be available at any time to review it with the Planning
Board’s Engineer, if necessary.

6. As soon as road names are determined, I will submit the plan to Mr. John
McDonald for assignment of 911 numbers for each lot.

Z:\030118'P1 Bd Subsmission - 2004-03-19 doc
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Town of New Windsor Planning Board

Attn: Ms. Myra Mason, Secretary
19 March 2004

7. The applicant is cognizant of the need for a drainage district and he will be
preparing the requisite documentation.

Please place this application on the Planning Board’s agenda for discussion. We would
like to see this project scheduled for a Public Hearing for preliminary approval as soon as
possible. The public’s input is important and their concerns should be addressed as early
on in a project as possible.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,
MJS Engineering, PC

James C. Clearwater, PLS
Project Manager

JCCrgl
Enc.

cc:  D.Kartiganer

Z:030118\P} Bd Subrmission - 2004-03-19.doc Page 2 of 2
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, N.¥Y. 12553
Appl No: 1-42 . File Date:05/23/2001

SEC-BLK-LOT:65-1-61-1
Project Name:MEADOWBROOK ESTATES Type:l

Owner’s Name:ETRUSCAN ENT. C/O FRANK CAVALARI Phone: (845) 561-8119
Address:10 MEADOWBROOK RD. - NEW WINDSOR NY 12553

Aﬁplicant’s Name : WEINBERG, DAVID Phone: (908) 301-1818
Address:540 SOUTH AVE - WESTFIELD, NJ 07091

Préparer's Name : TECTONIC ENGINEERING Phone: (845) 534-5959
Address:P.0. BOX 37 - MOUNTAINVILLE, NY 10952

Proxy/Attny’s Name:WOLINSKY, LARRY . Phone: (845) 778-2121
Address:158 ORANGE AVE - WALDEN, NY 12586

Notify:SAMUELSON, JANE Phone: (845) 534-5959

Location:RT. 94

Acreage Zoned Prop-Class Stage Status
129.760 R-1&3 0 O
Printed-on Schl-Dist Sewr-Dist Fire-Dist Light-Dist

03/30/2004 CORN

Appl for:74 LOT RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIOIN WITH RELATED INFRASTRUCTURE

Addl Municipal Services:

Streets:
Water:
Sewer:
Garb :
arbage 45 oia ?/6/03

/#4.5 /)A’e/h//h/eﬁy %ﬂe’a vef



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
- 555 UNION AVENUE
NEW.WINDSOR, N.Y. 12553
Appl No: 0-6 1 ) File Date:03/14/2000

SEC-BLK-LOT:37-1-45-1
Project Name:CORNWALL COMMONS LLC - SUBDIVISION Type:1

Owner’s Name : CORNWALL COMMONS, LLC Phone: (914) 928-9121
Address:615 ROUTE 32, P.O. BOX 502 - HIGHLAND MILLS, N Y 10930

Applicant’s Name:CORNWALL COMMONS, LLC Phone: (914) 928-9121
Address:615 ROUTE 32, P.O. BOX 502 - HIGHLAND MILLS, NY 10930

Preparer’s Name:LA GROUP Phone: (518) 587-8100
Address:40 LONG ALLEY, SARATOGA SPRINGS, NY 12866

Proxy/Attny’s Name:JACOBOWITZ & GUBITS, LLP  Phone: (914) 778-2121
Address:158 ORANGE AVE - PO BOX 367 WALDEN, NY 12586

Notify:GERALD JACOBOWITZ, ESQ Phone: (914) 778-2121

Location:NYS RT. 9W

Acreage Zoned Prop-Class Stage Status
52.800 R-3 0 0]
Printed-on Schl-Dist Sewr-Dist Fire-Dist Light-Dist
03/30/2004 CORN

Appl for:60 LOT RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION

Addl Municipal Services:
Streets: ’
Water:
Sewer:

Garbage: E As of b7/ 7/”3
has /e?eﬁavhkafy' {ﬁ?“‘”“*//



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, N.Y. 12553
Appl No: 3-23 _ File Date:07/15/2003

SEC-BLK-LOT:54-1-44-2
Project Name:SHADOW FAX RUN SUBDIVISION PA2003-0371 Type:1l

Owner’s Name:WAUGH, SUSAN & JOHN Phone: (845) 564-4538
Address:637 JACKSON AVENUE - NEW WINDSOR, NY

Applicant’s Name:SHADOW FAX RUN (DREW KARTIGANER) Phone: (845) 562-4499
Address:555 BLOOMING GROVE TPK. - NEW WINDSOR, NY

Préparer’s Name : MJS ENGINEERING Phone: (845) 291-8650
Address:261 GREENWICH AVE - GOSHEN, NY 10924

Proxy/Attny’s Name: Phone:
Address:
Notify:JAMES CLEARWATER Phone:(8455 291-8650

Location: JACKSON AVENUE

Acreage Zoned Prop-Class Stage Status
69.500 R-1 0 0]
Printed-on Schl-Dist Sewr-Dist Fire-Dist Light-Dist
03/30/2004 WASH

Appl for:PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION OF 22 BUILDING LOTS

Addl Municipal Services:
Streets:
Water:
Sewer:

Garbage: 43 o ‘f "/!a/’# -
has N0 ’V/"w‘/‘"



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, N.¥Y. 12553

Appl No: 3-22 . File Date:07/15/2003

SEC-BLK-LOT:54-1-53-1
Project Name:MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342 Type:1

Owner’s Name:CLEMENT, JOHN & CLAY, DOROTHY Phone: (845) 496-4938
Address:248 STATION ROAD - ROCK TAVERN, NY 12575

Applicant’s Name:MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER) Phone: (845) 562-4499
Address:555 BLOOMING GROVE TPK - NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553

Préparer's Name :MJS ENGINEERING Phone: (845) 291-8650
Address:261 GREENWICH AVE - GOSHEN, NY 10524

Proxy/Attny’s Name:JOHN HICKS, ESQ. Phone: (845) 778-2121
Address:158 ORANGE AVE - WALDEN, NY

Notify:JAMES CLEARWATER (MJS ENGINEERING) Phone: (845) 291-8650

Location:STATION ROAD

Acreage Zoned Prop-Class Stage Status
96.620 R-1 0 0
Printed-on Schl-Dist Sewr-Dist Fire-Dist Light-Dist
03/30/2004 WASH

Appl for:SUBDIVISION PROPOSAL FOR 27 RESIDENTIAL BUILDING LOTS.

Addl Municipal Services:
Streets:
Water:
Sewerx:
Garbage:

Bs ot be/o¥ -
has weo WKW‘[’
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. . 01 Main Office
: . ) 33 Alrport Center Drive
; . New Windsor, New York 12553
pC (845) 567-3100

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL + el mheny@mhepc.com
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. D e
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . pwaew ) Mitford, Pennsylvania 18337
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. zwvang : (570) 296-2765
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. v, nuapa) e-mait: mhepa@mhepc.com
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nvara : _
Writer’s E-mail Address:
mje@mhepc.com
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
= RECORD OF APPEARANCE L
viaceor [0 Windsor . pmameno: D5 . 2
WORK SESSIONDATE: _ 03 —/6 -0 ¥ PROJECT: NEW oLD _X
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. .MN_W_&CE

33 Alrport Center Drive

Sulte 202

New Windsor, New York 12553

PC
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL :45)( so;-au;o v
X: (845) 567-32

CONSULTING ENGINEERS PC. emait: mheny@mhepc.com
RICHARD D. MCcGOEY, P.E. nvsra)
WALLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (nvvang Wiriter's e-mnall address:
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (\v, N2 & PA) mje@mhepc.com

JAMES M. FARR, PE. (nvara)

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION

PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD
SECTION 54 - BLOCK 1-LOT 53.1

PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22

DATE: 25 FEBRUARY 2004

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+
ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SIX (26) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS. THE
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 23 JULY 2003
PLANNING BOARD MEETING.

1. The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use.

My July 2003 comments requested that required “Minimum Livable Area” and “Maximum
Development Coverage” values must be added to the bulk table. This is still not done.

With regard to lot compliance, lot # 14 would appear to have a lot width compliance problem.
Also, the Board may wish to discuss lots #22 and #23 which have very limited use (great
majority of lot is wetlands). They do appear to just meet minimum net area requirements.

2. We previously discussed, with the applicant, access restrictions for lots 1 thru 6, to be from the
internal roadways (as shown on the plan), rather than direct access to Station Road. This should
be confirmed with a note on the plan, and included in the restrictive covenants for the lots, with
the restrictions for the Conservation Easement for lots 1-5.

3. The Planning Board previously authorized a Lead Agency Coordination letter, which was
circulated on 8-5-03. We have received responses from NYSOPRHP and NYSDEC. The Board
should formally assume the role of Lead Agency at this meeting. (see next comment).

REGIONAL OFFICES
* 507 Broad Street < Mitford, Pennsylvania 18337 « 570-296-2765 -

FAXED * 540 Broadway + Monticeflo, New York 12701 + 845-794-3399 -
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mailto:mheny@mhepc.com

4. Some additional information is required or permits needed (as noted in the responses from
outside agencies) are as follows:

Submit additional information to OPRHP for determination.
SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities
required.

e Possible 401 Water Quality Certification required (pending ACOE detemination).

5. I have performed a follow-up review of the submittal and have the following comments:

e A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SPPP) has been submitted and is currently in
review at our office.

e The driveway from lot #5 encroaches in the conservation easement. Relocate.

e A draft of the restrictive covenants for the conservation easement and access restrictions
should be submitted to the Board and consultants as soon as available.

o Sidewalks and streetlights will be required within the subdivision unless waived.

e Once the Board believes the general layout is acceptable on a preliminary basis, and the
Highway Superintendent has approved the layout, we will continue our review of the
proposed roadway and lot grading, driveway slopes,

e It is my understanding that the Highway Superintendent still has concerns with sight
distance from the access points of the subdivision. Field measurements by aland
surveyor, in conformance with established standards were previously requested.
Although values are indicated on the plan, methodology or verification withthe
Superintendent should be clarified.

e The Board and applicant are reminded that this application will be referred to the Orange
County Department of Health for review and approval.

e As per the 911 Policy of the Town, this project will require the assignment of a street
names and 911 address numbering at the Preliminary approval stage of the subdivision
review. The applicant should begin to coordinate this with the Fire Inspector's Office.

¢ The applicant is reminded that a drainage district will be required. They should begin to
arrange for this item.

MIE/st
NW03-22-25Feb04.doc
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Twn of New Whdsor

5§55 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4631
Fax: (845) 563-4693

Assessor’s Office

July 24, 2003

Drew Kartiganer

555 Blooming Grove Tpke
New Windsor, NY 12553
Re: 54-1-53.1 PB#03-22

ljear Mr. Kartiganer:

According to our records, the attached list of property owners are abutting to the above
referenced property.

Parcels marked with one asterisk (*) represent abutting parcels,two asterisks (**) represent that
the parcel is located within an Agricultural District, and three asterisks (***) represent that the
parcel is both abutting and located within an Agricultural District.
Please be advised that the subject parcel is also located within an Agricultural District.
The charge for this service is $55.00, minus your deposit of $25.00.
Please remit the balance of $30.00 to the Town Clerk’s Office.
Sincerely,

J o c/q/ W
1. Todd Wiley
Assessor

JTW/baw
Attachments

-+ ..CC: Myra Mason, PB
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29-1-20.11 *

Kevin & Amy Lynn Goggin
553 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.12*

Thaddeus & Joanne McCourt

559 Station Rd
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.13 *

Stephen & Mary Ellen Carolan

565 Station Rd
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-20.14 *

Mark & Marcel Milstein
571 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-21.3*

Philip & Carrie Rodriguez
4 Kale Lane

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-22 *

Arthur & Esther Rifflard
549 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-49 **

Suzanne Munzer

503 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-50 **

Thomas & Patricia Dolan
515 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-51 ***

Clement & Gwen Villa
521 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-52 ***

Edward & Anne McKallen
525 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

Q552+

Vince & Linda McAdon
8 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-53.22 **

James & Joanne Cacioppo
10 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-63.23 **

Nancy Tienken

12 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-54 ***

Kenneth & Hannah Chilson
P.O. Box 46

Salisbury Mills, NY 12577

29-1-55 ***

Robert Folkl

539 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-56 ***

Barry & Beverly Johnson
545 Station Rd

Rock Tavem, NY 12575

29-1-57 *

Edward & April Levy

6 Beech Acres Drive
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-58 **

Manuel & Theresa Heredia
4 Beech Acres Drive

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

29-1-66 **

Janet Seaman
Woodcock Mt.Rd
Salisbury Mills, NY 12577

54-1-1.12*
Westminster Church
560 Station Rd

Rock Tavemn, NY 12575

‘4-1 -2.2***

Fox Hill Associates
108 Old Mountain Rd
Upper Nyack, NY 10960

54-1-4 ***

Steven & Jacqueline Cooper
451 Lake Rd

New Windsor, NY 12553

54-1-48.222 ***

Francis Coleman

431 Lake Rd

New Windsor, NY 12553

54-1-52.2*

Maurice Warmon & Joanne Poortman

460 Station Rd
Rock Tavern, NY 12575

54-1-563.2 ***

Bruce & Kathleen Richmond
476 Station Rd

Rock Tavern, NY 12575

54-1-71 ***

Carmmine & Patricia DeFreese
41 Dutchman Drive

New Windsor, NY 12553

54-1-72 ***

Edmond & Wendy Fitzgerald
37 Dutchman Drive

New Windsor, NY 12553

54-1-73 ***

Robert & Barbara Mulleavy
23 Buckingham Drive
Newburgh, NY 12550

54-1-74 ***

Edward & Frederick Pennings
c/o Pennings Enterprises

15 Shore Drive

New Windsor, NY 12553

George J. Meyers, Supervisor
Town of New Windsor
555 Union Ave

New Windsor, NY 12553
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Deborah Green, Town Clérk . .
Town of New Windsor
655 Union Ave

New Windsor, NY 125653

Andrew Krieger, ESQ
219 Quassaick Ave
New Windsor, NY 12553

James Petro, Chairman
Planning Board

555 Union Ave

New Windsor, NY 12553

Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

McGoey and Hauser
Consulting Enginners, P.C.

33 Airport Center Dr. Suite 202
New Windsor, NY 12563

AVERY® Address Labels Laser 5160®
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g New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
- Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau
5 NEW YORK STATE Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643

Bemadeite Castro
Commissioner

ICE OF PARKp

October 10, 2003

Mark Edsall

New Windsor Town Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Re: SEQRA
Middle Earth Subdivision/Station Road South of
MY 207
New Windsor, Orange County
03PR04523

Dear Mr. Edsall:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP) concerning your project’s potential impact/effect upon historic and/or
prehistoric cultural resources. Our staff has reviewed the documentation that you provided on
your project. Preliminary comments and/or requests for additional information are noted on
separate enclosures accompanying this letter. A determination of impact/effect will be provided
only after ALL documentation requirements noted on any enclosures have been met. Any
questions concerning our preliminary comments and/or requests for additional information should
be directed to the appropriate staff person identified on each enclosure.

In cases where a state agency is involved in this undertaking, it is appropriate for that
agency to determine whether consultation should take place with OPRHP under Section 14.09 of
the New York State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law. In addition, if there is any
federal agency involvement, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations, “Protection
of Historic and Cultural Properties” 36 CFR 800 requires that agency to initiate Section 106
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).

When responding, please be sure to refer to the OPKHP Project Review (PR) number

noted above.
Sincerely,
Ruth L. Pierpont v
Director 0 3 @ @
RLP:cmp L - b el
o | T ECEVED
TOWRN OF NS WINDSOR
jobohs 0CT 17 2003
FAXED ENGINEER & PLANNING
- ,I’ e
R -85657 An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency

O printed on recycied paper



Page 1 of 1

» . . .

ARCHEOLOGY COMMENTS
03PRO4523

Based on reported resources, there is an archeological site in or adjacent to your project area. Therefore the
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) recommends that a Phase 1 archeological survey is
warranted for all portions of the project to involve ground disturbance, unless substantial prior ground
disturbance can be documented. If you consider the project area to be disturbed, documentation of the
disturbance will need to be reviewed by OPRHP. Examples of disturbance include mining activities and multiple
episodes of building construction and demolition.

A Phase 1 survey is designed to determine the presence or absence of archeological sites or other cultural
resources in the project's area of potential effect. The Phase 1 survey is divided into two progressive units of
study including a Phase 1A sensitivity assessment and initial project area field inspection, and a Phase 1B
subsurface testing program for the project area. The OPRHP can provide standards for conducting cultural
resource investigations upon request. Cultural resource surveys and survey reports that meet these standards will
be accepted and approved by the OPRHP.

Our office does not conduct cultural resources surveys. A 36 CFR 61 qualified archeologist should be retained to
conduct the Phase 1 survey. Many archeological consulting firms advertise their availability in the yellow pages.
The services of qualified archeologists can also be obtained by contacting local, regional, or statewide professional
archeological organizations. Phase 1 surveys can be expected to vary in cost per mile of right-of-way or by the
number of acres impacted. We encourage you to contact a number of consulting firms and compare examples of
each firm's work to obtain the best product.

Documentation of ground disturbance should inciude a description of the disturbance with confirming evidence.
Confirmation can include current photographs and/or older photographs of the project area which illustrate the
disturbance (approximately keyed to a project area map), past maps or site plans that accurately record previous
disturbances, or current soil borings that verify past disruptions to the land. Agricultural activity is not considered
to be substantial ground disturbance and many sites have been identified in previously cultivated land.

If you have any questions concerning archeology, please contact Michael Schifferli at 518-237-8643. ext 3281

03-22

http://sphinx/PR/PMR eadForm.asp?iPrm=1&iFId=5281&sSFile=form4.htm | 10/7/03


http://sphinx/PR/PMReadForm.asp?iPm=

| Page 1 of |
BUILDINGS/STRUCTURES/DISTRICTS
EVALUATION COMMENTS
PROJECT NUMBER 03PR04523

( Middle Earth Subdivision/Station Road south of NY 207/T/NEW WINDSOR )

f¢i There are no properties listed in the State or National Register of Historic Places within or adjacent to your
project site.

[ The following properties listed in the State/National Registers of Historic Places are located within or
adjacent to your project area: ’

[ Your project area has not been comprehensively surveyed for historic resources. If you wouid like the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) to comment regarding properties potentially
eligible for inclusion in the State or National Register of Historic Places, please submit original photographs
of structures over fifty years old within or adjacent to the project area and key them to a site map.

[, Other: If any state or federal agencies are involved in this project, further review may be required in
accordance with section 14.09 of the New York State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law or
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

If you have any questions concerning this information, please call William Krattinger at 5182378643. ext 3265

PLEASE BE SURE TO REFER TO THE PROJECT NUMBER NOTED ABOVE WHEN
RESPONDING TO THIS REQUEST

PR
. éj& -

http://sphinx/PR/PMReadForm.asp?iPrm=1&iFId=5239&sSFile=form7.htm 10/2/03
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Permits, Region 3

21 South Putt Corners Road, New Paltz, New York 12561-1696 ~
Phone: {845) 256-3054 FAX: (845) 255 3042 . . v

Website: www.dec.state.ny.us ) Erin M. Crotty
Commissioner
Jeplomber lo, 2003
L4

B'kmé I Edsall

7- 2] oo Lon s F B En Ceaen
55} ler_io Aurc.

Ay bnMsr, A7 /2553

Re  Meeddlo Eaitd Sostionsiom

DEC Preject Nov-3- ?é,"’ 15,41 ot ot St Roa X
Dear )’w Sy LE

We have reviewed the SEQR lead agency coordination request for the above referénced project which
our office received on ﬂ—n/ nwo¥ /5 2023

Based upon our review of the circulated docg’ments, it appears that the project will require the following
Department permits:

SPOES Goneinl Permi Loy Jlormalon
/D%—Myc / éﬂ‘q)’é’uc 3 /¢C/:/c4n —_

ﬁrm wh, CP-02- Ol g bl a Yo/ pats
@h,afz—g C&f‘///}(ﬁr’% ,0.1/'-&—4:/5 v Acok c&/f&/ﬂu—mz:ﬂq .
By copy of this letter, we are advising project representatives of the potential need for these permits. It
is possible that the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation permit requirements noted
above may change based upon additional information received or as project modifications occur.

This letter also serves to confirm that we have no objection to your board/agency assuming lead agency
status for this project.

Questions pertaining to the Department's jurisdiction or related matters should be directed to the

undersigned analyst assigned to the project. Please refer to the DEC project number identified above in
all correspondence to the Depanmem. ’Ihank you -

p Sincerely,
¢
S Lopenrin /44/5 Engensemes:
%/ szﬂ»wc»( 4')( - Division of Environmental Permits
Gostien. , M7 (072 7 (845) 256-_3/¢Y -

cc:

DCSNSEQR\SEQRALA LTR 401
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® Qo

33 Airport Center Drive
Suite 202
New Windsor, New York 12553

PC
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL (845) 567-3100

CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. fax: (845) 567-3232

e-mail: mheny@mhepc.com

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. (Nv&rA)
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DVMT. MAJOR SUBDIVISION
PROJECT LOCATION: STATION ROAD

SECTION 54 BLOCK 1- LOT 53.1

PROJECT NUMBER: 03-22

DATE:

23 JULY 2003

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 96+

ACRE PARCEL INTO TWENTY-SEVEN (27) SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS.
THE PLAN WAS REVIEWED ON A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY.

The property is located in the R-1 zoning district of the Town. The “required” bulk information
shown on the plan is correct for the zone and use, although “Minimum Livable Area” and
“Maximum Development Coverage” values must be added. The “provided” values indicate
compliance for each lot for area and lot width. Verification of compliance for all lots for
frontage is also important.

The Board should discuss (with the Applicant) the design intent that all lots access the site
internally (from new roads, with no driveways from Station Road) and the visually protective
conservation easement noted on the plan. I think these are “good” design elements worth
discussing. Each of these protective measures will need to be included as Restrictive Covenants
in the deeds of record for each effected lot.

The Planning Board may wish to authorize the issuance of a Lead Agency Coordination letter
for the project, to begin the SEQRA review process. The only Involved agency would appear to
be OCDOH. The applicant should submit eight (8) sets of drawings and the long environmental
form for this purpose.

I have made a conceptual review of the plans and note the following comments:

e The profiles include stations along the roadway, but no stations are included on the plan.
These should be added.
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e The profiles indicate compliance with Town road specification. Subsequent plans should
have the grading associated with the development of the roadway shown as proposed
rough grading on the plans.

e Subsequent plans should include proposed driveway locations, roadway improvement
details, drainage, etc. for review by the Highway Superintendent.

itted,
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MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (03-22)

Mr. David Clearwater from MJS Engineering appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: Application proposes subdivision of 96 plus
acre parcel into 27 single family lots. The plan was
reviewed on a concept basis only. R-1 zone, bulk
information shown on the plan is correct for the zone,
although minimum livable area and maximum development
coverage values must be added. So you can over Mark’s
comments same as everybody else. It is the design
intent that all lots access the site internally. Let’s
go over that first.

MR. CLEARWATER: Let me just run through the plan. My
name is James Clearwater, I’m a land surveyor with MJS
Engineering. And this plan as you know is very
preliminary and we’re here for the board’s input
regarding the lot layout and the road pattern. There
obviously is no proposed houses shown or driveways or
soil tests or anything of that nature is shown. The
second sheet, the third sheet are road profiles, again,
very preliminarily shown so that mere.y for the purpose
to demonstrate that the roads can be built meeting the
maximum of 10% on grade. Now, this site is impacted by
--Federal wetlands and .we’ll be crossing the wetlands in
two places, one spot for each of the roads and the
intention is that we not go over the 4,000 square feet
that’s permitted for a nationwide permit. We’re right
on the cusp of that 4,000 now and as the plan is
developed, we’ll refine that to make sure that it
doesn’t impinge on that. This site is also impacted by
the hundred year flood plan which is in the back, it’s
not shown on this map but we’ll add it and it affects
only lot 19 which is also impacted by the wetlands. So
it will not be disturbed. Beyond that, we’re open to
whatever the board has to add. There’s an existing
house out here which would be on lot 27. There are
other outbuildings also.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Where is the driveway for lot 277?
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MR. CLEARWATER: The existing one?
MR. SCHLESINGER: Yes.

MR. CLEARWATER: Where Road B is now and the 1lot, the
existing house would have access over the new when
they’re built.

MR. SCHLESINGER: This is on the cusp of the hill.

MR. CLEARWATER: The appllcant Drew Kartiganer, is
1ntend1ng the frontage of the! property, frontage from
lots 1 through 5 to be left: undevelcped to be
encumbered with an easement so that that area is not
disturbed so that when you’re driving down Station
Road, you don’t, you wouldn’t even see this except for
the road in the back.

MR. SCHLESINGER: What'’s the purpose of that?
MR. CLEARWATER: To preserve the look of the area.

MR. ARGENIO: I think that’s so you and I don’t have to
look at a bunch of brand new houses.

-MR. PETRO:  Why didn’t._you think of that?.

MR. LANDER: So you’re not going to build on the first
five lots?

MR. CLEARWATER: First 200 feet of depth.

MR. BABCOCK: They‘’re going to build but enter from the
back way. o

MR. CLEARWATER: They’1ll have their access off new
roads.

MR. EDSALL: He’s got adequate frontage to meet the
code along station, but he’s created a reverse flag so
that he’s got access internal but it’s not a flag 1lot
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cause he’s got the frontage on the Station Road portion
and it’s purely, I asked him what the heck you’re doing
it for, his comment was that aesthetically, I don’t

want to disturb the area which is I guess a good thing.

MR. PETRO: Did you take this off another map or you’ve
got a lot of time on your hands? Did you do that?

MR. CLEARWATER: The site is difficult.
MR. PETRO: Did you really do all them?

MR. CLEARWATER: It’s aerial. In any case, there are
as the application progresses, I’m sure that the lot
count will drop because there are some very difficult
sites.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Very difficult, I'm sorry?

MR. CLEARWATER: Difficult sites, in other words,
because of topo or wetlands or whatever and like I
said, as it progresses.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Any initial percolation tests been
done or anything?

. MR. CLEARWATER: No.

MR. SCHLESINGER: 1It’s going to be well and septic?

MR. CLEARWATER: Well and septic, sure.

MR. PETRO: All right, gentlemen, this is just
basically conceptual. Does anybody have any problem
with the idea or conceptual idea of this? And I would
also like to issue a lead agency coordination letter if

I can have that motion.

MR. LANDER: All these lots here conform to the new
zoning? '

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes,
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MR. PETRO: What'’s the size of the smallest lot?

MR. CLEARWATER: They’re all listed on the right-hand
side here, smallest one is 80,000 is the smallest
required, 82,000 on lot 7, lot 21 is the smallest.
MR. PETRO: That’s the net area?

MR. CLEARWATER: That’s the gross area.

MR. LANDER: Do you have to take into‘consideration the
wetlands when you do those calculations?

MR. CLEARWATER: Yes, they’re shown, the net area is on
here next to it.

MR. LANDER: We’re still in the ballpark.
MR. CLEARWATER: Right.
MR. PETRO: Need a motion while you’re talking anyway

MR. SCHLESINGER: You did this work on behalf of Drew
Kartiganer?

. MR. _CLEARWATER: Yes.

MR. SCHLESINGER: And the land is owned by Gradora
(phonetic) or you don’t know?

MR. CLEARWATER: 1It’s owned by Clement.
MR. PETRO: Dorothy J. and John Clement.

MR. CLEARWATER: Drew Kartiganer and his company is the
contract vendee.

MR, PETRO: Do you have a proxy?

MS. MASON: Yes.
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MR. PETRO: Motion please.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion we circulate lead agency
coordination letter.

MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board authorize the issuance of a
lead agency coordination letter for Middle Earth
Development. Is there any further discussion? If not,
roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. MASON AYE
MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: That’s as far as we’re going to go tonight,
get together with Mark and he can start some of his
reviews.

MR. CLEARWATER: Does anybody have any serious problem
with the road layout? S

MR. PETRO: Not as long as you can get it in at 10%,
you have to get together with Mr. Kroll and he had a
few comments here, so get together with sight distance,
drainage, there’s a few things, but you have to go see
him anyway so or Mark.

MR. EDSALL: We’ll work together then we’ll get a set
to Henry to review. They didn’t want to go ahead and
start the design until conceptually the board felt it
was reasonable, just a note and SEQRA, we won’t send
out the letter until you get the sets of plans and
stuff in so as soon as that’s in, Myra will let me
know.
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MR. CLEARWATER: We maf'not be here next month because
of the amount of work that we have to do.

MR. EDSALL: Just get us the plans as they currently
exist, we can get the lead agency out and get the clock
running, just get it out of the way.

MR. CLEARWATER: Fine.

MR. PETRO: The manner in which you’re going to make
those lots in the front remain as empty lots, why are
you cutting them up as lots to start with, why not
leave them as one parcel?

MR. EDSALL: You don‘’t want it to go as a single parcel
because then it’s going to end up being sold. What it
is the lot is going to run straight through and there

will be a deed restriction, restrictive covenant on the
portion along Station Road.

MR. BABCOCK: They’re going to build a house.
MR. PETRO: I thought they were leaving them all empty.

MR. CLEARWATER: Each lot will have a house but the
front of each lot will be encumbered.

MR. PETRO: I got it now. VVery good.
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PROJECT:MM- , PB.# H3-22
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M) S) VOTE: A__N__ SCHEDULE PH.: Y N
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PAGE: 1 <

AS OF: 07/16/2003
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)
-~AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE

-~-DATE -~ DESCRIPTION-=-~m=w= =~~~ TRANS
07/15/2003 REC. CK. #1007 PAID 2325.00
TOTAL: 0.00 2325.00 -2325.00

Atk
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Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553
(845) 563-4611

RECEIPT
#701-2003

07/17/2003

Old Forest Development Lp

Received $ 100.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 07/17/2003. Thank you for
stopping by the Town Clerk's office. ‘

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you.

Deborah Green
Town Clerk



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 07/16/2003 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
OTHER

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-22
NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT PA2003-0342
APPLICANT: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT (KARTIGANER)

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION--------~- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
07/15/2003 AGRICULTURAL LIST DEPOSIT CHG 25.00
07/15/2003 REC. CK. #1005 PAID 25.00

TOTAL: 25.00 25.00 0.00



CHECKED BY MYRA: 00X
® ] i

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
REQUEST FOR NOTIFICATION LIST

DATE: 07-15-03 PROJECT NUMBER: ZBA# P.B. # 03-22

APPLICANT NAME: MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT

PERSON TO NOTIFY TO PICK UP LIST:

DREW KARTIGANER

555 BLOOMING GROVE TPK.

NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553

TELEPHONE: 562-4499

TAX MAP NUMBER: SEC. 54 BLOCK 1 LOT 53.1
SEC BLOCK LOT
SEC BLOCK LOT

PROPERTY LOCATION: STATION ROAD
ROCK TAVERN, NY

THIS LIST IS BEING REQUESTED BY:

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD: XX

SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION: (ABUTTING AND ACROSS ANY STREET XX
SPECIAL PERMIT ONLY: (ANYONE WITHIN 500 FEET)

AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT:

(ANYONE WITHIN THE AG DISTRICT WHICH IS WITHIN 500'

OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION PROJECT) XXX
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AMOUNT OF DEPOSIT:  25.00 CHECK NUMBER: 1005

TOTAL CHARGES:
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"own of New Wl.ndsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET
TO: HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT
P.B. FILE #03-22 DATE RECEIVED: TAX MAP #

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA
BY: a.s.a.p. TO BE ON AGENDA FOR THE PLANNING BOARD MEETING.

THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR:

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION
Applicant or Project Name

SITE PLAN , SUBDIVISION XXX, LOT LINE CHANGE
SPECIAL PERMIT

—

HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE:

0 APPROVED:

Notes:

0 DISAPPROVED:

Notes: 4 = fc_.,, L z Lra.. P Cho ol

Signature: X
iey/ed By date
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] New York State Office of Pérks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
g ® Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau
E NEW YORK STATE 3 Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643

Bernadette Castro
Commissioner

e

July 30, 2004

Mark Edsall

New Windsor Town Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Re: SEQRA
Middle Earth Subdivision
Station Road south of NY 207
New Windsor, Orange County
03PR04523

Dear Mr. Edsall:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the project in accordance with the New York State
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law, Section 14.09. '

Based upon this review, it is the OPRHP’s opinion that your project will have No Impact
upon cultural resources in or eligible for inclusion in the State and National Registers of Historic
Places. )

If further correspondence is required regarding this project, please be sure to refer to the
OPRHP Project Review (PR) number noted above.

Sincerely,
"Rt M Ruport
Ruth L. Pierpont
Director

RLP:bsa

cc: Drew A. Kartiganer

Stephen J. Oberon
e m.E. An Equal Opportunity/Afiirmative Action Agency

aprhtodonrscycbdpaper
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ﬁown of New W?ndsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET
TO: SEWER/WATER DEPT
P.B. FILE #03-22 DATE RECEIVED: 05-07-04

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA

BY: A.S.A.P. TO BE ON AGENDA FOR THE 05-26-04 PLANNING BOARD
MEETING.

THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR:

MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION

Applicant or Project Name

SITE PLAN » SUBDIVISION XXX, LOT LINE CHANGE )
SPECIAL PERMIT

HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE:

v~ APPROVED:
Notes: —Y\":_C"(L S nNo "—‘-l;:wm Oa—\") e ""Qb\ AYen

0 DISAPPROVED:

Notes:

Signature, reas Ty TN - ¢ S -ta-oy

Reviewed by date
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'l’own of New Windsor

555 Union Avenuc
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (843) 364-6660
 Fax: (845) 564-5102

Superintendént of nghways

Henry J. Kroll
TO: James Petro, Planning Board Chairman
. : - A\
FROM: Henry Kroll, Superintendent of Highways

DATE: February 25, 2004
SUBJECT:  Middle Earth Subdivision: (Station Road)

ShadowFax Run Development ( Jackson Avenue)

In reviewing the plans for both developments, there seems to be inaccuracies in the sight
distance. During the field review, the distances I estimated did not coincide with the sight
distance on the maps. In the last review, 1 requested sight distance studies. To date, 1 have not
received either study. 1 recommend that the Planning Board make no further reviews of these
developments until they have complied with the sight distance requests. These sight distance
problems 1 feel are material and may impact the design of the developments.

If you have any question please contact me.
HJK/bam

CC file



fown of New Wiﬂdsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 5634615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET
TO: HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT
P.B. FILE #03-22 DATE RECEIVED: 02-20-04

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA
BY:02-23-04 TO BE ON AGENDA FOR THE 93-25-04 PLANNING BOARD
MEETING.

THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR: RECEIVED
MIDDLE EARTH SUBDIVISION FEB 2 4 2004

Applicant or Project Name

N, HIGHWAY DEPT.
SITE PLAN » SUBDIVISION XXX, LOT LINE CHANGE 5
SPECIAL PERMIT
HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE:
0  APPROVED:

Notes:

% DISAPPROVED:

Notes:_  STGHT DISTANCE PROBLEM

Signature: /‘}46‘-—1 P M 2 f25 fooy
Rewéwedby date
ce: M. E



. . O Main Office

33 Airport Center Drive
Sutte #202
i New Windsor, New York 12553
. PC : (845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL “"‘“ mheny@mhepc.com
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. B et
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . mraen Mitford, Pennsylvania 18337
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (nv,nuaPA) e-mail: mhepa@mhepc.com
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nrara
: Writer’s E-mail Address:
mje@mhepc.com
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE : ’
{ TOWN LAGE OF: Z }QZ u![' g(ﬂQM P/B APP. NO.: 0 ? -Z
WORK SESSION DATE: 2 Tan 0 5[ PROJECT: NEW oo X

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: A4/ 7o RESUB.REQ'D: 4@@»_

PROJECT NAME: ﬁ(ﬂ e/t

REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: Q.. / 7. C.

MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT:  BLDG INSP. FIRE INSP.
ENGINEER & PLANNER
P/B CHMN OTHER f.of rdells.
rrems piscussen:_ (e [} STND CHECKLIST: PROJ ECT
TYPE
L) Det Bcos  PUovose DRAINAGE
- . SITE PLAN
s . DUMPSTER
SPEC PERMIT
reed Liho d- + W ~ SCREENING
L L CHG.
5 OLD el MM LIGHTING
2 (Streetlights) SUBDIVISION
forde bt L hla (Ade,. . LANDSCAPING
OTHER

2¥ 1%, - BLACKTOP

ROADWAYS

LDMA /e ﬂk'\/’ Nyderno reeflof] aprrovaLBOX

’ 7/
Gor Cvppet MM * PROJECT STATUS:
3 . ZBA Reforral: _ vy Xn

Ready For Meeting )QY

- WorksessionForm.doc 5-02 MJE - a,Lﬂ. /,, 7[LL_‘

/mw« 3/l



mailto:mheny@mhepc.com
mailto:mhepa@mhepc.com

‘Bown of New Wifldsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4693

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET
TO: WATER DEPARTMENT
P.B. FILE #03-22 DATE RECEIVED: 07-15-03

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA BY: 07-21-03
THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR:

MIDDLE EARTH DEVELOPMENT
Applicant or Project Name

SITE PLAN , SUBDIVISION XX, LOT LINE CHANGE s
SPECIAL PERMIT

HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE:

O APPROVED:

Notes:

Q/ DISAPPROVED:

Notes. #2 Méﬁ =l

Signature: %% 7/& 0/93
evi by: Date



0 Main Office
33 Airport Center Drive
Suite #202
New Windsor, New York 12553
PC (845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL e-mak: mheny@mhepc.com
. a
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. o Regional Office
R‘C"‘ARD D. MQGOEY, P.E . (NY& PA) Milford m1m
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. sevany (S570) 2962765
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. ;v nuapra) e-mail: mhepa@mhepc.com
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nrara)
Weriter’s E-mail Address:
mje@mhepc.com
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARAN /-7
OF AL Wird5o /< ppareno: -
womgsr-:ssnoND TE: ?’M/ﬁ/ o3 PROJECT: NEW < OLD
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: - g RESUB, REQ'D: 2>
PROJECT NAME: /ﬁa/q// Qr% /%cw f)
REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: _ /er C ﬂ/m
MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT:  BLDG INSE. FIRE INSP. /, /A @
ENGINEER _ S  PLANNER «
PBCHMN _______  OTHER
ITEMS DISCUSSED: 5 ﬁﬁy ' STND CHECKLIST: PROJ ECT
TYPE
o /éﬁ Now I — DRAINAGE
SITE PLAN
~ WXL Wpf’lﬂ"' ~rhy CJ'«//\ DUMPSTER
SPEC PERMIT
- SCREENING :
L L CHG.
LIGHTING
(Stroctlights) SUBDIVISION
LANDSCAPING :
OTHER
BLACKTOP
ROADWAYS
APPROVAL BOX
PROJECT STATUS:
ZBA Referral: _ Y _N
ReadyForMeeting _ Y - N
Recommended Mtg Date

WorksessionForm doc 9-02 MJE


mhenyQmhepc.com
rohepaQmhepc.com
mailto:mje@mhepc.com

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board

FROM: Wm. Horton Asst. Fire Inspector
SUBJECT: Middle Earth Development
DATE: July 17, 2003

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-03-22
Date Received: 07-15-03
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-03-34

A review of the above referenced subdivision plan was conducted on
July 17, 2003.

This subdivision plan is acceptable.
Plans Dated: April 3, 2003.

o,

Wm. Horton
Asst. Fire Inspector

WH/dh



0 Main Office

33 Airport Center Drive
B Suite #202
New Windsor, New York 12553

Pe (845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL H“a" mheny@mhepc.com
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. o Re!l'o"asm Bro:»dogihce:t
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . zwvavn ) Miord, Pemoyivanie 16337
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. nvang (570) 296.2765

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. v, nua pa)

e-mail: mhepa@mhepc.com
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nvara

Writer’s E-mail Address:
mje(@mhepc.com
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE @ 5-55 )
[ancean] "j v
Aew (Wrvhra P/B APP. NO : £d
WORK SESSION DATE: [ S Jore O3 PROJECT: NEW X OLD

REAPP CE AT W/S REQUESTED: /07//;1 RESUB.REQ'D: /2 ¥ %
PROJECT NAME:__Hhfe Cordd  SALL.

REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: __ 7/~ Cloawoll. /
MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT:  BLDG INSP. FIRE INSP. f>e- &
: ENGINEER e PLANNER
P/B CHMN OTHER
ITEMS DISCUSSED: 7 AAes /T STND CHECKLIST: PROJ ECT
' TYPE
DRAINAGE
SITE PLAN
- M DUMPSTER
;) SPEC PERMIT
- Q;z [;&g‘égw %&dﬂk SCREENING
L L CHG.
LIGHTING
- (Streettights) SUBDIVISION
aed j%& 5 % LANDSCAPING
d M OTHER
BLACKTOP
jé&m %a v/ S ZZf d@gﬁ by ROADWAYS
: APPROVAL BOX

PROJECT STATUS: K
ZBA Referral: Y N

Ready For Meeting < Y

P ——— RmmmdethgDm%@f
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TOWNBOF NEW WINDS®R

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4695

PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION

TYPE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate item):
Subdivision__x_ Lot Line Change____ Site Plan____ Special Permit____

Tax Map Designation: Sec. ) “" Block_ | Lot B3\
BUILDING DEPARTMENT REFERRAL NUMBER ?Pr’LOO’é 0249

1. Name of Project VV\ \ D'P Ve EnpxH WELDPW wk
v\") ¢ Jdoln.
2. Owner of Record CLA\'{ C)LEM Phone M b 4 0("3 O

Address;_ L4 STATGON kp/\o  Reooue TAWRN Ny et

(Street Name & Number) ~ (Post dfﬁce) (State) ‘(pr)

M PP UF AR DEVGELOP oW P
3. Name of Applicmwvil’hgw AR 4“4.‘44

vETngA
Address: 555 Bloomive Crave Thle NS wanta, g 2553
(Street Name & Number} (Post Offick) (State) 7 (Zip)

4. Person Preparing Plan S EU\C‘-\ Me_\éug.l Phone._ 241, B85 o
Address;_Lle| GCRETIAW =3 osHen, Ny ‘04!2.4;‘

(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) ) (Zip)

5. Attox:ney\.\ol/\,v\ 1 *’CLLM ERA Phone —7'{ D.Z—l’z..l

Address\\)AsLOPQO WT2 4 Cou\od'?. /(13" Ot paE Ave, 2.0, Rox 1
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (Sfate) “ (Zip)

WAwon, MM 1258
6. Person to be notified to appear at Planmng Board meetmg ' G"

JAme Uerruwdon~ IS Enqined ‘3’¢m ecze VAL B65)
(Name) (Phone) . (fax)  twr/

7. Project Location: On the EA%’T side of _ STATTL AN oo

Direction) (Street)
8. Project Data: Acreage 2~ Zone E~ | School Dist. LUQ,,S h\\h:\’b)\/\\lﬁ Hﬁ

B GEIVED 7
TOWN OF NEW WINDSCR PAGE 1 OF 2

JUL LS ;([}UB,EAS*E DO NOT COPY 1 & 2 AS ONE PAGE TWO-SIDED)

;) &W‘gb C;m,,
ENGINEEF: £ PLANNING @ 3 ™ e x&

L s TR T DR PEYY 1) o it auersamnd




9. Is this property within an ‘cultural District containing a farm op‘ion or within 500 feet
of a farm operation located in an Agricultural District? Yes X No

*This information can be verified in the Assessor’s Office.
*If you answer yes to question 9, please complete the attached AAgricultural Data
Statement. :

10. Detailed description of Project: (Use, Size, Number of Lots, etc.) 5, W Aw VS

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances for this property? yes no )Q
12. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this property? yes no

IF THIS APPLiCATION IS SIGNED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE PROPERTY OWNER,
A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY STATEMENT FROM THE OWNER l/
MUST BE SUBMITTED, AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS

APPLICATION. A—W MM

STATE OF NEW YORK)
SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE)

THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND STATES
THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS CONTAINED IN THIS
APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND
ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT
FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILITY TO THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS

ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF THIS APPLICA’il\(iN. o
\Doug gty Da:aqm:x
SWORN BEFORE ME THIS:

(OWNER'SSIGNATURE)

f DAYO)E/J/A,@ 2003 Dy A—\(AF‘CLSW

JOYCE GUILIANO (AGENT'S SIGNA'

Notary Public, State of New York
) Please Print Agent's Name as ﬁgned

No. 01GU6028114
R L D T T T e L 2

Qualified in Orange Cou
Term Expires July 19, 20 £25

TO\}IN—USE-QNLXL-
TR ST ’5:,1 i
‘vﬁ“\ ‘J: - MEW WIiNTISOR 3 % %
JUL 15 2003 ' : 0
DATE APPLICATION RECEIVED APPLICATION NUMBER
ENCGINZED £. 2L ENMIS

PAGE 2 OF 2



AGENT/OWNER PROXY STATEMENT
(for p.éssional representation) '

for submittal to the;
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

_ CL /4 \( MMEWT , deposes and says that he resides

(OWNER)

at 554'& %TATLC)\/\ E.A') Uﬁk\ WANPSORin the County of _’E'Al\ﬁt‘"f
(OWNER’S ADDRESS)

and Siate of_J}tebJ (/]VO e and that he is the owner of property tax map
(Sec. Ty ﬂ: Block | Lot} 1)

designation number(Sec. Block Lot ) which is the premises described in

the foregoing application and that he designates:
 AVAVNTN

MIS Eneinee .Mpe‘ L\ GREBAWLCH A\h" (eOSHEN, N

Agefit Name & Address “
A [\ P . (Ag ) Lo
ARew_ KAR MDD LE EnpTyy

legys e
Loor 6
B (ol N V-Cpl}xca{mn “w ww\otop }q/\

( Name & Address of Profe$sional Representative of Owner and/oriAgent) W Mand™

4s is agent 1o make the attached ap

125573

THIS DESIGNATION SHALL BE EFFECTIVE UNTIL WITHDRAWN BY THE OWNER OR
UNTIL TWO (2) YEARS FROM THE DATE AGREED TO, WHICH EVER IS SOONER.

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: ** I
Owner’s Signature (MUST BE NOTARIZED
Q—//,
£ %____DAY OF -/ a% 208%)
Notary b, S o New York Agent's Signature (If Appikable)
No. 01GU6028114

Qualified in Orange )

BESNTR [ 5

NOTARY PUBLIC y 7 Professional Representative’s Signature

- *PLEASE NOTE: ONLY OWNER'S SIGNATURE MUST BE NOTARIZED.

THIS PROXY SHALL BE VOID TWQIZ):YEA.RS FTER AGREED TO BY THE OWNER
§ TOWR OF MW WIDSOR

JUL 15 2003 03 ~29
ENGINEER 2 PLANN!N:;j O & &
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63048

1owN OHEW WINDSOR PLANNING B@)RD
SUBDIVISION/LOT LINE CHANGE CHECKLIST

The following checklist items shall be incorporated on the Subdivision Plan prior to consideration for being
placed on the Pl&ning Board Agenda:

1.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

* 16

17.

Name and address of Applicant.
Name and address of Owner.

Subdivision name and location

Provide 4" wide X 2" high box (IN THE LOWEST RIGHT CORNER
OF THE PLAN) for use by Planning Board in affixing Stamp of Approval.
(ON ALL PAGES OF SUBDIVISION PLAN)

SAMPLE:

=

Tax Map Data (Section, Block & Lot).

Location Map at a scale of 1" = 2,000 ft. -

Zoning table showing what is required in the particular zone and what applicant is
proposing.

Show zoning boundary if any portion of proposed subdivision is within or
adjacent to a different zone.

Date of plat preparation and/or date of any plat revisions.

Scale the plat is drawn to and North arrow.

Designation (in title) if submitted as sketch plan, preliminary plan or final plan.
Surveyor’s certificate.

Surveyor’ s seal and signature.

Name of adjoining owners.

Wetlands and 100 foot buffer zone with an appropriate note regarding DEC

requirements.
Flood land boundaries.

A note stating that the septic system for each lot is to be designed by a licensed

ional before a building permit can be issued.

JUL 152003

O N RSOR | V0T DESGRED YEr—

Page 1 of 3

03 -22
£ oy I 3
ENGINEER 2: PLANNING | < &‘9?




18.

19.

20.
21._

R

23,

24.

NI

25.
*26._ N/

27.

28.

29. ‘/

30.

31.

Final nfff)s and bounds. ~ wo7~ DESIGVED ."

Name and width of adjacent streets; the road boundary is to be a minimum of 25
ft. from the physical center line of the street. ,Jee 49

Include existing or proposed easements.  _zee &

- Right-of-way widths. 2ee¢ /&

Road profile and typical section (minimum traveled surface, excluding
shoulders, 1s to be 16 ft. wide).

Lot area (in square feet for each lot less than 2 acres).
Number the lots including residual lot.
Show any existing waterways.

A note stating a road (or any other type) maintenance agreement is to be
filed in the Town Clerk’s Office and County Clerks Office.

Applicable note pertaining to owner's review and concurrence with plat
together with owners signature.

Show any existing or proposed improvements, i.e., drainage systems,

water lines, sewer lines, etc. (mcludmg location, size and depths).
NOr DESIGNED YLT—

Show all existing houses, accessory structures, existing wells and septic
systems within 200 fi. of the parcel to be subdivided.

Show all and proposed on-site A septic system and well locations; with
percolation and deep test locations and information, including date of test
and name of professional who performed test. we7~ OES/GAIED GEI

Provide A septic system design notes as required by the Town of New
Windsor. o7 DES/GNED GE

Show existing grade by contour (2 ft. interval preferred) and indicate
source of contour data.

Indicate percentage and direction of grade.

Indicate any reference to previous, i.e., file map date, file map number and
previous lot number.

Indicate location of street or area lighting (if required).

JUL 15 2003 | VoD =i D

. ENGINEER £, PLARMING
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REFERRING TO QUESTION 9 ON THE APPLICATION FORM, IS THIS PROPERTY WITHIN
AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM OPERATION OR WITHIN 500 FEET OF
A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE THE
FOLLOWING:

36. / Referral to Orange Courity Planning Dept. is required for all
applicants filing AD Statement.

37. A disclosure Statement, in the form set below, must be inscribed
on all subdivision maps prior to the affixing of a stamp of
approval, whether or not the Planning Board specifically requires
such a statement as a condition of approval.

Prior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property on this site which is wholly or
partially within or immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm operation, the
purchaser or leasor shall be notified of such farm operation with a copy of the following
notification.

It is the policy of this State and this community to conserve, protect and encourage the
development and improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, and other
products, and also for its natural and ecological value. This notice is to inform
prospective residents that the property they are about to acquire lies partially or wholly
within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of such a district and that farming
activities occur within the district. Such farming activities may include, but not be
limited to, activities that cause noise, dust and odors.

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience of the Applicant. The Town of
New Windsor Planning Board may require additional notes or revisions prior to granting
approval. ‘

PREPARER’S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:
THE PLAT FOR THE PROPOSED SUBDIVISION HAS BEEN PREPARED IN

ACCORDANCE WITH THIS CHECKLIST AND THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ORDINANCES, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

BYp/mt; //A«e%'/”d‘f 7/{//3

ﬁlcensed Professional Date

H HH I K PLEASE NOTE: H I H I K

THE APPLICANT OR THEIR REPRESENTATIVE IS RESPONSIBLE TO
KEEP TRACK OF ALL EXPIRATION DATES FOR ANY AND ALL
APPROVALS GRANTED TO A PROJECT, EXTENSIONS MUST BE
APPLIE XPIRATION DATE.

1O L M TS SR

JUL 152003 Page 3 of 3
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
Permit No. -
Fee Received Date

of

County, New York

Permit Rpplication for Development
in
Flocd Hazard Areas

General instructions page 4 (Applica.nt to read and sign)

For assistance in campleting or submittal of this zpplication ccntact:

, Flocdplain Administrator,

(Name)

(Address)

" pPost Office: ML«)M State: 'nvjf Zip Coce:125%3

Name and Address of 2Applicant

MODLE _EMITH DSUELOPMENT ‘/o Deew Krerqanee -

(First Name) (MT) (Last Name)

Street Address: - 555 ﬂ- Q4'

Telephone: (84-6_1?’- ﬁi”

Name arxi Address of Owner (If Different)

CoementT 2ol

(First Name) (M4I) (Last Name)

Street Address. 94’& 67}]:!05] &
Post Office: mfﬁ%ﬂk) State./n¥ Zip Code: (29

Telephone: ( ) -

"Engineer, Architect, Sx_r:veyor (If Applicable) J .
66\),# (

WIS Enam gsemy fE /Jlmes(' CupeurTes, PLS, MieraeL
(MI)

(First Name) (Last Name)

Street Address: %( G’Mlm Aﬂf/
Post Office: C’M‘}H&b) State: ”\:z 2ip Code: wqd’
Telephone: | __g,ﬂ_'_ - &w

lvﬂx*z i

JuL 152003

I - ;
ENGINERR2, PLANHING | 0 9 -3 )



PPOJECT LOCATION
Street Address: 1ion) Tax Map No. G4-1-53.|

M) o/

Name of, distance and direction £ram x;r_-arest intersection or other landmark

T T

Name of Waterway: TRIS. TD DEME

E.»

= ot >

PROJECT DESCRIPTICM (Check all applicable boxes and see Page 4, Item 3)

Structures . Structure Type
g New Construction ¥ Residential (1-4 family)
Addition Residential (More than 4 family)
Alteration Conmmercial
Relocation Industrial
Demolition Mobile Home (single lot)
Replacement ‘Mcbile Hare (Park)

Bridge or Culvert

Estimated value of immrovements if additiaon or alteration:

L
A PRY A W,

Other Develomment Activities No DEVELOPMENT WITHIA) F(«OOQ PLANE

Fill Excavation Mining Drilling Gradirg
Watercourse alteration Vater System Savier Systemn
Subdivision (New) Surdivision (Expansion)

Other (Explain)

| A edanmr e o e b o R

CERTIZ ICATION

Application is hereby made for the issuance of a floodplain develcpment
permit. The applicant certifies that the above statements are twue and
agrees that the issuance of the permit is based an the accuracy thereot.
False statements made herein are punishable under law. As a condition to
the issuance of a permit, the agplicant accepts full responsibility feor z1l
damage, direct or indirect, of whatever rnature, and by whomever suffer==,
arising out of the project described herein and agrees to indemify and
save harmless to the cormmunity from suits, actions, damages and costs cf
every name and description resulting f£ram the said project. Further, the
applicant agrees that the issuance of a permit is mot to be interpreted as
a guarantes of freedon fram risk of futuzre flocding. Tne applicant

certifies that the premnises, structure, develomment, etc. will not be
ut:* lized or occupied until a Cer‘;:.zlc:ate of Coopliance has been applied for

%ﬁs ' /%(ahé gicm

' " hate Signature of

WA, St Dovels

v

# "'
iCaNe Y, |
JUL 15 2003 @ 3 =
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NE -
Py VS ARMY CORPS WETLANYS . WO DEVELOPMENT 1S PROPOSED,

of
Flcod Hazard Devej:lopmt Permit

Administrative Action
Carpleted by Floodplain Administrator

Proposed project located in "A" zone with elevation

"A"™ zone without elevation
Floodway .

Coastal High Hazard Area (V-Zone}

|1

Base flood elevation at sile is

Source documents: FEM& Trgop ,W&_@mﬂﬁﬁ 260628 0005 B

.| PLAM REVIEW p"A_..

Elevation to which lcwest floor is to be elevated . (2:57D)
Elevation to which structure is to be floodprovofed . (GVD)
‘Elevation to which compacted £ill is to be elevated £=. (BGVD)

ACTION

Permit is approved, prorosed development in cocmpliance with applica-
ble flocdplain managerent standards.

Additional information reguired for review. Specify: (i.e, enc-cach-
ment analyis)

Permit is conditionally cranted, conditions attzched.

Permit is denied. Prcoosed development rnot in conformence with agpli-
cable flocdplain menagement standards. Explanation attached. 2
variance, subject to Public Notice and Hearing, is reguired to
continue project.

Signature Dats
(Permit Issuing Officer)

-/.
This pernmit is valid for a cericd of one year fram the above dats of
acproval. .

BUIIDING CONSTRUCTION DOCIZAENTATICN

The certified "As Built" elevation of lowest flcor (including basenent) of
structure is . NGVD.

Certif:!.catj.on of registered professional engineer, -land surveyor or cther
recognized agent, cdocumenting these elevations is attached.

CITFICATE OF COCUPANCY/OCMPLIANCE

Certificate of Cccupancy and/or Corpliance Issued:

Date . Signature

=
€10
}
5D
0

ENGINEER 2 FLANNINTG
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of

County, New York

1.

2.

3. -

4.

5.

6.

7.

Development in Flood Hazard Areas
Instructions

Tyre or print in ink

copies of 21l papers including detailed constructieon plans

Sutrnit

ard spe"-a_fz.cat_xcms.

Furnish plans drawn to scale, showing nature, dimension and elevaticn
of area in guestion; existing or proposed structures, £ill, storage of

materials, drainage facilities and the location of the foregoinc.
Specifically the following is reguired: (A) NGVD (Mean Sez2 Level)
elevation of lowest floor :._nclt.d_ng basement of all structures; (B)
description of alterations to any watercourse; (C) staterent of

techniques to be employed to meet requirements to anchor structueres,

use flocd resistant mcterials

and replacement potable water supply and sewage systems
constructed to minimize flood
sukdivisian proposal greates

and construction practices;

{D) show nsw

will be
damage hazards; (E) Plans for
than 50 lots or 5 acxres (vwhichever is

least) must provide base fliccd elevations

(F) 2Additional informat
administrator to evaluate epplication.

if

they are not
tion as may be necessary for the floodplain

asvaiiablie

here a non-resident
belocw the bzse flood level,

ial structure is intended to be made weatertich
a2 registered professional engineer or
svecifica

.
[

+icns,

architect must develop and/or review strucutrzl design,
ard plans for the constructicn and certify that the desicn and math
of construction are in accocrdance with accepted standards of practice
for meeting the applicable provisions of the local flocdplain

ranagemnent regulations.

No work on the project shall be rmit has besn issued

bv the flocc:ola:.n administrat

Applicant is hereby informed that other pemits mav be recuired to
fulfill local, state and federal regulatory coamoliance.

Applicant will provide 2ll reguired elevation certifications and
& certificate of campliance priar to any use or cccupancy of any
structure or other develcpment.

Applicant's signature Date

ENGINEER 2 PLANNIE 'E:’f;_‘




. CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE .
. or
FLOOOPLAIN DEVELOPMENT .

Qf

County, N.Y.
(Applicant shall fill in all pertinent information in Section A

including 1 or 2 .

SBECTICN A
- |
Premises location _ _ . Pexmit No.
‘| variance No.
Date
CHZCRK (NE
Applicant New Building
Neme,. & Address Bxisting Building
Other (List)
Telephcne No.

1. I certify that I have copleted the above project in accordance with
the Cammnity's flocuplain management regulaticns and have et 2ll the
requirements which were cenditions of my permit. I now reguest comn—
pleticn of this Certificate of Campliance by the program administrator.

Signed
Date
2. I certify that I have ..t.,le.ted the above mroject in accordance

with corditicons of variance rictber , Gatead
o the Cammmity's floodplain management regulations and have met a1}
reguiretents which were a condition of the variance. I now reguest

oapletion of this certificate of caomliance by the program adninistsatord

Signed
Date N
SECTION B (Local Administrator will wplete, file, ard returm a2 cooy
tc the epplicant.)
Finz) Inspecticn Date ) Ev

This certifies that the above described floodplain develomnent
carplies with recuirements of Flood Demage Prevention Iocal Law No.

, or has a éulyv granted varjiance.

Signed

(Local Administrator)

Date

Supporting Certificaticns: Floocdproofing, elevation, hydraulic
analysis, etc: (List).

T —

m
e
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e
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IF APPLICABLE "XX"

<

**This form to be completed only if you answer "yes" to question
#9 on the application form.

AGRICULTURAL DATA STATEMENT

1. Name and Address of Appllcant.
Mane Sers Goisoomenr /% Dead Knsnaades
555 24- 1 Y L(D:ggwe- Ny i255%
2. Description of proposed project and its locations:
“vewizol WjééAe.ijeL (N 2] SINGE Eamtitey
PESIDENTIA- _ LoTS

3. Name and address of any owner of land within the
Agricultural District:

4. Name and address of any owner of land containing farm
operations located within 500 feet of the boundary of the
subject propertv.

5. A map is submitted herewith showing the site of the proposed
project relative to the leocation of farm operations
identified in this statement.

R o
TUWN OF RN~ |

JUL 15 2003
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AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT NOTICE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF NEW

WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York has before it an

application forsite Plan
for the proposed CLENEQI l,@ﬂ“ézz LQ(’_&T;;;! AC_ 549 ﬁ&ﬂgd@,
(briefly delsscribe project)

As this project may be located within 500' of a farm operation
located within an Agricultural District, the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
is required to notify property owners of property containing a

farm operation within this Agricultural District and within 500

°f fhe proposed gﬁiicmt' ™y CLEMENT, CLAY S.ClEMENT s,‘.)ow M. deMevrr .

Owner/Applicant MPUEANT: MipgLE EARIM DEVELOPMENT” ZW‘:? KARTICGHAN €2
: Name

Address: 555 OF. 94
o) WiNgsoR, NY (2552

Project Location: Sfe. 54 fwac | LOT 53.]
Tax Map # Sec., Block, Lot

Street: _54& Srario) .

A map of this project is on file and may be inspected at the
Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor,

N.Y.

Date:__JEQFﬂ‘ w_:,
§ R

QTOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

TGN G i TuoA!
James R. Petro, Jr.,
JUL 152003 Chairman
ENGINEER & PLARMIN T ) £ ¢



PROJ.ECT 1.D. NUMBER 617.21 SEQR
! Appendix C
State Environmental Quality Review

) K SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
' For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only

-

PART I—PROJECT INFORM;\TION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor)

1. APPLICANT ISPONSOR 2. PROJECT NAME
PLIDDLE EARTH  DEVECOPHMENVT MIDPUE ERLTH DEVECOFMER]
3. PROJECT LOCAT!ON
Municipality / aLo”m lﬁ%k} ﬁj,ug S0l County CO e
4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street addZss and road intersections, promineni landmarks, etc., or provide map) w
5ts SAprron Foap 20 ff Seth if R 27 ow pas? 2Rl of

A% frry Bad. 7 G et S Bt ¢ foFF 53./

5. 1S PROPOSED ACTION:
New D Expansion D Modification/alteration

6. DESCRIEBE PROJECT BFMEFLY NP
o Anl oA orhdleioior o FE.C Acce /ﬂ«c&/~

27 zﬂm:674—7~7 Uz,

(rcesrs z(7 0 e /rnaamcq"-’ el

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:
initially ? ‘ acres Ultimately ?5'4 acres
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?
es D No 1f No, describe briefly

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?
Residential D Industrial D Commercial E’ Agriculture D Park/Foresi/Open space D Other
escribe:

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCAL)?
D Yes ?No If yes, list agency(s) and permit/approvals

11.  DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
D Yes PND if yes, list agency name and permit/approval

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?
D Yes g No
1 CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDCE

7@%/ W Lpactyomsnit ot A Kacigasne - 41

Signatur6 }%fl@/ 42‘6@5’ ;;mmmq ﬂ’l/ / .a/ 7;,%.7 gM,,

it the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment

OVER
1




s cmesnerss LU WS LUIICIEU WY AYENCY) l

A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.127 if yes, coordinaie the review process and use the FULL EAF.

J:l Yes * DOno
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCHR PART 617.6?  f No, a negative declaration
may*be superseded by another involved agency.
Cves Dno .

C. COULD ACTION RESULT [N ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwriflen, if legible)
C1. Exisling air quailty, surface or groundwater quality or quantily, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid wasle production or disposal,

potential tor eiosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly:

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or c;mmunity or neighborhood ch‘?racwr’? Explaln briefly:
C3. Vegelation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habltats, or threatened or endangered.s‘pecies? Explain briefly:

C4. Acommunily’s existing plans or gozls as officially adopled, or a change in use ot intensity of use of land cr other natural resources? Explain briefly
CS. Grow-Th, subsequen! development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly.

C6. Long term, short term, cumuistive, or other effects not identified in C1-C5? Explain briefly.

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly.

D. 1S THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY 7O BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL [MPACTS?
[ ves [Ono i1 Yes, explain briefly

PART lll—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or otherwise sagnmcant
Each effect should be assessed in connection with its {a) setting {i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; (c) duration; (d)
irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficieni detail to show that all relevant adverse impacts have been identified and adequately addressed.

[1 Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF andlor prepare a positive declaration.

[ ] Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting
documentation, that the proposed actlon WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination:

Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer

Signature of Responsible Oificer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (i1 different from responsible otficer)

Date




