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SKY-LOM DEVELOPMENT: 

James Loeb, Esq., and Gregory Shaw came before the 
Board presenting the proposal. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We have all gotten these 
packets. What we are really looking for is 
conceptual approval of the P.U.D. itself which is 
once we give this recommendation to the Town 
Board, the Town Board will have a public hearing 
on this matter and let them run it. I hope it is. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I so move. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: I will second it. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: To give conceptual approval, 
the Town Board can't go any further until we give 
our input on the P.U.D. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Here is the point that I see as 
far as the statute is concerned. It requires that 
the Planning Board render a report not just to say 
we approve, they have to render a report just as 
to just which section of the code applies here. 
But it's set forth, whichever one there is a 
slightly different list and we can talk about 
which one is the right list. But it sets forth 
certain specific items that must be addressed and 
I think you have to, you'd have to set forth 
certainly on the record as to those items gone 
down the list, yes we have it, yes we have it. 
This is okay, we have this, this is what this is, 
so that it is not arbitrary and capricious that 
you say well we have fulfilled our obligation and 
we are giving the kind of report, the kind of 
items that the code requires. The problem that I 
have personally with that, I spoke before the 
meeting to Jim and I said that to make this 
process easier, that I just outlined, he prepare 
an outline report as to how he would address these 
questions here and to answer them so the Board can 
look and say that is good, that is not good. My 
problem is, and I haven't had a chance to speak to 
him since I discovered this, this list that I 
have, I can't seem to match up with the list that 
is in the code and whether it does or not, I am 
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not saying it doesn't, I am just saying so far I 
haven1t been able to do it myself. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: You need this for conceptual not 
preliminary. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: That is true. It says that you 
have to render a report page 485 and then it goes 
on and says report requirements. It tells you 
what kind of report you have to render, a written 
description of the area and then under report 
requirements there are nine criteria. Things- that 
must be included in the report, not just in the 
report. They tell you what they mean by a report. 

BY MR. LOEB: 4859 also. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Yes, this is the problem. I 
haven't had a chance to talk to Jim. I'm not sure 
whether that is the list. I am not sure where we 
are or whether we are beyond that, and the list is 
the one on 4860. 

BY MR. LOEB: That list and I understand the fact 
that Andy has recently rejoined us. All right, 
tht list on 4859 is at least, I believe it and 
that is what we have done to date. That is the 
list of the items which must be contained in the 
original report which was submitted in 1987 which 
initiated the action, the original action to go to 
the Town Board. That is the report in which we, I 
have identified the for instance, the number nine 
which talks about financial strength. We gave the 
Board information about the owners. I showed them 
copOies of the closing statement to demonstrate 
their financial strength that they had actually 
acquired the property and how much of their own 
money was involved in that. I think that is 
information which is proper for the Town Board. 
We had done the type of studies, the cost benefit 
analysis. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: This is my confusion, trying to 
get caught up here, that has to do with that 
report, whether it is from the Town Board or from 
this Board. If I understand correctly, and if I 
don't, I am sure somebody will let me know real 
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quickly that has to do with conceptual approval. 
You already have conceptual approval. We are on 
to the second stage which is preliminary plan 
approval. 

BY MR. LOEB: That is correct. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: In which case the list that I am 
talking about then is contained on 4860 and 61. 

BY MR. LOEB: Right. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: And I still haven't specifically 
addressed it, but I still can't, it seemed to 
match it, but if you can — 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We are not in preliminary 
stage approval. 

BY MR. LOEB: When we appeared before you in 
January, we got involved in semantics and we are 
going to get involved in it again. The type of 
preliminary plan approval that we are seeking has 
nothing to do with the type of preliminary 
approval that you are used to granting or denying 
in other projects. It is unfortunate because of 
the term, but is called application for 
preliminary plan approval and it has nothing to do 
with the preliminary approval that will come up 
later in site plan and subdivision approval. It 
is really unfortunate that they use the same term. 

BY MR. EDSALL: We spent quite a bit of time one 
afternoon trying to figure out what this procedure -
was and I don't know if Andy, you have gotten a 
memo on that from the 14th of December, '88. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: I saw reference to it but I never 
saw it. 

BY MR. EDSALL: I have an extra copy. It comes 
down to 18 steps. That was the best guess anybody 
can demonstrate where this isn't accurate, I am 
sure Jim and I are willing to listen because we 
had a difficult time coming up with this list. If 
you looked under 4822 F3 you will note that the 
title is application for preliminary plan 
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approval, but it tells you that you are to make a 
report, so right in the text of the ordinance it 
is telling you that it is an approval heading but 
it is asking you to make a report so I think what 
the problem is that title is improperly labeled. 
It should be for preliminary plan report. That is 
the problem that we are running into. There are 
subsequent to this numerous steps as we can look 
in this list which do include planning board 
public hearing, preliminary and final approvals 
for site plans and so on and so on. It is clear 
that there is a conflict in that section of the 
code. It is not an approval. It is preliminary 
plans for the overall P.U.D. that you have to make 
a report to the Town Board on. 

BY MR. LOEB: And the way we believed that it was 
easiest to handle that was to use the plan that 
has received concept approval from the Town Board 
on December 6, 1989 then was part of the package 
that I mailed to everyone together with the 
resolution is supplemented by a narrative report 
that you and I talked about which confirms the 
fact that the property meets the general 
requirements for a P.U.D. For instance, 50 
contiguous acres in one ownership and those were 
items that I ticked off on the proposed report. I 
had put in there what I thought was fair that the 
fact that the water and sewer availability is 
subject to a demonstration as each part of the 
project goes forward, that in fact you have 
capacity treatment capacity at that time. I am 
not for a minute trying to dance that by anybody 
and I think the report, the outline of the report 
is a fair statement of the physical requirements 
that this project has in that it needs, I donft 
want to call them bulk, but it meets the 
requirements, the outline requirements in the 
zoning. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I have studied that quite 
thoroughly. There is no one aspect of this we are 
giving final approval. We are going to 
investigate site plan sewer and water. That is 
not what we are going for. 

BY MR. LOEB: And I am not asking obviously. 



2/14/90 66 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: That is all very thoroughly 
outlined, 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That would take ten years. 

BY MR. LOEB: I would think it will take quite 
some time, but I can't even get up to that until 
we get this part of it. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Can we proceed or do you still 
have a problem here, Andy?: 

BY MR. KRIEGER: No, just simply that it says 
application for preliminary plan approval. Most 
of these things are things that should be 
contained on the plan. They are.plan things. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Pretty well outlined in this 
report. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: I think you have to say yes, it 
adequately shows the uses in the area. It 
adequately shows the general outlines. It 
adequately delineates, shows interior space system 
to show that you considered those criteria. I 
don't think you should go further if yes it does, 
yse it does as you go along, so that you show that 
you considered that and you didn't ignore it. It 
is, I think it is just a yes or no, these are the 
questions you have to ask yes or no. If it is 
yes, yes. 

BY MR. LOEB: I think all of those points are 
covered in the narrative. They are covered 
graphically in the plan and the narrative because 
the narrative is easier to handle then the graphic 
plan does speaqk to those points. It doesn't do 
any more except say okay, you have checked off the 
points, it doesn't say that this is an approved 
project or will be approved. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: I suggest that the way for the 
Board to approach, if you have nine items to say 
are you satisfied that the location of the various 
uses in the area show. 

BY MR.SCHIEFER: We are not voting on whether or 
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not we approved any of those things, just that the 
applicant has demonstrated an adequate showing. I 
have a listing of all the concerns, but go ahead. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Location of various uses in their 
area. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any objection?: 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: I will go back to my comment, 
repeated comment freestanding on 32 as far as 
identifying the use of that building. I have 
never gotten a clearance on it,but I am not, I 
know we are going to be able to address it down 
the road, but I want to go on record. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Item number two. Items submitted 
adequately generally show the outlines of the main 
interior roadway systems and all existing rights 
of way and easements whether public or private. 

BY Mr. SCHIEFER: No problem. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Number three. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Has the town engineer been 
involved through the Town Board reviewing the 
SEQRA documents made a determination as to the 
correctness of the bulk table calculations on the 
maps presented tonight, and that goes to the 
equivalent dwelling units, it goes to the square 
footage allowed for the commercial uses, are those 
conforming to the ordinance in all ways or are 
they not, and I'd like a representation on the 
record that they are or not from someone. 

BY MR. EDSALL: They were all presented as part of 
the first steps in the P.U.D. process and they 
were reviewed and determined, I believe, as 
consensus of all the Town Board members, 
engineering and the attorney that it was in 
compliance with the intent of the P.U.D. section 
of the code, yes, that is my understanding of the 
initial steps of the entire process. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Somewhere during that process, 
there was a change in the zoning ordinance which 
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related to the deduction of easement areas for 
density calculations, does that take into account 
in the P.U.D. or does it not? 

BY MR. EDSALL: P.U.D. always had certain 
subtractions, that was one of the items that I 
brought to the Board's attention when they 
considered my suggestion to subtract certain 
areas, the P.U.D. always subtracted wet areas, 
always subtracted ponds and certain other items 
ande that was one of the reasons that I suggested 
that it be extended to apply to other type 
applications. So yes, the P.U.D. section does 
have subtractions. It always did, but I do 
beleive that the subtractions based on the P.U.D. 
section of the code, not the other sections of the 
code. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: My review of the calculation of 
the equivalent density units doesn't show any 
deductions for those types of areas and I'd like a 
letter in the file saying that the density table 
is calculated in accordance with the present 
ordinance, so that we are not approving a map that 
has extra density and it shouldn't be there and it 
is for a matter for the record more than anything 
else. 

BY MR. EDSALL: There was a submission by the 
applicant reviewed and accepted that showed all 
those calculations just a matter of going back in 
the record and finding that. I wouldn't be 
surprised if it is in the Planning Board files 
already. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We are not approving the 
density. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: What Vince is saying, it is not 
adequate information. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I think we are in respect to the 
maps being part of the concept approval they do 
show the density on the maps. When you gave me 
concept, you gave me density. If I were the 
applicant — 
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BY MR. LOEB: Which you, do you mean — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: If I were the applicant and the 
Board gave me either Board gave me conceptual 
approval, I would say density were part of that. 

BY MR. LOEB: If only one Board, only one Board 
gives concept approval and that is the Town Board. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: They have given you concept 
approval. Now they are, we are going back to them 
with a report for preliminary approval with the 
same maps that were used for concept which clearly 
show a density calculation, a mix of units, and I 
would have to say that if the Town Board gives a 
second approval to that same set of maps, if I 
were the applicant, I would rely upon the 
ingredients of those maps which are the density 
calculations. 

BY MR. LOEB: And we fully intend to accept for 
one major caviat and I have said this before for 
the first time that I was involved in this, and 
that is we know that we have to prove out before 
this Board each of the elements in the project and 
if you are going to say to me am I saying that 
that means that if we can't prove it we don't get 
537 units, the answer is absolutely yes. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Recognizing those are maximum 
numbers, yes. 

BY MR. LOEB: Yes, and we know we have to prove 
it. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: You will be given the opportunity 
to try and arrive at those maximum numbers. 

BY MR. LOEB: Absolutely. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: What we are discussing here 
tonight is the validity of those maximum numbers. 
At least that is what I am asking about. 

BY MR. LOEB: Yes. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: And I think now is the time to 
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deal with it rather than down the road and other 
parties may feel they have a vested number. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I am not ready to say 530 units. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: In my opinion, if the Planning 
Board recommends the maps tonight that have that 
table on it, you are at least indicating to the 
Board that you are agreeing with what is on those 
maps, and that number, so those maps — 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I am agreeing that is the 
maximum. They cannot go beyond that. I am not 
approving that. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: You are not approving it 
technically but you re giving them the opportunity 
to arrive at that maximum and if there is a 
question on that number, it should be brought up 
and discussed at this level, not six months from 
now or five months from now when the applicant has 
invested a lot more time and energy in trying to 
arrive and may meet the goal and if he does meet 
the goal, we may be able to pursue a review based 
on that density or make an attempt to. 

BY MR. LOEB: I'd like an opportunity for one 
minute to make my position very clear. I have 
listened to you. I am sure you don't mean to 
practice law any more than I mean to practice 
engineering. You are not giving concept approval. 
You do not have the power to do that. That has 
been done by the Town Board. After the conclusion 
of this SEQRA process and with all due respect, I 
understand your concern, but I must tell you that 
you are exceeding your authority of you think that 
you are in a position to grant or deny concept 
approval. If you have certain — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: On item three of the report, it 
deals with delineation of various residential uses 
in composition in terms of total number of units, 
approximate percentage allocation. It seems to be 
brought up as an ingredient of the report and I am 
discussing it in that context. 

BY MR. LOEB: If you have concerns, please you are 
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absolutely correct, but I just want the record — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I am only concerned that the Town 
Board, the Town officials, engineer, etc., have 
reviewed the plan with respect to and advising the 
Board that that is the maximum number under the 
ordinance as they are today. 

BY MR. LOEB: I believe that is exactly what 
concept approval says. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: We are all looking for the same 
thing, just need something in writing. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: As I read the statute, it 
requires you to render a report saying whether or 
not the plans show the following information. You 
are using your expertise to say if this is the 
kind of, if this is the information you want, we 
have seen these kinds of maps before ande we know 
that that is what this information looks like. 
That is on there. I know you are, you don't see 
these maps very often. That stuff is there, 
whether it is adequate or not adequate, that goes 
into their approval. You are just tutoring them 
in the sense of saying we are experts on this 
stuff and we know that that information is in 
front of you. It is on the map. Whether you like 
it or don't, I am just saying whether the 
information is supplied they got information on 
all these things, not whether it is good 
information or bad. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: The maps do show it. That is a 
fact. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: That is all this report is asking 
you to say. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Go on to the next item. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Number four, the interior open 
space system. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Yes. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Number five, the overall drainage 
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system. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Yes. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Number six, existing and proposed 
contours at intervals of not more than ten feet. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Yes. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Number seven, a location map 
generally showing land use and ownership of 
abutting lands. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Yes. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Number eight, a general statement 
as to how common open space is to be owned and 
maintained, and a commitment that the town shall 
be granted easement over all common open spaces 
and roads. 

BY MR. PAGANO: I don't remember showing Park Hill 
Drive. 

BY MR. LOEB: Can I help you on that? In addition 
to the plan we haven't gone into this yet, as part 
of the whole review that the Town Board did grant 
the concept approval. They incorporated the DEIS 
and the FEIS documents. They have got maps that 
start. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: Transcript can read a large 
number of maps. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I don't see that. 

BY MR. LOEB: It is in the FEIS. No, because the 
FEIS is incorporated in the concept approval. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: That particular dedication or 
commitment is not on the maps at this time. 

BY MR. LOEB: No, but it is in the FEIS and there 
is a discussion of the condo. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: The Planning Board is reporting 
and you may choose to report and say that 
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information is available, but not on this map. It 
is available, it appears to be available in the 
FEIS. Look there, number nine. The projectis to 
be staged by the owner, a general indication of 
how staging is to proceed. 

BY MR. LOEB: In the FEIS there is a requirement 
you will find in the documents including in some 
of the public hearing directions the Town Board 
directs us to that as part of the first phase 
wherever we begin we must build the commercial on 
32 and that was agreed upon as part of the SEQRA 
process, but — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Our report should show that there 
is no staging or phasing indicated on the plans. 

BY MR. LOEB: There isn't. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: You may show that and if you are 
not sure you may say it is not shown there. It 
may be shown in the FEIS. If you are sure, once 
again, this is a report, this is not a decision by 
the Planning Board. The Town Board is the 
decisioning body. This is merely a report. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: There is a couple of other things 
that we have discussed on generalities that it 
might be brought up as part of the report to and 
one that I had written down was architectural 
review. We should ask the Town Board to assign 
the Planning Board specific architectural review 
rights on this project as it goes through its 
appropriate — there is no other Board, the visual 
aspects of this project is one of the major 
concerns. I don't know who else is going to take 
that responsibility if we don't. We should do 
that. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: It should be in the report to the 
Board and let the Town Board. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We can request it, but whether 
or not we can get it. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: If they don't give it to us, 
someone else should get it. 
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BY MR. KRIEGER: It is a report recommendation. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We request architectural powers 
for the Planning Board. Now, whether we get it or 
not, that we can't determine. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I'd like to suggest that the 
Epiphany College biulding be dealt with 
specifically again from a visual point of view and 
as represented in their documents and the findings 
of fact that whatever its future use be it 
residential or alternative use because right now 
it seems to be still a little bit of a question 
that the elevation and the facade of it be 
preserved from a point of view of its visual 
effect that's been represented in your hearings 
and in the documents and that is a fair item that 
should be in the report to the Board. 

BY MR. LOEB: No problem. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: As a concern of this Board, it is 
a concern of mine anyway. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Give it landmark status. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: We can't go through that 
ourselves, the owner has to apply. 

BY MR. KRIEGER: You have gone through the list 
and decided the Board has decided that the 
information supplied is adequate. Then they, we 
can prepare and in terms of a written report as 
far as I am concerned, copy of the minutes as the 
written report. 

BY MR. PAGANO: I make a motion we approve it. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: There is a motion and 
seconded to get the discussion going. 

ROLL CALL: 

McCarville: Aye. 
VanLeeuwen: Aye. 
Pagano: Aye. 
Soukup: Aye. 
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Lander: 
DiBaldi: 
Schiefer: 

Aye. 
Aye. 
Aye. 

Being that there was no further business to come 
befrore the Board, a motion was made to adjourn 
the meeting by Mr. Van Leeuwen, seconded by Mr. 
McCarville and approved by the Board. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Frances Sullivan, 
Stenographer 
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SKY-LOM SITE PLAN; 

James Loeb, Esq., and Gregory Shaw came before the Board 
presenting the proposal. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any maps on this or — 

BY MR. LOEB: Yes, I have delivered — good evening Mr. 
Chairman and members of the Board. I delivered to the 
Planning Department certified copies of the maps certified 
by the Town Clerk as adopted and approved by the Town Board 
at their December 6th meeting, when the SEQRA process was 
completed and the Town Board referred this matter to you. 
If you bear with me, I will give you the exact date. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Mike, do we have those maps? I have one 
copy of this. 

BY MR. BABCOCK: That seems to be it. 

BY MR. EDSALL: What is the last date? 

BY MR. SHAW: 11 August, '89. 

BY MR. EDSALL: That is the same as I have. 

BY MR. BABCOCK: Mr. Loeb explained it to me that there 
should be one in your file. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: The one in my file is being posted on the 
board. 

BY MR. LOEB: I am sorry, I was correct on the date, it was 
December 6, 1989 at which time the Town Board made the final 
SEQRA findings, concluded the SEQRA process in the first 
paragraph in the resolution and the second, the Town Board 
does hereby refer the approved concept plan and application 
to the Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor for 
preliminary plan review in accordance with several sections 
of your code. I have those sections. We have been 
reviewing this matter with the town engineer as we have been 
proceeding. I am pleased to tell you by way of background, 
and I'd like the record to show that I am really accompanied 
by Greg Shaw and I think that ought to be consistent, 
everybody else has engineers. Since we have started, we 
started on page 4852 of your regulations and we have 
progressed to 4860. We only have three more pages to go, 
4863. We spent 18 months in the SEQRA process completing it 
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on December 6th when the findings were circulated. 

The next step in the procedure is for the Board to 
consider what the Town Board has referred to you as the 
approved concept plan for a report. The report is 
identified in the regulations using the word preliminary and 
I am afraid that lots of times we think in terms of 
preliminary in the sense of a subdivision or a site plan. 
That is not the case at this stage in the review process. 
In this stage in the review process, the regulations are 
specific. They are speaking in terms of a report, a 
preliminary report by this Board to the Town Board, 
following which the Town Board holds a public hearing on the 
special permit for PUD designation, assuming as I hope the 
project receives that designation, it then comes back to 
this Board for the standard review, either site plan for 
those parts of the project which receive site plan review or 
subdivision for those sections which involve single family 
detached dwellings. That detailed review does not take 
place until the PUD designation has been granted. 

When the Town Board acted, it referred and made part of 
the record all of the DEIS, FEIS and other findings, as well 
as the plan, which is mounted behind you on the table in the 
lower lefthand corner of the plan which contains the bulk 
regulations which the Town Board will assign to this 
property when I hope it is created a PUD. And that is what 
we are here for this evening. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any questions from any members of the 
Board in reference to this plan? I think that is what they 
want, our input on this. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I'd like to receive copies of two things 
which I don't have. One of them is the December '88 memo 
which is procedures memo, and the other is the findings of 
fact from the Town Board. I have never received a copy of 
that. 

BY MR. LOEB: All of that was — I mailed it with — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I haven't received it. I think those 
documents — 

BY MR. LOEB: I would be delighted. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Those documents represent the conclusion of 
a long process and we should have the benefit of their 
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recommendation or conclusions that are in that findings of 
fact. 

BY MR. LOEB: I am sorry, I just, so you will see — 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: The Town Board is tied up in a meeting. 
You can ask Ernie to tell us about what is happening. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I can go in there and ask him. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I haven't seen anything. Can you go ask 
Ernie what their findings are? 

BY MR. LOEB: I have them. I delivered them myself to your 
Planning Board secretary on December 29th. We didn't mail 
them. We hand delivered them so you would have copies. We 
filed them with everybody but I will provide you with copies 
tomorrow morning. I am upset that you didn't get them. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I am sure we will get them. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What is going to happen with the 
school? 

BY MR. LOEB: You will remember in SEQRA proceedings, that 
was treated in alternative fashion and in the findings where 
the Town Board lists the various categories, the 573 
residential units, the 100,000 square feet of floor area of 
retail and service, 15,000 square feet of office area or the 
alternative of 12 townhouse units. One of the other 
alternatives is the use of the existing former Epiphany 
College building and the 10.59 acre site and I am quoting 
the record from the findings now, either a municipal center 
and public recreation facility or the development of 
approximately 60 one and two bedroom units and recreational 
and community facility for site occupants. When the DEIS 
and FEIS was prepared, that was one of the places where 
there were alternative uses reviewed and evaluated for 
impacts. Obviously the site is not within our control as to 
what the Town chooses to do, so that the Town Board is lead 
agency to examine both uses. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Has there been any official determination 
from the Town Board what is going to happen? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: On the Epiphany College? 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: The building itself. 
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BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can't do it. We couldn't wait. We 
are going ahead with, we are going ahead, the Town is going 
ahead, they have bids out for the addition to Town Hall 
here. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: It will not become a municipal building? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That building, no. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: That is no longer an alternative? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: As far as I know, that is a dead 
situation. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I am just wondering if that is official, 
because I have heard this myself. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I can go ask him if you want me to. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: See if you can get Ernie. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Just eliminates one of the alternatives. 
I have been told that is the situation. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: What was the alternatives for the lots on 
the Cantonment? 

BY MR. PAGANO: Hank is gone. Can we discuss this off the 
record? 

BY MR. LOEB: Off the record. 

(A discussion was held off the record) 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: What is Ernie's comments? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I spoke to the Town Board. The Town 
Board says there is, right now there is nothing going on 
with the building. It is a dead issue and we should 
consider the map as a whole. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: As a single unit, not separate out the 11 
acres? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Yes, but the eleven acres is a 
subdivision. It is already out. 
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BY MR. SCHIEFER: Okay. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Say that again? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The eleven acres has been subdivided 
out of the property. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Separate tax lot, block, section? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Yes. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: What is the zone in the eleven acres? 

BY MR. LOEB: OLI. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: You are going to have to go for the 
zone change for the residential? 

BY MR. LOEB: Depending on what we are going to do, yes. 
Remember in part that was broken out when we were discussing 
with the municipalities. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: How about making that a recreation area 
for this development? 

BY MR. LOEB: I don't know whether the entire tract would be 
devoted to that. You have that large building, the college 
building, that I think — 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That is what the Town Board said. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: What we were discussing while you were 
gone was this approval, the Town Board is kind of approved 
the concept but none of the details, none of the bulk, 
nothing there has been approved and we are just kind of 
taking a look at it and they'd like our input. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'd like to make a motion we turn this 
map over to our town engineer and let our town engineer 
review the density. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: He hasn't reviewed this? 

BY MR. EDSALL: I will go over the detail aspects of the 
plan once we get complete engineering drawings. Obviously 
at this scale and the detail we have on a single plan, it is 
not something that you can really do a complete review on at 
this point. It is a conceptual review. I think it is more 
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p r u d e n t t h a t t h e B o a r d l o o k a t i t i n c o n c e p t t h a n I d o . I 
t h i n k i t i s m o r e t h e B o a r d g i v e t h e i r i n p u t o n w h e t h e r o r 
n o t t h e y f e e l t h e p a r t i c u l a r u s e s a n d how t h e y a r e a r r a n g e d 
i s a p p r o p r i a t e a n d r e p o r t b a c k t o t h e Town B o a r d . I h a v e 
n o t h i n g t o r e v i e w u n t i l t h e c o n c e p t i s p r e l i m i n a r i l y 
a p p r o v e d a n d we g e t e n g i n e e r i n g d r a w i n g s . 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: One t h i n g we h a v e t o l o o k a t . I f we 
a p p r o v e t h i s c o n c e p t , we a r e l o c k e d i n , I u n d e r s t a n d . 

BY MR. EDSALL: Not n e c e s s a r i l y . T h e r e a r e o t h e r 
mechan i sms t o m o d i f y . 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: B e f o r e I do t h a t , I w a n t t o s e e how f a r 
t h e h o u s e s a r e o f f t h e s t r e e t s a n d p a r k i n g l o t s a n d how t h i s 
a l l f i t s i n . I w a n t t o s e e a l l t h a t b e f o r e I c a n g i v e a n y 
k i n d of a p p r o v a l . 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: W h i l e y o u w e r e g o n e , I r e a d t h e s u m m a r y o f 
t h e t o w n t h i n g , l e t me r e a d o n e s e n t e n c e — s h a l l b e 
e s t a b l i s h e d by t h e New W i n d s o r P l a n n i n g B o a r d u r i n g s i t e 
p l a n and s u b d i v i s i o n a p p r o v a l a l l t h e t h i n g s t h a t t h e y h a v e 
l o o k e d a t . T h i s i s k i n d o f o k a y w i t h t h e m b u t now t h e y w a n t 
o u r i n p u t a n d t h e d e t a i l s t h e y a r e g o i n g t o b e up t o u s . 
They h a v e s e t c e r t a i n maximums b u t we c a n come down f r o m 
t h a t . You know, t h e n u m b e r o f u n i t s o r a n y t h i n g we w a n t , 
b u t t h e r e a r e m a x i m u m s t h a t a r e s e t on h e r e a n d I t h i n k b y 
a p p r o v i n g t h e s e maximums d o e s n o t mean we a p p r o v e t h a t a s — 
s a y t h e y w a n t 600 o r 5 0 0 o r s o m e o d d n u m b e r , b u t t h a t 
d o e s n ' t mean we a r e a p p r o v i n g t h a t . 

BY MR. SOUKUP: W i t h t h e s c a l e of t h e p r o j e c t , I make a 
s u g g e s t i o n t h a t we r e c e i v e t h e d o c u m e n t s t h a t we a r e m i s s i n g 
t o n i g h t . N u m b e r t w o , t h a t we e a c h r e c e i v e a map f o r i t a s 
soon a s p o s s i b l e a n d t h a t f o l l o w i n g t h e n e x t m e e t i n g i n t w o 
w e e k s , we h a v e a w o r k s e s s i o n . We w i l l p u t i t on t h e a g e n d a 
t o k i c k i t a r o u n d a n d d i s c u s s t h e i t e m s t h a t we w a n t t o 
f u r t h e r i n v e s t i g a t e b e c a u s e we h a v e u n t i l F e b r u a r y 1 4 t h t o 
h a n d i n t h e r e p o r t w h i c h i s 45 d a y s f r o m t o n i g h t , w h i c h I 
b e l i e v e , i s t h a t c o r r e c t J i m ? 

BY MR. LOEB: 45 d a y s — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: 45 days from when you submitted it. 

BY MR. LOEB: If you say you want it. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: We are looking at the next meeting then. 
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BY MR. LOEB: If you say you want more time, I am not going 
to say to you and I don't know whether — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I think we each need to look at the map and 
look at the findings of fact and make our own lists of 
questions and all kick them around and make a summary list 
to put together. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I think that is a good idea. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: We are going to retread or miss items by 
doing it here tonight. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Is there anything basic on the conceptual 
part that you want to challenge? 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: Not challenge, food for thought. When 
we had Hilltop in which is next door to you to the south, we 
were trying to develop a north to south passage to match 32. 
We have asked them to leave open a 50 foot right of way in 
their plan under phase two. We have their preliminary 
approved phase one, but we left phase two open and this plan 
as it is set does not allow for that kind of a — 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Greg knows, he is the engineer. 

BY MR. LOEB: They are clients of mine too. Yes, I am aware 
of that. Again, what you are talking.about is shifting 
buildings or changing. 

BY MR. SHAW: The access will be roughly in this location to 
service Maharay's property. Again, either at the westerly 
tip of Hilltop or even above Hilltop, but the intent is to 
get a southerly access to Maharay's property. 

BY MR. LOEB: Let me speak. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I talked to Petro and said how are you 
going to do this and he said see if he is going to get the 
whole thing, that would service that chunk. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: This is more to benefit the Petro 
property or Maharay. This is to continue on through to meet 
down there. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Their property is involved and they have 
already been told that we'd like this opening. It is 
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basically for the town. 

BY MR. LOEB: We are aware of it and the Hilltop people are 
aware of it and we don't have any problem and that is the 
kind of adjustment which will come about in the site plan 
review process approval process. It is fortunate that the 
same engineer is involved in both projects and we have been 
aware of it as we have gone along, and you have made that 
clear to us in Hilltop which came first. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: This is the kind of input they are looking 
for most specifically, but this is a concern we'd like to 
have addressed. Any other things? I think that is all we 
are going to be able to do this evening. The details have 
to be addressed later. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Do you have anything on the table about the 
minimum unit sizes, is that part of that? 

BY MR. SHAW: I don't believe so, but I can take a quick 
look. 

BY MR. LOEB: While Greg is looking at that, I am making 
arrangements to get maps up here. There may be maps here, 
but rather than start looking for them, I will just have 
more maps printed. I will get some more from Gary 
Waushauer's (phonetic) office. 

BY MR. SHAW: To answer your question, yes, there are both 
number of units designated and area of each type unit, 
number of baths for each unit and number of bedrooms. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have a question. Since Hilltop is 
right there and now this has come up, we have a very serious 
drainage problem between that particular point and Caesar's 
going down to Caesar's Lane. We also are going to have 
another problem that is going to pop up. We don't have the 
— I don't know if we have the sewage capacity to run any of 
those lines. I also don't know if we have the water 
capacity in those lines to bring it up. I think we do with 
the tank up here, okay. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Those are things Mark is going to have to 
address. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That is something that should be 
addressed. 
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BY MR. SCHIEFER: That is exactly right, but the details and 
the answers I don't think we are going to bring out this 
evening. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think it should be looked at. 

BY MR. SHAW: Every one of the concerns were raised during 
the DEIS process. Not only water, what the pressure is, 
what the amount of sewage that would be generated. We have 
letters from the sanitary superintendent, from Camo 
(phonetic) in the file with respect to downstream capacity. 
We have letters from Dick McGoey, the town engineer on 
downstream capacity, storm drainage, waste, extensively 
looked at. We investigated four locations downstream of the 
site selected by the Town of New Windsor. The most 
troublesome areas we looked at and proved that the storm 
water management program would not increase storm water 
flows downstream. We will be happy to go over that 
information again, but it was all looked at very thoroughly. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: There is a lot of vandalism in the old 
house that sits off way on the property. Maybe that could 
be demolished. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Which house, the one up on the hill or the 
old Knights of Columbus? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Knights of Columbus building. Maybe we 
can get the fire department in to burn it down. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: There is not going to be any use of that 
building. 

BY MR. LOEB: Which is the building? 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Sits down here somewhere up here. They 
have taken steps to protect it. They are blocking people 
out. They have a guard, but this house down here I am not 
quite sure where it is. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Halfway between the building and the 
road. 

BY MR. LOEB: I will call them. I will advise you. My 
first and only concern is whether that is part of the 
archeological review and if it is, then we will. But if 
not — 
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BY MR. MC CARVILLE: Question to Mark, and perhaps the 
applicant. I notice in your writeup, Mark, you refer to 
includes residential units and retail and service center 
building. What in the DEIS I don't recall seeing the phrase 
service center building. Is that just something — 

BY MR. EDSALL: That is the wording that the Town Board 
included in their findings. Again, as they come in for 
specific site plan approval, I am sure that you will have 
the ability to ask for them to be more clear as to what they 
propose. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: I'd like to know what a service center 
building is and where it falls under the code and to the 
uses also. I'd like to know that when we get down to nuts 
and bolts, clear definition of what is going in the 
freestanding retail and — 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: This single unit here. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: No, the freestanding retail. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: Burger King. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: That is exactly what it looks like. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: Is that the DEIS? I never recall 
seeing it. When did this all of a sudden come up? 

BY MR. LOEB: I can't answer it. It is not my letter. It 
is Mark's. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We want an explanation of that, don't go 
for the answer, but we want to know what is going on there. 
I think beyond that, I don't want to get into it. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We want to see a more detailed map. 

BY MR. EDSALL: I think once the Town Board has completed 
their special permit public hearing and that approval 
process and the applicant comes back, I am going to recommend 
to this Board that they, once they are satisfied that the 
overall conceptual arrangement and again, concept, is 
acceptable, that each site plan portion be reviewed 
independently in great detail, so that you cannot get 
confused with a magnitude rather than looking at each as Dan 
has pointed out, the particular uses of one complex. We 
will make sure that that complex meets your requirements and 
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get some detailed information on what is proposed for a 
front retail building. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Do you agree that those should be single 
family houses up there? Do you agree that that is a retail 
center down here? I think this is the kind of thing we are 
looking at. If we don't, this is what we want proven later 
on. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: In the presentation of the DEIS, was there a 
phasing schedule proposed for a development, for 
construction? 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: Yes. 

BY MR. LOEB: I can't remember, but I know that there is a 
relationship to the construction. I can't give you a 
specific answer without reading it. A relationship to the 
construction with the 100,000 square feet there, that is 
the, I think in the first or second phase. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: I was thinking more of the housing, so many 
a year or what areas we are going to build up first, second 
or third. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: In the DEIS, it states a build out 
period over a period of five years, if I recall. 

BY MR. LOEB: Five or seven years. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: It does not separate it out into separate 
phases. 

BY MR. SHAW: I don't believe there was new phase lines as 
to which areas were going to be developed first and where 
those areas would be. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The general neighborhood right there is 
not going to be very happy with that commercial area down 
below. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I have seen the traffic study. I still 
have concern with the number of cars on that road. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We have got housing going next door, 
then we are going to have this little corner. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: You have got what is going on here. You 
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have got this one and in here and this two lane road is 
still going to handle that. I have seen the traffic study. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think that is, we are going to have 
to ask them to add a second lane there and I know the state 
is going to ask them to put a second lane onto 32, turn 
lanes, just like Washington Green. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Not just turning lanes. There has been 
tremendous improvements made, two lanes, what is going on 
here and across I have a problem. I have a concern. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We have no control, but the county 
does, but we can write to the county and ask them to look 
into it. 

BY MR. LOEB: We have already spoken to the county when 
these plans were originally developed years ago. We were in 
touch with the county from day one. We are in a sense 
fortunate in that you are dealing with two agencies who have 
a lot of expertise in the highways, the county in one and 
the state in the other, and we all know we have to go to 
them to get their permits. We are in touch with Lou Cascino 
and we have kept their office informed. We are very much 
aware of that. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: That hill was closed last week in the 
snowstorm for about 45 minutes. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I couldn't go up it. 

BY MR. MC CARVILLE: On either side of that thing. That is 
another thing, the ditches being so deep. There is no room 
for a car if it can't move up there is no place for them to 
go. 

BY MR. PAGANO: This is just kind of a question that I am a 
little puzzled on. If someone buys a house here as a condo 
and it is a unit in common, in other words, if streets have 
to be repaired and things like that, who is responsible down 
here when the shopping center needs a new roof. Do all the 
tenants in common? 

BY MR. LOEB: The commercial is not part of the condominium. 
Whoever owns the shopping center, as any other shopping 
center, would be responsible for the repair and maintenance 
of the center. When you buy a unit, you don't become an 
owner of the shopping center. You might want to be but — 
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BY MR. SCHIEFER: That may be sold off, the shopping center? 

BY MR. LOEB: I have no idea and, you know, my answer, I 
never ever say to anybody trust me, it is going to be the 
same person tomorrow because you can't do that. I have no 
idea. The Epiphany people have said that they are building 
this to keep and I have no reason to doubt them. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Just because your comment whoever owns the 
shopping center. 

BY MR. LOEB: The developer is going to own the center and 
build it. That is what I meant and as Henry says, you can't 
sell it off without a subdivision. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any conceptual problems we are going to 
get ore documentation, maps and details. I don't want to 
dwell on it unless it is a conceptual concern. 

BY MR. PAGANO: Sidewalks? 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That comes in later on when we get into 
the nitty gritty. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I'd like to get a workshop on this, on 
just this. Not just put it on the agenda. 

BY MR. SOUKUP: We have a tri-board meeting the following 
Wednesday. 

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We don't want to get the Town Board and 
the Zoning Board involved in this thing. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I'd like to see our Board get, before we 
put it on the next agenda, I think we should get the 
documentation, get the maps, get something, get Mark's input 
and sit down with ourselves and the developer and ask these 
questions. I am not trying to close it off, but a project 
of this magnitude takes more attention than I want to take 
from the rest of the Town Board meeting. 

BY MR. LOEB: If I can do this tomorrow I will ask Waushaw's 
office to Federal Express the maps directly to Town Hall. 
You will get them Friday morning rather than to my office 
and have to bring them over, so they will be here by Friday 
morning. I will have them addressed to who? 
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BY MR. SCHIEFER: I think they should come into Mike's 
office. 

BY MR. EDSALL: You might want to have Mr. Loeb's office 
make a set for each Board member and Myra could possibly 
just mail them out so that you will get them quickly. 

BY MR. LOEB: Not a problem. 

BY MR. EDSALL: That way Myra can put the address label and 
you will get them as quickly as possible. 

BY MR. LOEB: In which case we will do, it is foolish by the 
time you get through carrying them around. We will mail 
them out. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Get addresses from Myra and mail them 
directly. 

BY MR. LOEB: It is much easier to do that, you have all 
received mailings as part of the SEQRA process and we have 
them, it is not a problem. Then I won't have them sent here 
then. 

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I don't want to spend too much time on 
detail on this now. 
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RE: AUTHORIZATION-REFERRAL TO PLANNING BOARD - EPIPHANY PROJECT 

MOTION BY COUNCIL MAN Spignardo 

SECONDED BY COUNCILMAN Heft 

That the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor adopt the 
following Resolution: 

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor adopted 
Findings as part of the SEQR process in connection with the 
Epiphany project; and 

WHEREAS, the Town Board has received proof that copies of the 
Findings as adopted had been filed with each involved agency or 
in accordance with Section 617.9 of the Regulations. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows: 

1. The Town Board having concluded^the SEQR process by 
adopting Findings on November 15, 1989 which said Findings have 
been duly filed with all other involved agencies, the Town Board 
does hereby grant the concept approval to the Sky-Lorn of New 
Windsor, Inc. application, all as shown and contained in the SEQR 
documents-including-the-DEIS,-FEIS_and-the-Findings~made-by—this 
Board as shown on plans and tables attached to the FEIS; the 
Findings of the Town Board being deemed conditions of the 
approval subject however to any reference to the numbers of 
units, square footage of non-residential development and the bulk 
provisions being maximum limitations only and the specific number 
of units, square footage of non-residential development and bulk 
provision shall be established by-the New Windsor-Planning Board 
during site plan and/or subdivision approval process. 

2. The Town Board does hereby refer the approved concept 
plan and application to the Planning Board of the Town of New 
Windsor for preliminary plan review in accordance with Section 
48-22F(2) and 48-22F(3)(a)(b). 

ROLL CALL: All Ayes MOTION CARRIED: 5-0 

Town Board Agenda: 12/06/89. 

(TA DOCDISK#14-120589.EC) • 



STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 

) 
) SS: 
) 

I, James R. Loeb, being sworn, says; 

I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age, and 

reside at Cornwall-on-Hudson, New York. 

On November 22,1989, I served a true copy of the annexed 

Findings Statement, in the following manner: 

By mailing the same certified mail/return receipt requested 

in a sealed envelope, with postage prepaid thereon in a 

post-office or official depository of the U.S. Postal Service 

within the State of New York, addressed to the last known address 

of the addressee(s) as indicated below: 

See annexed listing. 

James R. Loeb, Esq. 
Attorney for Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 

Sworn to before me this 
J ^ ^ d a y of December, 1989 

Notary Public 

MAKE. SOMMERS. LOEB, TARSMS * CATANIA, PC. 
P. 0. 80X1479 • NEWBURGH. N Y . 12550 • (914)565-1100 
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Agency/Interested Individual 

New York State Department 
of Environmental Conservation 

21 South Putt Corners Road 
New Paltz, New York 12561 

New York State Department 
of Environmental Conservation 

50 Wolf Road 
Albany, New York 12233 
Attns Thomas Jorling 

Orange County Department 
of Public Works 

Route 17M 
Goshen, New York 10924 -•--------
Attn? Lou Cascino, P.E« 

Orange County Department of Planning 
County Building 
124 Main Street 
Goshen, New York 10924 
Attn: Peter Garrison 

Orange County Department of Health 
County Building 
124 Main Street 
Goshen, New York 10924 
Attn: Commissioner of Health 

New Windsor 
Epiphany College Property 

Distribution List 

Sent 9/21/89 

PEIS 
and Notice of 

Completion of 9/20/89 

UPSRRR 

Notice of 
Completion 
9/20/89 only 

UPSRRR FAX 

UPSRRR 

UPSRRR 

UPSRRR 

New York State Department 
Of Transportation 

4 Burnett Boulevard 
Poughkeepsie, New York- 12603 
Attni Alan N. Bloom 

UPSRRR 

City of Newburgh Consolidated— 
School District 

124 Grand Street 
Newburgh, New York 12550 
Attn? Superintendent of Schools 

UPSRRR 

Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

i New Windsor, New York 12550 
Attn: Pauline Town^end, Town Clerk 

UPSRRR 



Agency/Interested Individual 

J. Tad Seaman, Esq. 
Town Hall 
Town of New Windsor 
Union Avenue 
New Windsor, Mew York 12550 

Ms. Jane Townsend 
New Windsor Cantonment 
Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

New York State Office of Parka, 
Recreation, Historic Preservation 

Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 1 
Albany, New York 12238 
Attention: Julia S. Stokes 
Deputy Commissioner for Historic 

Preservation 

Donald Gordon 
Town Historian __ 
815 Blooming Grove Turnpike 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Congressman Hamilton Fish, Jr. 
1992 Bruening Road 
Stewart International Airport 
Newburgh, New York 12550 
Attn: Janice Traber 

Environmental Notice Bulletin 
c/o New York State Department 

of Environmental Conservation 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, New York 122223 

Mr. George Green, Supervisor 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

FEIS Notice of 
and Notice of Completion 

Completion of 9/20/89 9/20/89 only 

First Class Mail 

UPSRRK 

UPSRRR 

UPSRRR 

UPSRRR 

CMRRR 

First Class 
Mail 



Agency/Interested Individual 

Mr. Lincoln Heft 
Town Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Onion Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

FEIS 
and Notice of 

Completion of 9/20/89 

Notice of 
Completion 
9/20/89 only 

first Class Nail 

Ms. Rachel Feidelholtz 
Town Board 
Town of New Windsor 
5S5 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Mr. Ernest Spignardo 
Town Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Ms. Carolyn Siano 

First Class Mail 

Town Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Mr. Henry Van Leeuwen 
Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Mr. Carl Schiefer 
Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

First Class Mail 

First Class Mail 

First Class Mail 

First Class Mail 

Mr. John Pagano 
Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

First Class Mail 



Agency/Interested Individual 

Mr, Daniel McCarville 
Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

PE1S 
and Notice of 

Completion of 9/20/89 

Notice of 
Completion 
9/20/89 only 

First Class Kail 

Mr* Ronal Lander 
Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

First Class Mail 

Mr* Vincent Soukup 
Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
ew Windsor, New York 12550 

Ms. Myra Mason 
SecretVfy7~Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor^-New-Yor -12550-

UPSRRft-
.3. copies 

First Class Mail 

First Class Mai 
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Appendix I 

Stat* Environmental Quality Ravlaw 

FINDINGS STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act—SEQR) of the Environmental 

Conservation Law and 6 NYCRR Part 617, the Town Board o f t he Town o f New Windsor , 
as lead or Involved agency, makes the following findings. 

Name of Action: Epiphany College Property. 

Description Of Action: Development of the Epiphany. College s i t e which w i l l provide 
f a c i l i t i e s for a municipal complex, a mix of housing opportuni t ies 
included in a t o t a l of 537~Tinits ranging from one bedroom 

tached homes, , 
square fee t along 

kvenue* 
Location: (Include street address and the name of the municipality and county.) 

The project is located on the southwest corner of the intersectioi 
of Route 32 (Windsor Highway) and Union Avenue located in the 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York. 

Agency Jurisdiction̂ ): Town Board Town of New Windsor, Department of Conservation, 
Department of Transportation, Orange County Department of 
Health, New York State Office of Parks, Recreation, Historic 
Preservation. 

Date Final EIS Filed: September 2 1 , 1989. 

Facts and Conclusions in the EIS Relied Upon to Support the Decision: 
(Attach additional Sheets, as necessary) Please see annexed Lead Agency Findings. 



LEAD AGENCY FINDINGS 

ON THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT FOR THE 

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF THE EPIPHANY COLLEGE PROPERTY 

WHEREAS, Skylom Mew Windsor Development Corporation is the owner of property 

designated on the Town of New Windsor Tax Map as Section 4, Block 2, Parcels 

14.1 and 14.2. The 152.5 acre site is located at the southwest corner of the 

intersection of New York State Route 32 (Windsor Highway) and County Route 69 

(Union Avenue}; and 

WHEREAS, Skylom New Windsor Development Corporation (hereinafter the 

"Applicant") BU to it ted an application and preliminary plan on September 28, 

1987 in accordance with the Town's zoning law requesting approval for a 

Planned Unit Development (PUD) &s provided for in Article V Section 43-22 of 

the law, together with Environmental Assessment forms in compliance with the 

New York State Environmental Conservation Law Article 6 and the rules and 

regulations promulgated thereunder at 6 NYCRR Part 617 (hereinafter "SEgR"). 

The proposed Planned Unit Development is described on a map titled Master Site 

Plan and dated July 18, 1989 and by further supplementary maps and descriptive 

material which have been submitted as part of a Final Environmental Impact 

Statement. Said material constitutes the exhibits "for a Preliminary Plan 

Application under the Town's PUD Zoning provisions as veil as the project 

which is the subject of these findings and as hereinafter referred to as "the 

plan." The plan envisions the following development for the site: 

1 



(a) 52? residential units in varying types of structures and dwelling unit 

sizes ranging from one-bedroom condominium type units and two-bedroom 

townhouse type units to three-bedroom single family detached hemes on 

their own lots. 

(b) A 100,000 square foot of floor area retail and services center." 

(c) The use of the existing former Epiphany College buildings and their 

surrounding 10.95 acre site as either a municipal center and public 

recreational facility, or for the development of^^approximately 60 one-

and two~bedroom units and a recreational and corjitunity-faciiity^for^slte 

occupants. " ., : 

(d) A 15,000 square foot of floor area office complex or an alternate 

development of 12 townhouse units. 

(e) Accessory recreational and community facilities customarily included in a 

development of this type. 

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor on April 6# 1988 having 

jurisdiction to issue the approvals for this proposed PUD development, 

^___^ designated itself"Lead Agency for SE$R purposes and pmpMred and issued 

required notices relating to this designation; and 

WHEREAS, in the course of its review and acting as Lead Agency, the Town Board 
i 

made the following findings and determination in accordance with 5££R; j 

2 



3 
On April 6, 1988 the Applicant/ pursuant to SE£R submitted a long form 

Environmental Assessment Form. 

On July 6, 1988 the Town Board as lead Agency r.&de and circulated the 

positive declaration pursuant to SEQR. 

A scoping session took place on July 25, 1988 with members of Town Board 

and representatives of the applicant including James R. Loeb, Esq., 
i 

attorney, Nathaniel J. Parish, P.B., AICP, environmental and planning 

consultant, Gregory Shaw, P.E., enginetring consultant and Gary 

Warshauer, architect. __ 

Because the proposed action, designated.as a Type Z action, was seen to 

have possible potential negative impacts to the environment which 

required careful analysis, the Applicant was directed to prepare and 

submit a Draft Environmental Impact (hereinafter "DEIS"). The Applicant 

submitted • DEIS dated November 1988 which was accepted as complete by 

the Lead Agency on February 15, 1989. The DEIS was duly circulated to 

involved agencies by the Lead Agency pursuant to SEQR. 

After a public notice printed on March 9, 1989 in the New Windsor 

Sentinel and transmitted to the New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation to be incorporated in its Environmental Notice 

Bulletin, on March 23, 1989, a public hearing was held by the Lead Agency 

on the DEIS and all present were invited to be heard. Said public 

3 



hearing was closed on March 23, 2989, The public hearing record was held 

open for comment until April 7, 1985. 

The primary concerns expressed at the DEIS hearing and in written 

comments regarding potential environmental impacts were: sewer capacity, 

water supply, drainage, v isual , socio-economic, relationship to h i s t o r i c 

s i t e s , t r a f f i c and relocation of municipal serv ices . 

Subsequent to the end of the comment period the Applicant was requested 

formally by the lead Agency to prepare a f ina l Environmental Impact 

Statement (hereinafter *FBXS^)___to=jddrjftss~the questions and "concerns ^ 

raised in the DEIS review Proc**fv_________ - ~~ 

A draft of the FEIS was subsequently submitted by the Applicant to the 

Lead Agency. 

After thorough and careful review by appropriate members of the Town 

staf f and i t s consultants and members of the Town Board, on September 20, 

1989 the PEIS was accepted by the Lead Agency as complete. 

On September 21, 1989, the FEIS and Notice of Completion was circulated 

to-a 11-of the -involved agencies^pursuant to required SEOR procedures. 

In i t s review of the record, the Lead Agency has taken particular 

consideration of the following factors: 

4 



equivalent dwelling uni t s . The latter i s a term defined in the 

Zcning Law. 

If the s i t e were to be fully developed with res ident ia l f a c i l i t i e s 

460 equivalent dwelling units could fee constructed. The actual 

number of equivalent dwelling units in the plan range from 369.8 to 

394.4 depending on which of the alternatives are implemented* 

e. the proposed development wi l l allow for the reuse of ex is t ing 

Epiphany College buildings either as a municipal center with Town 

offices and f a c i l i t i e s including a public gymnasium or as a 

residential complex with a recreational f a c i l i t y to serve the ent ire 

complex, on the remainder of the s i t e there would be new 

construction for res ident ia l , office and r e t a i l purposes and other 

recreational and community fac i l i t i e s* 

f. The proposed use w i l l permit future assessed valuation and tax 

revenues anticipated to be in etcess of costs for municipal services 

that would be rendered. 

g . The stormwater management plan for the Epiphany College development 

has been designed to accommodate a 50 year storm without negative 

imparts on o f f - s i t e areas downstream of the property. This i s 

accomplished by l imit ing peak storm runoff through a detention 

system which i s to be developed on the s i t e . 

6 



a. The Bite is currently zoned Suburban Residential (R-4), 

Multiple-Parcily Residential (R-5) and Office and Light Industry 

(OLD. The site is proposed to be developed in accordance with the 

objectives cited in the Town's Zoning Law for the use of the K*D 

provisions. The site and plan meets the objectives because of its 

location on major highways in proximity to residential and 

commercial uses, and because it envisions incorporation of a variety 

of residential use types with nonresidential uses. 

b. Two vehicular access points will be provided: an entrance and exit 

on Windsor Highway (State Route 32) and^onej&n_Union_Avenu«^(County= 

Route 69) opposite San Giacomo Drive which will connect to an 

Internal loop roadway to provide safe and adequate primary access to 

and from the site and smooth flowing circulation within the 

property. ~ " 

c. All new construction will conform to applicable zoning requirements 

in terms of height, bulk and setbacks with such variations as are 

permitted under the provisions of the PUD section of the Town's 

Zoning Law. 

d . — The PUD-section of the fconingnLaw provides for a maximum number of 

residential units through use of a fonnufa which takes into account 

the number of bedrooas within a dwelling unit and then limits 

density in accordance by providing for a maximua nuaber of 

5 



The Town's sanitary sewer system and sewage treatment plant will be 

able to accommodate the total effluent iron the full proposed 

development once a new sewer line is constructed connecting Stewart 

International Airport with the sewage treatment plant. Prior to 

that sewer hookups shall be permitted on a staged basis subject, at 

each stage, to the Town's determination as to the availability of 

adequate capacity to service that stage* 

The Town of New Windsor is expected to be able to provide water 

service for_the_ f ul l_developae»t-of—the Epiphany-si te once"the" town 

Engineer** study of expanding the water filtration plant is 

implemented* Prior to that water system hookups shall be permitted 

on a staged basis, subject, at each stage, to the Town's 

determination as to the availability of adequate capacity to service 

that stage. 

The applicant has taken steps to bring about the possible provision 

of a buffer which would enhance the New Windsor Cantonment area and 

to undertake further historic and archeological studies on the site 

which would lead to the preservation of any important archaeological 

artifacts that may be found on the site. This proposal has met with 

the approval of the Palisades Interstate Park Cocunission, New 

Windsor Cantonment State Historic Site, in a letter sent to the Town 

dated October 5, 1989. 

7 



k. The possible traffic impacts of the proposed development wee* 

aralysed and it has been determined that with A series of proposed 

iinproverrent9/ site traffic can be accor.'aodated at intersections with 

the proposed site access roads, or* local roadways and at the 

intersection of Route 32 and Union Avenue. 

I. The local school district has plans for expansion to accommodate 

additional school children from the proposed development. 

n. Views of Hudson River will be preserved from the Epiphany College 

building and views of the building are expected to be available from 

Route 32. —==_—_ 

n. The site will include ample recreational facilities so that there 

will not be an undue burden on existing Town facilities. 

The following mitigation measures incorporated in the plan have been 

described in the DEIS and FEIS: 

a. The site plan and architecture will take into account the existing 

Epiphany College building* slope, topography* road and building 

configuration, color, existing vegetation and present view of the 

Hudson River to reduce the visual impact of the proposed 

development* 
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The storm usanagemtnt system and detention basins will be designed so 

that there will be no increase in the rate of peak runoff from the 

site. 

Open 6pace areas with preservation of existing trees and landscaping 

will provide opportunities for buffering of site from adjacent areas 

and for provision of recreational facilities including pools, tennis 

courts, tot lots for site residents as veil - as bicycle and 

pedestrian paths. Fences and landscaping will be installed adjacent 

to Hilltop Estates to minimize noise and light intrusion. 

Eleven lota adjacent to the New Windsor Cantonment will be made 

available for purchase by New York State at a cost of $ IS, 000 each. 

The Applicant will, following approval of the site plan for the 

Epiphany College development, but prior to the start of construction 

activity, commission additional archaeological studies at the 

locations of the Cumming house and Caldwell house and will undertake 

some photographic studies relating to the Caldwell house and the 

Epiphany College main building. 

During rough grading and vegetation removal in portions of the site 

to the south of the main building, an archaeologist will be present 

on the site to monitor these activities and to observe, if present, 

any evidence of burials of Revolutionary War soldiers. 
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to produce both a small number of additional school children and a 

substantially greater anour.t cf tax revenue bince the muicipal complex 

would be treated as a tax exenpt property. 

14* All concerned agencies, adjacent communities and individuals have been 

given an opportunity to comment on the DEIS and PEIS and their continents 

and suggestions have been carefully considered and, where possible and 

relevant, have been Incorporated as revisions to the Plan and/or in the 

mitigation measures earlier listed. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that̂  the Lead_Agency„haa carefully-corisideredthe-

FEis and the complete record; 

BE I T FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lead Agency finds that the plan, and its 

alternatives and its proposed mitigation measures as described in the FEIS, 

are consistent vith the environmental and planning goals of the Town of New 

Windsor and will further the sound development of the Town subject to the 

review and approval of further necessary detailed plans under the provisions 

of the Town's Zoning, Subdivision and other applicable laws; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lead Agency finds that the retirements of 

Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law cf the State of New York and 

the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder (6 NYCRR Part 617) herein 

mentioned as SEQR, have been addressed and complied with to the best of its 

ability; and 
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q. upon approval of the appropriate agencies the following traffic 

improvements will be installed by the developer: at the 

Intersections of the easterly site access road and Route 32 as well 

as at the northerly site access road and Union Avenue, improvements 

will be made including the provision of storage lanes; traffic 

signals may be installed at each of these intersections; and an 

exclusive right turn lane is to be added to the southbound approach 

ft* the Route 32/Unlon Avenue intersection, 

h. A visual easement will be established so that the view of the Hudson 

River from the Epiphany College buildings is preserved. Further, 

the Zpiph&ny College buildings will remain visible from many 

portions of the site and the surrounding area. 

i. Project revenues are expected to offset costs incurred by the 

municipality and school district in servicing the development. 

j. Road maintenance and plowing on private loop roads will be 

undertaken by a homeowners association. 

The DEIS and FC1S examined the Epiphany College buildings and surrounding 

10.95 acres for use &a a municipal complex and also as a residential 

center with private recreational facilities. The 60 residential unit 

alternative would result in environmental impacts that would be generally 

equal to or less than those of a municipal complex with the following 

exceptions? the one- and two-bedroom residential units could be expected 

10 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that to the Kaximum extent practicable, adverse 

environmental effect* revealed in the Environmental Impact Statement process 

will be minimized or avoided by incorporating as conditions to the various 

site development approval documents all mitigative measures proposed in the 

FE1S; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lead Agency finds that the proposed POD 

designation of the site is consistent with the social, economic and other 

essential considerations of State and local policies from among the reasonable 

alternatives available thereto and that the action to be carried out or 

approved is one which minimizes or avoids environmental effects to the ir.aximum 

extent practicable including those effects discussed as relevant in the DEIS -

and FEIS; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Lead Agency now, therefore, finds and attests 

to the completion of the procedures and requirements established under 5EQR 

and is, therefore, in a position to take action on the applicant's plan. 

12 
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For aafJrMonai laaa tha TOJOOJOIQ aanrtcaa ata avaaama. conamt puainianai m oara of o—vary. rot autauunai laaa own foaow 
Tor fiat7 and rharl hoVIaaj few additional aarritaW taai 
1. D Show to whom danvarad. data, and addraaaaa a 

(Edta coarser 
2. Q Raatricavd Daavajnr 

3. Artida Addraaaad t « 

;34 /TW<M .Sir 

4. Artida Hiimfrtr 

Pn/j£p3 <?&/• 
Typo of Sarvfoa: 
O i i toMwi D 

Dcoo 
D ^ 

and DATE OeUVHtED. 
Ttirjnttuft — Addraaa 'a Addraaa (OMLT^ 

mdfmfmU) 



14m UttiucH: Cesnpiat* torn* • and * *«»*< *MU»"JV.M« - .: .w- . .. ,:. J^-J, r:-; 
~ 3 and 4. > 

.Put your addraaa « « M "RETURN TO" Spaoa on thacavarea aMa. F a t a to to thte wilprovm «»• 

{B*Md**pa) 

XArtd" -A^ftjak 
4. 

3*5 f £3 
SowtOK 

dfcaJNaTad b D 
Dcoo 

or agant aad DATE OOJVCTgt, 

$ 
^ 

V 
6. Signature — 
X 

Signature — Agant 
I TT' 

<J • 

>'• Addraaa (ONLYtf 

- r 
7. Data of DaftVary 

PS Form 3 8 1 1 , Mar. 1988 * U.S.OP.O. 1980-212-805 DOMESTIC RETURN RECEIPT 

• SENDER: CompJata ftama 1 and 2 whan addroonaJ aarvicaa are daaired, and compiata Mams 
3 and 4. 

Put your I J I I U M In iha "RETURN TO" Spaoa on tha revaraa akta. Falun) to do thai wM prevant iMs 

tor f>^t #n<iicnacft otwtwa) for uttlfllnnal awvioafa) laquaatod. 
1. O Show to whom daHvared, data, and addioaaaa'a addraaa. 2. D Rautrtctad DaRvary 

(Bum cktrft} ^9PM cAanja) 
3. Artida IMd/tK 

SO UTolpW 
P)lbrt"i. ^ V 12253 
/?J6 17 •70*//Ajq 

T>*7t/j£x 
Typo of-Sonrica: 
• najijij.i a 
&ComfM DCOO 
• ExonWrnai O 8 f l & 3 g ! f t a 

Aiwy> otaam atanaOMa of 
or anawt and DATE OBJVCRg) 

(V S. Signature — Addraaa 
X 
6. Signature — 
X 

O ' • 

z tONUttf 

7. Data of DaRvary 

- U 
IS 

3 8 1 1 , Mar. 88* * UtvOPjO. W88-2T2-8eS 



• fJCNDCR: Comniata Mama 1 aid 2 whan addMonal i iwlc i i are 
3 and 4. - • i 

Put your addreaa bt tha "RETURN TO" Spaea on tha ravaraa aids. Faiura to do thia wN pravant iNa 

to andttwdw of dallwwv. For oddJMpooi. too* tha following aarvteaa ara avaiams. Constat postmastar 
for faaa and cnack ooxfaal for additional aarvfeais) raojuaatad. • 
1. O Show to whom dsnVarad, data* and 

(Extnt durgt) 
3. Artida Addraaaad toe S~) / . y / J 

2. O tlaitrlctad DaBvary 
(Bamckargt) 

Artida Addraaaad toe 

So**- , 

• AfUCMI NUfnlMr 

Typa of Sarvtea: 
uJRaoJiBMad 
Q-tJrtMad 

ExpnwaMal 

D 
Dcoo 
D on Racaipt 

Macehandwa 

Always obtain signature of 
or scant and DATE DELIVERED, 

\ 

ft 
5. Signature/-Address 
X 

8. Addressee's Address (ONLY? 

I 
7. Data of DeaVary 

^ 
PS Font. 3 8 1 1 , Mar. 1988 * USJBP.O. 1988-212-865 DOMESTIC RETURN RECENT 

dRj SENDER: Complata hares 1 and 2 whan additional aanacaa ara daavad. 

Put your addraat in tha"RETURN TO" Spaca on tha revaraa aida. Patera to do jWa wM provant this card fn • - - • - - - • - — 
to and 1 

1. D Show towhom aViuijiiJ. data, and'iJJIMIIi'Yaddreaa. 2. O Raatricwd Calvary 
fBore«ajored 

[ your anoraas m ma "neiuttn IV spaca on na revaraa area, raaura vo oo n a wn pn 
ana wm oaaa or oanvarv. ror aoonjonai taaa ma IOBOWBIO aarvtcas am avaaaoia. uonauKpi 
faaa^cha^E^KBal for additional aarvfeatai raquastad. _ 

3. Artida Addraaaad to: m UK , * _ - - - _ 

2?y. Shfjtr Dfi fteftNs 
4. Artida Numbar 

Typa off Sanrfea: 
DfWaaaad D 
Q^rtMad Dcoo 
D Tuaiaai MaM D & f f i L 2 S S L 

taMaHwmPWMaajaf-MMfiBLpS^^SSESaaT^L 

9 



I 
S£ND£HrCornpi«tC* I tems T^S^~2~wncn~5aOICWisr-SBTVic*j a:e ati»Hea.-~sTirr-cutit,.'H»i«--nw..s-

P u t y ^ o d W o H d * "RETURN TO" 8 » » o » 0 « t l » d H ^ 

1. a Show to whom dotvwvd. doto^and oddfoowo'i oddroo*. 2. D 

PutVOItf • * » • • • M « • "REium w goocoow 

1 . AIULIO /irtrtroomHn 4. Aftido NUfflbOf 

/aS'&Z 

Dcoo _L 
^ 

* 

Ahvowi obtain tipjMftim of 
or —Kit ond DATE PEUVEREO, ¥ 

6. Signtturo — Addrooo 
X 

8. AddiMin'o Addrow (ONLJIf 

S 
'/-**-S>9 

P8 Form 3 8 1 1 . I t e . IMS * U.8.QP.O.1988-212-665 UOWLBTIC WfTUWi WTn»T 

W W B I ^ H * n^Vl^P Wf^m « SWOT* 

- ~ 3 and 4. 
Put your oddroM in tho "RETURN TO" Spoeo on th» rovoroo oldo. Fa** * to do thai w * ofovont thai 

<Euwdtary;| 
3. Artido Addrooood to: 4. ArttoJo NumboT 

Typo of SowtoK 

Q^ortWod D c o o _ _ ^ 
D Expraaa/Mal D w f i L S S i E . 

oyadttaMal 

if-

and DATEOEUVEREO. 
> 
^ 

5. Siona«k*» — 
X ^ z ^ * - - « 

(ONLry 

? 
7. Ootoof °Tr-2+'^ 

3S11.MK. IMt • K M M . ' M M - M t - M * 

http://3S11.MK.IMt


I-yj. ftffPfJt? CmMittt Hunt 1 tad 
* 3md4. — — - -
Put your addrees in the "RETURN TO* **pw» m* m» n n m ana. r-anvre to oo nut wai on 

• W dMok^oJXw) for additional earvieeM n p N M . 

card from 

for foes ei— , w , , , mil *i 
1. D Show to whom doeVorad, date* and 

(Earn durge) 

SpojcoMthe I M M aide. FaRuro to doihio wM prevent thie 

3. Artkfe Addreoead to: 

7u)U *f $ Uf?natter* 
s'&s'*L/A/i'OAJ Art* 

5. Signature - Address 
X 
6. Signature ~ Agent 
X F^^^v Wm 

2. Q RMrieMMhiwy 
fEmadtmrte) 

4. Article Number «. ATOCMI Number / 

of Service: 

D Express Mel 

Insured 
Occo 

Always obtain stpjatwe of addiassse 
or •gam and PATE D6UVEBSD. 

K 

8. Addressee's Address (ONLY? 
rpQHftttfl &vi fry ptriii} 

8 

PS Form W l l , afar. 1*W * U.&OP.0. 9 8 8 - 2 1 2 - 8 6 9 DQMESHC RETURN RECENT 

8 } SENDER: Complota Homo 1 and 2 when additional services aro desired, and complato Mama 

Put your addratjfc¥ag5jfTUBN TO" ^paojpwuha reverse oMo. fitowa tTejfrthts wW prevent this 

Tile" faadaal aafafl tf*#iaa*taayaTaaB^»aaa^aTaMaaWi^ au4^4Sa)4«^MMA MBHVLLMkJbkl j ^ _ a _ - a u _ ^ a b M ^ ^t«r* * * « 

¥^»T I W V J • W H I ! * T i ^ | a i J B H P I ^ 8 l 8 ^ ^ p r V B D e i r a B l o ? * v J ^ B I * l C ^ • m u B a k A l _ « ^ u ^ 

1. O Show to M W d V d , data, iiiiilirtitoosoo'a addraaa. , ~ 3 > U W t i 1 h i J Dowvsry 
ceorjej . ^ - /..;-..TEtanTo*aryr>' , ;

 ! . 
^ A ^ J i u r * * 3. Article 

/?<Z&AAU/~3lc/ci' I J i 
Type of£ervice: 
• j l t t jaui i i i l D 

cwimj, Dcoo 
V ^ I^^Ti B âae»«flaa> B B ^ U ^ S ^ ^ A 

II || - M l . M ' » ' H " » » m » » a 
or OBOH* awd PATE PEUVERED. 

• 

8? 
5. Signature — Addrooe 

X 

& Addressee's Addrees fOHU jf 
novated east Jtt ptU^ 

JL 
»o»t)at¥eW" 

?~j<6>\£^ 

21 



•tir^mam&M^smoM& 
Pwftyour 
csrafron 

6. Signature — 
X 

wSofoSvwy 7 7T i of N h w y , , 

Typo o i Swvtoas Br 
U EMWOM M 

D 
Poop . i 

Alwoyi oOfta olawti— of 
or adtM and DATtPaJVCWg) « 

8. A d d f m « ' » Addr— JPHLTy 

* 

•S Form 3 8 1 1 , Urn. 19J8 " * U 8 . O P . 0 . 1 M i - 2 1 2 - 8 « « DOilf lTIC RETUR* 

3 and 4. '""" 1 
Put your oddroM In * • "RETURN TO" Spaco on tfw rovarw aMa. Faiur* «o do thfcj w« H M M inte 

fty ti>ft f«fg cftoff POKtwT for addMwut tarvtooW mpianaiL 
1. D Show to wfcow Jrtmii i . data, ond ••Braniifr aSaaa. X Q Raatrfcwd Dafrary I 

3. Artie** AddrooMd to: 

/v/a^; u/?Act$as\ Sit/. 
/QSSO 

6. Stpnomro 

^ ^ 
>1 ¥t 

7>y /̂ 93 / x?r 
D 
Dcoo i_ 

I DATE oarvcRH). 
*'• AddMM tomr t 

IMS * US.OP.O. tt6a-2tt-MS 



itene) 1 end 2 when 
and 4. 

Put your address In tta'"RETURN TO" Space on the reverse aide. Failure to do thte wN present this 
card from being returned to< ---—••-
to and tha da 
for faaa and cttack boxles) for additional servicefs) requested. 
1. D Show to whom dosverod. data, and addressee's address. 2. D Restricted PeeVecy 

.- - (EomcfcaJf^ (EaradkvyrJ 

•uuiaaa in via n c i u n n iw spscv on i n * ivverse a m . raaura JO UD D I M WSJ prevent UNO 
**^*MI relisned tn y * Tha return raceiot fee walofuvlde WMithenameof theDanMndallvanid 
i date of doWvory, For aoowonaj leaa tha loaowtoo services are eveBSDis. conouit pootrosstar 
nd chacVlioxlesl for additional eervicefs) requested. i 

3. Article AddressedTto: 

JO COM fipLL * 

4. Artida Number 

Type of Services 
D ftetassanad. D 
(S-CiTtinad D COO 
D Express Mai D £ ? S l 5 S S U 

Always cMein signature of 
or agant and DATE DHJVCTED, R 

5. Signature — Address 
X 

8. Addressee's Address (ONLTtf 
ntmes$ed and ftt paid) 

6. Signatura — Agent 
X ^ * 

7-°i&W\ itf\ 
% 

PS Form 3 8 1 1 , Mar. 19BS * U.S.OP.O. 1988-212-865 DOMESTIC RETURN RECOCT 

Compiat* items 1 and 2 whan etMwtowet * H r - •*- -***»**. 
•*• 3 and 4. 
Put your address in the "RETURN TO" Space on the reveres side. Failure to do this wM pravent thia 

1. LJ Show to whom ossvotso, dote, end > 
(Eaw chotfe) 

i'e address. 2. D Reeftrfctsd Deewery 
(Barm ekarge) 

3. Article Addraaaad to; 

a? e^i __• ^ A x i 

x?rM<eb3 ?/?7 
4. Artida Number 

Type of Service: 
UnegMsraT' D 
0Cart»ad DCOD 
D 

and DATE DBJVERH). 
5. Signature -
X 

8. Addrosaee's Addraee (ONUff 

6. Signaaure 
X ^ « ^ . < 

7. vih\n 



DRAKE, SOMMERS, LOEB, TARSHIS 8 CATANIA, P.C. 

BERNARD J. SOMMER5 
JAMES R. LOEB 
RICHARD J. DRAKE 
STEVEN L. TARSHIS 
JOSEPH A. CATANIA, JR. 
RICHARD F. UBERTH 
WALLACE H. MAHAN III* 
KEITH B. ROSE 
JAMES J. CUPERO 
GLEN L. HELLER 
TODD A. KELSON 
RICHARD M. MAHON»» 
STEPHEN J- GABA 
JUDITH A. COOK 
ROSEMARY SGROl LEVY 
ELLEN VILLAMIL 

ATTORNEYS 8 COUNSELLORS AT LAW 

ONE CORW1N COURT 
POST OFFICE BOX 1479 

NEWBURCH, NEW YORK 12550 
(914) 565-1100 

FAX (914) 565-1999 

December 11, 1989 

MONROE OFFICE 
107 STAGE ROAD 

M O N R O E , NEW YORK 10950 
(914) 7 8 3 - 2 6 0 0 

FAX (914) 7 8 2 - 6 8 5 4 

OF COUNSEL 

DONALD H. MCCANN 

•N.Y. 6 FLA. BARS 
••N.Y. « D.C. BARS 

Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
Newburgh, New York 12550 

RE: Our File No. 29,045 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to you in connection with the Epiphany Project. 
Enclosed please find a copy of the Resolutions adopted by the 
Town Board of the Town of New Windsor on December 6, 1989. I am 
also enclosing a copy of the plan which was adopted as part of 
the Resolution. 

In the first paragraph of the Resolution, the Town Board has 
determined that all of the SEQR processes have been concluded and 
based upon that granted concept approval to the project all as 
contained in the SEQR documents, the DEIS, FEIS, findings, 
including plans and tables, and specifically determining that the 
findings be deemed conditions of the approval with the adoption 
by the Town Board of the number of units, square footage of 
non-residential development and bulk provisions. 

The second paragraph in the Town Board's Resolution refers 
the approved concept plan and application to you for preliminary 
plan review in accordance with Section 48-22(F)(2) and 
Section 48-22(3)(a)(b). Would you please place this matter on 
the next available Planning Board agenda so that the Planning 
Board can continue the preliminary review process. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me if you have any^questions in connection 
with this matter. 

JRL/cc 
Enclosures 
ccs Mark Edsall, P.E. 

Joseph P. Rones, Esq. 
Nat Parrish 
Greg Shaw 
Henry Shalom 



FRANKLIN E. WHITE 
COMMISSIONER 

Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman 
New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 

RE: Access Drive - Route 32 (SH 9033) 
Epiphany College 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

This is in response to your letter of October 1, 1987 which transmitted the 
APPLICATION FOR CONCEPT PLAN for the subject project, to be located in the south
west quadrant of the Route 32 - Union Avenue intersection. Specifically you had 
requested our input on how the project may effect the Department. 

As you are aware, the Department has no jurisdiction in the local planning/zoning 
process. Our involvement in this instance would be as an "interested agency" in 
the SEQRA process in evaluating the impact of the project on the State highway 
system and making recommendations for improvements at specified locations where 
mitigating measures were deemed necessary. Thereafter we would work directly with 
the developer in defining the access point(s) from Route 32 and setting the 
policies and standards for the related construction drawings leading up to the 
issuance of a Highway Work Permit(s), which would constitute the Department's 
final approval. 

With reference to the contents of the CONCEPT PLAN, at this initial stage we are 
concerned with the access points for the overall project. Although it is diffi
cult to pinpoint the specific location for the driveway to Route 32, it appeared 
to be directly across from the Wall Place intersection and we agree with this 
proposal. We will not comment on the access "to Union Avenue since it is not out 
jurisdiction but we definitely agree that access must be provided therefrom. 

•-p -p 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

4 BURNETT BOULEVARD 
POUGHKEEPSIE. N.Y. 12603 

ALBERT E. DICKSON 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR 

May 1 7 , 1988 



* \ r# 
Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman 
May 17, 1988 
Page 2 

Relative to the improvements required at the Route 32 driveway, we certainly agree 
with the northbound left turn lane. However, it would also appear that a south
bound left turn lane and/or a southbound right turn lane may be required. Al
though our initial feeling is that signalization would not be required, we would 
need additional data in order to make a final decision. We would work with the 
developer during the design stages of the project in finalizing the details of the 
Route 32 access. 

We trust that the aforementioned comments are helpful in the Board's review of 
this project. Reiterating from above, we will do an indepth review during the 
SEQRA and Highway Work Permit processes. 

Very truly yours, 

M. J. Mignogna 
Regional Traffic Engineer 

s J. W. Wickeri J. W. Wickeri 
Civil Engineer II (Traffic) 

MJM/JWW/amb 

cc: A. N. Bloom, Regional Planning and Development Director, Region 8 
D. Fullam, Resident Engineer, Res. 8-4 



•• AS OF: 05/10/8? 
. CBR0N0L06ICAL JOB STATUS REPl 

larqeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEMHIH - TQsH OF NEH HIKB80R 

"AEIf-Kn li'w It --DATE- •HPL ACT DESCRIPTION RATE HRS, TIME BILLED BALANCE 

87-27 5394 12/01/87 TIHE HJE HC SKYLOH SITE PUD 
87-27 5388 12/03/87 TIHE MJE HC SKYLOM SITE PUD 
87-27 5392 12/04/87 TIKE MJE HC SKYLOH SITE PUD 
87-27 5846 12/07/87 TIME MJE HC SKYLOH 
87-27 12901 06/15/88 TIKE HJE HC SKYLOH 
87-27 12498 06/16/83 TIME RDH SU SKY LOAH SEQRA 
87-27 13078 06/16/88 TIHE RDH SU SKY LOCH SEQRA REQ 
87-27 13376 06/20/88 TIME MJE HC SKY LOM 
87-27 14958 07/25/88 TIME WJH PA SEQRA SCQPIN6 5E8SI0 
87-27 15823 07/28/88 TIME RDH HC SKY L0M/DE1S 
87-27 15534 08/04/88 TIME MJE HC SKY LOM 

40.00 0.30 
40.00 0.30 
40.00 0.50 
40.00 0.50 
40.00 0.20 
40.un }.50 

45.00 4.00 
40.00 1.50 
4A Aft f i R A 

6101 08/17/8 

5206 10/21/88 TIME 
>423 10/26/88 TIME 
1264 11/08/88 TIME 
?222 11/14/88 TIME 
^757 11/23/88 TIHE 

vivflv H/ii/fifi 

HJE MC EPiPHANi 
HJE HC SKY LOH 
MJE HC SKYLOM 

sartiai bill 

40.00 1 

40,00 0 

12, (K) 
12.00 
20.00 
20.00 
8.00 

60.00 
60.00 
40.00 

.80.00 
60.00 

40.00 
Aft m 

!-=i U c i 

i v / i v / K H 

m umim IIHL 
14 12/15/88 TIME 
36 12/17/88 TIHE 
18 12/19/88 TIME 

L/SS iin 

;QS T S 

ruu i i; 

SKY LOM/EPIPHANY 
EPIPHANY DEIS 

Hi- .'!-='_ 

HZ M.1P 
n-JC i-ii, crirnHiif r u u rr.Ui. 

EJ CL SKY LOH/MEMO 
RDM HC EPIPHANY/DEIS 
KJH HR EPIPHANY DEIS 
HJE HC EPIPHANY 
HJE HC EPIPHANY DEIS 
KJn MR EPIPHANY/DRAIMA8E 
MJE MC EPIPHANY DEIS 
MJE HC EPIPHANY 
KJH MR EPIPHANY/DRAINASE 
M^c Mr cpTpu&yy 

U.3( 
ft =,f 

>0 1.00 

30.00 

Rill 



> AS OF; 05/10/89 PAGE: 
CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 

JOB: 87-56 NEH WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD {Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT; NE«tlIN - TOWN OF HEs MIHOSQR 
TASK: 87- 27 

TASK-NO REC - D A T E - TRAH EHPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TI.HE 
D O L L A R S — 

11?. BILLED BALANCE 

87-27 25352 Oi/03/89 TIHE LSB CL SKYLOH DEIS 
87-27 25809 01/12/89 TIHE HJE HC SKYLOH 
87-27 27111 01/16/89 TIME EJ CL SKY LOH/HEHO 
87-27 26711 01/18/89 TIHE HJE HC EPIPHANY 
87-27 26797 02/02/89 TIHE HJE HC SKYLOH 
87-27 26840 02/06/89 TIHE HC EPIPHANY 
K7-2 

07-91 

871 02/06/89 TIHE HJE HC EPIPHANY 
985 02/14/89 TIHE HJE HC EPIPHANY BRAIHASE 
459 02/14/89 TIHE KJH HR DEIS DRAINAGE 
479 02/14/89 TIHE KJH HR DEIS DRAINAGE 
211 02/28/89 TIHE HJE HC EPIPHANY 
315 02/28/89 TIHE KJH PH DEIS 
744 02/28/89 TIHF RDM HC SKY LOH/DEIS 

29011 02/28/89 inv 89 17! 

19,00 
60,00 
19.00 
Lii i'.t) w -.- * v -J 

60,00 
An An 
w v • -J-J 

60,00 

0.80 
0.50 
0.30 
n ~t!i v » v'J 

1.50 
n RA 
•J , v-V 

0,50 

15.20 
Z".'.'' 

S.70 
i f *11 

C''.0'J 
"**i ; ' 
..*.'.i. 
30.CO 

An. 00 

60.00 1,00 
60,00 2.50 
60,00 2,00 

87-27 29214 03/02/89 TIHE 
87-27 29326 03/02/89 TIHE 
87-27 29772 03/02/89 TIHE 
87-27 30108 03/15/89 TIHE 
87-27 30628 03/23/89 TIHE 
87-27 30779 03/23/89 TIHE 
87-27 30801 03/23/89 TIHE 
87-27 31232 03/31/89 TIHE 

HJE HC EPIPHANY 
KJH PH DEIS 
RDM HC SKYLOH/SEQRA REVIEH 
HJE HC SKY LOH 
HJE HC P/H DEIS 
KJH HH EPIPHANY DEIS 
KJH HH EPIPHANY DEIS 
HJE HC EPIPHAHY-SKYLOH 

fay.IK) 2,JV 
60.00 2.00 
60,00 0.50 
60,00 3,00 
60,00 0,50 
60,00 3,00 
An.On A.AO 

Siii,' -vnoA 

GRAND TOTAL 



73 Birchwood Drive 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 
April 3. 1989 

Mr. George Green, Supervisor 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 

Dear Mr. Greens 

I am writing this letter to you as a concerned citizen 
and property owner of New Windsor regarding the Epiphany College 
DEIS, I would also ask when you and the Town Board consider these 
items you look at them as a whole pie (all current and future 
projects before any town boards) not one slice of pie (Epiphany 
College). 

My first concern is that the numbers all the developers 
use to show population of their planned developments have no 
relationship to the current population of New Windsor, or to a 
family's size as reported by the U.S. Census Bureua (U.S. Census 
Bureau report released 6/88, which states the average family 
at 3*19) • If "the U.S. Census Bureau is correct, all the numbers 
used by the developers and their agents are off by at least 
one-third in regard to traffic, water, sewer capacity and number 
of school children. 

Even if you believe their numbers and you consider the 
whole pie (all developments) you would have to be a very creative 
mathematician to say that the present sewer plant and water resources 
can supply all the developments. And, we must not forget the 
commitments that were made to Anheuser-Busch and other commercial 
businesses to come to New Windsor. 

My next concern is drainage. The developers claim 
that retention ponds are the answer to solve this major problem 
that has plagued the town for many years. Yet, they don't give 
any explanation as to their operation or how they will keep them 
from becoming stagnant swamps infested with mosquitoes. They also 
have no alternate plan if the retention ponds fail for the property 
owners down stream. 

Regarding traffic, I don't feel the developers have 
added in a large enough growth factor. For example, Foxwood said 
they figured in a 1.5# growth rate per year for the town of New 
Windsor. When Epiphany is completed it alone will comprise a 
6.5# growth rate, which is a 1/2% more than the total growth 
rate figured in for Foxwood. But if you add all the developments 
the total growth in the town would be at least 20% or more. In 

Ca\ T0 ALL P 8. Members H\rf\zi ^ P 
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the DEIS the developer makes recommendations to modify Rt. 32 and 
Union Avenue to handle the increased traffic from his development. 
He makes no mention of what happens to the traffic when it reaches 
Five Corners or Union and Temple Hlil. He also makes no mention 
of how much these modifications will cost or who will pay for 
them • 

Also, let it be noted that when the developers ask 
the school board if they can accommodate their extremely low 
number of children per development, no one has asked the school 
board if they can accommodate the total number of school-age 
children that would come from all the developments. 

The main benefit of the Epiphany College project is the 
purchase of the main college building to be converted into a 
town complex. But, is it a benefit? No one has given a true 
total cost for this complex, What does the town lose in 
recreational fees? Since this a a historical building, what 
is it going to cost to renovate it? What will the utility 
costs be? The way I see it, the one million dollar purchase 
price is only a small part of the cost to the town, and it 
seems as if we are doing the developer a favor by taking it 
off his hands. 

Another cost, to the taxpayers of the town, that I 
don't feel has been addressed is the additional services that 
will have to be provided to these new developments (Police, 
Fire, Ambulance, Garbage, Sewer & Water, and Highway, Dept. Etc.). 

Another major problem for the area is the recent 
announcement of the Snake Hill project just over the New Windsor 
border in the town of Newburgh (500 plus units). This recent 
development and the rapid growth of the area call for both towns 
to stop approving any projects and set up a joint planning board 
to oversee a prudent growth and protect the historic value of the 
area. This joint board will allow for the expansion of services 
to be in place before the needs outweigh the current resources 
of both towns (schools, traffic, water, etc.). 

Also, no one has considered what this many units on 
the real estate market will do to the value of the homes of the 
current residence of New Windsor. 

I feel that if the town board goes ahead and approves 
all the developments over the strong objections and many concerns 
of the citizens of New Windsor, I would recommend each developer 
post a bond large enough to compensate the town for any damage 
their development does in later years. This way if we are right 



after the developers are gone with their profits, and their mistakes 
become evident, the town and its taxpayers will not be saddled 
with large expenditures to correct them. 

I appreciate your consideration of these matters when 
you go over the DEIS, and hope you will consider the whole pie 
whenever any project is brought before the town board. 

cc - Town Board 
Planning Board 
Zoning Board 
Town Attorney 
Mr. A. Ciesluk - DEC 
Sentinel 
Evening News 
Record 
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SEQR 
Notice of Completion of Final EIS 

Lead Agency: Town of New Windsor 

Address: Town Hall 
Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Date: September 20, 1989 

- This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the 
implementing regulations pertaining to Article 8 (State 
Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental 
Conservation Law. 

The lead agency has completed and accepted a Pinal 
Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed action described 
below. 

Title of Action: Epiphany College Property 

Description of Action: Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development 
Corporation is seeking various governmental approvals for the 
proposed development of the Epiphany Collage site which will 
provide facilities for a municipal complex, a mix of housing 
opportunities included in a total of 537 units ranging from one 
bedroom condominiums to three bedroom single family detached 
homes, retail and service commercial space of 100,000 square feet 
along Route 32 and 15,000 square feet of office space on Union 
Avenue. 

Location; The project is located on the southwest corner of the 
intersection of Route 32 (Windsor Highway) and Union Avenue 
located in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange, State of 
New York. 

Potential Environmental Impacts: Sewer capacity, water, 
drainage, visual, socio-economic, relationship to historic sites, 
traffic and relocation of municipal services. 

Copies of the Final fciS may be obtained from: 



Contact Person: Honorable George A. Green, Supervisor 

Address: Town Hall, Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12550 

Telephone Number: 914-565-8800 

- 2 -
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Notice of Completion of Draft EIS 
and 

Amended Notice of SEQR Hearing 

Lead Agency: Town Board Project Number: N/A 
Town of New Windsor 

Address: 555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Date: March 6, 1939 

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing 
regulations pertaining to Article 8 (State Environmental Quality 
Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law. 

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been completed and 
•accepted for the proposed action described below. Comments on the 
Draft EIS are requested and will be accepted by the contact person 
until 4:30 P. M. on April 7, 1989. A public hearing on the Draft 
EIS will be held on March 23, 1989 at 7:30 P. M. at the Senior 
Citizen Center on the-New Windsor Town Hall grounds, 555 Union 
Avenue, Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York. 

Name of Action: Epiphany College. 

Description of Action: Applicant proposes to create a planned unit 
development project on the Epiphany College site incorporating 
approximately 140 acres with 578 units of'residential housing 
including detached single-family homes, townhouses, and condominium 
units as well as 100,000 square feet of commercial frontage on Route 
32 and 15,000 square feet of office space on Union Avenue! Under 
consideration is the transfer of approximately 10 additional acres 
to the Town of New Windsor for development of a government center 
for the Town of New Windsor using the existing school buildings and 
the presently existing gymnasium for recreation purposes. 

Location: Southwest corner of the intersection of Union Avenue and 
Route 32 in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York. 

Potential Environmental Impacts; Water, sewer, traffic, drainage, 
visual, noise, and sociological. 



A Copy of the Draft BIS nay be obtained from: 

Contact Person: George A. Green, Supervisor, Town of New Windsor 

Address: Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12550 

Telephone Numbers 914-565-8800 
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TASK: 87- 27 

CHRONOLOBICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 
PAGE: i 

CLIENT: NEKHIN - TOWN OF NEK WINDSOR 
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87-27 
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Chairman of the New Windsor Planning Board 

New Windsor N Y 

Dear Sir: 

I recently had a call from Rich Porter of Hunter Associates the people who 

did the cultural study in the Parish /Weiner report on the Epiphany site development . 

I had understood at the recent meeting I had attended on request that the report 

being discussed that evening was the final and complete wrapup . I had discussed with 

him what seemed to me a shortage of evidence of a detail' search for any signs of a burial site 

on the property.He told me the reports from Hunter bound in the report were not the last and 

final reports on the whole question . The final reports are being completed now in Trenton and 

will be sent to Parish and Weiner when completed. 

Ŝincerely 

// 
Donald C.Gordonr J Town Historian 

Jan. 7 1989 

* P.S. He did intimate that while more details of the search will be included in 

the report now in process the fact will remain that no evidence was located rf any 

burials on the site. 

JM -9 



Daniel McArtle 

New Windsor Planning Board 

Dear Sir: 

Shortly after the meefcinq at the Town Hall when you loaned me 

your copy of the Epiphany report by Parish and Weiner ,1 received a copy in 

the mail. In order to give Glenn Marshall a chance to read the sections directly 

of interest to us ,1 passed on your copy with instructions to digest it and-to 

get it back to you in short order. I presume you have received it by now. I will 

see Glenn next week and will check him on this. Glenn is very much involved in 

the preservation of all aspects of history in our town so I saw no reason he 

should not have the chance to see it. 

I got the impression that this volume was the final and complete report 
not 

and so was frustrated iitff inding more details on the methods used to arrive at 

the fact that a full study had been made of all possibilities of proving the 

presence or absence of bodies on the lands. 

I received a call the other day from Rich Porter who is member of the 

Hunter team that puts the results together after doing historical studies of the 

site and after all reports are in from the field workers.He talked for over an 

on this project and 4 others he is workinq on in the town.He stated that what 

was bound in the package was not the final report by Hunter and that he was now 

at work writing the final summation including more details . This final report will 

then be sent to Parish and Weinei and they in turn will probably forward it to the 

town. 

I am also writing the Chairman (newly elected) to advise him of this 

situation. Note I am reporting only that the Hunter section in the volume is not 

the final one. All the rest maY VERY WELL BE COMPLETE. 

Thank you for the use of your copy. 

Donald C.Gordon 

JaN. 4K*( 

ifft 

t^£^v^ 

This new machine has a very tender touch . Sorry. 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

SPECIAL MEETING 

DECEMBER 21, 1988 

PRESENT: HENRY SCHEIBLE, CHAIRMAN 
JOHN PAGANO 
RON LANDER 
DAN MC CARUILLE 
LAWRENCE JONES 
HENRY MAN LEELWEN 
CARL SCHIEFER 

ALSO PRESENT: MICHAEL BA6C0CK, BUILDING INSPECTOR 
JOSEPH RONES, PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY 
MARK EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

Mr. Scheible called the special meeting of the Town of New Windsor Planning 
Board to order. 

Mr. Scheible: This special meeting has been calld to study the environmental 
impact statement of the Ephiphany College property located in New Windsor. I 0 r 

still don't figure out why they put Ephiphany College property since at the last 
Town Board meeting, they listed it as Section so and so and block so and so. 
So, evidentally, there is a mistake on the front cover. 

I'd just like to make a quick statement here this evening. I have 
prepared a statement but I am going to save that statement for a later date. It 
has come to my attention that my ass is being kicked off the Board. That is due 
to, I call it, unscrupulous politics within the Town. This is the way they 
feel. This is the way they can have it. But that will be taken up at a later 
date which I previously said. Over the last two years acting as chairman, I 
want to thank each and every one of you for the undivided attention that has 
been given to the Planning Board. I know everybody here has worked hard at it 
and I appreciate all the work and support that they have given me as a chairman. 
I wish that I could have stayed on but that is due to certain members of 
politics in this Town. They don't think that I am fit for the job. Like I 
said, there will be a statement later on but I am not going to go any further 
into it. 

With this, I will open up the Ephiphany College property to the floor. 

Mr. Jones: What do you want to know, what our findings are in this here bunch of 
junk? 

Mr. Scheible: Yes. That is if you desire to call it junk. That is your 
priviledge. I don't blame you. 

Mr. Jones: I read it twice, not once and I will, I can see that this book is 
going to do—everything in this book is going to cost this Town a lot of money. 

- 1 -



Sc everybody thinks the-- are pushing some thine on the Town that they r<eed. i«e 
dorr t need the money, the expenses it is going to cost this Town to adopt this 
book. I read it thoroughly twice and that is my feeling of this book. Another 
tmng i have to say is that this is only a little better than lb acres, this 
piece of proper t'->. Riant across the street — 

Mr. Mc Carvilie: What property? 

Mr. Jones: Windsor Square Subdivision located on Route 32. They found more 
artifacts in this piece of land than they did on all that because I don't think 
they were looking for any artifacts on this land. But these people took the 
trouble of having this stuff found. To me, this book is more interesting than 
that. 

Mr. Scheible: That is why I brought in Mr. Gordon here this evening to add more 
input than what is found in "let's make a deal" book here. 

Mr. Jones: That is what I think it is. 

Mr. Scheibl-e: I am going to ask Mr. Gordon to give us a little of the 
information that he holds with him and I discussed with Mr. Gordon this 
afternoon. He had been in touch with Mr. Fish's office trying to get a little 
help from the federal government so, could you sort of carry on with that, Mr. 
Gordon? 

Mr. Gordon: We have known for 20 or 30 years, when I say we, this is the group 
that built the New Windsor Cantonment and turned it over to the State in '67. We 
at that time, were looking for the possibility that there were burials over on 
the Ephiphany College and a Father Hogan used to be at Ephiphany and I guess he 
was the boss, the head man over there. He would come over and talk to us about 
it. He said it is a tradition and he firmly believed that the burials were 
there but he didn't have any idea and we'd try some trenching but we always kept 
this in the background. We haven't said anything to anybody because as soon as 
news of an important archelogical site gets out, the public comes in on nights 
and weekends and so we kept it quiet. About 4 or 5 years ago, we decided to go 
over there. We found these strange looking mounds which we felt could well be 
graves. We have started researching trying to find more but it looked quite as 
if this was it and the description to go back and some of these things we have 
made available to the Town and I am quite sure your group. I just reviewed that 
in the 1880's a congressman tried to get the federal government to appropriate 
funds to buy it at that time they knew where it was. They described the mounds 
and he said that it was slightly to the east of the temple. Well, we know the 
temple is where it should be and it is on the State land but on a slight rise to 
the easw so that is the cue that we had. And how far they said, a short 
distance, that is relative. He tried to get congress to appropriate money to 
buy it but they felt the hundred and some years ago it was an important piece of 
land to save. We estimate 75 to a hundred bodies but the federal government 
would not appropriate the money and nothing was ever done about it. So I have 
discussed this with the National Park Service in Washington about acquiring the 
property on a possible relatively no-cost basis to control it. I was concerned 
we were concerned about maintenance, somebody like the National Park Service to 
come in here and preserve the place, take care of it, keep it in its natural 
state, put some identification on it and save it for all time. But they aren't 
looking for new projects. They are over-extended now and that is the problem. I 
have since discussed it with several other of the local different people who 



have 2 lot to do with bur i ait. I discussed with people in Virginia with people 
it Jamestown, men in the field who feel that the federal government rust 
appropriated some monies to buy some land to safe the site where Lee's tent was 
put up, however, we ha«e pursued this thing on a cautious and careful way. He 
did fund the group which I am president that owns National Temple Hiii 
Association. We funded a dig a 'jzry simple dig on these mounds by a good 
archaeologist that we brought in about a year ago and he dug down and found 
absolutely nothing. One time Glen brought in a psychic and they walked around 
and found all kinds of bodies and very interesting stories, some of them had 
boots on and some of them didn't. They named their girlfriends and so forth. 
But we have been very anxious all along. 

Mr. Mc Carville: Did they have belt buckles? 

Mr. Gordon: Well, there was a French officer that had on a badge that he 
brought over from France. We were very anxious for everyone's concern, the 
Town's, the developer's since the historty to identify, to find out where it is 
and then at that point, everybody knew where they were. They did also identify 
a building down, near 32 and Union Avenue that they talked about. I don't know 
just what that building might have been. 

Mr. Mc Carville: It is mentioned in here. 

Mr. Gordon: The same team did both studies and that is about the size of it. 
We are, I worked through Ham Fish's office for research. One of the things we 
tried to get was the original bill introduced in Congress in the 1830"" s that 
would have identified its location so many feet from such and such a stone 
fence. Can't find a thing. The records in the War of 1812, the British burned 
Washington and all these records if there were any of their names and the bulk 
of them were not locals, out of state people, five different states represented 
so I have been up to Massachusettes to talk to them and we just can't find any 
leads. We can't ven find any record of burial practices, would they have been 
buried by states or buried by rank. We just can't—everything is a dead end. 
I have not seen this report yet. Supervisor told me a couple-of weeks ago that 
it was in. I haven't had a chance to look at it. I'd be interested in seeing 
what they have to say, what they found or haven't found. As I mentioned 
earlier, its quite important that we try to, as you well know, clear up this 
matter. Is there a burial site there or is there not. 

Mr. Scheible: So, to this date, has tĥ . state or federal government or anyone 
funded a full blown search for a burial ground? 

Mr. Gordon: No, the federal government, starting with West Point and the 
'chaplains are very interested. It is tht practice, they had 7,000 people here 
plus camp followers and children and this was about—Ephiphany would have been 
about in the center. The second mass were over on the western side of 32 an the 
bulk of the troops were down here in the valley where the Town owns the land and 
the hospital was over there, the other side of 32 and what deaths they had in 
the hospital but they would have had a certain amount of attrition, war wounds 
and disease and so on. 

Mr. Scheible: Let me ask you and I have been looking into this a little bit you 
say the bulk of the huts were down on the other side of the road. Its been 
custom that a cemetary and correct me if I am wrong, a cemetary was never 
located in a very close proximity to where, say, the major huts were. 



Mr . bordon : No t ~i?C8 = s sr i 1 y • 

Mr. Scheible: Always off to the side which in this case could be possibly 
because the major populace was or. the other side of Route 300 so the cemetary 
could be on Ephiphany College because that is away from the major populas. 

Mr. Gordon: And it is oyer the drainage. But this was a short term camp. The 
built it for the idea they might be there two years. It was a well built camp 
with a great deal of thought went into it. Another factor Massachusetts 
primarily people most of the pe-;p;e were from Massachusettes and there were 
some from the other states. Marlyand and New York and New Jersey and New 
Hampshire. But the New Engianders particularly, if you go through New England 
today, as you go back over in England and see where the burials are, they are 
right next to the'church. The public building, the temple that we built in 1365 
up there, the 110 foot log building that was built as s church for Sunday 
services and these people traditionally would have buried their dead fairly 
close. Now, we don't know what these burials may be on this side, westerly side 
on the state land but the state for years has said there is nothing there. They 
have had', I think, they have sent some people in a random check and said that 
they believe there are no graves. 

Mr. Scheible: On the State lands? 

Mr. Gordon: No, on the Ephiphany but they have never done, to my knowledge, 
they have done a lot of archaeological work but they have never looked for it on 
their land. 

Mr. Rones*. Nell,;vhat would be the kind of study or the extent of the digging. 
Could you describe it, what would have to be done in order to investigate this? 

Mr. Gordon: As I mentioned to Hank earlier, we have done over the years, a 
number of different studies down on the Town lands and on the hillside where you 
see the huts outlined. We have had the State archaeologist down from Albany for 
about three summers running for a couple of weeks each time and then we have 
brought in people with what is known as a magnitometer and of course everybody 
that is looking for artifacts uses a metal detector and that isn't always the 
route to go. Many archaeologists don't like to use them but a magnitometer can 
read a surface and tell you the formation of rocks and other things that would 
have been artifacts and whatever, 'le have found many, many artifacts, hundreds 
and hundreds in our digs there on the Town park lots but this machine can read 
it and then it will show you the foundation for fire places which I discussed 
this with some of the archaeologists on Ephiphany and they said the question in 
their mind was that the content, irc.V content in the rocks and there are lots of 
rocks, would have thrown out the—would have offset the workings of the 
magnitometer. You can ride this over the surface and take a reading and find 
any structure or in some cases it might even skim the surface and that is. hard 
to do with all these rocks when earth is taken out of a pit and then put back it 
is never put back in the same sequence. When you dig, you get different colors 
of soil when you go down so as you skimmed a surface, if you did a field, you 
could bulldoze just take a 3 inch layer across, you'd see these rectangles by 
the color of the soil. Over two hundred years, it doesn't change. I have seen 
a printout of readings that were taken by these magnitometers looking for King 
Arthur's Castle in England and it showed these formations and they dug it and 
they were right there so these things are reliable but then again, the magnetic 



ZQri ten t 1 f: the rC"ck i = a r>voblerri. 

Mr. Rones: it may be necessary to sk iffi this area with a buii dozer. 

Mr. Gov don: Yes. it i= one way c" doing it but it is terribly rocky in rfiost of 
the area and it is a large area. The other angle is if it is decided that this 
study was done, improperly done, it could be taken to that is what I wanted to 
get through Ham Fish's office, -somebody that is able to read these things from 
an expert's angle and would say that no evidence has been found of any burial on 
this report. That doesn't mean that it isn't there but no evidence is found and 
at some point, we may have to say there is no evidence, what can we do about it9 

Mr. Mc Carville: At least we have to make an attempt to find out. 

Mr. Gordon: That is the tricky thing. 'This was supposed to have found out. 

Mr. Lander: Didn't I read in this report when they said they had heard there 
were 60 bodies buried on this property but they couldn't find any evidence to 
support that? ' . 

Mr. Gordon: The hospital is over on the other side of 32. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Isn't there an infra-red they can use? 

Mr. Gordon: Photographs, I don't know whether infra-red will— 

Mr. Pagano: I have flown this area with the P2's and those things will pick up 
a nickle in the middle of the ocean and it is a blur. There is so much magnetic. 

Mr. Jones: The thing that puzzles me you have the Cantonment here. There was a 
whole gang of people living there, they took this study and showed there was a 
whole gang of people living over there and nothing in between. This shows 
nothing in between. 

Mr. Gordon: On 32, the second brigade edged onto 32 and in fact the national 
register listing says it was west of the line of 32, the whole second mass but 
that was an earlier camp too and that was there at the time. They found a few 
artifacts and a rubbish pit and they found this study which I have and a lot of 
stones marked with fire which they could have been moved over. 

Mr. Jones: Nothing between that site and the Cantonment, nothing at all? 

Mr. Gordon: Me have the maps to show the camps were spaced. 

Mr. Jones: That is odd, isn't it? 

Mr. Gordon: They had to space them. They needed firewood and wood for the huts 
and water. So, they spaced it. The wood, the trees and the water, that is why 
they came here. But this is a tricky business at best. My understanding is the 
developer has been made, the study has been done and there it is. Where do we 
go from here? 

Mr. Rones: Maybe Mr. Gordon could have some time to look through this tonight 
and after having seen it he could address himself to it. 
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you my copy. 

Mr. Gordon: I am leaving for a week. I will be glad to do it. 

tir. Scheible: We will give you plenty of time. 

Mr. Gordon: Has Glen seen it? 

Mr. Scheible: No, he hasn't gotten a change to look at it either and 1 think 
between you and Glen I think there is a lot of input that we should have from 
both of you that are involved in the Town historical aspect. 

Mr. Gordon: If I could take this copy and then return it and get it to Glen 
when I come back in about ? days, Glen can go over''it because he is well 
involved in the whole thing. Any kind of an archaeological study were once 
going to be done on my property over on 32 and the archaeologist has come up, it 
is the same man in this instance that did some work for Glen when he put up 
those two huts, it was an area which was to the west of the camps which we ^ ., 
wanted to see that thee were no other buildings in there so he had this chap, 
took about five or six days and he dug pits and he takes certain areas and tests 
and then he came up with orK half a horseshoe and a couple of nails and that was 
it in that whole area. There could have been a building right in t h e — a 
building that he just might have missed but that is accepted practice. 

Mr. Jones: Could have been the horse passing by. 

Mr. Gordon: There is no way of knowing how long if this meets the requirements 
the State demands that this study be made and this is the study. 

Mr. Scheible: I believe it still lends to have a full investigation on this 
piece of property. I think the Town should be embarrased if we were just to by
pass this investigation and go on and just dump a lot of houses there in order 
to make a deal and that is my thinking. As far as I am concerned, I believe 
that the Town should tell the developers that we should have a full blown 
investigation of this area for historical artifacts and if there was a possible 
chance of graveyards to be there to eliminate from the minds of everyone, I 
think this investigation should be held. 

Mr. Jones: This one had numerous shovel tests and it points them on the site 
plan this don't say anything abou.t shovel tests or any kind of tests. 

Mr. Gordon: Well, I would suggest that a further study, I don't think that 
anybody who would want to higher another team and come in here and do the same, 
I'd think that we could get some help as I started and attempted a couple of 
weeks ago to ask National Park Service to bring in a man that could analyze this 
and walk over the land itself and look at the documents we have, the references 
that we have and the location of it which was readily available. I have prints 
of it right here but — a n d then their recommendation, where would they go on it, 
what steps would they take? National Park Service has a number of sites right 
up the river here and being as I said earlier, this is a site of National 
interest but with the cutbacks in the last several years in the budget^ they 
just aren't able to go out. It is important, it is the final resting burial 
ground of the Continental Army, They no longer were known as the Continental 
Army, they became the U.S. Army when they left, the few that weere left, it is a 



vevv ;-Dorian* ihiriq but at the £ srr-e time, how far do we ha-.'e to do to 
d« term !.'!•? this? 3ut I uouid thi .-;'•*•. that an expert, somebody that could 2nai;ze 
thia that has ^~\^'J other reports could -give u s — 

M> . Rones*. It r«vay be that some e> cavat ion has to be done at •••arious places in 
order to make a determination instead of just guessing from the tope*. 

Mr. Gordon: You are saying that there was—nothing was opened up there were no 
test pits. 

Mr. Lander: Section 2 page 63, there were tests. He are looking at a book that 
may be bias towards the builder, I am saying with tongue in cheek. 

Mr. Jones: Nothing compared to this little book. 

Mr. Gordon: Which speaks about the numbers of artifacts. 

Mr. Rones: This is one of the prime pieces of property you are going to find. 
It should be developed real' carefully. , . 

Mr. Scheible: That is why I invited Mr. Gordon here this evening. 

Mr. He Carville: I understand one or our purposes of tonight's meeting is to 
give input to the DEIS and I just want to make a few comments and some notations 
that I made, may not be in order or importance but— Number on, in looking at 
this, I have some real concerns with the density of the entire project. Number 
two, I share the archaeological artifact possibility, that concern. Number 
three, if the development as planned, I have some very serious concerns about 
the ability to handle the surface water with the amount of density involved. 
Number four, I have some serious concerns on the items not addressed in the 
traffic study. No consideration whatsoever given to getting in and out of the 
streets leading into Union Avenue. For example, Philo, Clarkview, Erie, Ona 
Lane. I am really —some of these streets have over a hundred houses feeding 
into them and as resident of, using Philo Street, there is some points during 
the day now where it is VQT^ dangerous getting out and there is limited 
visibility. Whose responsibility is it to insure that there is visibility with 
additional 573 residential units and "X" number of thousands of feet of office 
and retail being developed in the intersection, they have named in the DEIS 
some of the other developments in the immediate vicinity, Hilltop was mentioned, 
Washington Green may or may not have been mentioned. There is another thousand 
units around town going in that are going to effect this, Foxwood which is three 
hundred plus at least. 

Mr. Man Leeuwen: Foxwood we haven't determined how many units. I'd say 210 
tops. 

Mr. Mc Carville: They are looking for three hundred. They are looking for 
four hundred and some units. Ponderosa property, there is a couple hundred 
units you are looking at a possibility of the Schefner property of hundreds of 
units. All within less than a miles drive of this piece of property. We got 
our five crammed into the eastern end of Town of New Windsor naturally because 
that is where the servies are. But whether we really want it developed to this 
level, I question whether it is in the benefit. They talk about the benefits of 
that project. I really—the benefit of the Town of New Windsor, that kind of 
density? The other thing I think we all share the concern is the ability to 
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EUDDI1- no* only this oroposed development but others on the books with water ana 
sewer. And eve>-v thing in here is very gradually leading into what we read in 
ail the others. It is under study, the study is due to be completed in December. 
1 talked to the Supervisor yesterday, it is not completed yet. I am sure it will 
be in the near future but there is a lot of capital improvements that nave to 30 
in in terms of many dollars into both water and sewer. When you start approving 
oroiects like these at what point can we get the Town to become policeman and 
saying ok, you can do 15, wait a minute folks, Foxwood, you can only do 3i 
units. What are we creating. Lets get our facilities in line and then 
entertain development. That is my opinion. Thank you. 

Mr. Scheible: It is not only your opinion and— 

Mr. Mc Carville: May I just add i still think Ephiphany for the Town of New 
Windsor is a good ide3 from a visual standpoint which is part of a scoping 
session from the architecture-of the building. I believe the surrounding 
buildings should l»r:d some substance to the main building. If there is 
something built there, lets build it with first class material, brick, in the ' 
proper perspective, not pr'e-fabricated Texture 111. ' , . 

Mr. Van Leeuweni I agree with you. 

Mr. Mc Carville: And one other thing, I am not at all pleased with the, and if 
we ever get to that point, the free-standing business on Route 32. There is one 
section, free standing and it is described in the plan as retail. As you know, 
retail could be pumping gas and 1 don't think there is anywhere where that is 
going to enhance the beauty of this project if that is what is planned there. 

Mr. Pagano: Each one of us probably has a little particular area that we seem 
to focus in on. I am concerned over the college itself, the ten acres that the 
Town is proposing to buy. I am looking at there is no parking there, literally, 
right now. I don't know if we are going to have enough room for the parking 
spaces. I look at this and we are going to have wall to wall blacktop. If we 
are growing that big, we have to make sure we have room to grow to put the 
parking and we are left with less than 6 acres and a lot of it is hill. 

Mr. Jones: That is going to create a ot of problems for the people downstream. 
The taxpayers are going to have to chip in to pay for all this stuff because all 
their water and sewer and everything else has to be redone over. 

Mr. Pagano: You can see each one of us has a particular area that we are 
focusing in on and I am sure if each one of us spoke up we'd probably have a 
particular area, it is so controvertial and Mr. Gordon here is now, we have 
another irea that I am glad you brought him in. I think it is a great idea and 
boy, I will tell you, this is something Dan maybe it has to be done in stages. 
Maybe this can't be done. I don't see how it can be possibly done in one shot. 

Mr. Mc Carville: We had a Planning Board meeting one night and I mentioned to 
somebody about a dog run and they laughed. They asked why do you want a dog 
run? Okay, you put 579 families and half of them are going to have a dog, now 
you know what dogs do. Where do they bring them? To the schools. Why should 
that be. Why not have a fenced in area where they can run a dog. We have a 
leash law you are talking residential area on a quarter acre, you can fence your 
yard in. These people that live in these condo's can't fence their yard. There 
should be a place for animals to run. 



Mr. :'3n '_ee>j!-.'en: Then they sre go i rig to say that the Town has to wain tain it. 

Mr. Jones: About the cars, you might think There is two cars to the family but 
if they have a your:3 sor-, there is three, where *re we going to put them aii~ 

Mr. Schiefer: You are not going to have many three car families. 

Mr. Lander: We are right back to the same.thing. You are talking about density, 
more people and animals- so I have the same concerns that you do. It is too 
dense. With that, we get impervious surfaces, unrestricted water flow. There 
are going to be detention ponds but all that water winds up in one spot, down 
through Schoonmaker'= and winds up down through Saint Anne Drive. Mark, walked 
it today. These people are getting killed already and that water doesn't run 
that fast because it is being slowed down by nature and in the same hand, 60 
bodies were said to be there. -They couldn't find anything. I don't know how 
much they did research that. But, I think it should be. 

Mr. Scheible: 29 shovel holes. , ' . 

Mr. Lander: It should be followed up. 

Mr. Mc Carville: It should be wholley and completely studied. 

Mr. Lander: We have all the same concerns because like you said, Foxwod, 
Windsor Square, this and that, we can't carry what we have now. 

Mr. Schiefer: I apologize for being late, but I was out in the middle west this 
afternoon. My idea tonight we are trying ^establish two things. Conceptual 
approval and do we accept this DEIS. Has anybody established whether we had 
given conceptual approval in the past? 

Mr. Scheible: I haven't been able to find that out yet. 

Mr. Schiefer: 1 think that is critical because if not, we have a lot more 
lattitude than we have to argue the details. 

Mr. Mc Carville: A comment on that. I did talk to the Supervisor yesterday and 
he said that what they are looking for they being the Town Board, is input on 
the DEIS and they are not looking for conceptual. 

Mr. Scheible: In the letter they were looking for conceptual approval on the 
PUD plan now I still haven't found out if there is—we will have to go through a 
lot of files to find out. 

Mr. Edsall: I got a call this week and went back to my minutes. Eviden tally, 
in Town Hall here, they did make a review of the minutes following a regularly 
scheduled visit of Skylom. There was at the following meeting, which is the 
reason why it was never found, it was never on the agenda but brought up at the 
end of the meeting and the Board unanimmously gave conceptual approval to the 
PUD. 

Mr. Rones: Are there any minutes of that? 

Mr. Edsall: Yes, April 13, 1988 meeting. 
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!1r . F.'.r:*=: What •.-.•a* the cii scuissi c-n . What i?ere we t!*ii nk i ng about? 

Mr. Edsall: It is wery -short, Hank noted a? the previous meeting you 
en lev tained Skylorn uuiich came.in with PUD plans looking for concep tuai 
approval, this time in the last couple of weeks, does anybody have any input 
with, the plans we have received the last time around. Dan noted the only thing 
was the discussion of which road would clearly be identified and it goes on and 
on it was a .unanimous vote that motion read, that the Planning Board of the Town 
of Mew Windsor give conceptual approval to Skylorn Development. 

Mr. Rones: Because I am sorry that the minutes don't go into some more detail 
but my recollection is that that concept that was approved was a very general 
motion about mixing residential and commercial uses on the site and including 
the New Windsor Town Hall and the PUD'process that is set forth in our ordinance 
is very lengthy aside from the general concept approval which the Planning Board-
is supposed to give to the or report on rather to the Town Board, it is the Town 
Board really that gives the conceptual approval. The Planning Board is to 
review the preliminary plan before the Town Board has a public hearing on the 
special permit to approve the PUD and after the special permit approval, if it 
is granted by the Town Board, then it comes back to the Planning Board for site 
plan approval. -So the amount of review that the Planning Board has over this 
project is really very detailed and while it is the Town Board that has the 
ultimate approval power as to whether it is going to happen or not, the 
designing or the control over the designn of the project is really what the 
Planning Board as far as our ordinance is concerned s o — 

Mr. Edsall: "Everybody has seen the memo I generated last meeting. I don't know 
now many steps I had evidentally, I gave everbody a copy except for myseirp But 
it notes that there is 13 steps in the process so it is obvious that the fact 
that you gave concept approval doesn't mean that it is one step. You have a 
final site plan review to make so the point is now we are getting down to the 
nitty gritty on layout and I'd say density. 

Mr. Schiefer: We approved the development up there, none of the details, water, 
drainage. 

Mr. Edsall: It is concept. 

Mr. Schiefer: We gave concept approval. We said yes, ue will consider that 
there is a lot more to be worked out but the idea of developing up there with 
the mixture we were given at that time we have given approval on that. Now 
there is a lot of details to be worked out but the first step I think— 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: We gave a concept approval of the idea of PUD. 

Mr. Rones: And there was going to be some detached and attached units instead 
of commercial development. 

Mr. Schiefer: And it is more of not really our authority to approve but we made 
the recommendation to the Town Board that that was our approval. They will take 
the final action now all of these concerns yes, they have to be addressed. That 
is our job now but it is a- hell of a time to come along now and say no, we are 
not going to do anything. 
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Mr. Edi-ijii: 1-Jhat is important is that the-- environmental impact review, the SEQP 
review, the time clock is in the process of running and the Town Board is 
looking for input that the Planning Board bring every concern possible to their 
attention so that they get to them because they are the lead agency. They hBv© 
to decide if the DEIS is complete, if it is acceptable, if there needs to be = 
supplemental DEIS, if certain areas have to be expanded, if they totally 
rejected the DEIS, that is their decision. As normal, you are the lead agency 
and you ask other involved agencies, this is the reverse case. You have to 
give them information so that is the important thing for you people to work on 
is to give them all your knowledge and pass it on. 

Mr. Mc Carville: What is interesting is every time you read this thing again, 
you come up with another concern. I read it once I read portions of it put it 
down, made up my list. I just happened to open it to a page and it said 
something that isn't—that the Temple Hill School is located in the proximity— 
well, that school might as well be located in Goshen if a kid is going to try 
and get there any other way but bus so in my mind, there should be sidewalks 
going there. Then I get back then they have talked about the great roads, Union 
Avenue. There is nothing but deep swales on either side of it. If one car 
breaks down— .Everytime I drive down the complex, I drove by this afternoon. I 
am coming down the hill, I look over and here is a truck backing out of a 
driveway, doing a three point turn. Eddy's Messenger Service, the guy runs his 
truck out of his driveway, these are all problems everytime you turn around. 

Mr. Uan Leeuwen: You can't stop a whole project because some guy is backing up 
a truck. 

Mr. Mc Carville: There is nowhere to pull off the road if you have a car broken 
down. 

Mr. Man Leeuwen: There is a lot of problems there that is part of the things we 
can make them do. Two of the biggest things is the water downstream. One of 
the largest things we have to work on and as far as I am concerned, it is not 
addressed in this and I also don't feel that the archaelogical aspect has been 
really addressed and those two things we want more input and we can demand that. 
That is what we are here for and there is many other things that I can't think 
of. 

Mr. Mc Carville: Traffic, there are numerous— 

Mr. Rones: How about on the density issue. If there was some exploration of 
different density levels there I mean, they are supposed to be exploring 
alternatives. 

Mr. Uan Leeuwen: There is 152 acres they are asking for how many units per 
acre. Let's take off 11 for Ephiphany Collage, that brings it down to what? 
Then they are going to take 15 acres off for the commercial end of it. Lets say 
we wind up with 110 acres. We allow 6 units per acre. 

Mr. Mc Carville: That is assuming all acreage is useable. You have slopes, wet 
lands, you have the need for drainage areas, you have possible historical areas. 

Mr. Rones: As of so-called, as-of-right area can be shaved down, way, way down 
and that is part of the negotiating that needs to be done between the Town and 
the developer. 
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Mr. Scheible: Id like to be put on record every time I look at this whole 
concept putting the condos down on that slope and putting individual hotter in 
the back, personally, I like to see that reuersed. Put the individual homes 
dot-.-r or- the slope with larger lots because it is probably one of the most 
beautiful spots, not only in this area, probably in the whole county, the view. 
By putting condos here is the only view they are going to have is what the 
nextdoor neighbor is having for breakfast. Why can't we take the condos and 
throw those in the back where there isn't that much of a view and put the 
private homes in front with larger lots. 

Mr. Rones: It may be a good idea to cluster the single homes. There srs ail 
kinds of possibilities and it may be that the most creative way of treating the 
site. We talked previously on a couple of occasions about having a planner give 
\JS some assistance on this. Is there still any? 

Mr. Scheible: I brought that up at the last meeting. I'd like to see a 
professional planner get involved with this. Naturally, the recommendation was 
to go on to the Town Board.t The Town Board will have to appoint a professional 
planner. It is my estimation since they are:lead agency in this case, that they 
are the ones. 

Mr. Man Leeuwen; I think the Town Board has the power to do that. 

Mr. Rones: As far as the densign of the project is concerned, it looks from the 
ordinance that the Planning Board has more to do with the actual design :-f the 
project than the Town Board. 

Mr. Pagano: Mark, have you looked it over. Do you have any input for us? 

Mr. Edsall: I am concerned about the density as well but I think right now we 
have got all these reduced 11 by 17 plans and you know, keep in mind that in the 
13 step process that I have here, we have to get preliminary plans. Once we get 
the preliminary plans that are real engineering drawings, then we will start 
getting a real hand on ideas, on the spacing between buildings. I think right 
now we are kind of putting the cart in front of the horse. We should be 
concerned about identifying the environmental impact because they may preclude a 
certain percentage of development. 

Mr. Mc Carville: The Town Board will hold 3 scoping session. 

Mr. Edsalls They have already had a scoping session that was the basic for 
preparing the DEIS. The Town Board either has to accept., it as complete or not 
and they have got to either accept after they have a public hearing which I 
believe they sre going to have and all the input come from the involved 
agencies, they are going to have to send it back to the applicant to complete a 
final environmental impact statement. 

Mr. Rones: I think that the DEIS, that the project is at too early of a stage 
really for a DEIS to be meaningful. And that the regulations for the 
Environmental Quality Review Act suggest pretty strongly that the public hearing 
on the DEIS take place at the same time as the approval of, in this case, the 
special permit which would come after the preliminary plan review by the 
Planning Board. It would seem that that would be a much more logical time to 
finalize the DEIS and have the public hearing on it at the same time as the 
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special permit public h«-ar i ng because if the Planning Board, I don't know what 
the ~ ••.••••.:".: Board? feel ins :;• but if the Planning Board has = lot of "concern abouv 
the deniitv -and arrangemen t of the units and t rungs of that sort and there is 
go if; 3 to be a substantia*, change possible in the foject by the time it gets to 
the soecial pencil apofo'-a! stage, then what is described in this DEIS might not 
beav enough of a resemblance to '-\'hat is going to be approved for it to be of 
much help in determining what the environmental impact of the plan is going to 
be. 

Mr. '/an Leeuwen: What we have to do is we have to point out certain exclusions, 
what we don't want them to accept and then cay accept the DEIS with the 
following exclusions. He are not satisfied with the drainage situation. We are 
not satisfied with the archaelogist. 

Mr. Edsali: I don't think you can accept a FEIS until answers are given. 

Mr. Scheible: You are going back to a subject-to. Can you have a subject-to 
DEIS? 

Mr. Rones: A supplemental environmental impact statement is an extra step that 
I don't think we should put these people through necessarily and I think we'd be 
doing both the Town and the developer a favor if we just used the information 
here in order to evaluate what direction they are going in and to possibly 
redirect them in the areas that we think would be better to look at. And so 
that that DEIS won't get finalized and won't be ready for public comment and 
public hearing until everybody was much closer to the special permit public 
hearing which would be after our full preliminary plan review. And because 
otherwise the developer is just going to wind up duplicating a lot of effort in 
thĉ -fr and spending a lot of money and we'd be spending a lot of time studying 
the plan that isn't going to be the way the project is going to look so that 
would be just from the legal end of it . I would say that that shouldn't be even 
considered for completeness until we are through the preliminary plan process or 
well along in the preliminary plan process. 

Mr. Schiefer: Preliminary site plan? 

Mr. Rones: Preliminary plan review, that is our review procedure which is 
supposed to take place within six months and 90 days of the Town Board's 
conceptual approval. 

Mr. Schiefer: The Town Board has not give concept approval. 

Mr. Rones: Right but that preliminary plan review would take place during that 
period and then 45 daysSafter the preliminary plan review, the Planning Board 
would make an unfavorable or favorable report to the Town Board which would then 
set a public hearing date for the special permit approval. So, I think at that 
time, the developer would have a much better idea of what we were looking for 
and what our concerns were and we'd have all a better idea of where we are going 
otherwise I think for the public to have a hearing on what is here would be a 
waste of everybody's time and might alarm a lot of people as to what was going 
in which might not be even close to what is going in. 

Mr. Schiefer: We have to go back to the Town Board with our concerns right. Do 
you have a list of those? 
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Mr. Cdifill: I don* think you have to come up with a final answer. I think it 
is kind of foolish not to get the areas of concern identified and -get then-, back 
to the Town Board, thai way the applicant would have the opportunity to start 
gathering information now. Obviously, it is their decision whether it is going 
to be acceptable and whatever input, I'd pass it on as soon as possible. 

Mi. Rones: There are minutes here. 

Mr. Edsall: A copy can be given to the Town Board and the applicant so ail the 
concerns of the Planning Board are in the open now and they can start. 

Mr. Schiefer: While Mr. Gordon is here, are there any recommendations other 
than his guidance in the archaeological end of it? You said you wanted a 
complete—are we going to take his guidance. I don't think anyone is more 
qualified than he is. 

Mr. Scheible: "Mr. Gordon got on to the right track. He had petitioned or sent 
a letter to Hamilton Fish's office and he is waiting, I guess, he is waiting for 
a responce. If we can get4 a, little higher up's involved with a little more 
clout such as the federal government, am I right in saying that? 

Mr. Gordon: Well, going back, I have been working with Mr. Fish's office on 
different phases of this trying to get this information and 1 merely sounded 
them out recently and it is pretty much right now on hold until we know where we 
stand. I just inquired about the possibility of getting a reading, somebody to 
come in and analyze the situation and that is a possibility, that would be the 
National Park Service possibly, the the decision has to be made as to where we 
go from here. It is as I say it is now on hold and that would be one way of 
trying to come to an understanding,;^ what they are trying to tell us. 

Mr. Scheible: Could you pursue your endeavors that you started in approaching 
the Federal Parks Commission or whatever you call it there and report back to 
this Board when you have an answer? 

Mr. Gordon: I can investigate the situation, I'd be glad to. 

Mr. Scheible: We'd appreciate that. 

Mr. Gordon: it is part of my job. 

Mr. Schiefer: The point I am making is not only issues but some kind of 
recommendation. There is one case what are we going to do with the density. Me 
just say we don't like it. How are we going to approach it? I think I heard 
somebody say alternate plans that we can review but if we say hey, we have a 
drainage problem, it is going to go back to you. 

Mr. Edsall: I have already advised the Supervisor who is the contact person for 
the DEIS and in conversaions with the developers' attorney which we are 
authorized for discussions from the Supervisor, I hve told them that they have a 
very serious problem with the drainage study portion of the DEIS and until we 
get further information, it is very difficult to determine what areas will be 
impacted by ths development. The information isn't satisfactory. There is 
not enough information. I walked the entire route of drainage from the drainage 
areas 1 and 2 and then there is another section of drainage for 2, 3 and 4 with 
Councilman Heft and Kurt from our office and it became apparent that there was a 
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si qi.:f i i^nt number of drainage- pjl-i that art inadqately sized and the question 
comes doi'n to if there is additional drainage going through those paths, who is 
qoiMg 'o L-e impacted. Ate there going to be move houses flooding. Are they 
retaining enough drainage on -rite0 it is a decision chat has to be made and 
:.-!i th the information that »•= in this DEIS, it can't be made but what my 
recommendation to the Supervisor, advise the applicant that it's been determined 
unacceptable, they need to do more field work and get an expanded report back to 
us that's already been done, it's purely a technical portion. You don't have to 
be technical person to know you have a problem. As f3r as making a review, you 
can't have a nurse or doctor review an engineering document just like I wouldn't 
do brain surgery but I have told them that they have a significant problem and I 
am going to wait for the expanded report to come back to us so that is taken 
care of. There is no more we can do tut wait for the additional information. 

Mr. Schiefer: I think that is the kind of -information you guys want. 

Mr. Ernie Spignardo: Yes, no question about it. All of those will be addressed 
in future public hearings and your negotiations with them. 

Mr. Schiefer: There is some legal terminology, it is recommended. What does 
that mean, that wherever possible. That doesn't bind anybody to anything. I 
have seen that terminology in there again and again. It is recommended that 
wherever possible. Again, they don't have to do a thing really. I have some 
concerns like that. 

Mr. Rones: Well, it is up to the Planning Board and the Town Board to impose 
whatever conditions are reasonable to mitigate what the environmental impact 
that we find. There may be some off-site improvements that wouldn't be the 
responsibility of the developer, that if we thought a certain density level wevp 
appropriate, then the Town would undertake certain off-site improvements in 
order to offset or mitigate some of the impct. But the possibilities you know 
are so numerous as far as what you can do with that situation, how you can 
arrange units, the density, the placement. Now the mix of attached and all of 
that that I think for us to attempt that or to just leave it up to the developer 
without having somebody on behalf of the Town, a professional in addition to the 
engineering details which is another issue that we are well covered on but as 
far as the planning issues are concerned, I would really strongly recommend that 
we do that in this Town, if we and the Town Board think that it would be 
appropriate to have that input it is the developer who is going to pay that 
expense anyhow and now my experience with thau has been that the expense is not 
necessarily very significant and it saves the developer a lot of time also. So, 
it is a cost efective thing for everybody and it is necessary because it is 
important for us to be able to translate some of these gut feelings we have into 
the kinds of professional opinions that are necessary in order to support those 
gut feelings, otherwise we may not be able to legally support those things and 
somebody could kind of run over us with something that we don't want. 

Mr. Schiefer: You are stating something we agree with. We should get a 
professional planner in this. 

Mr. Scheible: I had brought that up at the last meeting that—how do we get 
this thing started? I think everybody approves that. idea. 

Mr. Mc Carville: I'd like to point out we are all talking about density, one of 
the very points they make why that is an attractive site is on 247. Finally, 
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ROL 

MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 

L CALL: 

SCHIEFER 
MAN LEEUWEN 
LANDER 
PAI3ANO 
JONES 
MC CARU1LLE 
5CHEIBLE 

the ;3ff:ii town character of an urban character in Orange County i s a t t r a c t i v e to 
ifi a-*: •-.' I & av i n g t he- we t r op o 1 i t an ar ea. 

Mr. Schiefer : I 'd l i k e to make a motion that we get the service of a 
orofessional planne* in this- Oeveiopfient, ge<: his r ecorfirners'jatioris-, get h i s 
input . 

Mr. Lander: I wiii second that. 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

Mr. Scheible: Therefore, it is the Planning Board's decision to enroll the 
services of a professional planner, namely Garling Associates. 

Mr. Gordon: I will report to you when I get back. 

Mr. Scheible: I appreciate you coming in this evening. 

Mr. Lincoln Heft: Will you send notice to the Town Board that you have examined 
the DEIS and you find significant questionable items that you would like the 
professional planner— 

Mr. Scheible: The minutes are there. That is why we brought a recording 
secretary this evening. Do you have any other areas you'd like to mention this 
evening? While we are here, let's get it over with. Mark brought up a typical 
example such as schools. I think our local school district I-read in here that 
they were— 

Mr. Edsall: They are looking into it but what I am saying is that it would be 
worthwhile if you had areas of concern at least get the ball rolling and 
identify those areas. Obviously, you have the ability to give more input to the 
Board as the project develops but do you- have any -Jther major areas of concern 
other than density, drainage, traffic, sewer, water, sidewalks. 

Mr. Jones: Roads. 

Mr. Schiefer: Everything. 

Mr. Scheible: Ingress and egress. I am looking for an—I asked that a traffic-
-there was, we had mentioned at an earlier meeting that the possibility and I 
see it is not, they have a cul-de-sac in this one area, but i don't see a spur 
possibility of somewhere leading out bringing a road out towards — I know this 
is down the road but since I won't be here down the road, I just want to add 
that point. I think you guys should look for an egress somewhere out of the 
rear end of this property bcause we have a bottleneck out to 300 and I had 
requested that a long time ago. We are working with a bottleneck when I look at 
it we are looking at the exact same instance as a neighboring property such as 
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P a r >. H :• 1 i . Y o u \ i a v e o n < t : * v.r.r-.- f. 

! i r . SDignardo: The parcel nei<t to the V.^r. •. - r i i t ••••as going to be developed 
and doe* that abut thi•=•- property at a l l ? 

Mr. Man Leeuwen: No, i t doesn' t apply. 

Mr. Scheib le: You have to get the maps out and see where there i s other— 

Mr. Mc C a r v i l i e : Do you have the tax map? 

Mr. Babcock: Yes. 

Mr. Rones: The motion was? 

-Mr. Scheifer: That the Planning Board finds that the DEIS is not complete nor 
ready for public review based on the comments that the Planning Board members 
have made and set forth in the foregoing minutes'. 

Mr. Mc Carvilie: I will second .that. 

ROLL CALL: 

MR. MC CARVILLE AYE 

MR. SCHIEFER AYE 
MR. UNDER AYE 
MR. VAN LEEUWDNI AYE 

MR. PAGANO AYE 
MR. JONES AYE 
MR. SCHEIBLE AYE 

Mr. Pagano: How long would it take the planner to come in and give us the input 
now? 

Mr. Schiefer: As soon as we get him, ask him that. 

Mr. Rones: You have to give him a few weeks to look at it and then I'd suggest 
that after— 

Mr. Pagano: Is he going to study thi.s and repout on this or— 

Mr. Schiefer: He is going to do everything. 

Mr. Rones: Before he comes out and makes any report, if we can have a meeting 
with him and tell him what we would like to see there. 

Mr. Pagano: My problem when I look at something like this, what this has done 
if we say to him here is this, we want a report on it. I don't want a tunnel 
vision report. I'd like him to look at the property, what they want to do on a 
conceptual basis and give us a report on that and then he can go with this. All 
this is doing is creating a focus. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: This what gives him the idea, what the developer wants to do. 
He doesn't know what the developer wants to do. 
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Mr. Schiefer: This has to be part'of what he gets but our input is just as 
important. 

Mt • Eds-all: The minutes and DEIS and there are a tot of larger plans around. 
They are anticipating preliminary submittal. 

fir. Jones: There is a question I d like to ask. Who is going to pay for all of 
this? 

Mr. Rones: The developer. 

Mr. Jones: Will he understand that? 

Mr. Rones: That is what our ordinance says. 

Mr. Schiefer: If he wants i t go to through, it is going to be a lot of money. 
It is going to cost him a lot of money. 

Mr. Rones: It is not as much money as you think. It is good for the developer. 

Mr. Schiefer: I think the developer gets as much out of this as we do. And the 
planner will probably want the developers' input on this. 

Mr. Schieble: Don't let politics influence your decision. That is my final say 
and up until now, even up until this afternoon, I was told how politics was 
trying to influence this. When I called Mr. Gordon and I asked him for some of 
his input, he said he got a tongue lashing from our Supervisor in going too far 
in getting Hamilton Fish's office involved in this. Mr. Gordon felt very 
uncomfortable coming in here tonight and discussing this with the Board but I 
said I think the Board would appreciate your input. And when I heard that he 
was given a tongue lashing by Mr. Green for going beyond him and then he was 
told to lay back and just that there are deals being made right now and if there 
is any further investigation it might interrupt the process of the deal that is 
going down right now. Gentlemen, that is politics and X don't care what you 
say. And until this Town wakes up and discovers how politics is getting in so 
deep into this Town right on this Planning Board, I mean it is about time we all 
woke up and took a good, strong look at what is going on and that is my final 
say. Thank you. 

Being that there was no further business, to come before the Board, a motion was 
made to adjourn the special meeting of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board by 
Mr. Mc Carville, seconded by Mr. Lander and approved by the Board. 2: 

Respectfully Submitted by: 

^uux**j&*&d^s**^~-' 
Frances Sullivan 
Stenographer 
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--Mc^uJ^ f P-s- ^^^y /*-/¥-&-. 

SKYLOM 

Mr. McCarville: As a Board member, I did not realize that we as Board 
members relinquished our input on density by giving conceptual 
approval to PUD concept to the Town Board. Now, Mr. VanLeuwen has 
just stated that the density would be established by the Town Board. 

Mr. Van Leeuweniln the PUD, it does, yes. There is also a complete 
different set of rules. On the PUD, we have to give preliminary _.._._.._ 
approval which is what they need in order for the Town Board to go 
ahead and approve the PUD. .-.-.-—•---•_• -_.___-. 

Mr. Edsall: You have got a concept approval in turn the County --: 
Planning gives^an approval. There is-a preliminary plan that comes 
in that your Board will give an ̂approval.Lon which in turn is ̂ sent v £ 
back to the Town _ Board - be cause -they, have 7 to give a \ spe ci a 1 pe rmi t.-— 
approval. Then, after that approval, they have to come to you for a 
site plan approval which is a, final approval from your Board. After 
all those approvals, the Town Board has the final PUD approval so ;T 
there are approvals along the way, not just purely, you are not just 
making recommendations. - ^ ---.- /--^~.--: y~~" 

Mr. McCarville: At what point does the Planning Board hare input on 
density. v 

Mr. Edsall: You have input all the way along. v„ 

Mr. McCarville: Not according to what Henry just said. 

Mr. Edsall: If you have anything to say the way the approvals areS 
set up, you make a recommendation to the Town Board, the final r1 

approval, I believe on that phase is theirs so Hank is right,if you 
make a recommendation, you don't feel that 200 units are enough and 



they say we think 200 is fine or you say 200 is to many and they say 
200 in fine, the way the PUD is set up, there is no front yard set
back, no side, there is no minimum lot areas. PUD are set up purely 
as a number of residential units on the site. So what Hank is saying, 
correct me if I am wrong, is that the final decision is, there is as 
far as the individual bulk requirements but all the way along. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: The deal has been struck, to buy Ephiphany College for 
a million dollars and on the figures, I am not exactly 100% sure but 
I believe it is 587 units of housing and 100,000 square foot of 
commercial off 32. I believe that is the deal. 

Mr. McCarville: If that is the way this thing you said there was a 
deal struck. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Because the Town Board said so. 

Mr. McCarville: I will go back to my statement that is on the record. 
I never realized that. H0w many Board member realized once you 
approved a PUD concept that density was out of your control. Did you 
know that Carl. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I don't remember approving the PUD concept. 

Mr. McCarville: V7e gave a memo to the Town Board. We voted on it 
and everybody agreed. 

Mr. Rones: We approved the concept, we, now, the Planning Board, the 
Town Board has to refer after doing its own concept approval, has to 
refer it back to our Board for preliminary plan review which has to 
be done within six months of the Town Board's concept approval. And, 
there is great detail here as to the report requirements that are 
supposed to be made by the Planning Board to the Town Board. It is 
all pretty well setforth as far as density is concerned, the PUD 
ordinance that we have has a-formula for computing how many bedrooms -
or how many dwelling units you:are:going to.have on the property 
based on the adjusted gross area;of the- land. ,\ The use of the area, 
in other words, all the land excluding land under water or otherwise 
precluded from development, such as easements, e^c. which could be 
quite a bit but that adjusted gross area has to be determined and 
from that, there is a formula for determining how many bedrooms so : 
to speak are allowed,what kind of'density is allowed. ~ 

Mr. McCarville: At what time, Joe, when you are having a public 
hearing and the public is sitting out there, 200 of our neighbors 
saying we don't want 576 additional units. 

Mr. Jones: The Town Board says you have to take them. 

Mr. Rones: It is the Town Board which gives the, grants or denies 
the special permit for allowing the PUD. But, it is the.Planning 
Board that determines what the site is going to look like. 

Mr. Scheible: But, the density. 
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Mr. Rones: Well, the density is a formula that is setforth. 

Mr. McCarville: That is set in the lav/ already. 

Mr. Rones: With that information you have is going to be what kind 
of density you are ultimately going to get depends on what the ad
justed gross area of the land is going to be. So gentlemen, you 
have to take a look at the property and determine how much of that 
property is under water or is otherwise because of slopes or other 
conditions precluded from development. 

Mr. Edsall: And, an interesting point we are looking on the sub
division .laws and the site plan laws to include that as a condition 
where you can subtract out wetlands. This is the only section of 
the town law that has already done that like on the Foxwood project 
where we couldn't, this is already doing it, all the easements and 
the lake, that is already coming out so that is a built in reduction 
factor. 

Mr. McCarville: Have you determined that when they are saying 597 
units,.-is that already determined. 

Mr. Scheible: Is that carved in stone, that figure. 

Mr. Rones: No. This is the draft of environmental impact statement. 

Mr. Van-Leeuwen: They can -go, we can make them go less but they can't 
go anymore than that. 

Mr. Scheible: Do we have, where do we reach in here and say that we 
don't want to see the 575 units. Do we ever get that chance. 

Mr. Rones: Yes, absolutely. 

Mr. McCarville: Report to the Town Board, the developers have to 
submit an application for preliminary plan approval to the Planning 
Board. =There,is to much to be answered. _ 

Mr. Rones: And, the Town Board after receiving our favorable, or 
unfavorable report, has to set a date for the public hearing so it 
is the Town Board that holds the public hearing to consider the 
special"permit approval. 7 

Mr. Edsall: The Planning Board has a public hearing as well for the 
site plan approval. 

Mr. Rones: : Site plan approval is after the Town Board approves the 
special permit. ... _v.. _-.__ 

Mr. Edsall: You have to have a public hearing for the site~plah 
within 30 days of when you get a final site plan application so you 
will have a public hearing as well. 

Mr. Rones: And, there is a section in here that even after the Town 
Board has granted, if the do the special permit, that if in the 
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course of site development plan review, it becomes apparent that cer
tain elements have been approved by the Town Board are not feasible, 
the Planning Board may resubmit to the Town Board its recommendation 
and the reasons for requesting the change and upon approving a change 
in the preliminary plan may be made. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: But, any changes we make we have to go to the Town 
Board. 

Mr. Rones: Yes, the Town Board on a PUD has the ultimate authority. 

Mr. Edsall: Is it fair to understand that the Planning Board has 
already given conceptual approval. 

Mr. Rones: That is my recollection. 

-Mr. Edsall: I don't think that was on the record so you may want to 
note that for the record that the Board recalls that at the presenta
tion, they gave concept approval. 

Mr. McCarville: I'd like- to have it researched to see if we did do 
that or if it was lead agency. 

Mr. Edsall: They are already lead agency. 

Mr. McCarville: I'd like to research that issue on that whether we 
gave conceptual. 

Mr. Scheible: It has to show up in the minutes some where, that is 
the only way if we know for sure. I think we should let Garling 
examine this whole pile right here. 

Mr. Rones: It is a planning issue and I think this is beyond the 
citizen planner expertise..__. 

Mr. McCarville: What is the December 31st deadline they are asking 
for our input on the DEIS, is that correct. 

Mr. Edsall: No, I don't believe that is the case. I think there is 
alot of confusion as Joe says, I think what the Planning Board has 
been asked to do is to get the' sequence started, be it by if you 
haven't given conceptual approval saying that you have no opposition 
to the general concept of developing it. 

Mr. Rones:. Do we have any communication from the Town Board on this. 

Mr. Scheible: I have it right here. I gave everyone a copy. I 
received this in the mail yesterday from George Green. As you are 
aware at the December 7th, 1988 Town Board meeting, we officially 
received and filed the DEIS application and supporting documents on 
SKYLOM New Windsor Development Corporation concerning the'development 
of the land of the former Ephiphany College. These documents are 
now being presented to the Planning Board for their review and report. 
The Planning Board's review should include not only a report on the 
DEIS but conceptual comments regarding the PUD application. So, 
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what they are saying is they don't have on record that we gave them 
conceptual PUD approval. Please return the report to this office 
prior to December 31st. 

Mr. McCarville: I was assume under the SEQR process, we'd have a 
minimum of 60 days to digest something of this nature and we are 
talking about a bigger than the average development here. I don't 
think it is fair for us to have to come back with our input on this. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen:If we want Ephiphany College, it is where it is at. 

Mr. Edsall: There is no deadline from the time the DEIS is filed to 
the time you have to determine complete. I don' t see a time frame 
on that chart. 

Mr. Rones: I didn't bring my SEQR regulations with me but they have 
changed it but— 

Mr. Edsall: It is the Town Board's determination. 

Mr. Rones: 'They are the lead agenc^-so that is not going to be our 
job. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: They are looking for an input and— 

Mr. Scheible: They are looking for a report on the review on this 
also that is what the letter said. 

Mr. Rones: Forgetting about the DEIS for a minute, the owner or 
perspective purchaser opening round must make application to Town 
Board for concept approval or rejection prior to filing of preliminary 
plan with the Planning Board. Application for conceptual approval 
shall be in a form sufficient for the Town Board to. evaluate the unit 
development for compliance withivarious standards. The Town Board 
shall refer the application for conceptual approval to the Planning 
Board for its. re view and report. '_._ The Town Board upon concept approval 
shall forward the approved application with any conditions to the 
Planning Board for consideration in the production for the preliminary 
plan. So, if we were to give concept approval, then for review and 
report rather than the Town Board'would give concept approval and 
then refer it back to us for preliminary approval. Preliminary plan 
review by the Planning Board shall be undertaken by the applicant 
within six months of the.concept-approval by the Town Board.. Unless 
such period is extended by the Town Board for an additional 90 day. 
period. So, I don't—there is no—I don't know what time limit they 
have in mind. 

Mr. Scheible: Henry, what you just said about two minutes ago and 
so we all know what is going on within the circle there, you are 
saying if we don't give our report by the end of this month, we don't 
buy Ephiphany. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: That is correct, that is the way I understand it. 



Mr. Scheible: Are we being squeezed by the developer here. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Somewhat, yes, you are being squeezed by the developer 
and the Town Board. 

Mr. Scheible: What if we said no, what if we don't have it ready by 
the end of the month. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Then, I understand it is a dead issue. 

Mr. Edsall: The DEIS, be submitted to the lead agency using the 
written scope of issues if any and standard contained in section 6 71 
of this part shall determine within 30 days of receipt of the draft 
LEIS whether to accept it as satisfactory with respect to its scope,-
context, adequacy, etc. and commencing public review. There has got, 
to be a public review of this document. Where the hell is the public 
review of this. 

Mr. Rones.: It isn't up to us to determine whether—it isn't our job 
to determine whether the DEIS is complete. The Town Board is the 
lead agency and they are 'the> folks that take that-.action on the DEIS. 
We don't—that is not our process. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: All I can tell you what was told to me at that 
meeting in the Duck Cedar Inn, that is all I can tell you. 

Mr. McCarville: What was that planning. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I went to that meeting with George, Ernie and myself, 
the three of us went. And, we met a gentleman from SKYLOM. 

Mr. McCarville: I think somebody is putting this Board in a tremen
dously uncomfortable position. ._. . . ... 

Mr. Jones: It was pretty important for the Planning Board to know 
all that stuff. Why wasn't he invited to that meeting. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I don't know. I was asked and I went. The law says, 
it says to be done within 30. 

Mr. McCarville: Ninety (90) days. 

Mr. Rones: Not.us.. . . -

Mr. McCarville: The Town Board has 90 days since the developer wants 
to make a deal with the Town Board and the Town want to make a deal 
with the developer without a public hearing which is going to rope us 
into density. I don't see why we should act on it. 

Mr. Rones: But, the DEIS, we are not going to do anything, that 
document isn't our baby. It isn't up to the Planning Board t o — 

Mr. Edsall: The DEIS completeness is their problem. It is their 
problem to approve the PUD. It is your problem and it is their 
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problem for the special permit. It is your problem to give conceptual 
review, preliminary approval and final site plan approval so whatever 
you feel is appropriate. 

Mr. Rones: It is going to be a long haul. 

Mr. Jones: Where is all this stuff since we had the first meeting. 

Mr. Rones: It takes a long time to develop that document. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen:You know what their attorney originally wanted. They 
wanted final approval and I said guys, you don't know what you are 
talking about. You have to go to County Health Department yet. They 
wanted final approval before January 1. There is no way we can do it. 

Mr. Scheible: I am saying to myself, this is all the communication 
that we got right here. Why didn't the Town Board call a meeting 
and invite all the Planning Board members and explain it just put it 
all on the table, the facts and feelings and explain it but I get a 
piece of communication like this that we must have it by December 31st 
finished. Why didn't they call this whole Board together and explain 
it to us, put it right on top of the table so it is clear so we all 
understand it because now what it is, everyone of these guys that 
are sitting on this Board including myself, I am seeing there is holes, 
there is problems somewhere that is not being explained to us and all 
we are, all I am asking for is a simple explanation. Maybe the rest 
of the Board doesn't agree but this is the way I feel. I'd love it, 
if anybody on this Board wanted to buy Ephiphany, I am the one. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen:I called you about quarter to twelve and left a 
message for you so you and I could get together and because I knew 
this was going to happen. 

Mr. Scheible: But, the whole Board has to be involved. 

Mr. Van LeeuwenrWe have special meetings we invited the Town Board 
and this is what we should.do. v-

Mr. K^Carville: We have a liason to the Town Board that should have 
been explaining something. As a Board member, I will not give any 
conceptual approval. If jwe gave it, I regret that we did and as far 
as I'm concerned, once the Board has a handle on it, I'd be willing 
to sit down with anybody and discuss-what some of the potential— 
opportunities and problems that may lay in this massive document. 

Mr. Rones: It is a long stone throw from conceptual approval to the 
unit count and alot of other things. 

Being there was no further business to come before the Board a motion 
was made to adjourn the December 14th, 1988 Town of New Windsor 
Planning Board Meeting by Mr. Van Leeuwerseconded by Mr. McCarville 
and approved by the Board. 

Respectfully submitted, 

^^MxAjjut^ 
FRANCES SULLIVAN 
STENOGRAPHER - 5 3 -
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 30 November 1988 

SUBJECT: Sky Lorn Development Corporation 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: 87 - 27 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: 88 - 101 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan/ sub

division was conducted on 30 November 19 88 

with the following being noted. 

1) Local Law # 5, Titled Street Specifications. 

The street widths do not conform to the present 
Town Code specifications of thirty-four (3^) feet 
of pavement. 

2) Chapter El, Titled Fire Prevention, Section 21-10 

Hydrants are not spaced along the water main lines 
every 500 feet. The hydrants are to be moved to 
along the street, not located off the water mains 
as presently indicated with laterals. The water 
main line along the Northwest portion of the 
property to be ran with the street, not through th 
back yards. 

This site plan/subdivision is found unacceptable. 

Robert F. Rodge^s; CCA 
Fire Inspector 



REVIEW OF SKI LOM 

October £4, 1988 

THE CONTRACTOR OR DEVELOPER SHOULD PROVIDE THE FOLLOWINGn 

l'» i he proper permits and bonds for construction 

d.. Infiltration or ev.fi 1 tration test of each sewer line 
contructed prior to connecting the laterals to the 
buildings. Generally an air test on the lines are done 
with the Engineer for the Town there to witness the 
test« 

a., A Sanitary Permit for each of the buildings, A Permit 
for each individual unit is required. 



BERNARD J. SOMMERS 
JAMES R.LOEB 
RJCHARD J. DRAKE 
STEVEN L. TARSHI5 
JOSEPH A. CATANIA, JR. 
RICHARD F. LIBERTH 

OF COUNSEL 

DONALD H. MCCANN 

DRAKE, SOMMERS, L.OEB, TARSHIS 8 CATANIA, P.C. 
ATTORNEYS ft COUNSELLORS AT LAW 

ONE CORWIN COURT 
POST OFFICE BOX 1479 

NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550 
TEL. (914) 565-1100 

Octobe r 2 1 , 1988 

WALLACE H. MAHAN III* 
KEITH B. ROSE 
JAMES J. CUPERO 
CLEN L. HELLER 
TODD A. KELSON 
RICHARD M. MAHON** 
STEPHEN J. GABA 

•MEMBER N.Y. 6 FLA. BARS 
••MEMBER N.Y. 6 D.C. BARS 

TELECOPIER: 914-565-1999 

Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

RE: Sky-Lorn New Windsor Dev. Corp. 
Our File No. 29,045 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to you in connection with the Sky-Lorn project 
in the Town of New Windsor. 

On October 19, 1988, our office submitted applications for 
site plan approval and special permit along with 15 copies of the 
plans. In furtherance of these applications, enclosed is a check 
in the amount of $25.00 in payment of the application fee and the 
list of property owners within 500 feet of the subject property. 
The DEIS is presently being prepared. I believe you now have the 
necessary materials to place us on the Planning Board agenda. 

If you have any questions regarding the foregoing, please do 
not hesitate to call me. 

Very truly yours, 

ROSEMARY S. LEVY 

RSL/lp 
Enclosures 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 
October 20, 1988 

Drake, Sommers, Loeb, Tarshis & Catania 
One Corwin Court 
PO Box 1479 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Re: Variance List/Sky-Lom project 4-2-14.1 & 14.2 

Dear Sirs: 

-Enclosed please find the Variance List you requested. If I can be of 
any further assistance to you, please feel free to call me. 

Si ncerely, 

LESLIE COOK 
Acting Assessor 

LC/cp 
End . 23 



Otte , Herman H. & Maureen E. 
186 Temple Hi 11 Rd. 
Unit 2711 
New Windsor, N 12550 

Cook, John A. & Durham, Barbara A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2702 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Wolf, Bonnie Ann 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2.704 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Wolak, Jr. Raymond M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2706 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rubino, Simon 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2708 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lynch, William, Jr. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2710 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mazzaferro, Richard 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 271 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

R & J Holding of Dutchess, Inc. 
PO Box 604 
Hopewell Junction, NY 12533 

Ahearn, Gail & Kenneth 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2802 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Frost, Brian J. & Torn* M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2803 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Winkler, Charles E., Jr. & Christine A. Pallozzi 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2804 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Albert, Arnold & Sheila 
46 Bridle Path 
Ossining, NY 10652 

Pearl man, William & Jill 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2602 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Oltzik, Rhoda L. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2604 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Kachow, George & Kathleen 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2606 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Drozdowicz, Stanley J. & Alice 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2608 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bragg, M. Catherine 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2610 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Muthusamy, Ramasamy & Malarkodi 
RD #6, Ridgeview Dr. 
Hopewell Junction, NY 12533 

Ihrig, Richard 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2701 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Santiago, Eric C. & Marilyn 
186 Temple Hill Rd, 
Unit 2703 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeSantis, Michael J. 
34 Old South Plank Rd. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Jacobsohn, Theodore & Wanda & Pamela A 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2707 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pucino, Frank 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2709 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Bonafilia, Donna M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2506 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Jordan, Carol Anne 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2508 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Raissi, Farhad 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2510 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Westervelt, Diane 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2512 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Muthusamy, Ramasamy & Malarkodi 
186 Temple Hi 11 Rd. 
Unit 2514 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hunsinger, Hugh R. 
Po Box 4309 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Wittman, Mark E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2518 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Kelly, Patricia L. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2603 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ditullio, Gil da 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2605 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lichtenstein, Linda Lou 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2607 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Amante, Anthony J. & Rosemary 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2609 
New Windsor, NY 12550 
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Irwin, Jeffrey A, & Susan M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2501 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Reed, Jessie E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2503 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Herron, William E. & Debra M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2595 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rogers, Dorothea E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2507 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Smolar, Stephen J. & Caudle, Laura A 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2509 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Zucker, Ricki 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 251 1 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Murphy, Matthew & Elizabeth 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2513 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ruggeri, Mark J. & Sirico, Lisa M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2515 
New Windsor, N 12550 

Bucker, Gary A. & Laura A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2517 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Taubenkraut, John 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2502 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lockhart, Robert D. 
kB Waters Edge 
Congers, NY 10920 



Odell , Michael & Elvira 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2419 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pedersen, Warren E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2402 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeSantis, Christopher, Stephanie & Stephen 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2404 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Parietti, John C. & Cathy E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2406 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Givas, Nicholas C. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2408 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Finnen, John P. & Angela M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2410 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Losicco, Robert & Emilia 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2412 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Johnston, Charles F. & Elaine 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2414 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Re, Richard & James 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 24 16 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Heller, Glen L. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2418 
New Windsor, NYf 12550 

Pedersen, Louis & Elizabeth 
PO Box 106 
Clinton Corners, NY 12514 



Keller, Michael A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2307 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Til lis, Jerome & Helen 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2308 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Costa, John S. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2401 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Freisinger, Paul W. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2403 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Donovan, Frank K. Jr. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2405 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sabaano, Harry F. & Josephine A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2407 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Walsh, John J. & Carol 
6 Oakwood Lane 
Theills, NY 10984 

Silberman, Michael & Donna 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2411 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Donovan, Sr., Frank 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 24 13 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Dominick, Nicholas P. & Gwen D. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 24 15 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Chironno, Joseph M. & Lori Dean 
Liu, Karen S. & William Wong 
c/o Wi11iam Wong 
121 McKeel Ave. 
Tarrytown, NY 10591 



Schnell, John & Antonia 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2212 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hatch, Mai re C. & Thomas E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2214 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Linder, Jesse & Nadine 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2216 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rauscher, Keith E. & 
Izzo, Mary Jo 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2218 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

O'Brien, Christine M. 
87 Laurel Rd. 
New City, NY 10956 

Cassels, John J. & Patricia A 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2301 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Coyle, Timothy & Heidi 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2302 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Cowen, Edwin A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2303 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sakhrani, Kiran, Arjan & Maya 
79 Susan Drive 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Sheppard, Thomas A. & Melissa 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2305 . 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Daglia, John A. & Margaret 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2306 
New Windsor, NY 12550 
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Zanoni, Dennis J. & Sharon 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2 109 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ihrig, Richard 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2111 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Stokes, Daniel & Susan 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2101 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Wilkins, Barry E. & Nancy 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2104 
New Windsor, NY 12550 . 

LoPresti , Charles J. Jr. & Robyn M 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2106 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeSisto, Richard & Linda 
83 Gottlieb Drive 
Pearl River, NY 10965 

Tokarz, Phyllis & Teddy 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2110 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tokarz, Robert L. & Carol Ann 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2112 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Serra, Joseph & Gloria & 
Medora, Frank & Eleanor 
Highlake Drive 
Thiells, NY 10984 

Brigando, Arthur & Carol 
27 Hastings Lane 
Stoney Point, NY 10980 

Potter, Scott & 
Bento, Laura Marie 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2205 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Valletta, Angelo R. & Antonia R. 
53 Park Hil1 Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

L'Estrange, Richard & Nancy D. 
26 Cimorel 1i Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Graham, Jack W. & Elsie M. 
2 8 Cimorelli Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Marcantonio, Nicholas & Charlotte 
3 0 Cimorel 1i Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tom Wai, King & Victor 
1 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Dubaldi, Carmen R. & Louise A. 
3 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Guadagno, John Anthony & Concetta Mary 
5 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mesaris, Joan 
7 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ronsini, Frank 
9 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Denny, William & Concetta 
2 Herbert Hoover Dr/ 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gaudioso, Bartholomew R. & Marie 
h Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Muscarella, Lenin & Anna 
6 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Kun, Julius & Susanne 
8 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rodriguez, Edwin & Maria 
kkl Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

F i t z g e r a l d , W i l l i a m J . & L o r r a i n e M. 
1 H e r b e r t Hoover Dr . 
New Windsor, NY 12550 
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D i c e s a r e , V i c t o r V. & I rene 
43 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Walsh, Arthur E. & Barbara R, 
47 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Curtis, William & Michaele 
45 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Martelli, Anthony & Lorenza 
39 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Levina, Elizabeth 
400 E. 71st St., Apt. 7K 
New York, NY 12550 

Fringuello, Michael & Irene 
54 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sorriento, Peter & Victoria 
52 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Schwartz, Michael & Carol 
50 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Danny, Stephen & Sherri 
48 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Zurl, Michael 
46 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Burley, John J. & Gina C. 
44 Park Hill Dr. . 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lakritz, Mark & Sheila Levy 
47 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Fringuello, Mary 
49 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor , NY 12550 

N a p o l i t a n o , Vincenzo & Filomena 
51 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Clinton, Frank & Sally 
452 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gutheil, Douglas E. & Rosemary E. 
446 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Town of New Windsor 
Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

.Sturrup, Daniel & Delores Von Gerichton 
PO Box 148 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Bockar, Arnold & Cecelia W. 
398 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rumsey, William & Jacqueline L. 
PO Box 4101 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Simpson, Evelyn 
368 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lease, Alfred & Ann 
366 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Southern Hudson Improvements, Inc. 
PO Box 27 1 
Monroe, NY 10950 

Larkin, William J. Jr. &.Phyllis 
32 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Skopin, Joseph & Norma 
30 Qna Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Starr, Anne 
49 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Peace, Kenneth D. & Janice 
55 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Graham, Felicia G. 
41 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Kelly, Herbert F. & Julia A. 
244 Parkway Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ponesse, Robert V. & Margaret A. 
246 Parkway Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Schettini, Angelo & Carmela 
248 Parkway Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Heuman, Wolfgang & Alida A. 
254 Parkway Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Heter, Daniel J. & Edna L. 
187 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Terrizzi , John M. 
195 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Weinheim, Stephen & Barbara 
232 Wall St. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Macy, Helen 
234 Wall Place 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Petro, Robert & Elisa A. 
236 Wall Place 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lego, Richard H. & Donna 
23 5 Parkway Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Biasi, Herbert A. & Lenora A. 
240 Leslie Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Van Leeuwen, Elizabeth Ann & 
Riker, Evelyn A. 
Beattie Rd. 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

Manthey, Frank A. J. & Josephine 
205 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pitts, Alexander & Alia K. 
24 1 Leslie Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 
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Pleasant Acres Nursery, Inc. 
151 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DePaolo, Josephine 
3 2 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Antonelli, Louis J. & Kathleen 
3 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Antonelli, Sr., Frank P. & 
John R. Antonelli 
360 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Cubito, Joseph F. & Rose Ann 
15 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeLeonardo, Joseph & Carmela 
1647 Roland Ave. 
Wantagh, NY 11793 

Cracolici, Gino & Ella 
23 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gonzalez, Jose & Janet & Jeane t te M. Johnson 
27 H i l l s i d e Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

McCullom, Bernard E. 
3 1 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Baker, John J. Ill & Louise M. 
35 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Damiano, Anthony & Rose 
3 9 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Antonelli, John J. & Ellen L. 
4 3 Hillside Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Brennan, Jeremiah T. & Mary L. 
22 Griffith Rd. 
Riverside, CT 0687 8 

Antonelli, Frank & Barbara 
360 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Correa, Carmen 
Unionville Rd. 
PO Box 125 
Plattekill, NY 12568 

Bucciarelli, Michelle & Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Thiele, Rainer E. & Joan A. 
222 Daniher Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Yox, John J. & Annie M. 
22** Daniher Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Murphy, William V. & Marie C. 
228 Daniher Ave, 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Adams, Clinton W. & Marion L. 
232 Daniher Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Cocchia, Nicholas & Antoinetta 
238 Daniher Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

McCann, Cheryl Ann 
242 Daniher Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Carroll, Marsha L. 
246 Daniher Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Shupe, John M. & Jeannette 
242 James Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ribeiro, Agostinho & Matilde L. 
239 James Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Adams, Truman D. & Dorothy M. 
233 James Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

McKee, Donald S., Jr. 
227 James Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 
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Pillitteri, Vincent J. & Denise 
356 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pillitteri, Vincent & Carmella 
354 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Central Hudson Gas & Elec. Corp. 
c/o Tax Agent 
South Road 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12602 

Nycrest Corp. 
c/o Convenient Ind. of America, Inc. 
PO Box 35430 
Louisville, Kentucky 40232 

Sarinsky, Leonard 
17 1 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sarinsky, David & Jacie 
298 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bucciarelli, Michael & Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Mitchell, John P. & Rose ETAL 
228 James Ave. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Kessel, Edith 
230 James Ave. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Barker, Joel C. & Nancy A. 
187 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Evans, John S. & Mae H. 
189 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Wood, James M. & Rosalind A. 
19 1 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Marullo, Joseph R. & Florence 
181 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Heeny, John W. & Caren C. 
35 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Savage, Robert A. 
33 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sunderlin, William L» & Cynthia 
31 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tucci, Vincent F. & Caroline 
29 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Replicky, Francis J. & Leanne C. 
27 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hecht, Gerald 3. & Helaine J. 
25 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Masciola, Philip A. 
23 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Zodikoff, Arthur P. & Shirley A. 
21 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rich, Francis L. & Doris H. 
19 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Janofsky, Elliott L. & Rene 
240 Summit Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bosserdet, William D. & Jan 
242 Summit Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Parkdale Est., Inc. 
c/o M. Siberberg 
9 Dunhill Lane 
Monsey, NY 10952 

Freer, Robert J. & Monte, Barbara J 
28 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Schulze, Robert M. & Francine 
26 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Karp, Leonard A. & Linda B. 
42 Keats Drive 
New Windsor , NY 12550 

G l i c k , J u d i t h 
44 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

County of Orange 
255-275 Main St. 
Goshen, NY 10924 

Iorio, Vincent D. & Bettina 
3 1 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Colonnelli, Raymond & Elizabeth 
33 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Acunzo, Thomas G. & Janice A. 
37 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mylonas, Pope & Dimitrios 
41 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Heater Richard M. & Mary F. 
43 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Reimer, Mark A. & Sheila 
45 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeSousa, Adriano & Beatriz 
51 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Zielinski, Stanley & Halina 
53 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Malone, Estes & Catherine 
Unit 1201 
186 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Malley, Barbara 
Unit 1202 
186 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



# 

Brichter, Stephen H. & Patricia G. 
41 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Copans, Kenneth G. & Loellen 5. 
43 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Schwer, John J. & Justine 
45 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Cea, Saverio & Gloria M. 
17 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Yannuzzi, Roland V. & Rose 
24 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Carleton, Harry F. & Mary Rose 
26 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pinder, Dawn E. 
28 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Price, Louise Y. 
30 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Guariglia, Rita & Palkovic, Richard J. 
32 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Prajapati, Vasant M. & Hemlata V. 
34 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Petriak, Ann P. 
36 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Drucker, Julie A. 
38 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Beaucham, P. Francis D. & Elsie M. 
40 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Masciola, Hugo & Emily 
42 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Lyden, John & Theresa A. 
13 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Dunikowski, John & Ann 
15 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hanyan, Joyce Marie 
17 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

LoGuidice, Luigi & Frances 
19 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Kosanovich, Eli & Ethel T. 
21 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lastowski, Walter & Tina 
23 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Decunzo, Anthony D. & Mary 
PO Box 263 
Vails Gate, NY 12584 

Kaplita, George A. & Barbara Ann 
27 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Clancy, Martin J. & Raissa 
29 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Jerome, Charles Waldrow & Ursula Anna 
3 1 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Marino, Joseph & Brenda 
33 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ehrenberg, Bernard A. & Mollie 
3 5 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Yannone, Raymond D. 
37 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Wasserman, Sheldon & Rhea C. 
39 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Goldfluss, John L. & Karen J. 
7 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Walsh, Edward P. & Joan L. 
6 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bennett, John F. & Hilda M. 
3 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rizzuto, Robert & Margaret 
10 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeCrosta, Marino L. & Rita M. 
12 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tallarico, Joseph Carmen & Lucy 
14 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Coakley, John W. & Rose Ann 
16 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Welch, Charles A. & Rita R. 
20 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Williams, Joan 
22 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Cappas, Humbert & Clara 
15 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hecht, Eugene I. & Elaine 
13 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pyle, Lynn & Mary 
11 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Deho, John R. & Constance M. 
9 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Litterilla, Thomas J. 
11 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



• 

Rice, Daniel M. & 
Reilly, Patricia A. 
186 Temple Hi!1 Rd. 
Unit 1906 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Reich, Richard 
22 Concord Drive 
New City, NY 10956 

Horan, David A. & Dianna L. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2001 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bavolar, Thomas 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2002 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Fuhrman, Maria L. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2003 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mcllmurray, Robert 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2004 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

McKeegan, Peter G. & Patricia 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2005 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Carpentieri, Angelo J. & Carla R 
7 7 Lt Cox Drive 
Pearl River, NY 10965 

Farguhar , Robert P. 
c/o Dept of Physical Education 
West Point, NY 10996 

Thyagarajan, Kalathi 
22285 Vista Verde Dr. 
El Toro, CA 92630 

Aghi1i, Mohamad 
186 Temple Hill Rd 
Unit 2105 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Perruna, John & Victor E. 
Pivonka, Lisa 
186 Temple Hil1 Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Caruso, Paul & Anita 
7 Meore Way 
Washingtonville, NY 10992 

Fliesser, Kenneth & Gail 
104 Bellows Lane 
New City, NY 10956 

Silverman, David & Eileen 
23 Brook!ine Way 
New City, NY 10956 

Halstead, Arthene E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1507 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Quinn, Patrick & Mary 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1509 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Persen, Richard D. 
6 Longview Drive 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Solomon, Ruthann B. & 
Kantor, Sidney & Judith 
5 Carlton Court 
New City, NY 10956 

Muller, Ralph C. & Greta 
Alpine Drive 
Hopewell Junction, NY 12533 

Grima, Paul & Barbara 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1517 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Fox Hill Condos 
4-6 Bridle Path 
Ossining, New York 10562 

Mclntyre, Philip & Maria 
40 Clinton St. 
Cornwall, NY 12520 

Temple, Richard & Linda 
221 Riley Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Scalise, Anthony J. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1506 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Philipose, Annamma & Josep 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1611 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Crossetta, Daniel J. & Ros 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1613 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bloom, Daniel & Ann 
28 Mine Hill Rd. 
Cornwall, NY 12518 

Bambara, Frank & Antoinett 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 16 17 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Albert, Mark & Lynn 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1602 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Schnept, Bryan & Dawn 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1604 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Jacobs, Michael F. & 
Felcheck, Jodie C. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1606 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Kusek, Thomas D. & Leslie 
5-H Lamplight Village 
Monroe, NY 10950 

Martone, Hugo & Catherine 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1610 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Maers,Michael J. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1612 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rosenzweig, Sam & Eileen 
8 Meadow Lane 
New City, NY 10956 



Mulford, Dennis F. & Gail E. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2209 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Browne, Marilyn M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2207 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Antonelli, Nicholas R. & Elizabeth 
225 Garden St. 
Nejw Windsor, NY 12550 

Greene, Burton & Rita 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2213 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Vitaliano, Fred 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2215 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Chase, Richard & Arlene & 
Quattrocchi, Vincent & Joyce 
PO Box 26 
Tompkins Cove, NY 10986 

Stevens, Shirley A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2219 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Zimmerman, Mark C. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2202 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tokarz, Stanislaus J. & Elizabeth R 
68-19 60th Drive 
Maspeth, Long Island, NY 11378 

Laco, Jane 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2206 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Piscani, Frank C. & Carol 
47 1 Hopi Court 
Suffern, NY 10901 

Roth, Arthur 
6 King Terrace 
Spring Valley, NY 10977 



• • 

Rossini, Lawrence D. & Kathleen & 
Russell, Drew & Veronica 
268-E, R.D.#4 Hickory Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lala, Vinodr & Rasila & 
Ubriani, Chandrakanta & Remesh 
146 Valley Forge Place 
Orangeburg, NY 10962 

Guglielmo, Donna M. & Dominick J. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1805 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Huang, Bernadette L. 
1 1 Arcadian Dri ve 
Wesley Hi!Is, NY 10977 

Bloise, Anthony A. & Christine 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1807 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Guttenplan, Linda 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1808 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Genauer, Alan & Freida 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1901 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Giannotti, Dominick & Kathleen 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1902 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Dennis, Steven & Dawn M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1903 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rodriguez, Miguel A. Jr. & Frances 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1904 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ananthapadmanabhan, Kavssery & Meenakshi 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1905 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Rabinowe, Ilene 3. & Fredric 
13 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Muiccio, Charles 
11 Sarv Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Carpenter, Joseph & Maria 
9 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pfeuffer, William & Camille 
7 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Patel, Vishnu & Kailas 
5 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ayerdis, Elia & 
Martinez, Mario & Alejandro 
3 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Graham, Charles & Sonia 
1 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, Ny 12550 

Koch, Halvor & Lynne 
436 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Trotta, Gerard R. & Emilia 
438 Union Ave 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Morales, Felipe & Laura 
32 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Perez, Carlos & Vivian 
34 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Salgado, Victor & Rosa L. 
36 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Cuomo, Paul V. & Jacqueline L. 
38 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gillen, John N. & Breda 
40 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



• • 

McGregor, Thomas & Delia 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1306 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lynch, James J. & Katherine M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1307 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tompkins, Randolph 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1308 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lubin, Hartley M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1401 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

DeLuca, Silvio & Flora 
PO Box 65 
Congers, NY 10920 

Durrenberger, William K. & Lorraine T. 
124 Geneva Drive 
Hopewell Junction, NY 

Jensen, Ernest 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1404 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Tagliaferro, Anthony & 
Holland, Lynn A. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1405 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Valois, Barbara J. & 
Denome, Frank J. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1407 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Atkinson, B. David & Susan I. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1406 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Black, Samuel M. & 
Crowley, Kathleen 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1408 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Buchman, David & Michele 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 16 16 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Zabel, Richard & 
McKenna, Kelly 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Collins, Teresa 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1701 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Jensen, H. Clifford 
423 Peters Blvd. 
Bright Water, NY 11718 

Gadonniex, John 
2 Crown Hill Road 
Wappinger Falls, NY 

Walsh, John P. & 
Rohan, Lisa 
73 Seaman Ave. 
New York, NY 10034 

Zuckerman, Sheila 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1705 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gioia, Peter & Constance 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1706 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rai ssi, Jamshid 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 17 07 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hafermalz, Hans J. & Emma 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1708 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Rizvi, Syed O. & Mona K. 
1 Miron Drive 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603 

Tetukevich, Anicedy 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1802 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Pitts, Francis Allen & Katherine 
239 Leslie Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

State of New York 
Dept. of Audit & Control 
Land Claims Unit 
State Office Bldg. 
Albany, NY 12226 

Shedden, James F. & Carrie 
204-210 Temple Hill Road, RD 2 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Belitz, Hans & Heidran 
PO Box 4546 
238 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Maharay, Arthur 0. Jr. 
238 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hilltop Estates on Hudson 
305 Broadway 
Suite 1200 
New York, NY 10007 

Windsor Square Associates Inc. 
19 Barrie Drive 
Spring Valley, NY 10977 

Friedman, Alfred 
10th Floor 
5 E. 37th Street 
New York, NY 10016 

Lander, Frances A. & Clara 
PO Box 4269 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Consolidated Rail Corp. 
6 Penn Center Plaza 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

Khan, Mohammed H. Dr. 
16 Green Bower Lane 
Spring Valley, NY 10977 

Elias, Antonio P. & Gladys 
17 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Hart, Raymond & Mary 
15 San Giacomo Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



Stogniew, Martin & Judy 
Sayer Road 
Blooming Grove* NY 10914 

Carley, John F. & 
Glasson, Helen P. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 15 10 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sakhram" , Ar jan & Maya 
79 Susan Drive 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Rohan, John & Brenda 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 15 14 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Newman, William F. & Judit 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1516 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gannon, Paul F. & Jane F. 
4035B Clark St. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Soja, James P. & 
Cuomo, Gale M. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1520 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Quinn, John J. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1601 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Quinn, Thomas & Mary 
6215 53 Avenue 
Maspeth, L.I. NY 11378 

Wolter, Anita H. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1605 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Davidow, Leon & Elsie 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1607 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



• • 

Antonelli, Nicholas R. & Elizabeth 
225 Garden Street 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Turnbull, Shawn T. & Debra L. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1204 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Schivera, John A. & Renee 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1205 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Knob, Joan & Joseph B. 
7 6 Derrick Rd. 
Fishkill, NY 12524 

Muller, Ralph & Greta 
Alpine Drive 
Hopewell Junction, NY 12533 

Irushalmio, Debra Fazio 
186 Temple Hill Road 
Unit 1208 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Fazio, Joseph A. & Catherine 
186 Temple Hill Road 
Unit 130 1 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Haass, Jr. Walter W. & Lois J. 
186 Temple Hill Road 
Unit 1302 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Gagne, Alfred & Diane 
186 Temple Hill Road 
Unit 13 03 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Albert, Mark & Lynn 
186 Temple Hill Road 
Unit 1304 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Lynch, Kathleen F. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 1305 
New Windsor, NY 12550 



# * 

Lamb, Wi 11iam 
925 Sierra Vista Lane 
Valley Cottage, NY 10989 

Green, William & Michael Caputo 
c/o George E. Green, Jr. 
14 Braemar Ct. 
New City, NY 10956 

Label la, Raymond J. & Barbara C. 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 280? 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Luongo, Pasquale & Marie 
186 Temple Hill Rd. 
Unit 2808 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

*ALL PROPERTIES LOCATED AT 186 TEMPLE HILL ROAD ARE CONTINENTAL MANOR. 
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Planning Board 
Town of Wow Wir.dooi 
555 Onion Avenue 
New Windsor, NV 121350 

(This is a two-sided form) 

Date Received 
Meeting Date 
Public Hearing 
Action Date ] 
Fees Paid 

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL PERMIT 

t r 

1. Nar.3 of Project' SKY-LOM New Windsor Dev._ Corp. 

2. Name of Applicant SKY-LOM_New Windsor Phone(212) 532-7911 
Dey. Corp. 

Address 411 5th Avenue New York, New York 10016 
(Street No. 6 Name) (Post Office) > (State) (Zip) 

3. Owner of Record SKY-LOM New Windsor Dev. Phone (212)532-7911 
Corp. 

Address 411 5th Avenue, New York, New York 10016 
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip) 

4. Person Preparing Plan Parish & Weiner, Incphone (914)631-9003 
555 White Plains Road, Tarrytown, N.Y.-x (2121^65-2666 

Address 2162 Broadway, New York, New York 10024xiosqi 
(Street No. 6 Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

5 . A t t o r n e y Drake . Scimmera. Loah. Ta rnh la & Catania P h o n e f 9 1 41_SfiS-1 1 n j j _ 

Address One Corwin Cour t , PO Box 1479. Newburgh, New York 12550 
( S t r e e t No. ft Name) (Post o f f i c e ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

6. L o c a t i o n : On the West 

^feet.rphe qnnrhwpfif Corner 

s i d e of NYS Route 32 
(Street) 

(Direction) 
°* tho inrprsfirfrion of Union Avejmaft and Fpyfre. 32,, 

(Street) 
7. Acreage of Parcel 152.5 * 8. Zoning District R-4 

9, Tax Map Designation: Section 04 Block 2 Lot 14.1 
14.2 

10. Describe proposed use in detail: JTo create a planned unit 
development consisting of 590 units of residential housing including 

t detached single-family_homes, townhouses and condominium units as well 
as 100,000 square feet of ̂commercial usage fronting directly on Route 32. 
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11. <)th<sr property Informal*,ion: 

a ) . Is the proposed use in or adjacent to a Resident ial 
District? ..Jes ^_ _^ mmmt^ -.—.-r-i-ur -•—-

b>. Ta a pending*sT£<r©r-Tease su53ect~'to Planning~KSrH 
approval of this application? No 

c). When was property purchased by present owner? DecT 12. 1986 
d). Has property been subdivided previously? Jg^ When? ^ 
e>. Has property been subject of special permit previously? 

Nn • When? _ 
f>. Has an or3er to Remedy Violation beenlssued against the 

property by the Zoning Inspector? No ., . . 
g>. Is there any outside storage at the property now of'it'any 

Proposed? D e s c r i b e i n d e t a i l t P resen t ly , no. Eventual ly , 
there w i l l be dumpsters. — "•"""" 

12. Attach a proposed plan showing the size and Location of the ' 
Lot and Location of all buildings and proposed facilities, 
including access drivss, parking areas and all Streets within 
200 feet of the Lot* Plan should also comply with the Sit* 
Plan checklist* as applicable. 

AFFIDAVIT 

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

Date: 10, - 1 * - * * 

The undersigned Applicant, being duly sworn, 
deposes and states that the information, statements and 
representations contained in this application are true and 
accurate to the best of his/her knowledge or to best of his/her 
information and belief. The Applicant further understands and 
agrees that the Planning Board may require your bo periodically 
renew a Special Permit and withhold renewal upon a determinatio 
that prescribed conditions have not been or are no longer 
complied with. 

on 

ROBIN w . w w l J W , 
NOTARY PUBLIC. State of for ft* 

n No. 41-4809771 
M Qualified in Queens CUmtf 
Commission Expires March 30, 1990 

Rev. 5-87 



P.C. 

WALLACE H. MAHAN III* 
KEITH B ROSE 
JAMES J. CUPERO 
CLEN L. HELLER 
TODD A. KELSON 
RICHARD M. MAHON" 
STEPHEN J. CABA 

OF COUNSEL 
DONALD H. MCCANN 'MEMBER NY. « FLA. BARS 

••MEMBER N.Y. 6 D.C. BARS 

October 18, 1988 
TELECOPIER: 914-565-1999 

Ms. Leslie Cook 
Town Assessor, Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

RE: Our File No. 29,045 

Dear Ms. Cook: 

I am writing to you in connection with the Sky-Lorn project 
in the Town of New Windsor. 

Please prepare a list of property owners within 500 feet of 
the property known as Section 04, Block 2, and Lots 14.1 and 14.2 
as soon as possible and contact the undersigned when the list is 
prepared. I have enclosed a check in the amount of $25.00 as 
deposit for your fee. 

If you have any questions regarding the foregoing, please do 
not hesitate to call me. 

Very truly yours, 

ROSEMARY S. LEVY 

RSL/ms 

Enclosure 

DRAKE, SOMMERS, LOEB, TARSHIS S CATANIA, 

ATTORNEYS ft COUNSELLORS AT LAW 
BERNARD J. SOMMERS 
JAMES R. LOEB ONE CORWIN COURT 
RICHARD J. DRAKE POST OFFICE BOX 1479 
STEVEN L. TARSHIS NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550 
JOSEPH A. CATANIA/ JR. TEL. (914) 565-1100 
RICHARD F. LJBERTH 

P290451.45 
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P l a n n i " . ; Hoard (Tni« : -i «i t ^o -c lc^c i :;.u'f;t) 
'icwi; of N^w winJa i r 
"•55 Uiiiosi i\yo».u--« 
N*w Windsor, NY 12550 

Dat<2 Received 
Meeting Pate_ "~ ~~ 
Public Hearing^ "' ~ 
Action Date ~ . _~1 
Fees Paid 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, LOT-LINE CHANGE 
OR SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL 

1. Name Of Project ' SKY-LQM. .,New Windsor.Dev Corp 

2. Name of Applicant SKY-LOM New'Windsor Phone (212)532-7911 
Dev.Corp. 

AddreSS 411 Sth A w m » » , New York, N P W York 10016 : 
(S tree t No. $ Name) (Post O f f i c e ) ( S t a t e ) f z l p ) 

3. Owner of Record SKY-LOM New Windsor Phone (212)532-7911 
Dev. Corp. 

Add re s s 411 5th Avenue New York. New York 10016 ___ 
(Street No. * Name) (Post Office) (State) ("zip") 

4. Person. Preparing Plan_ Parish & Weiner, Ino?hone (914) 631-9003 
555 White Plains Rd Tarrytown. New Ygrk(212> 365-2666 

Address 2162 prpadwpy. New Yorkr New York 10024 10591 
(Street Mo. 6 Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

5 . A t t o r n e y Drake l^flBB f irgl ,^Sfe tXar§hJ-§ & Catania Phone (914)565-1100 

Address (foe, Corwin r.m'irf. PO nox U7.9. Np.yhnrgh., _Ne.wJ..Ynrk, ,12550 
(Street No. 6 Name) (Post Office) TState)(Zip) 

6. L o c a t i o n : On the^West s i d e of.NYS Route 32 
( S t r e e t ) 

feetThe Sputfrwest corner 
(Direction) 

Of the intersection of Union Avenue and Route 32. 

(Street) 'v 

7. Acreage of. Parcel 1^2.5 + S. Zoning District R-4 

9. Tax Map Designation; Section 04 Block 2 Lo 
10. This application is for , site plan approval 

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a 
special permit concerning this property? No m 



OCT 14 ' 8 8 14:53 DRAKE SOMMERS LOEB TARSHIS P0C0 ^ P . 3 1MERS 

If no, list CAUO NO. And Nome 

X2. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership 
Section Block ^ _ _ _ Lot (si 

Attached hereto i* an affidavit of ownership indicating the date; 
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the 
liber and page or each conveyance into the present owner as 
recorded in the Orange County Cleric's Office. This affidavit 
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract 
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was 
executed* 

Jjr IN TH8 EVENT OP CORPORATE OWNERSHIP* A list of all 
directorss officers and stockholders of. each corporation awning 
more than five percent '($%) of any class of stock must be 
a t t a c h e d « S e 6 a t tached sheet 

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT 
(Completion required ONLY if- applicable) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 
SS.: 

STATE OP MEW YORK 

in the county of y ^ \ T ; an 
and that he is (the ownerVln fee' 

£ the Corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises 
described la the foregoing application and that he has authorized 
Prated fimnfflprfi. J.nph. Trains fr.nafouifl* j>,c .„ .to sake the foregoing 
application for Special Use Approval as described herein* 

1 HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN TtJE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED tfBRETO ARE TRUE. 

Sworn before a* this * X ». \uLs*~~±±M*u~jrAj^---
J) / ̂  ^ (Ovne/Ys Signature) 

TOPlfe* mfi i/_ ^ . rr_ 
" ' ' (Applicant "fa signature) 

> / k v V A ( x V^Vice-Bre 

4^-*: "'X^ Xxiilk 
i-Eresident 

gofcafy fragile"1"'r|1' ' , _ - J ^ 3 tTlfcUV 



LIST OF STOCKHOLDERS OWNING MORE 

THAN FIVE (5%) PERCENT OF STOCK 

OF SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Alan Ades 7.06% 

Joseph Attie 17.64% 

Eli Rousso 8.83% 

Moe Tawil 7.06% 

Henry Shalom 5.02% 

Harry Skydell 5.02% 

Fortune Sutton 8.82% 

David Sutton 6.16% 

Abraham Hedaya 8.82% 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

TO: 

r ^ 
PLANNING BOARD DATE: Oct. 2 4 , 1985 

V.' J 
SUBJECT: BOND FOR REMOVAL OF MODEL HOMES FROM GEGLYN SITE 

— F O L D H E R E — 

I recommend the sura of $15,000 be set for demolition bond in 
order to insure the removal of model homes from the Geglyn 
site. -

V. Cuomo, P.E. 
Town Engineer 

by. 



T<T#N OF NEW W I N ^ S O R ^ ^ r ^ T ^ ^ 
555 U N I O N AVKNUI- . .AiP-y i „J 555 UNION AVHNUI-

NHW WINDSOR, NKW YORK 

This is to certify that this document is a true copy, 
of same, as filed iiuny office. 

Signed: 

/ " * " % / # 

Pauline G. Townseiui 
TOWN CLERK 

1763 
Town Clerk /o//<*/&$• 

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilman Rossini that 
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor adopt the following 
Resolution, as amended: 

WHEREAS, certain real property located in the Town of New Windsor, 
formerly known as Epiphany College, has been conveyed to private 
developers; and 

WHEREAS, the developers have heretofore expressed an intent to 
the Town of New Windsor to construct a planned unit development 
consisting of commercial buildings, residential development, 
professional offices, athletic facilities and other related 
functions; and 

WHEREAS, the residential development that is planned for a 
portion of the said real property consists of multiple-family 
condominium units; and 

WHEREAS, the developer desires to construct two (2) clusters 
of model units consisting of three (3) units in each cluster, 
for a total of six (6) units for the purpose of sales models 
and sales office; and 

WHEREAS, the said units will not be used for residential purposes 
but will only be used as model units; and 

WHEREAS, the said property is located in an R-4 zone; and 

WHEREAS, Section 281 of the Town Law authorizes cluster housing 
as approved by the Town Board and under the conditions set forth 
by the Town Board; and 

WHEREAS, the developer has represented to the Town that the Town 
will demolish the structures upon the request of the Town Board; 
and 

mm OSL 

WHEREAS, the town of New Windsor Planning Board has reviewed a 
preliminary site plan containing the six (6) model units as set 
forth above; and 

\ 



WHEREAS, the Town Planning Board has reviewed a preliminary site 
plan for the concept of constructing the model units on the said 
site subject to the approval of the final site plan and demoli
tion bond; and 

WHEREAS, a cluster development must be approved by the Town Board 
of the Town of New Windsor. 

It is hereby RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of New 
Windsor approve, subject to approval by the Planning Board of a 
final site plan, the construction of six (6) model units consist
ing of two (2) clusters of three (3) units each on the former 
Epiphany College property at a site and under the conditions to 
be established by the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, pur
suant to Section 281 of the Town Law. 

It is further RESOLVED that the letter dated September 3, 1985, 
from Drake, Sommers, Loeb & Tarshis, P.C. (a copy of which is 
annexed hereto) be incorporated herein and all representations 
set forth in said letter are hereby made part of this Resolution. 

ROLL CALL: All Ayes MOTION CARRIED: 4-0 



ALBERT E. DICKSON 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR 

August 3, 1988 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

4 BURNETT BOULEVARD 
POUGHKEEPSIE. N.Y. 126Q3 

£? > 

FRANKLIN E. WHITE 
COMMISSIONER 

Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman 
New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

Re: Epiphany College Property 
Scoping Outline 
Orange County 

Attached please find an outline of our preferred methodology to be included 
in any Traffic Study for the above referenced proposal. 

yery truly yours, 

DOUGLAS G. DRUCHUNAS 
Civil Engineer II (Planning) 

Jgu^^^ve^t-^ 

Joanne Decker 
Civil Engineer I (Planning) 

DGD:JD:ak 
Attachment 



In order to fully assess traffic Impacts associated with the above referenced 
project we prefer the methodology outlined below. Specifically: 

1. Determine the existing traffic on the highway network. 

2. Project the existing traffic ahead to the year of full development 
of the project using an appropriate growth factor. This result is 
considered background traffic or traffic that would be there with or 
without the project. 

3. Take the projected traffic from other known development projects in 
the area which will be completed within the anticipated analysis period 
and add that traffic to the background traffic. The resulting traffic 
is referred to as the external or no build traffic. 

4. Determine the site generated traffic of the project based on appropriate 
trip generation rates and add this traffic to the external traffic 
developed in Step 3. The resulting traffic is referrred to as combined 
traffic or build traffic volumes. 

5. Show the distribution of site generated traffic onto the area roadways. 

6. Analyze the highway system under the no build traffic conditions 
utilizing the methodology outlined in the "1985 Highway Capacity Manual". 

7. Analyze the highway system utilizing the build traffic volumes. 

The difference in operating characteristics under the build and no 
build conditions Is the traffic impact of the project. 

8. Outline highway improvements and/or transportation system management 
measures to mitigate any identified traffic Impacts. 



^ "~*J&cKsiS»3 ' 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

4 BURNETT BOULEVARD 
POUGHKEEPSIE. N.Y. 12603 

ALBERT E. DICKSON FRANKLIN E. WHITE 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR COMMISSIONER 

May 1 7 , 1988 

Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman 
New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 

RE: Access Drive - Route 32 (SH 9033) 
Epiphany College 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

This is in response to your letter of October 1, 1987 which transmitted the 
APPLICATION FOR CONCEPT PLAN for the subject project, to be located in the south
west quadrant of the Route 32 - Union Avenue intersection. Specifically you had 
requested our input on how the project may effect the Department. 

As you are aware, the Department has no jurisdiction in the local planning/zoning 
process. Our involvement in this instance would be as an "interested agency" in 
the SEQRA process in evaluating the impact of the project on the State highway 
system and making recommendations for improvements at specified locations where 
mitigating measures were deemed necessary. Thereafter we would work directly with 
the developer in defining the access point(s) from Route 32 and setting the 
policies and standards for the related construction drawings leading up to the 
issuance of a Highway Work Permit(s), which would constitute the Department's 
final approval. 

With reference to the contents of the CONCEPT PLAN, at this initial stage we are 
concerned with the access points for the overall project. Although it is diffi
cult to pinpoint the specific location for the driveway to Route 32, it appeared 
to be directly across from the Wall Place intersection and we agree with this 
proposal. We will not comment on the access to Union Avenue since it is not out 
jurisdiction but we definitely agree that access must be provided therefrom. 



Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman 
May 17, 1988 
Page 2 

Relative to the improvements required at the Route 32 driveway, we certainly agree 
with the northbound left turn lane. However, it would also appear that a south
bound left turn lane and/or a southbound right turn lane may be required. Al
though our initial feeling is that signalization would not be required, we would 
need additional data in order to make a final decision. We would work with the 
developer during the design stages of the project in finalizing the details of the 
Route 32 access. 

We trust that the aforementioned comments are helpful in the Board's review of 
this project. Reiterating from above, we will do an indepth review during the 
SEQRA and Highway Work Permit processes. 

Very truly yours, 

M. J. Mignogna 
Regional Traffic Engineer 

J. W. Wickeri 
Civil Engineer II (Traffic) 

MJM/JWW/amb 

cc: A. N. Bloom, Regional Planning and Development Director, Region 8 
D. Fullam, Resident Engineer, Res. 8-4 



SKY LOM 'l"lJ"^y 

Mr. Scheible: At the previous meeting, we entertained Sky Lorn who 
^ came in with their PUD plans and what they were looking for was 
conceptual approval. We have all had time in the last couple of 
weeks to think it over and does anybody have any input with the 
plans that we have reviewed the last time around? 

Mr. McCarville: The only thing open was the discussion on what 
the percent of the road or which road would clearly be identified. 

Mr. Scheible: That can be all identified as we go on. All they 
are looking for is just a conceptual approval because it falls out 
of our hands.PUD has to be reviewed by the Town Board. 

Mr. Rones: They are going to approve it but look for your input 
on the site plans. 

Mr. Babcock: They need your recommendations to the Town Board. 

Mr. Van Leeuwen: I make a motion that the Planning Board of the 
Town of New Windsor give conceptual approval to the Sky Lom develop
ment. 

Mr. McCarville: I will second that. 

- 39 -



ROLL CALL: 

MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PAGANO AYE 
MR. MC CARVILLE AYE 
MR. SCHIEFER AYE 
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE 
MR. SCHEIBLE AYE 

Being that there was no further business to come before the 
Board, a motion was made to adjourn the April 13, 1988 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board meeting by Mr. Van Leeuwen, 
seconded by Mr. Mc Carville and approved by the Board. 

Respe/tfully Submitted By: \ 

Frances Sullivan 
Stenographer 

-40-



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

Apri l 6, 1988 

1763 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

The Town Board of the Town of New Windsor, hereinafter the Town 
Board, is hereby notifying you that the Board adopted a resolution at 
its meeting on April 6, 1988 in connection with the Sky-Lom 
Development Corporation proposal to create a planned unit development 
project on the Epiphany College site located at the southwest corner 
of the intersection of Union Avenue and Route 32 in the Town of New 
Windsor, hereinafter "the project". The project site incorporates 
approximately 141 acres and is proposed to be developed with 590 units 
of residential housing including detached single-family homes, 
townhouses and condominium units as well as 100,000 square feet of 
commercial usage fronting directly on Route 32. 

The Town Board has determined that the actions proposed are 
subject to SEQRA and that such actions would constitute a Type I 
action. The Town Board is declaring that it wishes to be the Lead 
Agency for the project and that pursuant to SEQRA it will 
automatically become the lead agency unless you submit a written 
objection to Honorable George Green, Supervisor of the Town of New 
Windsor, within 30 calendar days of the mailing of this notification. 

The environmental impacts of the project would include one or 
more of the following: impact on the existing central water system 
and sewer system, traffic, drainage, visual, noise and sociological. 

Enclosed please find a copy of the full Environmental Assessment 
Form submitted by Sky-Lom. 

In addition to the project as outlined above, Sky-Lom and the 
Town have entered into discussions concerning the transfer of an 
approximate 10 acre parcel which is a portion of the overall Epiphany 
College site which consists of approximately 151 acres. The Sky-Lom 
PUD will include 141 acres and the balance is under consideration for 
transfer by Sky-Lom to the Town of New Windsor. The 10 acres contain 
the existing improvements including, but not limited to, the main 
building and a gymnasium. The Town of New Windsor is considering the 
acquisition of the 10 acre parcel and the conversion of the main 
building into a government center for the Town of New Windsor with the 
maintenance of the gym and other recreation facilities as part of the 
New Windsor recreation program. In addition to the environmental 
impacts noted above, the acquisition of the lands by the Town of New 
Windsor and the development of a government center will involve the 
possible environmental impacts: impact on the existing central water 



Page 2, 
April 6, 1988 

system and sewer system, traffic, drainage, visual, noise and 
sociological. 

The Town Board believes that it would be appropriate for the Lead 
Agency to consider both the Sky-Lorn PUD project and the possible 
acquisition by the Town of New Windsor of the 10 acre parcel and 
conversion of the improvements thereon to public use as one overall 
project for the purposes of SEQRA and further proposes that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, which it will direct Sky-Lom to 
prepare, deal with the entire 152 acre site and treat both the 
proposed PUD and the development of the municipal complex. 

Very truly yours, 

GREER, SUPERVISOR 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

Enclosure 
letter sent to: 

Planning Board, Town of New Windsor 

Orange County Department of Planning and Economic Development 

Orange County Department of Health 

Orange County Department of Public Works 

New York State Department of Transportation 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, New Paltz 
and Albany 

<& GEORGE 
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STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

4 BURNETT BOULEVARD 
POUGHKEEPSIE. N Y . 12603 

ALBERT E. DICKSON FRANKLIN E. WHITE 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR COMMISSIONER 

Date: ^WY'/f? /7rf 

To: 

Re: \ y ^ u - ' ^ o t$j?t<-£^c^t>^-,w*± £ 

i/This department has no objection to the %j^<Ajn<^ /i^r^^C^ 
of .̂ v̂ L Cf*t4r«s<y Jlu<jZcJJ^?t&*~^-s being the lead agency 
for this action.^ 

We have reviewed the Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) and find 
the estimated number of vehicular trips to be reasonable. 

a draft environmental impact statement is prepared for the proposed 
project, please forward one to us for review. 

Please be aware that a state highway work permit will be required 
for any curb cuts onto Route ^X- * Application and final site plan 
should be forwarded to this department's local residency office, as 
soon as possible, to initiate the review process. 

Other: 

Very truly yours, 

DOUGLAS G. ORUCHUNAS 
Civil Engineer II (Planning) 

By ^ ^ _ ^ S - ^ ^ 

Joanne Decker 
Civil Engineer I (Planning) 

DGO:JD:ak 



RE: RESOLUTION DECLARING TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR LEAD AGENCY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT REVIEW - SKY-LOM PARCEL 

MOTION BY COUNCIL MAN SPIGNARDO 

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MAN HEFT 

That the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor adopt the 
following Resolution: 

WHEREAS, the Town has received an application from SKY-LON* NEW 
WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION for approval of a Planned 
Residential District; and 

WHEREAS, the Town is reviewing acquisition of a portion of the 
property and converting its use to municipal purposes; and 

WHEREAS, the Town has reviewed the Environmental Assessment Form 
submitted by the applicant. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The proposed actions would constitute Type 1 actions 
under the State Environmental Quality Review Act and are subject 
to the provisions of said Act. 

2. The Town Board of the Town of New Windsor hereby 
declares its intention to be lead agency of the review process. 

3. The applicant is hereby directed to provide the 
appropriate notice to all interested parties and to provide to 
this Board proof of such notification. 

ROLL CALL: All Ayes MOTION CARRIED: 5-0 

Town Board Agenda: 04/06/88. 

(TA DAILYDISK #14-040588.SL) 

This is to certify that this document is a true copy 
of same, as filed ijw?HU)ffice. 

Signed: \^£jL> <^7IZ^SJ?~-
Town Clerk 



SKY-LOM STTT TT itT^ ^) 3~<^3 ' J^jf^ 

James Loeb, Esq., came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Loeb: I am here tonight on behalf of Sky-Lom, The Ephiphany Site, 
Henry Shalom whom you know is a principal and developer. You can see 
I am surrounded by Nat Parrish and his troopers but I would like to go 
back and tell everybody where we were the last time I was before you which 
was December 9, 1987. Many of you may recall that, I certainly do with 
warmth and pleasure, most of the wounds have healed. Not all. But since 
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that evening with your guidance and direction we have been meeting 
with the Town Board primarily with the Town Board committee in 
connection with the project. I am certain that all of you are aware 
from the newspaper articles of the ongoing discussions. We have been 
working very closely with the Boards committee. What we are here for 
tonight is to introduce to you the Sky Lom lands which are zoned 
residential and only those lands because they are the lands which are 
proposed to be developed as a PUD. Nat Parish who is our planner is 
here to review the plan with you. We are developing and have developed 
the configuration of the parcel which will and may, we trust will be 
transferred to the Town. The Town board committe has reviewed the 
configuration of that area and have generally found it acceptable. 
What is remaining is the residential area of the Ephiphany site and 
that is the area which incorporates the proposed PUD. What we would 
like to do tonight is review the proposal with you. Also we are seeking 
your acceptance of the proposal in concept form. You know that the 
town board is the agency to whom we must apply for a PUD approval and 
to whom we will be applying for the approval. The Board committee 
thought it appropriate for us to come and visit with you first, generally 
to show you the concept. We will be meeting with the Board starting 
next month on the PUD and SEQRA process. It will be helpful to have 
your approval of the concept so that we are all working in the same 
general direction. Now if we receive PUD status and, of course, being 
optomistic I believe we will, we will be working with this board as 
we go through that and as we come back for subdivision and site plan 
approval so that it will involve both the Town Board and this Board and 
of course the cooperation of Sky Lom. I think it is easier rather than 
to hear, it is easier to see and Nat will go through the Boards with 
you and show you what our proposal looks like for that part of Ephiphany 
which is to be included in the PUD. 

Mr. Parish: It being almost 10:00 and you have a long agenda, I am 
going to try and be brief. I think you have had some review of the 
project and the proposal we are talking about. Just to orient you 
with the map, this is Union Avenue and this is Route 32 and Union 
avenue is on the right. As Jim just pointed out the project and the 
plan before you ha? been revised slightly based upon the inclusion of 
the municipal complex:on and some other comments that we have gotten 
from some of your t-nard members, some town staff, some other town officials 
to reflect some thi ->ey felt would improve the plan. The major change 
of course is the are^ .̂e center of the map which is the old Ephiphany 
college complex itself. has been designated as municipal complex and 
one which would become tn. operty of the Town. The boundaries specificall 
of that parcel, this is a pjL re of the parcel and you have the main 
building and the gym, etc., ii. "-.hat building off to the side. The 
boundaries of that have been, after discussions and refinements, amended 
to where we are today. They are the areas that are blocked out in yellow. 
On the top of the map it would roughly follow the boundary line of the 
existing roadway that comes in and then it would proceed to about 50* 
feet to the edge of the community building and then it would be going down 
the hill about 70 or so feet below the college building itself. Then 
extending to Union Avenue. So that is the site as shown on this map of 
about 9.69 acres. The Town board discussion with their committee has 
suggested the possibility that that municipal complex boundary line 
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might be extended a little further down the hill to include some 
open space. They had wanted to include and Mr. Shalom in the 
discussions wkth them has indicated that he would be amenable to 
considering a further extension down the hill of the property to 
be included. But basically this would be the area that would be 
existing in effect from the Ephiphany residence development and 
become of the Town complex. We have moved the main entry road to 
a point opposite San Giacomo, a suggestion of the town officials 
because of the better site distance and the flatter area at that 
street. Also the fact that we would be at the four way intersection 
and we tend to agree that that is a better entrance from a point of 
view of relating to Union Avenue. Althought it gives us some more 
difficulties in these sites because now we have — once it comes in, 
has enought storage distance to hold the car, but that it would go 
around the area and then join with the old main road. The old 
main entrance would remain as an emergency access for town vehicles, 
emergency vehicles. The main access to the residential site and 
municipal complex would be at Union Avenue which has the best site 
distance. The flattest slope and makes for the easiest access. We 
discussed at the early meeting if there would be a need to be an 
improvement at the intersection, we would make the land available at 
no cost for the widening here and the area which would allow an extra 
left turn, a storage lane and for a right turn lane out and if so, 
at that point that intersection would be broadly widened and we feel 
it would be wise at some point in the future to invision a traffic 
light at this intersection. That would be the main access entrance 
from Union Avenue. It would go around a pond and hook in with the 
existing road or roadway which would be vastly improved which is at 
the top which was the old Ephiphany College entrance road. That 
road would then be extended through the project and would be a loop 
under the utility right of way so that would become one way system. 
At no point in the project do we have any extensive area which there 
isn't any looping for safety. That is the main entrance road for 
Union Avenue and it has several loop sections so that if there is 
a break down somebody can drive around and get in there. The second 
major entrance would be from Route 32 which we would have and 
intersection there as far as we can make it back from the corner so 
that we don't introduce heavy traffic movement at an intersection that 
already has, although it is being improved, we don't want to burden 
that with in and out movement. We managed to move to a point in the 
site and get a second entrance road into the site which would go up 
the hill and connect with the main entrance road from Union Avenue. 
We have this road system and that so we get two accesses and keep 
traffic that wants to go on Route 32 does not have to go through the 
intersection. People coming in that way can go into the site simply. 
We don't have to have people go on Union Avenue if we have one , we 
want to keep as many as possible away from this intersection. Route 
32 frontage we have amended the shopping proposal that we did and 
made it somewhat larger because there was a feeling that the project 
ought to generate more tax revenues and generate less off site traffic 
and fit an adequate amount of retail within it to service the community. 
This is a retail center which was one entrance, exit that it shares 
with the entire development as well as in turn all road systems so 
people can get here from the residential aresa that we are developing 
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without having to go to the local street system. While on the 
subject of circulation, we have worked out what we think is 
going to be a very exciting jogging and physical recreation 
path system which will be, we think, a major feature of the 
development. Just starting at any given point we will start 
it at the shopping area. It climbs up the hill and encircles 
around and goes around the many of the development roads, the 
pond, through the green open space system, loops through a 
portion of the hillside, goes up and down the hill and comes 
back around. So we have a very extensive system in which people 
can jog and kids can ride bicycles on with as few crossings as 
possible with the local streets. We take one section of the 
project area and develop it for 65 single family homes on 
individual lots. The remaining 530 units will be divided roughly 
equally between townhouse clusters which are in three, fours and 
five, we don't have any standard length of them but we try to keep 
them all in small clusters with divisions which are attached town 
houses. In each instance, they are not off our main road system 
but our road system serves as a feeder and then we have a loop, 
little driveway system with parking areas so that we don't have any 
parking or homes actually facing on our major road system. Each 
of these loops back up on a common greenway system which is a joined 
system so we get a really nice continous open space and the edges 
of the project, we have a large buffer which is both topographic 
and landscaped. We do that then the townhouse cluster in this 
section of the area, we also do it in the area around the pond. 
The pond as shown is enlarged from what you see there today. Its 
function will be both aesthetic and it is also a portion of its 
most of the time, would not be underwater. I would serve as a storm 
water over flow area, retention area during a peak storm so that we 
can deal with the problems of potential supply of water in a peak 
storm. We want to make sure we don't get more run off from the 
site as is the condition at the present time. We have another one, 
I might mention, that we are creating another storm water retention 
area in the area near the shopping area just above it at the lowest 
spot we could find. We had, you may remember on the last plan, one 
on each of those. It was felt that having it on a interior site 
would be a little bit better. We have a pond which is servicing 
another drainage area and we have two more here servicing drainage 
areas. Again, where the land slopes down, we are trying to pick up 
the water and hold it. We have not yet had the engineering done. 
Greg Shaw is working on that in terms of the calculations of the 
actual run off. The amount of retention area and the size of it, 
the depth of it, that is the details that will be included in the 
draft environmental statements. When that is ready for presentation 
I know Jim earlier explained the procedure on that. I might add 
also the sewer and water analysis Greg Shaw has been working with 
your town staff and consultants on the capacity, timing, staging; 
what improvements we will have to make to get adequate pressure 
at various points. What again will be presented is the DEIS and 
formal site plan. The sketch plan concept we are not merging that, 
we are connected potentiallyto public water and public sewer and 
questions of getting the right pressure and sizes and that we are 
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cognizant of the need to treat the storm drainage so that we 
don't cause any down stream flooding problems and offsite 
flooding problems. Again, our residential complexes are 265 
townhouses units spread in basically two sites, 65 single family 
detached lots units and about 280 condominium units which are 
basically denser buildings with not necessarily each unit having 
an exterior individualized entrance way. Those are each of the 
buildings and are primarily put on the hillside sloping down 
so they have a pleasant view along the major access system. 
Essentially, we are, I might mention, maintaining and hope to 
landscape the utility right of way so that it becomes and aesthetic 
asset rather than the kind of thing that there is today. Also to 
buffer that from both the community and give a more pleasant view 
from the homes that abute it then they have today. We think we 
can do a very interesting landscaping back drop along the edge 
so as they look across they see nice hedges and buffered area. I 
don't intend really to present to you today architectural designs 
or final treatment, but to give you a kind of concept. We have 
done some sketches of a kind of concept of what we are thinking 
about in the way of a design. This is the shopping center complex. 
We plan to use a lot of brick walks to have a contemporary colonial 
look .and feel about it. Not to have this appear as a total stripped 
shopping center and to give different sizes of the building, to have 
the parking and distinct blocks broken up by planting. We will 
surround the thing up hill with a walk and garden area so it is 
backdropped both pretty for the shopping center people and if they 
are tired they can sit and talk and have a chat in the area above 
and also the people from the community can come down here and sit 
for a while and go shopping. It would be an intersting amenity 
and bring and create a pleasant and nice view so that is the feeling 
we want to get into. This is not intended to be an architectural 
drawing but a concept of the type of drawings that we are look for 
in this area. It is very important itself, it is our front door, 
our sales pitch. It is the thing that people will be looking at 
in the first stage of the process. The whole residential community 
is going to be identified by the quality of the shopping area which 
is the attraction. Adjacent to the main entrance to the development 
is important, this be beautiful and smack of quality because it is 
going to be a long selling program within the site itself and the 
developers are most interested in creating the strongest markets with 
potential that they can. That is the kind of treatment that they 
are planning. To get the feeling of what we are talking about in 
the rest of the areas we are talking the main loop service street, 
no houses fronting on it, driveway kind of loop in each area with 
parking along the edge and individual townhouses broken up, 3, 4, 
or 5 and abutting the green space system. Another feel of the 
thing, the townhouses, the major open space system to the rear is 
a typical complex with a great deal of distance between the back 
of this and that may be 150* to 200' so that kids can come out 
there and play ball and run. But it is not a formal playing field 
that is going to be disruptive to the residents* That basically is 
what I think is kind of an overview and a feel for the sketch concept 
plan we have presented to you. We have also described in that and 
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I have a board if anybody is interested in the traffic analysis. 
We have analyzed the traffic system as I have discussed it. We 
have measured the number of cars that are going through the inter
section and adjacent streets today. We have added to that the 
traffic from our development when it is completed, the traffic from 
some of the adjacent developments which are either under construction 
or under review by your board added that traffic in. Plus we have 
taken a percentage of increase for regional traffic that will 
inevitably add traffic to Route 32 and Union Avenue and analyze 
how those impact the left and right turns and as usual it is the 
left turn that are the most troublesome. In order to move smoothly, 
in order that those intersections, Route 32 and Union Avenue, and 
the traffic along Union Avenue and Route 32, if they are to move 
smoothly then we will need a widening of the street to create a 
separate lane for left turn movement and a separate deceleration 
lane or right turn lane in so that the existing traffic can move 
smoothly through. We also feel that there is going to be a need 
for a new traffic light at Union Avenue entrance to the site and 
at Route 32 entrances to the site. With those improvements our 
analysis is that the traffic will move in peak hours which is all 
our hour analysis are done then smoothly and there will not be any 
breakdown or traffic jams as a result of the development of the 
site. I will say that without those improvements there will be 
delays at the traffic lights. It is important that those improve
ments be installed or the land needed for those widenings would 
be provided by my client at no cost to either the state on Route 
32 or the County on Union Avenue. The reports that we presented 
to you includes projection of the number of school children that 
might be generated based upon accepted averages, what school tax 
revenues will be and a comparison of that. THey actually will be 
slightly lower then those in the report because again we have 
reduced from 650 to 590. I think we, at this point, want to 
emphasize that this is under your review. Jim mentioned at the 
start under your process we are presenting a sketch plan concept 
plan that normally which is required under your ordinance and 
we know that there are a number of unanswered questions that 
will have to be answered in the draft environmental impact state
ment. I have mentioned the drainage which will need to be studied, 
the water. We also have an outstanding question. We have not 
been able to determine where there may be an old cemetary on the 
site. We have heard stories about that and know that some study 
will have to be done to determine where that is and in the event 
that is within a portion of our site, although thus far we have 
not seen any evidence, but that is an issue we will have to address 
one way or another in the draft environmental impact statement. 
If there is a cemetary on the site, we will have to either go into 
some program and recognize that there might be a cemetary there. 
We certainly can't bulldoze it over. We will either set it aside 
or if there is a plan that is better to relocate any of the old 
graves, whatever will make sense in terms of architectual community 
and the people interested in the Cantonment. We will try to speak 
to that. We are cognizant of the fact that before a final site 
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approval could be given for this site we will have to have that 
issue sufficiently researched so that everybody is satisfied that 
we respected that issue. If there are any questions or comments 
please feel free. 

Mr. Scheible: Are any of the internal road systems, I think we 
discussed it before, is there going to be any dedicated town roads 
within the internal structure. 

Mr. Parish: Yes. 

Mr. Scheible: How much of it? 

Mr. Parish: What we plan now as dedicated road is starting at 
the entrace of Union Avenue, we would go in and I am going to 
do it by eyeball. We have a couple of hundred feet entrance way 
and then we will have about 300 or so feet to join the old Ephiphany 
Road and now we are looking at about 1,200* moving along here to 
roughly the right of way intersection. Then I would say probably 
about another 1,400' in the loop road so that the dedication again 
is this street like that and the road coming in from Union Avenue 

goining one. So these two, main access roads, we anticipate 
would "be dedicated. All of the interior loop streets servicing 
the development off the main road, these are main roads and 
there are only several entrances where there are any intersections 
with them, that are directly serving residential developments. 
Those would be streets that would be owned by the community 
association or condominium corporation, whichever in that 
particular instance. It would be maintained throughout by 
them. We still would anticipate that they would have to meet 
the standards so that a fire truck, service vehicle, and so on 
can be serviced by them and are adequate because even though 
they are private, they are still going to be used by municipal 
services. When we get to the site plan, we will dimension those 
so that they meet that standard as far as dedication is concerned. 
We intend that it be this street which will be serving municipal 
complex loop and the street. 

Mr. Edsall: Is there going to be an association that takes care 
of the single residential roadways? 

Mr. Parish: Yes. 

Mr. Scheible: So, those will have their own association. 

Mr. Parish: It is premature, it may be for each section because 
they are going to be built during a percentage of time. This 
area for example, may still be vacant when this area and this 
area are built so that you have Section A, Section B and then 
you have or nay have an overall one as we have. I did mention, 
but we do have intended to have some community facilities, 
central community facilities to toe maintained by everybody. Thus, 
this association vould maintain its internal road system and 
pay dues to overall one for the central facilities, but the 
exact legal configuration of these, they can be either associations 
or corporations. 



Mr. Scheible: I want to see how your dedicated road system is 
going. As a Planning Board, we are always looking for rear 
exits, call them, other exits up in this section right here. 
We are closing what is back up in here by coming up into this 
here. That is 50% of the Cantonment and DiDonato, how far 
is DiDonato going in there or what is their name? Is it Didone 
(phonetic)? As planning Board members, we are always looking 
for another access. I am only helping to eleviate traffic 
coming out here possibly leaving an opening so we are along 
that line for possible exit onto Temple Hill Road. 

Jame Townsend: We do have a map that shows how we are effected 
by the 65 houses. 

Mr. Parish: We don't abutt any other street that we can connect 
to. If the Board would say to us that there is a point at which 
you feel a further street might come throught and want to connect 
with us, we can adjust the plan to put a stub or right of way 
in. 

Mr. Scheible: That is what I am looking for. 

Mr. Parish: We'd have no objections to any revisions along this 
boundary of putting in a stu&if somebody will give us the 
alignment of the stub and reajJdf*£ting the lots so there is 
provisions for a further connection, should the Boerd ever want 
to do it. 

Ms. Townsend: I am from the Cantonment. This is showing you 
how î ew Windsor Cantonment is effected by the 65 houses here. 
Our property here is in red so we do abutt right up against 
here. This area is private houses. I suppose in the future 
there might be access there. However, we are very interested 
in acquirir land in this area.. 

Mr. Parish: Who -wns this land. 

Ms. Townsend: "He Sneddens (phonetic). They own this here. 

Mr.Edsall: You Iways talk to Central Hudson about the 
right of way. 

Mr. George Green: I i. Iready discussed with the Cantonment 
and the principles of Sky m. There is concern of how the houses 
are going to impact on the antonment as far as the proximity. 
Mr. Shalom has indicated to ?e that he is agreeable to doing 
whatever necessary to protect the Cantonment property as far as 
plantings and whatever. 

Mr. Parish: At this point, we haven't developed any landscaping 
plans but we are cognizant of the fact that this area has to be 
treated differently and what we want to do is agree on what kind 
of landscaping buffer protection system you want here. We know 
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you don't want to see clothes lines hanging in the backyards 
of the developments, and we respect that. We will develop 
a landscaping plan in conjunction with you so that we are not 
going to impact this adversely. 

Ms. Townsend: The two major concerns are the visual impact 
and the noise intrusion which is mutual. We fire cannons and 
sometime it would "be interesting for you to come over and 
see what this is and also— 

Mr. Parish: How often do you fire the cannons? 

Ms. Townsend: Daily, sometimes twice a day. 

Mr. Parish: If the State wants to discuss acquisition of the 
portion of the property for open space use he cannot object, "but 
not for more cannons. 

Mr. Loeb: We have got to talk amongst ourselves. You may have 
some questions for us while we are here. 

Mr. Parish: If you are interested and the State is interested 
in acquiescing some of this property, we should get together. 

Mr. Loeh: Our next step is to go to the Town Board. They are 
going to declare themselves, I hope and believe, lead agency 
so that we can start the SEQR process. We are prepared to go 
ahead. We are not asking for anyone to tell us that they want 
a draft environmental impact statement. We are prepared to 
do one. We would hope that in early April, assuming that he 
will be before the Town Board, we can get that process underway. 
We wanted to come in. The Town Board Committee suggested that 
we come in and show you the latest concept plan which is similar 
to the one you saw last year, but is different in that it just 
has the residential area. N^t has been able to work out the 
road pattern so that your interests and the interests of the project 
mesh very nicely. We propose as it is difficult to see, to close 
off all the entrances on Union Avenue that are informally and 
used except for the two open sites, San Giacomo and the main 
entrance which Nat suggested, and the Town has considered for 
emergency and Town vehicles. That will increase the safety for 
the access of the project and informal ones should be closed. 

Mr. Mc Carville: Pertaining to the current pond, you said it was 
going to be expanded, then you said it was going to be dry most 
of the time. 

Mr. Parish; I said some of the expansion areas may be dry 
because it is up higher. 

Mr. Mc Carville: There is water that is going to be there all 
year round? 

Mr. Parish: Yes, my point is is that we are going to be expanding 
it slightly uphill. Now the uphill as we rise slightly up here, 
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this is. not the existing configuration here so we 90 in quite a bit up the hill. 
The existing one is about that size. Some of a ever larger area will not be 
underwater. It will be landscaped. Me are not contemplating any rental units. 

Mr. Loeb: Everything is for sale. These will be larger square footage 
townhouse units. These will have within them in these units smaller units, ones 
and two's, these will be two, three and four. 

Mr. Parish: Frankly, they will be price-ranged differently because the per unit 
price in here will be lower than this price. We expect that the single families 
will be the highest per unit price so we will have a range of pricing that will 
range within the moderate to middle to upper middle price ranges in this part 
of the County. We will have a mix of those price ranges, but as you all 
probably know we are a while away from being ready to sell anything or price 
anything. 

Mr. Loeb: We hope you are please with what we are showing you. It is in line 
with what you asked us to do and we hope to be soon back before you processing 
first the PUD, so you can report back to the Town Board then the site plan and 
then the subdivision approvals. Me realize it is a long walk but we are ready 
to start. 

Mr. Parish: Me are cognizant that there are many details the Board may have 
questions on as time goes on. Thank you. 

Mr. Scheible: Thank you. 

Being that there was no further business to come before the Board, a motion was 
made to adjourn the March 23, 1988 Town of New Mindsor Planning Board meeting by 
Mr. Lander, seconded by Mr. Pagan0 and approved by the Board. 

Respectfully Submitted by/ 

Frances Sullivan 
'Stenographer 



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
21 South Putt Comers Road, New Paltz, New York 12561 

December 1 1 , 1987 

Mr. Henry S c h e l b l e , Chairman 
Town of New Windsor P l a n n i n g Board 
555 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Re: Epiphany College Development 
DEC No: 3348-0206 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

Thank you for providing the conceptual report prepared for the above 
proposed development consisting of a total of 650 residential units and 
60,000 square feet of commercial space. 

As you should be aware, the proposed project is a Type I action under the 
State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR). Accordingly, this requires 
formal coordination to designate a lead agency followed by the circulation 
of the determination of significance. Although the information circulated is 
conceptual and lacks the required Environmental Assessment Form (long form) 
the proposal certainly appears likely that it may have a significant effect 
on the environment. Any final decision in this regard must, of course, await 
the submission of adequate project information and the designation of lead 
agency. 

Although the proposal is in a very preliminary stage, we do suggest that 
the following.potential concerns and/or impacts be appropriately considered 
during the review process: 

- effects of the project on existing services (i.e. water, sewer, 
fire protection, schools etc.). 

- traffic impacts. 

- effects on archeological and/or historic resources on and adjoining 
the site (including the New Windsor Cantonement). 

SB 
Thomas C Jotting 
Commissioner 



Mr. Henry Scheible, ̂ ^irman 
December 14, 1987 
Page two 

- potential visual impacts and associated eff ects on the Hudson 
River corridor. 

We will further our review of these and other important considerations 
as information becomes available. Please let us know, if you need any 
assistance in fulfilling the procedural and substantive requirements of 
the State Environmental Quality Review Act. Thank you. 

Respectfully, 

Ralph Manna, Jr. talph Manna, Jr. 
Regional Permit Administrator 
Region 3 

RMJ/jb 

cc: C. Manfredi 
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Town Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

RE: Our File No. 29,045 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to you on behalf of Sky-Lom New Windsor 
Development Corp., the owner of the former Epiphany property 
located at the intersection of Route 32 and Union Avenue. This 
property is the subject of a PUD application which has been 
submitted to the Town Board. In addition, the applicant and its 
consultants have appeared before the Town Board and the Planning 
Board to present the proposal. 

The applicant requests that a portion of its property be 
rezoned from OLI to R-4 so that it can be incorporated into the 
proposed PUD. On behalf of the applicant, I am presenting to the 
Board a petition in accordance with the provisions of the New 
Windsor Zoning Law together with a check in the amount of $323.75 
for the required filing fees. The applicant will, of course, pay 
all publication fees for the public hearings held in connection 
with the amendment procedure. 

I would appreciate if you would advise me when this matter 
is referred to the New Windsor Planning Board so that I may 
participate in that Board's deliberations. In addition, I would 
ask that the Town Board assume lead agency status in this matter 
so that the SEQR considerations involved in a rezoning can be 
addressed. The applicant will be pleased to prepare such 
documents as may be necessary for the Town to comply with the 
SEQR requirements. 

J . 

JRL/lp 
cc: Mr. Harry Skydell 

Hudson Park Management, Inc. 
Nathaniel J. Parish, P.E. 

13. lsn 
r. - - - " 



PETITION TO THE TOWN BOARD OF THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

The petition of Sky-Lom New Windsor Development Corp. to the 

Town Board of the Town of New Windsor pursuant to the provisions 

of Article X of the Zoning Law of the Town of New Windsor, as set 

forth in Chapter 48 of the Code of the Town of New Windsor prays 

for the following relief: 

1- Petitioner requests that lands owned by the petitioner 

in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange, State of New York, 

consisting of 10.95 acres as shown on the tax maps of the Town of 

New Windsor as Section 4, Block 2, Lot 14.1 be rezoned from OLI 

to R-4. 

2. This parcel is an integral part of the PUD project-

presented by petitioner to the Town Board. The Town of New 

Windsor zoning regulations limit PUD projects to properties in 

residential zones. A prior property owner of the Sky-Lom parcel 

secured a subdivision of the entire Sky-Lom property into two 

lots, one parcel approximately 10.95 acres and the other 

approximately 141 acres. The 10.95 acre parcel was then rezoned 

from R-4 to OLI. It is the 10.95 acre parcel which is the 

subject of this petition and which Sky-Lom seeks to have zoned 

R-4. 

3. Attached to this petition is a copy of the subdivision 

map approved by the Town of New Windsor Planning Board and filed 

in the Orange County Clerk's Office. The parcel which is sought 

to be rezoned shows on that map as Parcel I. 



4. Submitted with the petition is a check to the Town of 

New Windsor in the amount of $323.75 which represents the 

required fee. The petitioner respectfully requests that if this 

matter is referred to the Planning Board for review and report, 

that petitioner be notified of such referral. 

WHEREFORE, your petitioner requests that the relief prayed 

for in this petition be granted and that petitioner's property be 

rezoned from OLI to R-4. 

November /0 , 1987 

Respectfully submitted, 

SKY-LOM OF NEW WINDSOR 
DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

By * vX^^hjA^ 



Palisades Interstate 
Park Commission 
Administration Building 
Bear Mountain, N.Y. 10911 
914 786-2701 

Nash Castro 

Executive Director 

October 22, 1987 

Henry Scheible 
Chairman 
New Windsor Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Dear Mr. Scheible: 

Thank you for sending me the Concept Plan Epiphany College 
site. My office and our regional office at Bear Mountain are reviewing 
it to determine the extent of its impact on this historic site, a 
National Register property. 

Could you advise us as to when it will be presented before 
the Planning Board. 

Thank you for your interest. 

Sincerely, 

a 
E. J. Townsend 
Site Manager 
New Windsor Cantonment 
State Historic Site 

PLANNING BOARQL 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

lifcjtober 15, 1987 

New Windsor Historic Commission 
19 A Causeway Road 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Attn: Planning Director 

subject: Ephipany College Application for Concept Plan 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Gentlemen: 

Please be advised that the town of New Windsor is in receipt of a 
report entitled, Application for Concept Plan Ephipany Site dated 
July 1987. 

The application for this project is presently pending before the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board and your input as to how the 
project may effect your agency will be greatly appreciated. We 
would therefore request that you stop at Town Hall and review a 
copy of the above mentioned report filed at the office of the 
engineer. 

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation in this matter and if 
you should have any additional questions in the interim please 
contact our office. 

HS/lmv 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

October 1, 1987 

New Windsor Cantonment 
P.O. Box 207 
Temple Hill Road 
Vails Gate, New York 12584 

Attn: Kane Townsend, Historic Site Manager 

Subject: Epiphany College application for Concept Plan 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Gentlemen: 

Please find enclosed a report entitled Application for Concept 
Plan Epiphany College Site, dated July 1987 for your preliminary 
review. This application is presently pending before the Town of 
New Windsor Planning Board and your input in regard to how it may 
effect your agency would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation in this matter and if 
you should have any additional questions in the interim please 
call our office. 

Sincerely,; 
—" / / i t -

: Henry/ Scheible //' , / 
Chaikan / W 
New Windsor Planning Board 

HS/lmv 
enc . 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

October 1, 1987 

New York State Department of Transportation 
4 Burnett Blvd 
Poughkeepsie, New York 12603 

Attn: Jeff Wickeri 

Subject: Epiphany College application for Concept Plan 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Gentlemen: 

Please find enclosed a report entitled Application for Concept 
Plan Epiphany College Site, dated July 1987 for your preliminary 
review. This application is presently pending before the Town of 
New Windsor Planning Board and your input in regard to how it may 
effect your agency would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation in this matter and if 
you should have any - additional questions in the interim please 
call our office. 

W^A*/ Scheible 
Chairman 
New Windsor Planning Board 

HS/lmv 
enc. 



TO OF NEW WINDSOR ft 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

October 1, 1987 

Department of Planning & Development 
Orange County 
124 Main Street 
Goshen, New York 10924 

Attn: Peter Garrison 

Subject: Epiphany College application for Concept Plan 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Gentlemen: 

Please find enclosed a report entitled Application for Concept 
Plan Epiphany College Site, dated July 1987 for your preliminary 
review. This application is presently pending before the Town of 
New Windsor Planning Board and your input in regard to how it may 
effect your agency would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation in this matter and if 
you should have any additional questions in the interim please 
call our office. 

Herttry Sjzneible 
Chairman 
New Windsor Planning Board 

HS/lmv 
enc. 



TO^N OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

October 1, 1987 

New York.Department- of Conservation 
21 South Putt Corners Road 
New Paltz, New York 12561 
Goshen, New York 10924 

Attn: Paul Keller 

Subject: Epiphany College application for Concept Plan 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Gentlemen: 

Please find enclosed a report entitled Application for Concept 
Plan Epiphany College Site, dated July 1987 for your preliminary 
review. ... This application is presently pending before the Town of 
New Windsor Planning Board and your input in regard to how it may 
effect your agency would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation in this matter and if 
you should have any additional questions in the interim please 
call our office. 

i sincerely 

Ym^ 
l e A 

New Windsor Planning Board 
<~nax<rman 

HS/lmv 
enc . 



• • 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

April(15 

1763 Henry Reyns 

Chairman New Windsor Planning Board 

Town Hall New Windsor N Y 

Dear Sir: 

Further on my letter of January 20th. 

I have been in touch with Lou Grevas who had been retained by 

the developers of the Epiphany lands. Since talking with him I have learned of the 

change of ownership to new people.I am given to understand he is still advising 

the new owners. I am attaching a letter just sent him explaining a possible way 

to settle the matter once and for all. 

He did state he would urge them to face up to the logical means 

to determine the exact location of any burials and said they should be willing to 

underwrite any costs. This system can read any disturbances in the surface of the 

earth over a period of hundreds of years. I have seen work done successfully on 

sites back 1500 years in Britain. 

This may be the answer to many problems we have had on proving the 

historic values of areas an<3 ĵ y pr0ye to be of great assistance in simplifying the 

work of the Board for years to come. I am sure you share my great concern in the 

preservation of critical sections of our town. 

A detailed survey of the Town is in progress to identify and class

ify the architectural values in New Windsor.The report can be of much value to us all. 

We may be able to use this study to prevent such grave mistakes as the rape of the 

Brewster House as well as more recent construction changes on the same road. 

I am available at any time to be of assistance to the Board. 

Sincerely, ^ 

U TOWN OF NEW WIN0SC8P 
PLANNING BOARD 
RECEIVED <P 

DATE ^ - ^ " ^ ...... ...... ./,;:< 

Donald C.Gordon 
Town Historian 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
-• 555 UNION AVENUE 

NtW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 April 15 1987 

Elias Grevas 

33 Quassaic Ave 

New Windsor N Y 

re: Exploration for grave sites on former Epiphany Lands. 

There seem to be fast changes in ownership on these lands but I 

am informed you are the person still in charge of planning for the owner. 

It is good to be able to work with someone we know. 

As I reported earlier there is a good possibility the whole matter 

could be resolved with the use of electronic equipment. I am listing a reliable 

firm who could do the survey in about one weeks time from a given starting date. 

This would include the report on findings.The recommendation comes from Ed Lenik 

who did considerable digging for the N W Historic Commission last summer. 

The proceedure would be for your client to make the contact and the full arrange

ment direct. The payment for services would be the responsibility of your client. 

I would like to be advised just what steps are taken and when the 

survey will be done so I can observe the proceedure in part. 

C.Gordon fown Historian 

Joel Gessman and Assoc. 

201 E 16th St. 

N Y C 10003 7\ 

ph. 212 473 2259 :. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD j 
RECEIVED f \ 
DATE lV'">-ft'1 
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• 4 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 

(914) 565-8800 

OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISOR 

April 2, 1987 

James R. Loeb, Atty. 
873 Union Ave. 
Newburgh, N. Y. 
12550 

Re: Petition for rezoning 

Dear Jim: 

I am in receipt of your petition for a change of 
zoning for the former Epiphany College property, which 
is being referred to the Planning Board for their action, 
and recommendation to the Town Board. 

Enclosed, please find schedule of fees that should 
accompany the Petition. 

truly yours, 

jap/md 

enc. 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
'PLANNING BOARD 
RECEIVED 
DATE .......-J* J&M 



DRAKE, SOMMERS, LOEB, TARSHIS 8 CATANIA, P.C. 

ATTORNEYS 8 COUNSELLORS AT LAW 

BERNARD J. SOMMERS 
JAMES R. LOEB 
RICHARD J- DRAKE 
STEVEN L TARSHIS 
JOSEPH A. CATANIA, JR. 
RICHARD F. LIBERTH 

OF COUNSEL 

DONALD H. McCANN 
WILLIAM E. CRAIN, P.C.* 

"MEMBER N.Y., MASS. • VT. BARS 

873 UNION AVENUE 
POST OFFICE BOX 1479 

NEWBURGH, NEW YORK. 12550 
TEL. (914) 5 6 4 - 6 2 0 0 

JOSEPH P. FOGARTY 
WALLACE H. MAHAN III** 
KEITH B. ROSE 
JAMES J. CUPERO 
CLEN L. HELLER 
TODD A. KELSON 
RICHARD M. MAHON-* 

••MEMBER N.Y. » FLA. BARS 
•••MEMBER D.C. BAR ONLY 

March 13, 1987 

Town Board 
Town of New Windsor 
Town Hall 
Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 

• ^ M J W M I • ! • • • • , |)l M 

£p*_.4.rd.-£g£ NO tfJT 

12550 

j *L 
T 

S' L 

jlrviTSf t^j- rr^rrj-RE: Our File #29,045 

Dear Board Members: 

I am writing to you in connection with the former Epiphany 
College property in the Town of New Windsor. I have been 
retained by the new owners of the property, Sky-Lorn New Windsor 
Dev. Corp. I have copies of the closing documents in my office 
and have confirmed the fact that my clients are the owners of 
the property. 

I am writing to request that the small portion of the 
property which is presently zoned 0L1 be rezoned to its prior 
zoning classification, R-4. The prior owners and proposed 
developers of the property had requested a rezoning from R-4 to 
OLI in order to carry out the concept which they had for the 
property. My clients wish to emphasize the residential nature 
of the property and to that end would request that the Town 
Board rezone that portion of the property which is shown on the 
tax map as Section 4, Block 2, Lot 14.1 back to R-4. My clients 
envision using the existing improvements on the property either 
for residential purposes as part of their project or for 
recreation purposes and not for the uses which are available in 
the OLI zone. 



/ 

DRAKE, SOMMERS, LOEB, TARSHIS 8 CATANIA, P.C. 

- 2 -

Town Board March 13, 1987 

Please accept this letter as a petition to you made on 
behalf of the property owner for rezoning. Please let me know 
what further documentation, if any, ,j£ou would ̂iike to receive in 
this matter. 

JRL/lp 

cc: J . Tad Seaman, Esq. 

Vferv 

T 
\ 

\ 

/trulV r yours, 

bEB 
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*lsa*E$^* SEWER, HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

TQ/\ y1^ * V-^v^-^y^ for the building or subdivision of 

CL^VCXNCTV^ N-Q&vB, c ̂  has been 

"̂ r-N ^ N *"*£ reviewed by me and is .approved 

disapproved 

If disapproved, please list reason. 

^ ^ ^ ^ z ^ r̂  \ o 
WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

A 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 



WATER?** SEWER, HIGHWAY REVIEW FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision U__ as submitted by 

\ <x̂ l̂ n & WgAmrV for the building or subdivision of 

has been 

reviewed by me and is approved 

disapproved 

If disapproved, please list reason. 

^ f i ^ q meu) rtY\cuM hmes vto^ailJUi (yyuM \>e ^R*|es1ei U ^ ( M e e ^ (Vr 
ovvov To Q2tK\w\eê im^ \avevoiU ~~^0 \\ovses, 

R jaeY Vorenounce bomd ttnus[ W ^ o t o d e A * W Seioey fynairw. 

houses To lYncum Sewey u^e -

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

file:///avevoiU
file:////ovses


TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR s,*„ 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

SITE PLAN APPROVAL 

1763 Epiphany College Grounds - Concept Approval 

The aforementioned site plan or map was reviewed by the Bureau of 
Fire Prevention at a meeting held on 31 March 19 87 

The site plan or map was approved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention. 

\J The site plan or map was disapproved by the Bureau of Fire 
Prevention for the following reason(s). 

T'Te do not approve the conceptual plans, but if opinions are sought r 

for ideas on a site plan, then the following is offered, 

1) An extensive hydrant system would have to be established and 

meet Town Codes. 

2) All roadvrays or drives meet Town Code per road specifications. 

3) All accessible roads have a grade of 7% or less so Vails Hate 

ladder truck can set up and operate. 

4) Multiple entrances and exits also be established. 

If these ideas are followed# it does not mean autpmatic approval wiii 

be given. Actual site plans must be submitted anfl nnnsirtprprl hy 

Bureau of Fire Prevention. 

SIGNED: JiZ^^J J/?*^ 
CHAIRMAN 
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WATERS SEWER, HIGHWAY PREVIEW FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by' 

tjjjjsx{A J for the building or subdivision of 

has been 

reviewed by me and is approved , 

di sappro ved y£<(/J r 
If disapproved, please l i s t reason. 

7U *J)A4MjU£4yc4s j^CtA^t^^pU — Mt^$A*<>fC 

^Atd-jL 
^7* 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 



'•W-! ' i 
^l!a h b i|ng;/'§<5a r d 

'of *eNe# 'Windsor 
555(Uriioh;\Av^nue 
New Windsot< (NY 12550 

(This is a two-sided form) 

Date Received 
Meeting Date ' "-- • - ' 
Public Hearing 
Action Date .• ,-. • -. 
Fees Paid -.•;;' 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN OR 
SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL 

1. Name of Project Epiphany College - Planned Unit Development 

2. Name of Applicant SKY-LOM New Windsor Phone (212) 431-3322 

c/o Hudson PSEJC 1 Mgmt. . Dev. Corp. 
Address 295 Lafayette pfr., 71-h Plnnr. N P W vnrk w_v, I Q Q I ? 

(iStreet No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

3. Owner of Record 

Address 

Phone 

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) 

Nat Parish 
4. Person Preparing Plan par1- sh & w^i n^r , Tnn Phone 

( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

-9003 
Address 555 White P l a i n s Road, Tarrytown, N.Y. 10591 

( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post O f f i c e ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

5. Attorney James R. Loeb, Esq. Phone (914) 56T 

Address 8^3—tfcwren^jienue- P.O. Box 1479 Newburgh, N.Y. 12550 
(Street No. & Name) (Post office) (State) (Zip) 

6. Location: On the West 

fonh at Union Avenue (C.R. #69) 

side_ of Windsor Highway (Route 32) 
"(Street) 

(Direction) 
of 

(Street) 

7. Acreage of Parcel 152.5 + Ac. 8. Zoning District R-4/OL1 

9. Tax Map Designation: Section 4 Block 2 Lot 14.1_& 14.2 

10. This application is for Planned Unit Development ___ 

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a 
special permit concerning this property? No 



If so, list Case No. and Name 

12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership 
Section___ -"••-"•:.-". .. . Block • __; ____ Lot (s) ;_ 

Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates 
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the 
liber and page of each conveyance into the present owner as 
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit 
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract 
owner of the property arid the date the contract of sale was 
executed. 

IN THE EVENT OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all 
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning 
more than five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be 
attached. 

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT ^ 
(Completion required ONLY if applicable) 

COUNTY OP ORANGE 

STATE OP NEW YORK 
S S . : 

flf-efV/2W S^rt£o#*<l b e i n g d u l y s w o r n , d e p o s e s and s a y s 
t h a t he / r e s i d e s a t 4-/ / - 5 ^ Ao<ftMi-e N^fc H-y /oe'C* 
i n t h e C o u n t y of ___^ a n < i S t a t e of __M__ _* '•' ' 
and t h a t he i s ( t h e Owner i n f e e ) of ^<c«. Tf«^ I H>K1—«} ~?r*^ CiW^^, Sk^eJ } 

( O f f i c i a l T i t l e ) -
of t h e C o r p o r a t i o n which i s t h e Owner i n f e e of t h e p r e m i s e s 
d e s c r i b e d i n t h e f o r e g o i n g a p p l i c a t i o n a n d t h a t he h a s a u t h o r i z e d 
• • - /jfe-rVP-w S£j,/<t£en-^ __ _; ; _ _ t o make t h e f o r e g o i n g 
a p p l i c a t i o n f o r S p e c i a l Use A p p r o v a l a s d e s c r i b e d h e r e i n . 

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHEDAHERETO ARE TRUE. 

Sworn b e f o r e me t h i s 

d a y of Ift^JexAS-

(U^ 
N o t a r y P u b l i c 

J*Jtf-#*% 

eO-d 

(Appl 

. vjff _ -£ 
( T i t l e ) 

£:£___ 

; "\ BOBW CAROL DENENBERG 
Notary Public State of New Yor* 

; r ™ T - No. 41-4809771 
r •: -/' U pr.u- Qualified in Queens County 
v •/'%, CorrwhhSioft Expires March 30.1988 

t • 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N. Y. 12550 

General Receipt 

D s ? ^ 
^ s i e . *A) 

11768 
193° 

Received of jbV^A - ^ ^ ^ > C j J ^ ^ ^ s r y ^ g a o - • C j ^ ^ T ) . $ cS**5 *7 oo 

DOLLARS 

For V - S p ^ ^ J J ^ ^ ^ C ^ ^ ' S ^ ) 
DISTRIBUTION: 

FUND 

Q.ULCS^O^CP 

CODE 

"IS? 
AMOUNT 

C\^S-UJTxCS^L>x5tC_^ 
WiUiaaoon Low Book C o . . kochootor. H . Y . 14*69 Title 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N. Y. 12550 

General Receipt _ 11769 

Received of Y ^ y S * vs^a- hS,» ^ crusrr^t^gi.tv^Sl ) V g 

-DOLLARS 

For 
DISTRIBUTION 

FUND 

C ^ ^ - V ^ O ^ 

CODE AMOUNT 
By Ik 

ISA 
Willlaaoon Low Book Co., Kocboowr. N. T. 14*t9 Title 

4i c ^ 
£ C C 

> =5 
*o .is 
i f ) <>• 

DATE 7%?y ^ , /?77 RFCFIPT " a ^ " 
RECEIVED FROM /?K>f V i W / 7 W {A1;/HJ(WL 

v 

Address / ( f ^ V / ^ f c ^ ^ ^ / ' ftt lf*PL ' (MXIM^, f)' Y- / 

X ^ > / W i ^ J ? f f i « 9 ^ • - ^ _ DOLLARS $ X ^ 
W70L 
(Do 

ACCOUNT 
BEGINNING 
BALANCE 
AMOUNT 
FAID 
BALANCE 

?ffl 
7& 

CO 
Ok 

. 

HOW PAID 
CASH 

CHECK 

MONEY ... .=_:-:..--

DATE. W/7$f. RECEIPT N . U ! M B E R 

RECEIVED FROM 
r 7 1 / 
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C>Q<3tN^£>c2 ^> 

CODE AMOUNT 

%«5«-
By Vo**^s^ & . T Cn>>1Nj^aJtyjS^rv 

ry^eruL^rxClSsOxSC^ 
Oillt—ii mi Urn • • • * Ce.. BachMtor. M. T. M M * T i t l e 

i > \ 

r*-*^, 

^7?-
p̂  
W^ 

General Receipt H769 

Received of V<rks^>xvs^Vv * ^ crucxTNa^aJt^Sl y \ g r u ^ c \ C I ^ k x ^ - < $ I S ) ^ < ° o 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, N. Y. 12550 

For ?\b &\^V$*>^*^^ fe^5^^ j) 
DISTRIBUTION. 

By % , 

tet 
mil l lmi i i Law a»fc Co.. l i c h H l H . K. Y. 14**f Title 

il 

§ £ m .S 
wn 

I 

DATE ^ y 'jj(-/997 RECEIPT 
RECEIVED FROM 

- Address 

/t>Q DOLLARS 

FOR (MdLtfaij/ %QC/IAAJ Mn J4C& p6w~' 

N U M B E R 

90 Si 

%7S0-0Q 

ACCOUNT 
BEGINNING 
BALANCE 
AMOUNT 
RMD -
BALANCE , 

2W 
7& 

a* 
ot 

HOW PAID 
CASH 

CHECK 

MONtY.. . : < _ . -
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^ » 

f A 

. : ' i | - - ; : : ; : : ^ B: E R 

RECEIVED FROM 

l^j^^Y:- Wv/ 
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•-A•.',-. '• ,u.-. 

-££> 
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STORM WATER MANAGEMENT REPORT 

RETAIL CENTER 

FOR 

RPA ASSOCIATES. LLC 

WINDSOR HIGHWAY TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

SHAW ENGINEERING 
744 Broadway 

Newburgh, N.Y. 12550 

July 24, 1998 
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INTRODUCTION 

This report presents an analysis of the hydrologic and hydraulic conditions found at the 
site of the proposed Retail Center for RPA Associates, LLC in the Town of New 
Windsor, New York. The subject project is located in the southwestern quadrant of the 
Union Avenue, Windsor Highway (NYS Route 32) intersection, 1.6 miles north of NYS 
Route 94. The proposed site improvements will include the construction of 5 retail 
buildings totaling 79,050 S.F. with associated realty improvements including access 
drives, parking areas, utilities, and storm water management facilities. 

The site of the proposed development is situated in the upper region of a watershed 
that discharges to the Hudson River through a minor tributary. (Refer to following 
Location Map) To study watershed runoff, a hydrologic model of the site and the 
upgradient watershed has been developed using procedures outlined in the Soil 
Conservation's Technical Release TR-55, "Urban Hydrology for Small Watersheds", 
June 1986. TR-55 data was used in conjunction with Haestad Method's "Quick TR-55" 
and "POND-2" software to generate peak runoff rates and hydrographs for analysis of 
pre- and post-development conditions. 

HYDROLOGIC ANALYSIS OF PRE-PEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS 

PROCEDURE 

The watershed area that drains through the site encompasses the Retail Center site in 
its entirety and a portion of the Epiphany Middle School. This area is designated as 
Subarea No. I and contains a total of 41.1 acres. The limits of this Subarea has been 
indicated on the Pre-Development Drainage Plan to provide an accurate analysis of 
pre-development runoff rates. The vegetative cover of the watershed area consists of 
brush and second growth forest. 

Peak discharges for Subarea I were determined by the Soil Conservation Service TR-
55 methodology which considers rainfall events with 24 hour durations. The total 
rainfall amounts follow a synthetic distribution based on National Weather Service 
duration frequency data. The subject watershed analysis is based on a Type III Storm 
representing the spatial distribution of rainfall in the Atlantic Coastal Region. Twenty 
four hour rainfall amounts were obtained from the maps provided in the Appendices of 
the TR-55 Manual and are as follows: 
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FREQUENCY (years) RAINFALL AMOUNT (inches) 
5 4.5 

10 5.5 
25 6.0 
50 7.0 

Runoff Curve Numbers and Times of Concentration for this subarea were also 
determined by procedures outlined in TR-55. The Orange County Soils Maps were 
used in conjunction with the Pre-Development Drainage Plan, and on-site investigations 
were performed to determine drainage areas, soil categories, and vegetative cover 
which were used in the calculation of existing condition Runoff Curve Numbers. The 
critical runoff path for the subarea was determined through the field investigations with 
available topographic mapping. Times of Concentration were calculated along each 
critical path to determine peak runoff rates at chosen study points. 

PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE PATTERNS 

Subarea I encompasses 41.1 acres and consists of the project site and a small off-site 
area of the Epiphany Middle School. The studied drainage areas is bounded by Union 
Avenue to the northeast, Windsor Highway to the southeast, and the watershed 
drainage divide to the northwest and southeast. Topography within this area consists 
of a relatively uniform slope with a total change in grade of 178 feet. Runoff flows 
overland to the bottom of the slope at the edge of Windsor Highway. This runoff then 
enters into the existing highway drainage system which leads to a 36-inch RCP storm 
sewer under the Windsor Highway, Union Avenue intersection. 

PRE-DEVELOPMENT PEAK RUNOFF RATES 

Appendix "A" of this report contains "Quick TR-55" worksheets outlining the calculation 
of Runoff Curve Numbers, Times of Concentration, and peak runoff rates for pre-
development conditions. The Pre-Development Plan depicts subarea delineations, soil 
categories, and Time Of Concentration paths used in the calculation of these 
parameters. 

Following is a summary table of peak runoff rates from Subarea I for storms having 
return frequencies of 5, 10, 25, and 50 years: 

STORM FREQUENCY PRE-DEVELOPMENT DISCHARGE 

5 YR 36 CFS 
10 YR 55 CFS 
25 YR 66 CFS 
50 YR 87 CFS 



HYDROLOGIC ANALYSIS OF POST-DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS 

PROCEDURES 

Procedures for the determination of post-development runoff are similar to the 
procedures described for pre-development conditions. Alterations to the pre-
development watershed model to reflect site development include adjustments to 
hydrologic subareas, Runoff Curve Numbers and Times of Concentration. The 
character of the contributing drainage area will be altered by the construction of the 
proposed retail center and appurtenant site improvements. Impervious areas such as 
parking areas, roofs, and sidewalks infiltrate less rainfall than most natural ground 
covers and, due to their smooth surfaces, generally accelerate runoff. These factors 
combine to increase storm water discharge rates subsequent to construction. 

Mitigation of storm water runoff impacts can be achieved through the implementation of 
storm water management practices. The storm water management facility chosen for 
this site consists of an open detention pond which will collect on-site and off-site runoff, 
detain, and release it into downstream drainage systems. The total combined 
discharge rate from the site and the detention pond will not exceed levels of runoff 
draining from the site under existing conditions. 

Contributing drainage areas were subdivided into 4 subareas to facilitate the analysis of 
the proposed storm water management facility. Subareas can be seen on the attached 
Post-Development Plan and consist of the following: 

Subarea IA - This subarea is west of the Retail Center and flows to the detention 
pond by overland flow. This subarea encompasses a total of 24.6 acres 

Subarea IB - This subarea represents the westerly portion of the developed 
Retail Center that flows to the detention pond by storm sewer. This subarea 
encompasses a total of 6.1 acres 

Subarea II - This subarea represents the southeasterly portion of the developed 
Retail Center that flows directly to Windsor Highway without detention. This 
subarea encompasses a total of 6.1 acres 

Subarea III - This subarea represents the northwesterly portion of the upland 
area that flows to Union Avenue without detention. This subarea encompasses 
a total of 4.3 acres 

Post-Development Runoff Curve Numbers were generated using appropriate soil 
categories with grassed or impervious surfaces as anticipated for the site development. 
Vegetative cover for off-site areas remains as noted for pre-development conditions. 



Composite Runoff Curve Number calculations for each subarea under post-
development conditions are outlined in Appendix "B". 

POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE PATTERNS 

Overland storm water runoff from Subarea IA will be collected by a new swale (grass 
and rip-rap) and will discharge to the new detention pond. Storm water runoff from 
Subarea IB will be collected by the storm sewer system of the Retail Center and will 
also discharge to the new detention pond. After being routed through the detention 
pond, the storm water of these two subareas will flow to the intersection of Union 
Avenue and Windsor Highway via the new 36-inch storm sewer along Windsor 
Highway. 

Stormwater generated by Subarea II will be collected by the storm sewer system on the 
southeasterly portion of the site and will flow to the above referenced intersection via 
the 36-inch storm sewer. Stormwater generated by Subarea III will flow along the edge 
of pavement of Union Aveue to the its intersection with Windsor Highway. 

ANALYSIS - PROPOSED DETENTION POND 

The detention pond proposed for the Retail Center consists of a wet pond in the 
southwest corner of the development. The detention pond will collect runoff from 
Subareas IA and IB which includes the upgradient off-site areas. Runoff from these 
contributing drainage areas will be held within the pond and released at a regulated rate 
through a controlled outlet consisting of a 18-inch diameter orifice and a 4.0 foot wide 
rectangular weir. 

The table below summarizes the detention pond performance characteristics. 

DETENTION POND PERFORMANCE 

Pond Bottom Elevation = Elev. 268.00 
Berm Top Elevation = Elev. 278.50 
Water Surface Elevation = Elev. 270.50 

Maximum Storage =1.5 Acre-Feet 
Outlets =18" Dia. Orifice @ El 270.50 and 

4.0 L.F. Weir @ El 273.50 



STORM 
FREQUENCY 

5YR 
10 YR 
25 YR 
50 YR 

PEAK 
INFLOW 

32CFS 
47CFS 
55GFS 
72CFS 

PEAK 
OUTFLOW 

21 7 CFS 
37.2 CFS 
44.6 CFS 
61.7 CFS 

MAXIMUM 
STAGE 

EL 274.1 
EL 274.9 
EL 275.2 
EL 275.8 

Upon exiting the detention basin, the outflow hydrograph combines with the runoff 
hydrographs from Subareas II and III. The sum of these hydrographs, presented in 
Appendix "B", represents the total runoff from the site under post-development 
conditions. 

SUMMARY 

The following table represents the peak runoff rates from composite hydrographs for a 
range of storm frequencies under pre- and post-development conditions. 

STORM 
FREQUENCY 

5YR 
10 YR 
25 YR 
50 YR 

PEAK RUNOFF 
PRE-DEVELOPMENT 

Subarea I 

36 CFS 
55 CFS 
66 CFS 
87 CFS 

PEAK RUNOFF 
POST-DEVELOPMENT 
Detained Subareas IA, IB, 
and Subareas II & III 

33.6 CFS 
46.2 CFS 
53.6 CFS 
73.7 CFS 

DEVELOPMENT 
IMPACT 

- 2.4 CFS 
- 8.8 CFS 

-12.4 CFS 
-13.7 CFS 

As demonstrated by the table and the analyses presented herein, a detention facility 
can be successfully incorporated into the proposed Retail Center For RPA Associates 
LLC to reduce post-development peak runoff rates to a level equal to or less than 
existing condition peak discharges. 

In summary, the post-development drainage patterns will remain unchanged from the 
pre-development conditions. Runoff from the project site and upstream drainage areas 
will continue to contribute flow to the intersection of Windsor Highway and Union 
Avenue at a rate less than or equal to that experienced under existing conditions. 



APPENDIXA 

PRE-DEVELOPED CONDITIONS 



RUNOFF CURVE NUMBERS 

AND 

TIMES OF CONCENTRATION 



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 09:22:49 07-17-1998 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions Cn's 

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER DATA 

Composite Area: Subarea I 

AREA CN 
SURFACE DESCRIPTION (acres) 

C Soil: woods-good 14.40 70 
C Soil: brush-good 25.50 65 
C Soil: lawn-fair 1.20 79 

COMPOSITE AREA > 41.10 67.2 ( 67 ) 



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 09:30:05 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\pre\PREDEV.TCT 

SUMMARY SHEET FOR Tc or Tt COMPUTATIONS 
(Solved for Time using TR-55 Methods) 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea descr. Tc or Tt Time (hrs) 

Subarea I Tc 0.45 
Subarea I Tt 0.08 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/pre/PREDEV.TCT


Grass 

ft 
in 

ft/ft 

0.2400 
175.0 
3.500 
0.0200 

Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 09:30:05 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\pre\PREDEV.TCT 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea I 

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 
Segment ID A to B 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 3 00) 
Two-yr 24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T = hrs 0.36 = 0.36 
0.5 0.4 

P2 * s 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID B to C C to D 
Surface (paved or unpaved)? Unpaved Unpaved 
Flow length, L ft 125.0 1605.0 
Watercourse slope, s ft/ft 0.0600 0.1000 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) ft/s 3.9521 5.1022 
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.01 + 0.09 = 0.10 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a sq.ft 0.00 
Wetted perimeter, Pw ft 0.00 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw ft 0.000 
Channel slope, s ft/ft 0.0000 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 0.0000 

2/3 1/2 
1.49 • r * s 

V = ft/s 0.0000 

n 

Flow length, L ft 0 

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.00 = 0.00 

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.45 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/pre/PREDEV.TCT


ft 
in 

ft/ft 

0.0000 
0.0 

0.000 
0.0000 

Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 09:30:05 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\pre\PREDEV.TCT 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Tt COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea I 

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 
Segment ID 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) 
Two-yr 24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T = hrs 0.00 = 0.00 
0 . 5 0 . 4 

P2 * s 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID D to E 
Surface (paved or unpaved)? Unpaved 
Flow length, L ft 250.0 
Watercourse slope, s ft/ft 0.0080 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) ft/s 1.4431 
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.05 = 0 . 0 5 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a 
Wetted perimeter, Pw 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw 
Channel slope, s 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 

ft/s 5.5351 

ft 710 

hrs 0.04 = 0 . 0 4 

sq.ft 
ft 
ft 

ft/ft 

E to F 
1.77 
4.71 
0.376 
0.0086 
0.0130 

2/3 
1.49 * r *. 

\7 

n 

Flow length, L 

T = L / (3600*V) 

1/2 
s 

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.08 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/pre/PREDEV.TCT


PEAK RUNOFF RATES 

AND 

RUNOFF HYDROGRAPHS 



Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: -> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

41.10 67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.40 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

<<<< 

Runoff Ia/p 
(in) input/used 

4.50 | 1.46 1.22 .22 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 41.10 acres or 0.06422 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 36 cfs 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values 
Tc * Tt 
(hr) (hr) 

0.45 0.08 

Rounded Values Ia/p 
Tc * Tt Interpolated 
(hr) (hr) (Yes/No) 

0.40 0.10 Yes 

Ia/p 
Messages 

--

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\l-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea (cfs) (hrs) 

Subarea-I 36 12.6 

Composite Watershed 36 12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
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Quick TR-55 Version: 5.4 6 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: -> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\l .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

1 

1 

11.9 
hr 

2 

2 

12.0 
hr 

3 

3 

12.1 
hr 

4 

4 

12.2 
hr 

8 

8 

12.3 
. hr 

14 

14 

12.4 
hr 

24 

24 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

33 

33 

12.6 
hr 

36 

36 

12.7 
hr 

36 

36 

12.8 
hr 

31 

31 

13.0 
hr 

21 

21 

13.2 
hr 

14 

14 

13.4 
hr 

10 

10 

13.6 
hr 

8 

8 

13.8 
hr 

7 

7 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

7 

7 

14 .3 
hr 

6 

6 

14.6 
hr 

5 

5 

15.0 
hr 

5 

5 

15.5 
hr 

4 

4 

16.0 
hr 

4 

4 

16.5 
hr 

3 

3 

17.0 
hr 

3 

3 

17.5 
hr 

3 

3 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

0 

Total (cfs) 2 2 2 1 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/l
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Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: . Page .1 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR - 5 5 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

>>>> Input Parameters 

Subarea AREA 
Description (acres) 

Subarea-I 41.10 

CN 

67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.40 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

5.50 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

2.16 

la/p 
input/used 

1.18 .18 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area = 41.10 acres or 0.06422 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 55 cfs 

>>>> 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Comput 

Input 
Tc 
(hr) 

0.45 

er Modifications ( 

Values 
* Tt 
(hr) 

0.08 

Rounded 
Tc 
(hr) 

0.40 

Df Input Parameters <<<<< 

Values la/p 
* Tt Interpolated 
(hr) (Yes/No) 

0.10 Yes 

la/p 
Messages 

--

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
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Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24.hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea (cfs) (hrs) 

Subarea-I 55 12.6 

Composite Watershed 55 12.6 

http://24.hr
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

2 

2 

11.3 
hr 

2 

2 

11.6 
hr 

3 

3 

11.9 
hr 

4 

4 

12.0 
hr 

5 

5 

12.1 
hr 

8 

8 

12.2 
hr 

13 

13 

12.3 
hr 

22 

22 

12.4 
hr 

36 

36 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

. hr 

49 

49 

12.6 
hr 

55 

55 

12.7 
hr 

54 

54 

12.8 
hr 

48 

48 

13.0 
hr 

32 

32 

13.2 
hr 

21 

21 

13.4 
hr 

15 

15 

13.6 
hr 

12 

12 

13.8 
hr 

10 

10 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

9 

9 

14.3 
hr 

8 

8 

14.6 
hr 

7 

7 

15.0 
hr 

7 

7 

15.5 
hr 

6 

6 

16.0 
hr 

5 

5 

16.5 
hr 

4 

4 

17.0 
hr 

4 

4 

17.5 
hr 

3 

3 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: — > E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) . 

41.10 67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.40 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Hydrograph <<<< 

Precip. 
(in) 

Runoff 
(in) 

6.00 | 2.53 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.16 .16 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 41.10 acres or 0.06422 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 66 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-I 0.45 0.08 0.40 0.10 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\l .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-I 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

66 

66 

(hrs) 

12.6 

12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/l
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Quick TR-55 Version: 5.4 6 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

2 

2 

11.3 
hr 

3 

3 

11.6 
hr 

4 

4 

11.9 
hr 

6 

6 

12.0 
hr 

7 

7 

12.1 
hr 

10 

10 

12.2 
hr 

16 

16 

12.3 
hr 

26 

26 

12.4 ' 
hr 

42 

42 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

58 

58 

12.6 
hr 

66 

66 

12.7 
hr 

65 

65 

12.8 
hr 

57 

57 

13.0 
hr 

38 

38 

13.2 
hr 

24. 

24 

13.4 
hr 

17 

17 

13.6 
hr 

14 

14 

13.8 
hr 

12 

12 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

11 

11 

14.3 
hr 

9 

9 

14.6 
hr 

8 

8 

15.0 
hr 

8 

8 

15.5 
hr 

7 

7 

16.0 
hr 

6 

6 

16.5 
hr 

5 

5 

17.0 
hr 

4 

4 

17.5 
hr 

4 

4 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/PRE/I-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: — > E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

>>>> 

• Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

41.10 

CN 

67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.40 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

7.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

3.31 

la/p 
input/used 

1.14 .14 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area = 41.10 acres or 0.06422 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 87 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values la/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-I 0.45 0.08 0.40 0.10 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
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Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\l .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea (cfs) (hrs) 

Subarea-I 87 12.6 

Composite Watershed 87 12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/l
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.4 6 S/N Page 3 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 09:32:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\PRE\I-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Pre-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: I 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

3 

3 

11.3 
hr 

4 

4 

11.6 
hr 

6 

6 

11.9 
hr 

8 

8 

12.0 
hr 

11 

11 

12.1 
hr 

15 

15 

12.2 
hr 

22 

22 

12.3 
hr 

35 

35 

12.4 
hr 

55 

55 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

77 

77 

12.6 
hr 

87 

87 

12.7 
hr 

86 

86 

12.8 
hr 

76 

76 

13.0 
hr 

50 

50 

13.2 
hr 

32 

32 

13.4 
hr 

22 

22 

13 .6 
hr 

17 

17 

13.8 
hr 

15 

15 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

14 

14 

14.3 
hr 

12 

12 

14.6 
hr 

11 

11 

15.0 
hr 

10 

10 

15.5 
hr 

9 

9 

16.0 
hr 

7 

7 

16.5 
hr 

6 

6 

17.0 
hr 

5 

5 

17.5 
hr 

5 

5 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-I 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

0 

Total (cfs) 4 4 3 3 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/PRE/I
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APPENDIX B 

POST-DEVELOPED CONDITIONS 



RUNOFF CURVE NUMBERS 

AND 

TIMES OF CONCENTRATION 



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 10:39:45 07-17-1998 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions Cn's 

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER SUMMARY 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea IA 
Subarea IB 
Subarea II 
Subarea III 

Area 
(acres) 

24.60 
6.10 
6.10 
4.30 

CN 
(weighted) 

67 
87 
91 
71 



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 10:39:45 07-17-1998 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions Cn's 

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER DATA 

Composite Area: Subarea IA 

SURFACE DESCRIPTION 

C Soil: woods-good 
C Soil: brush-good 
C Soil: lawn-fair 

AREA 
(acres) 

8.20 
15.20 
1.20 

CN 

70 
65 
79 

COMPOSITE AREA > 24.60 67.3 ( 67 ) 

Composite Area: Subarea IB 

SURFACE DESCRIPTION 

C Soil: bldg, pavement 
C Soil: woods-good 
C soil: brush-good 
C Soil: lawn-good 

COMPOSITE AREA 

AREA 
(ac res ) 

3 . 7 0 
0 . 2 0 
1 .00 
1 .20 

CN 

98 
70 
65 
74 

6.10 87.0 ( 87 ) 

Composite Area: Subarea II 

SURFACE DESCRIPTION 

C Soil: bldg, pavement 
C Soil: lawn-good 

AREA 
(acres) 

4.20 
1.90 

CN 

98 
74 

COMPOSITE AREA > 6.10 90.5 ( 91 ) 



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 10:39:45 07-17-1998 

Composite Area: Subarea III 

AREA CN 
SURFACE DESCRIPTION (acres) 

C Soil: woods-good 1.00 70 
C Soil: brush-good 1.06 65 
C Soil: lawn-good 2.24 74 

COMPOSITE AREA -~~> 4.30 70.9 ( 71 ) 



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 17:53:55 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POSTDEV.TCT 

SUMMARY SHEET FOR Tc or Tt COMPUTATIONS 
(Solved for Time using TR-55 Methods) 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea descr. 

Subarea IA 
Subarea IB 
Subarea II 
Subarea III 
Subarea III 

Tc or 

Tc 
Tc 
Tc 
Tc 
Tt 

Tt Time (hrs) 

0.59 
0.29 
0.11 
0.10 
0.03 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POSTDEV.TCT


Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 17:53:55 07-17-1998 e: \pondpack\rpa\post\POSTDEV. TCT 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea IA 

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 
Segment ID 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) 
Two-yr,24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T = 

0.5 0.4 
P2 * s 

Grasi 

ft 
in 

ft/ft 

A to B 
s 
0.2400 
175.0 
3.500 
0.0200 

B to C 
Grass 
0.2400 
125.0 
3.500 

0.0600 

hrs 0.36 0.18 = 0.53 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID 
Surface (paved or unpaved)? 
Flow length, L 
Watercourse slope, s 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) 
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) 

ft 
ft/ft 

ft/s 

hrs 

C to D 
Unpaved 
1000.0 
0.1205 

5.6008 

0.05 = 0.05 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a 
Wetted perimeter, Pw 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw 
Channel slope, s 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 

1.49 
2/3 

r * 
1/2 

V = 
n 

Flow length, L 

T = L / (3600*V) 

sq.ft 
ft 
ft 

ft/ft 

D to E 
6.50 
9.39 
0.692 
0.0852 
0.0330 

ft 

hrs 

,̂T=»-"«a-Â » cw^-^fc*-

ft/s %10.3131 

440 

0.01 = 0.01 

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.59 

file:///pondpack/rpa/post/POSTDEV


Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 17:53:55 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POSTDEV.TCT 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea IB 

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 
Segment ID 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) 
Two-yr,24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T = 

0.5 0.4 
P2 * s 

A to B 
Woods,Lt.Br 

0.4000 
ft 
in 

ft/ft 

hrs 

140.0 
3.500 
0.1077 

0.23 

B to C 
Grass 
0.2400 

35.0 
3.500 
0.4000 

0.03 = 0.26 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID 
Surface (paved or unpaved)? 
Flow length, L 
Watercourse slope, s 

ft 
ft/ft 

C to D 
Paved 
50.0 

0.0200 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) 
where: Unpaved Csf - 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) 

ft/s 

hrs 

2.8748 

0.00 = 0.00 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a 
Wetted perimeter, Pw 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw 
Channel slope, s 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 

1.49 
2/3 

r * 
V = 

1/2 

sq.f t 
ft 
ft 

ft/ft 

D to E 
1.77 
4.71 
0.376 

0.0100 
0.0120 

ft/s 6.4661 

^r**&*J*4C \e;fr(F£ -*UM-

n 

Flow length, L 

T = L / (3600*V) 

ft 

hrs 

670 

0.03 = 0.03 

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.29 

file:///pondpack/rpa/post/POSTDEV


Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 17:53:55 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POSTDEV.TCT 

A To B 
Pavement 

ft 
in 

ft/ft 

0.0110 
300.0 
3.500 
0.0280 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea II 

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 
Segment ID 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) 
Two-yr-24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T = hrs 0.04 = 0 . 0 4 
0.5 0.4 

P2 * s 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID B' to C . ' 
Surface (paved or unpaved)? Paved 
Flow length, L ft 205.0 
Watercourse slope, s ft/ft 0.0044 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) ft/s 1.3484 
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.04 = 0 . 0 4 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID C to D i & V ^ - ^ ^ 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a sq.ft 1.77 A S £ o M t ° l 

Wetted perimeter, Pw 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw 
Channel slope, s 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 

2/3 1/2 
1.49 * r * s 

V = 

n 

Flow l e n g t h / L 

T = L / (3600*V) h r s 0.03 = 0 .03 

sq.ft 
ft 
ft 

ft/ft 

C to D 
1.77 
4.71 
0.376 
0.0114 
0.0120 

t/s 

ft 

hrs 

6.9039 

670 

0.03 

TOTAL TIME ( h r s ) 0 . 1 1 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POSTDEV.TCT


Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 17:53:55 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POSTDEV.TCT 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea III 

A To B 
SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 

Segment ID 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) 
Two-yr. 24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T = __. 

0.5 0.4 
P2 * s 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID 
Surface (paved or unpaved) ? 
Flow length, L 
Watercourse slope, s 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) 
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) 

Grass 

ft 
in 

ft/ft 

0.0240 
300.0 
3.500 
0.1033 

hrs 

ft 
ft/ft 

ft/s 

hrs 

0.05 

B To C 
Unpaved 

530.0 
0.0981 

5.0535 

0.03 

= 0.05 

C to D 
Paved 
505.0 
0.0653 

5.1946 

0.03 = 0.06 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a 
Wetted perimeter, Pw 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw 
Channel slope, s 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 

1.49 
2/3 

r * 
1/2 

V = 
n 

Flow length, L 

T = L / (3600*V) 

sq.f t 
ft 
ft 

ft/ft 

0.00 
0.00 
0.000 

0.0000 
0.0000 

ft/s 0.0000 

ft 0 

hrs 0.00 = 0.00 

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.10 

file:///pondpack/rpa/post/POSTDEV


ft 
in 

ft/ft 

0.0000 
0.0 

0.000 
0.0000 

Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N: 
Executed: 17:53:55 07-17-1998 e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POSTDEV.TCT 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Tt COMPUTATIONS FOR: Subarea III 

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only) 
Segment ID 
Surface description 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 
Flow length, L (total < or = 300! 
Two-yr.24-hr rainfall, P2 
Land slope, s 

0.8 
.007 * (n*L) 

T - h r s o.OO = 0.00 
0.5 0.4 

P2 * s 

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW 
Segment ID D to E 
Surface (paved or unpaved)? Paved 
Flow length, L ft 640.0 
Watercourse slope, s ft/ft 0.0672 

0.5 
Avg.V = Csf * (s) ft/s 5.2697 
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345 

Paved Csf = 20.3282 

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.03 = 0.03 

CHANNEL FLOW 
Segment ID 
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a 
Wetted perimeter, Pw 
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw 
Channel slope, s 
Manning's roughness coeff., n 

2/3 1/2 
1.49 * r - * s 

V = ft/s 0.0000 

n 

Flow length, L ft 0 

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.00 = 0 . 0 0 

sq.ft 
ft 
ft 

ft/ft 

0.00 
0.00 

0.000 
0.0000 
0.0000 

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.03 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POSTDEV.TCT


PEAK RUNOFF RATES 

AND 

RUNOFF HYDROGRAPHS 



Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

24.60 67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.50 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

4.50 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

1.46 

la/p 
input/used 

1.22 .22 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area = 24.60 acres or 0.03844 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 21 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values la/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IA 0.59 0.00 0.50 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: — > E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IA 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

21 

21 

(hrs) 

12.6 

12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.4 6 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

0 

0 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

1 

1 

11.9 
hr 

1 

1 

12.0 
hr 

2 

2 

12.1 
hr 

3 

3 

12.2 
hr 

5 

5 

12.3 
hr 

8 

8 

12.4 
hr 

14 

14 , 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

19 

19 

12.6 * 
hr 

21 

21 

12.7 
hr 

20 

20 

12.8 
hr 

18 

18 

13.0 
hr 

13 

13 

13.2 
hr 

9 

9 

13.4 
hr 

6 

6 

13.6 
hr 

5 

5 

13.8 
hr 

4 

4 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

14 .0 
hr 

4 

4 

14.3 
hr 

4 

4 

14.6 
hr 

3 

3 

15.0 
hr 

3 

3 

15.5 
hr 

3 

3 

16.0 
hr 

2 

2 

16.5 
hr 

2 

2 

17.0 
hr 

2 

2 

17.5 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 1 1 1 1 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

24.60 67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.50 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

5.50 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

2.16 

la/p 
input/used 

1.18 .18 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area - 24.60 acres or 0.03844 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 32 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values la/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IA 0.59 0.00 0.50 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph f il-e: - - > E: \PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-10 . HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IA 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

32 

32 

(hrs) 

12.6 

12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file:///PONDPACK/RPA/POST/


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: — > E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

2 

2 

11.9 
hr 

3 

3 

12.0 
hr 

4 

4 

12.1 
hr 

5 

5 

12.2 • 
hr 

9 

9 

12.3 
hr 

14 

14 

12.4 
hr 

22 

22 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

30 

30 

12.6 
hr 

32 

32 

12.7 
hr 

31 

31 

12.8 
hr 

27 

27 

13.0 
hr 

18 

18 

13.2 
hr 

12 

12 

13.4 
hr 

9 

9 

13.6 
hr 

7 

7 

13.8 
hr 

6 

6 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

6 

6 

14.3 
hr 

5 

5 

14.6 
hr 

4 

4 

15.0 
hr 

4 

4 

15.5 
hr 

4 

4 

16.0 
hr 

3 

3 

16.5 
hr 

3 

3 

17.0 
hr 

2 

2 

17.5 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-IA 0 

Total (cfs) 2 2 1 1 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file:///PONDPACK/RPA/POST/


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR - 5 5 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

24.60 67.0 

Used to 

. Tc 
(hrs) 

0.50 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

6.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

2.53 

la/p 
input/used 

1.16 .16 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area =24.60 acres or 0.03844 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 3 8 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values la/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IA 0.59 0.00 0.50 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: - - > E: \PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-2 5. HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IA 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

38 

38 

(hrs) 

12.6 

12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-5 5 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 .17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

2 

2 

11.6 
hr 

2 

2 

11.9 
hr 

4 

4 

12.0 
hr 

5 

5 

12.1 
hr 

7 

7 

12.2 
hr 

11 

11 

12.3 
hr 

18 

18 

12.4 
hr 

27 

27 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

36 

36 

12.6 
hr 

38 

38 

12.7 
hr 

36 

36 

12.8 
hr 

32 

32 

13.0 
hr 

21 

21 

13.2 
hr 

14 

14 

13.4 
hr 

10 

10 

13.6 
hr 

8 

8 

13.8 
hr 

7 

7 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

6 

6 

14.3 
hr 

6 

6 

14.6 
hr 

5 

5 

15.0 
hr 

5 

5 

15.5 
hr 

4 

4 

16.0 
hr 

3 

3 

16.5 
hr 

3 

3 

17.0 
hr 

3 

3 

17.5 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

24.60 67.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.50 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0,00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

7.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

3.31 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.14 .14 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 24.60 acres or 0.03844 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 51 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IA 0.59 0.00 0.50 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: ". Page 2 
. Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lA .MOP 
Hydrograph f i 1-e : - - > E: \PONDPACK\RPA\ POST\ I A- 5 0 . HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

»>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IA 

Composite Watershed 

(cf s) 

51 

51 

(hrs) 

12.6 

12.6 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lA
file:///PONDPACK/RPA/


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 17:59:35 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lA .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IA-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IA 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

2 

2 

11.3 
hr 

3 

3 

11.6 
hr 

4 

4 

11.9 
hr 

6 

6 

12.0 
hr 

7 

7 

12.1 
hr 

10 

10 

12.2 
hr 

16 

16 

12.3 
hr 

25 

25 

12.4 
hr 

37 

37 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

48 

48 

12.6 
hr 

51 

51 

12.7 
hr 

48 

48 

12.8 
hr 

42 

42 

13.0 
hr 

28 

28 

13.2 
hr 

18 

18 

13.4 
hr 

13 

13 

13.6 
hr 

10 

10 

13.8 
hr 

9 

9 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

8 

8 

14.3 
hr 

7 

7 

14.6 
hr 

6 

6 

15.0 
hr 

6 

6 

15.5 
hr 

5 

5 

16.0 
hr 

4 

4 

16.5 
hr 

4 

4 

17.0 
hr 

3 

3 

17.5 
hr 

3 

3 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-IA 

Total (cfs) 3 2 2 2 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lA
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IA-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

6.10 

CN 

87.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.30 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

<<<< 

Run6ff Ia/p 
(in) input/used 

4.50 | 3.10 1.07 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I r- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 15 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IB 0.29 0.00 0.30 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lB
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\lB-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea (cfs) (hrs) 

Subarea-IB 15 12.4 

Composite Watershed 15 12.4 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/lB-5


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\IB-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

1 

1 

11.9 
hr 

2 

2 

12.0 
hr 

4 

4 

12.1 
hr 

5 

5 

12.2 
hr 

8 

8 

12.3 
hr 

13 

13 

12.4 
hr 

15 

15 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

13 

13 

12.6 
hr 

11 

11 

12.7 
hr 

8 

8 

12.8 
hr 

6 

6 

13.0 
hr 

3 

3 

13.2 
hr 

3 

3 

13.4 
hr 

2 

2 

13.6 
hr 

2 

2 

13.8 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

2 

2 

14.3 
hr 

1 

1 

14.6 
hr 

1 

1 

15.0 
hr 

1 

1 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/IB-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

>>>> 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

6.10 87.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.30 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

5.50 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

4.04 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.05 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 19 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IB 0.29 0.00 0.30 0.00 No Computed Ia/p 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lB
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph -' file: - - > E: \PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB-10 . HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IB 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

19 

19 

(hrs) 

12.4 

12.4 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file:///PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

07-17-1998 18:03:43 
--> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB 

Executed 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

2 

2 

11.9 
hr 

3 

3 

12.0 
hr 

5 

5 

12.1 
hr 

7 

7 

12.2 
hr 

11 

11 

12.3 
hr 

17 

17 

12.4 
hr 

19 

19 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

hr 

17 

17 

12.6 
hr 

14 

14 

12.7 
hr 

11 

11 

12.8 
hr 

8 

8 

13.0 
hr 

5 

5 

13.2 
hr 

3 

3 

13.4 
hr 

3 

3 

13.6 
hr 

2 

2 

13.8 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

2 

2 

14.3 
hr 

2 

2 

14.6 
hr 

2 

2 

15.0 
hr 

2 

2 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

0 

26.0 
hr 

0 

Total (cfs) 1 1 1 0 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\IB-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

6.10 

CN 

87.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.30 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

6.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

4.52 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.05 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area =6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 21 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IB 0.29 0.00 0.30 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/IB-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\IB-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IB 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

21 

21 

(hrs) 

12.4 

12.4 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lB
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/IB-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 2 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\IB-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

2 

2 

11.9 
hr 

4 

4 

12.0 
hr 

5 

5 

12.1 
hr 

8 

8 

12.2 
hr 

12 

12 

12.3 
hr 

19 

19 

12.4 
hr 

21 

21 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

19 

19 

12.6 
hr 

15 

15 

12.7 
hr 

12 

12 

12.8 
hr 

9 

9 

13.0 
hr 

5 

5 

13.2 
hr 

4 

4 

13.4 
hr 

3 

3 

13.6 
hr 

3 

3 

13.8 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

2 

2 

14.3 
hr 

2 

2 

14.6 
hr 

2 

2 

15.0 
hr 

2 

2 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-IB 

Total (cfs) 1 1 1 0 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/IB-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\P0ST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph f ile: --> E: \PONDPACK\RPA\P0ST\IB - 5 0 .HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

6.10 

CN 

87.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.30 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

7.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

5.48 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.04 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 26 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-IB 0.29 0.00 0.3 0 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/P0ST/IB


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-IB 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

26 

26 

(hrs) 

12.4 

12.4 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:03:43 
Watershed file: -> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lB .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\IB-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: IB 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

11.0 
hr 

1 

11.3 
hr 

2 

11.6 
hr 

2 

11.9 
hr 

4 

12.0 
hr 

6 

12.1 
hr 

9 

12.2 
hr 

15 

12.3 
hr 

23 

12.4 
hr 

26 

Total (cfs) 1 2 2 4 6 9 15 23 26 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

12.5 
hr 

24 

12.6 
hr 

19 

12.7 
hr 

14 

12.8 
hr 

11 

13.0 
hr 

6 

13.2 
hr 

5 

13.4 
hr 

4 

13 .6 
hr 

3 

13.8 
hr 

3 

Total (cfs) 24 19 14 11 6 5 4 3 3 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

14.0 
hr 

3 

14.3 
hr 

3 

14.6 
hr 

2 

15.0 
hr 

2 

15.5 
hr 

2 

16.0 
hr 

2 

16.5 
hr 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

Total (cfs) 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-IB 

18.0 
hr 

1 

19.0 
hr 

1 

20.0 
hr 

1 

22.0 
hr 

1 

26.0 
hr 

0 

Total (cfs) 1 1 1 1 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lB
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/IB-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

6.10 

CN 

91.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

4.50 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

3.50 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.04 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I.-- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 22 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea^II 0.11 0.00 0.10 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-5


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\II-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-II 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

22 

22 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/II-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N Page 3 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph f il-e : - - > E: \P0NDPACK\RPA\POST\I I - 5 . HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

2 

2 

11.9 
hr 

6 

6 

12.0 
hr 

8 

8 

12.1 
hr 

14 

14 

12.2 
hr 

22 

22 

12.3 
hr 

18 

18 

12.4 
hr 

12 

12 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

9 

9 

12.6 

6 

6 

12.7 
hr 

4 

4 

12.8 
hr 

3 

3 

13.0 
hr 

3 

3 

13.2 
hr 

2 

2 

13.4 
hr 

2 

2 

13.6 
hr 

2 

2 

13.8 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

2 

2 

14.3 
hr 

1 

1 

14.6 
hr 

1 

1 

15.0 
hr 

1 

1 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20,0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file:///P0NDPACK/RPA/POST/I


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

6.10 91.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

5.50 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

4.47 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.04 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 28 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-11 0.11 0.00 0.10 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-II 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

28 

28 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.4 6 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lI .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

2 

2 

11.6 
hr 

2 

2 

11.9 
hr 

7 

7 

12.0 
hr 

10 

10 

12.1 
hr 

18 

18 

12.2 
hr 

28 

28 

12.3 
hr 

23 

23 

12.4 
hr 

15 

15 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

.12.5 
hr 

11 

11 

12.6 
hr 

8 

8 

12.7 
hr 

6 

6 

12.8 
hr 

4 

4 

13.0 
hr 

4 

4 

13.2 
hr 

3 

3 

13.4 
hr 

3 

3 

13.6 
hr 

2 

2 

13.8 
hr 

2 

2 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

2 

2 

14.3 
hr 

2 

2 

14-. 6 
hr 

2 

2 

15.0 
hr 

2 

2 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lI
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

6.10 

CN 

91.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

<<<< 

Runoff Ia/p 
(in) input/used 

6.00 | 4.96 1.03 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 31 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-II 0.11 0.00 0.10 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lI .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

6.10 

CN 

91.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

6.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

4.96 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.03 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = -6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 31 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) . (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-II 0.11 0.00 0.10 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lI
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-25


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lI .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\II-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

2 

2 

11.6 
hr 

3 

3 

11.9 
hr 

8 

8 

12.0 
hr 

11 

11 

12.1 
hr 

20 

20 

12.2 
hr 

31 

31 

12.3 
hr 

25 

25 

12.4 
hr 

16 

16 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

13 

13 

12.6 
hr 

9 

9 

12.7 
hr 

6 

6 

12.8 
hr 

5 

5 

13.0 
hr 

4 

4 

13.2 
hr 

3 

3 

13.4 
hr 

3 

3 

13.6 
hr 

3 

3 

13.8 
hr 

3 

3 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
h r • 

2 

2 

14.3 
hr 

2 

2 

14.6 
hr 

2 

2 

15.0 
hr 

2 

2 

15.5 
hr 

2 

2 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17. 0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

. 1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Total (cfs) 1 1 1 1 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lI
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/II-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lI .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA CN 
(acres) 

6.10 91.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

7.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

5.94 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.03 .10 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
1 -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area =6.10 acres or 0.00953 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 37 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-II 0.11 0.00 0.10 0.00 No Computed Ia/p < .1 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

* 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lI
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-50


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46, 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-II 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

37 

37 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:05:46 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\II-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: II 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

1-1.0 
hr 

2 

2 

11.3 
hr 

2 

2 

11.6 
hr 

3 

3 

11.9 
hr 

10 

10 

12.0 
hr 

14 

14 

12.1 
hr 

24 

24 

12.2 
hr 

37 

37 

12.3 
hr 

30 

30 

12.4 
hr 

20 

20 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

15 

15 

12.6 
hr 

11 

11 

12.7 
hr 

7 

7 

12.8 
hr 

6 

6 

13.0 
hr 

5 

5 

13.2 
hr 

4 

4 

13.4 
hr 

4 

4 

13.6 
hr 

3 

3 

13.8 
hr 

3 

3 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-II 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

3 

3 

14.3 
hr 

2 

2 

14.6 
hr 

2 

2 

15.0 
hr 

2 

2 

15.5 
hr 

2 

2 

16.0 
hr 

2 

2 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-II 0 

Total (cfs) 1 1 1 1 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/II-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-5 5 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

4.30 

CN 

71.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

<<<< 

Runoff Ia/p 
(in) input/used 

4.50 | 1.75 1.18 .18 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area = 4.30 acres or 0.00672 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 7 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-III 0.10 0.03 0.10 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-III 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

7 

7 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII-5


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.4 6 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 5 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII-5.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

0 

0 

11.3 
hr 

0 

0 

11.6 
hr 

0 

0 

11.9 
hr 

1 

1 

12.0 
hr 

2 

2 

12.1 
hr 

4 

4 

12.2 
hr 

7 

7 

12.3 
hr 

6 

6 

12.4 
hr 

4 

4 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

3 

3 

12.6 
hr 

2 

2 

12.7 
hr 

2 

2 

12.8 
hr 

1 

1 

13.0 
hr 

1 

1 

13.2 
hr 

1 

1 

13.4 
hr 

1 

1 

13.6 
hr 

1 

1 

13.8 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

14,0 
hr 

1 

1 

14.3 
hr 

1 

1 

14.6 
hr 

1 

1 

15.0 
hr 

1 

1 

15.5 
hr 

0 

0 

16.0 
hr 

0 

0 

16.5 
hr 

0 

0 

17.0 
hr 

0 

0 

17.5 
hr 

0 

0 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-III 0 0 0 0 0 

Total (cfs) 0 0 0 0 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII-5.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR- 5 5 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

4.30 

CN 

71.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph <<<< 

Precip. 
(in) 

Runoff 
(in) 

5.50 | 2.50 

Ia/p 
input/used 

1.15 .15 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between Ia/p tables. 

Total area =4.30 acres or 0.00672 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 11 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values Ia/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated Ia/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-III 0.10 0.03 0.10 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: -~> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-III 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

11 

11 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-10


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 10 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-10.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

0 

0 

11.3 
hr 

0 

0 

11.6 
hr 

1 

1 

11.9 
hr 

2 

2 

12.0 
hr 

3 

3 

12.1 
hr 

7 

7 

12.2 
hr 

11 

11 

12.3 
hr 

9 

9 

12.4 
hr 

6 

6 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

5 

5 

12.6 
hr 

3 

3 

12.7 
hr 

2 

2 

12.8 
hr 

2 

2 

13.0 
hr 

1 

1 

13.2 
hr 

1 

1 

13.4 
hr 

1 

1 

13.6 
hr 

1 

1 

13.8 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

14. 0 
hr 

1 

1 

14.3 
hr 

1 

1 

14.6 
hr 

1 

1 

15.0 
hr 

1 

1 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

0 

0 

17.0 
hr 

0 

0 

17.5 
hr 

0 

0 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/III
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-10.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 :TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

>>>> Input Parameters 

Subarea AREA 
Description (acres) 

Subarea-III 4.3 0 

CN 

71.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

6.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

2.90 

la/p 
input/used 

1.14 .14 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area = 4.30 acres or 0.00672 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 13 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values la/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-III 0.10 0.03 0.10 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-III 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

13 

13 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 3 
Return Frequency: 25 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\P0NDPACK\RPA\P0ST\III-25.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

0 

0 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

1 

1 

11.9 
hr 

3 . 

3 

12.0 
hr 

4 

4 

12.1 
hr 

8 

8 

12.2 
hr 

13 

13 

12.3 
hr 

10 

10 

12.4 
hr 

7 

7 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

5 

5 

12.6 
hr 

4 

4 

12.7 
hr 

3 

3 

12.8 
hr 

2 

2 

13.0 
hr 

2 

2 

13 .2 
hr 

1 

1 

13.4 
hr 

1 

1 

13-6 
hr 

1 

1 

13.8 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

1 

1 

14.3 
hr 

1 

1 

14.6 
hr 

1 

1 

15.0 
hr 

1 

1 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

0 

0 

17.0 
hr 

0 

0 

17.5 
hr 

0 

0 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/III
file://E:/P0NDPACK/RPA/P0ST/III-25.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 1 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

>>>> Input Parameters 

AREA 
(acres) 

4.30 

CN 

71.0 

Used to 

Tc 
(hrs) 

0.10 

Compute 

* Tt 
(hrs) 

0.00 

Hydrograph 

Precip. 
(in) 

7.00 | 

<<<< 

Runoff 
(in) 

3.72 

la/p 
input/used 

1.12 .12 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point 
I -- Subarea where user specified interpolation between la/p tables. 

Total area =4.30 acres or 0.00672 sq.mi 
Peak discharge = 16 cfs 

>>>> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<<<< 

Input Values Rounded Values la/p 
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p 

Description (hr) (hr) (hr) (hr) (Yes/No) Messages 

Subarea-III 0.10 0.03 0.10 0.00 Yes 

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall point. 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N: Page 2 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-5 5 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

>>>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<< 

Peak Discharge at Time to Peak at 
Composite Outfall Composite Outfall 

Subarea 

Subarea-III 

Composite Watershed 

(cfs) 

16 

16 

(hrs) 

12.2 

12.2 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-50.HYD


Quick TR-55 Version: 5.46 S/N Page 3 
Return Frequency: 50 years 

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD 
Type III Distribution 
(24 hr. Duration Storm) 

Executed: 07-17-1998 18:07:33 
Watershed file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\lII .MOP 
Hydrograph file: --> E:\PONDPACK\RPA\POST\III-50.HYD 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

Subarea: III 

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs) 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

11.0 
hr 

1 

1 

11.3 
hr 

1 

1 

11.6 
hr 

1 

1 

11.9 
hr 

4 

4 

12.0 
hr 

6 

6 

12.1 
hr 

10 

10 

12.2 
hr 

16 

16 

12.3 
hr 

13 

13 

12.4 
hr 

9 

9 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

12.5 
hr 

7 

7 

12.6 
hr 

5 

5 

12.7 
hr 

3 

3 

12.8 
hr 

3 

3 

13.0 
hr 

2 

2 

13.2 
hr 

2 

2 

13.4 
hr 

2 

2 

13.6 
hr 

2 

2 

13.8 
hr 

1 

1 

Subarea 
Description 

Subarea-III 

Total (cfs) 

14.0 
hr 

1 

1 

14.3 
hr 

1 

1 

14.6 
hr 

1 

1 

15.0 
hr 

1 

1 

15.5 
hr 

1 

1 

16.0 
hr 

1 

1 

16.5 
hr 

1 

1 

17.0 
hr 

1 

1 

17.5 
hr 

0 

0 

Subarea 
Description 

18.0 
hr 

19.0 
hr 

20.0 
hr 

22.0 
hr 

26.0 
hr 

Subarea-III 0 0 0 0 

Total (cfs) 0 0 0 0 0 

file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/lII
file://E:/PONDPACK/RPA/POST/III-50.HYD


POND ROUTING 



POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 1 of 1 

Executed 07-17-1998 .18:14:48 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

IA-5 
(cfs) 

0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 4 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
2 1 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
1 1 . 0 

9 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 

I B - 5 
(Cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
4 . 0 
5 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 3 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
1 3 . 0 

' 1 1 . 0 
8 . 0 
6 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
. 1 . 0 

I N - 5 
(To ta l ) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
6 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 3 . 0 
2 1 . 0 
2 9 . 0 
3 2 . 0 
3 2 . 0 
2 8 . 0 
2 4 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
1 2 . 0 

9 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/*


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 1 of 1 

Executed 07-17-1998 18:15:16 

Data d i rec tory : e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

F i l e Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 ~ 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

IA-10 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
5 . 0 
9 . 0 

1 4 . 0 
2 2 . 0 
3 0 . 0 
3 2 . 0 
3 1 . 0 

• 2 7 . 0 
2 2 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 0 . 0 

9 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 

I B - 1 0 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 0 
7 . 0 

1 1 . 0 
1 7 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
1 7 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
1 1 . 0 

8 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 

IN-10 
(Tota l ) 

2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
9 . 0 

1 2 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
3 1 . 0 
4 1 . 0 
4 7 . 0 
4 6 . 0 
4 2 . 0 
3 5 . 0 
2 8 . 0 
2 3 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 1 . 0 

9 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 0 
7 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/*


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 

Executed 07-17-1998 18:15:42 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Page 1 of 1 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

I A - 2 5 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
5 . 0 
7 . 0 

1 1 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
2 7 . 0 
3 6 . 0 
3 8 . 0 
3 6 . 0 
3 2 . 0 
2 6 . 0 
2 1 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 0 . 0 

9 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 

I B - 2 5 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
5 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 2 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
2 1 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
1 2 . 0 

9 . 0 
7 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 

I N - 2 5 
(Tota l ) 

2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 0 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
2 3 . 0 
3 7 . 0 
4 8 . 0 
5 5 . 0 
5 3 . 0 
4 8 . 0 
4 1 . 0 
3 3 . 0 
2 6 . 0 
2 2 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 . 0 

9 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 0 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/*


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 

Executed 07-17-1998 18:16:07 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Page 1 of 1 

Time 
(hrs ) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

IA-50 
(cfs) 

2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
6 . 0 
7 . 0 

1 0 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
2 5 . 0 
3 7 . 0 
4 8 . 0 
5 1 . 0 
4 8 . 0 
4 2 . 0 
3 5 . 0 
2 8 . 0 
2 3 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 0 . 0 

9 . 0 
9 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 
7 . 0 
7 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 

I B - 5 0 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
6 . 0 
9 . 0 

1 5 . 0 
2 3 . 0 
2 6 . 0 
2 4 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
1 1 . 0 

8 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 

IN-50 
(Tota l ) 

3 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
5 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
8 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 0 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
1 9 . 0 
3 1 . 0 
4 8 . 0 
6 3 . 0 
7 2 . 0 
7 0 . 0 
6 2 . 0 
5 3 . 0 
4 3 . 0 
3 4 . 0 
2 9 . 0 
2 3 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
1 7 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 3 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 2 . 0 
1 1 . 0 
1 1 . 0 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 . 0 
1 0 . 0 
1 0 . 0 

8 . 0 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/*


POND-2 Version: 5.17 
S/N: 

RPA Associates 
Post-Developed Conditions 

CALCULATED 07-22-1998 09:28:15 
DISK FILE: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND VOL 

Planimeter scale: 1 inch = 40 ft. 

Elevation 
(ft) 

270.50 
271.00 
272.00 
273.00 
274.00 
275.00 
276.00 
277.00 

Planimeter 
(sq.in.) 

5.28 
5.67 
6.46 
7.32 
8.21 
9.14 

10.12 
11.14 

Area 
(sq.ft) 

8,448 
9,072 

10,336 
llf712 
13,136 
14,624 
16,192 
17,824 

Al+A2+sqr (A1*A2) 
.(sq.ft) 

0 
26,274 
29,091 
33,051 
37,252 
41,620 
46,204 
51,004 

Volume 
(cubic-ft) 

0 
4,379 
9,697 

11,017 
12,417 
13,873 
15,401 
17,001 

Volume Sum 
(cubic-ft) 

0 
4,379 

14,076 
25,093 
37,510 
51,384 
66,785 
83,786 

IA = (sq.rt(Areal) + ( (Ei-El)/(E2-E1))*(sq.rt(Area2)-sq.rt(Areal))) 

where: El, E2 = Closest two elevations with planimeter data 
Ei = Elevation at which to interpolate area 
Areal,Area2 = Areas computed for El, E2, respectively 
IA = Interpolated area for Ei 

* Incremental volume computed by the Conic Method for Reservoir Volumes 

Volume = (1/3) * (EL2-EL1) * (Areal + Area2 + sq.rt.(Areal*Area2)) 

where: ELI, EL2 = Lower and upper elevations of the increment 
Areal,Area2 = Areas computed for ELI, EL2, respectively 
Volume - Incremental volume between ELI and EL2 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND


ALUMINUM PARALLEL BAR ©RATE W/ 
FRAME EMBEDOeP INTO CONCRETE 

CAULK W/ NON-SHRINK 
©ROUT (TYPICAL^ 

j> 3ft» OUTLET 
^ ' P IPE 

&* LAYER O F — 
CRUSHBP STONE 

WELLCOMPAC 
EARTH 

DETENTION FONP 
OUTLET CONTROL STRUCTURE 
NOT TO SCALE 



SHAW ENGINEERING 
744 Broadway 
P.O. Box 2569 

NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550 
(914) 561-3695 

JOB. F 5 "*=>/*> A S £ f l C / i t . T I S 

SHEET NO.. OF. 
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Outlet Structure File: POND -STR 

S/N: 
Time Executed: 

********************************** 

RPA Associates 
18-Inch Orifice & 4 Foot Wide Weir 

********************************** 

***** COMPOSITE OUTFLOW SUMMARY **** 

Elevation (ft) Q (cfs) Contributing Structures 

270.50 
271.00 
271.25 
271.50 
272.00 
272.50 
273.00 
273.50 
274.00 
274.50 
275.00 
275.50 
276.00 
276.50 
277.00 

0.0 
2.7 
4.0 
5.3 
8.0 

10.1 
12.2 
13.8 
19.5 
29.7 
39.9 
53.7 
67.5 
84.1 

100.7 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

POND-2 Version: 5.17 
Date Executed: 



Outlet Structure File: POND .STR 

POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
Date Executed: Time Executed 

********************************** 
RPA Associates 

18-Inch Orifice & 4 Foot Wide Weir 

********************************** 

Outlet Structure File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .STR 
Planimeter Input File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .VOL 
Rating Table Output File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 

Min. Elev.(ft) = 270.5 Max. Elev.(ft) = 277 Incr.(ft) = 

Additional elevations (ft) to be included in table: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
271.25 

********************************************** 
SYSTEM CONNECTIVITY 

********************************************** 

Structure No. Q Table Q Table 

TABLE 1 -> 1 

Outflow rating table summary was stored in file: 
e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND


Outlet Structure File: POND .STR 

POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
Date Executed: Time Executed 

********************************** 
RPA Associates 

18-Inch Orifice & 4 Foot Wide Weir 

********************************** 

>>>>>> Structure No. 1 <<<<<< 
(Input Data) 

TABLE 
Input your own rating table. 
El (ft) = 270.5 E2 (ft) = 277.001 

Constant (ft) added to each elevation was: 270.5 

Elev. (ft) Q (cfs) 

270.5 
271.25 
272 
273 
273.5 
274 
275 
276 
277 

0 
4 
8 
12.2 
13.8 
19.5 
39.9 
67.5 
100.7 



Outlet Structure File: POND .STR 

POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
Date Executed: Time Executed: 

********************************** 
RPA Associates 

18-Inch Orifice & 4 Foot Wide Weir 

********************************** 

Outflow Rating Table for Structure #1 
TABLE Input your own rating table. 

Elevation (ft) Q (cfs) 

270.50 
271.00 
271.25 
271.50 
272.00 
272.50 
273.00 
273.50 
274.00 
274.50 
275.00 
275.50 
276.00 
276.50 
277.00 

0.0 
2.7 
4.0 
5.3 
8.0 

10.1 
12 .2 
13.8 
19.5 
29.7 
39.9 
53.7 
67.5 
84.1 

100.7 

Computation Messages 

Interpolated from input table 

Interpolated from input table 

Interpolated from input table 

Interpolated from input table 

Interpolated from input table 

Interpolated from input table 



POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 1 

******************************* 
* * 
* RPA Associates. * 
* Post-Developed Conditions * 
* * 
* * 
* * 
* * * * ** ************************* 

Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-5 .HYD 
Rating Table file: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 

INITIAL CONDITIONS 
Elevation = 270.50 ft 
Outflow = 0.00 cfs 
Storage = 0 cu-ft 

INTERMEDIATE ROUTING 
GIVEN POND DATA COMPUTATIONS 

2S/t 
(cfs) 

0.0 
24.3 
37.1 
50.4 
78.2 

107.8 
139.4 
172.9 
208.4 
245.9 
285.5 
327.2 
371.0 
417.1 
465.5 

2S/t + 0 
(cfs) 

0.0 
27.0 
41.1 
55.7 
86.2 

117.9 
151.6 
186.7 
227.9 
275.6 
325.4 
380.9 
438.5 
501.2 
566.2 

ELEVATION 
(ft) 

270.50 
271.00 
271.25 
271.50 
272.00 
272.50 
273.00 
273.50 
274.00 
274.50 
275.00 
275.50 
276.00 
276.50 
277.00 

OUTFLOW 
(cfs) 

0.0 
2.7 
4.0 
5.3 
8.0 

10.1 
12.2 
13.8 
19.5 
29.7 
39.9 
53.7 
67.5 
84.1 

100.7 

STORAGE 
(cu-ft) 

0 
4,379 
6,686 
9,070 

14,076 
19,413 
25,093 
31,124 
37,510 
44,261 
51,383 
58,888 
66,785 
75,082 
83,786 

Time increment (t) = 0.100 hrs. 

Page 1 
Return Freq: 5 years 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-5
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 1 

Page 2 
Return Freq: 5 years 

****************** SUMMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ****************** 

Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-5 .HYD 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-5 .HYD 

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 270.50 ft 

***** Summary 'of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation ***** 

Peak Inflow = 32.00 cfs 
Peak Outflow = 21.65 cfs 
Peak Elevation = 274.11 ft 

***** summary of Approximate Peak Storage ***** 

Initial Storage = 0 cu-ft 
Peak Storage From Storm = 38,931 cu-ft 

Total Storage in Pond 38,931 cu-ft 

Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on left side. 
Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on right side 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-5
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-5


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
... Storm 1 

Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-5 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-5 

Peak Inflow = 
Peak Outflow 
Peak Elevation = 

32.00 cfs 
21.65 cfs 
274.11 ft 

Page 3 
Return Freq: 5 years 
.PND 
.HYD 
.HYD 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 

09:58:31 

0.0 4.0 
• Flow (cfs) 

8.0 12.0 16.0 20.0 24.0 28.0 32.0 36.0 40.0 44.0 

11.7 -

11.8 -

11.9 -

12.0 -

12.1 -

12.2 -

12.3 -

12.4 -

12.5 -

12.6 -

12.7 -

12.8 -

12.9 -

13.0 -

13.1 -

13.2 -

13.3 -

13.4 -

13.5 -

13.6 -

x* 
x * 
x* 
x* 
x* 
x * 
x * 
x • * -
x * 
x 
x 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X* 

* X 
* X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

TIME 
(hrs) 

* File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\INr5 
x File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-5 

.HYD 

.HYD 
Qmax = 
Qmax = 

32.0-cfs 
21.6 cfs 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-5
file:///pondpack/rpa/post/OUT
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/INr5
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-5


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 2 

Page 1 
Return Freq: 10 years 

******************************* 
* * 
* RPA Associates * 
* Post-Developed Conditions * 

* * * * *•* ************************* 

Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-10 
Rating Table file: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND 

INITIAL CONDITIONS 
Elevation = 270.50 ft 
Outflow = 0.00 cfs 
Storage = 0 cu-ft 

HYD 
PND 

GIVEN POND DATA 
INTERMEDIATE ROUTING 

COMPUTATIONS 

ELEVATION 
(ft) 

270.50 
271.00-
271.25 
271.50 
272.00 
272.50 
273.00 
273.50 
274.00 
274.50 
275.00 
275.50 
276.00 
276.50 
277.00 

OUTFLOW 
(cfs) 

0.0 
2.7 
4.0 
5.3 
8.0 

10.1 
12.2 
13.8 
19.5 
29.7 
39.9 
53.7 
67.5 
84.1 

100.7 

STORAGE 
(cu-ft) 

0 
4,379 
6,686 
9,070 

14,076 
19,413 
25,093 
31,124 
37,510 
44,261 
51,383 
58,888 
66,785 
75,082 
83,786 

2S/t 
(cfs) 

0.0 
24.3 
37.1 
50.4 
78.2 

107.8 
139.4 
172.9 
208.4 
245.9 
285.5 
327.2 
371.0 
417.1 
465.5 

2S/t + 0 
(cfs) 

0.0 
27.0 
41.1 
55.7 
86.2 

117.9 
151.6 
186.7 
227.9 
275.6 
325.4 
380.9 
438.5 
501.2 
566.2 

Time increment (t) = 0.100 hrs. 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-10
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 2 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 2 Return Freq: 10 years 

****************** SUMMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ****************** 

Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-10 .HYD 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-10 .HYD 

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 270.50 ft 

***** summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation ***** 

Peak Inflow = 47.00 cfs 
Peak Outflow = 37.24 cfs 
Peak Elevation = 274.87 ft 

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage ***** 

Initial. Storage = 0 cu-ft 
Peak Storage From Storm = 49,529 cu-ft 

Total Storage in Pond = 49,529 cu-ft 

Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on left side. 
Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on right side. 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-10
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-10


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 3 
Storm 2 Return Freg: 10 years 

Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-10 .HYD 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-10 .HYD 

EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 
Peak Inflow ^ 47.00 cfs 09:58:31 
Peak Outflow = 37.24 cfs 
Peak Elevation = 274.87 ft 

Flow (cfs) 
0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 

I I 
1 1 . 7 -

1 1 . 8 -

1 1 . 9 -

1 2 . 0 -

1 2 . 1 -

1 2 . 2 -

1 2 . 3 -

1 2 . 4 -

1 2 . 5 -

1 2 . 6 -

1 2 . 7 -

1 2 . 8 -

1 2 . 9 -

1 3 . 0 -

1 3 . 1 -

1 3 . 2 -

1 3 . 3 -

1 3 . 4 -

1 3 . 5 -

1 3 . 6 -

TIME 
(h i :s) 

x * 
x * 

X * 
x • * 
X * 

x * 
X * 

X * 
X * 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

* 
* 

* 
* 

* 
* 

* 

* X 
* X 

X * 
X * 

X * 
X * 

* X 
* X 

X 
X 

X 

* File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-10 .HYD Omax = 47.0 cfs 
x File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-10 .HYD Qmax = 37.2 cfs 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-10
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-10
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-10
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-10


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 3 

Page l 
Return Freq: 25 years 

******************************* 
* • * 

* RPA Associates * 
* Post-Developed Conditions * 
* * 
* - * 
* * 
******************************* 

Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-25 
Rating Table file: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND 

----INITIAL CONDITIONS 
Elevation = 270.50 ft 
Outflow = 0.00 cfs 
Storage . = 0 cu-ft 

HYD 
PND 

GIVEN POND DATA 
INTERMEDIATE ROUTING 

COMPUTATIONS 

ELEVATION 
(ft) 

270.50 
271.00 
271.25 
271.50 
272.00 
272.50 
273.00 
273.50 
274.00 
274.50 
275.00 
275.50 
276.00 
276.50 
277.00 

OUTFLOW 
(cfs) 

0.0 
2.7 
4.0 
5.3 
8.0 

10.1 
12.2 
13.8 
19.5 
29.7 
39.9 
53.7 
67.5 
84.1 

100.7 

STORAGE 
(cu-ft) 

0 
4,379 
6,686 
9,070 

14,076 
19,413 
25,093 
31,124 
37,510 
44,261 
51,383 
58,888 
66,785 
75,082 
83,786 

2S/t 
(cfs) 

0.0 
24.3 
37.1 
50.4 
78.2 

107.8 
139.4 
172.9 
208.4 
245.9 
285.5 
327.2 
371.0 
417.1 
465.5 

2S/t + 0 
(cfs) 

0.0 
27.0 
41.1 
55.7 
86.2 

117.9 
151.6 
186.7 
227.9 
275.6 
325.4 
380.9 
438.5 
501.2 
566.2 

Time increment (t) = 0.100 hrs 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-25
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 3 

Page 2 
Return Freq: 25 years 

****************** SUMMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ****************** 

^ Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-25 .HYD 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\0UT-25 .HYD 

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 270.50 ft 

***** Summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation ***** 

Peak Inflow = 55.00 qfs 
Peak Outflow = 44.57 cfs 

ft Peak Elevation = 275.17 ft 

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage ***** 

Initial Storage = 
Peak Storage From Storm 

Total Storage in Pond 

0 cu-ft 
53,924 cu-ft 

53,924 cu-ft 

Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on left side. 
Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on right side 

i 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-25
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/0UT-25


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 3 
Storm 3 Return Freq: 25 years 

Pond FileV e: \pondpack\rpa\post\POND . PND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-25 .HYD 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-25 .HYD 

EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 
Peak Inflow = 55.00 cfs 09:58:31 
Peak Outflow = 44.57 cfs 
Peak Elevation = 275.17 ft 

• Flow (cfs) 
0.0 6.0 12.0 18.0 24.0 30.0 36.0 42.0 48.0 54.0 60.0 66.0 

11.7 -

11.8 -
i 

11.9 -

12.0 -

12.1 -

12.2 -

12.3 -

12.4 -

12.5 -

12.6 -

12.7 -

12.8 -

12.9 -

13.0 -

13.1 -

13.2 -

13.3 -

13.4 -

13.5 -

13.6 -

x * 
X . * 
X * 
X * 
X * 
X * 
X * 
X * 
X 
X 
X 

TIME 
(hrs) 

X 

X 
X 
*x 

* x 
X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

.HYD * File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-25 
x File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-25 .HYD 

Qmax = 
Qmax = 

55.0 cfs 
44.6 cfs 

file:///pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-25
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-25
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-25
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-25


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 4 

Page 1 
Return Freq: 50 years 

a-****************************** 
* * 
* RPA Associates * 
* Post-Developed Conditions * 

* * 
******************************* 

Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-50 
Rating Table file: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND 

----INITIAL CONDITIONS 
Elevation = 270.50 ft 
Outflow = 0.00 cfs 
Storage = 0 cu-ft 

.HYD 

.PND 

GIVEN POND DATA 
INTERMEDIATE ROUTING 

COMPUTATIONS 

ELEVATION 
(ft) 

270.50 
271.00 
271.25 
271.50 
272.00 
272.50 
273.00 
273.50 
274.00 
274.50 
275.00 
275.50 
276.00 
276.50 
277.00 

OUTFLOW 
(cfs) 

0.0 
2.7 
4.0 
5.3 
8.0 

10.1 
12.2 
13.8 
19.5 
29.7 
39.9 
53.7 
67.5 
84.1 

100.7 

STORAGE 
(cu-ft) 

0 
4,379 
6,686 
9,070 

14,076 
. 19,413 
25,093 
31,124 
37,510 
44,261 
51,383 
58,888 
66,785 
75,082 
83,786 

2S/t 
(cfs) 

0.0 
24.3 
37.1 
50.4 
78.2 

107.8 
139.4 
172.9 
208.4 
245.9 
285.5 
327.2 
371.0 
417.1 
465.5 

2S/t + 0 
(cfs) 

0.0 
27.0 
41.1 
55.7 
86.2 

117.9 
151.6 
186.7 
227.9 
275.6 
325.4 
380.9 
438.5 
501.2 
566.2 

Time increment (t) = 0.100 hrs 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-50
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 2 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 09:58:31 Storm 4 Return Freq: 50 years 

****************** SUMMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ****************** 

Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND .PND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\lN-50 .HYD 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-50 .HYD 

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 270.50 ft 

***** summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation ***** 

Peak Inflow = 72.00 cfs 
Peak Outflow = 61.68 cfs 
Peak Elevation = 275.79 ft 

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage ***** 

Initial Storage = 0 cu-ft 
Peak Storage From Storm = 63,456 cu-ft 

Total Storage in Pond = 63,456 cu-ft 

Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on left side. 
Warning: Inflow hydrograph truncated on right side 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/lN-50
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-50


POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 
Storm 4 

Pond File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\POND 
Inflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-50 
Outflow Hydrograph: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-50 

Peak Inflow 
Peak Outflow = 
Peak Elevation = 

72.00 cfs 
61.68 cfs 

275.79 ft 

Page 3 
Return Freq: 50 years 
.PND 
.HYD 
.HYD 
EXECUTED: 07-22-1998 

09:58:31 

Flow (cfs) 
0.0 8.0 16.0 24.0 32.0 40.0 48.0 56.0 64.0 72.0 80.0 88.0 

TIME 
(hrs) 

x * 
x * 
x * 
x •* 

X * 
X * 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

* X 
X 

X 

* 
* 
* 3 

* X 
X 

* File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\IN-50 .HYD Qmax = 72.0 cfs 
x File: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\OUT-50 .HYD Qmax = 61.7 cfs 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/POND
file:///pondpack/rpa/post/IN-50
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-50
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/IN-50
file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/OUT-50


COMBINED POST-DEVELOPMENT HYDROGRAPHS 



POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: 

Executed 07-22-1998 10:04:10 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Page 1 of 1 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
l i : 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

OUT-5 
(cfs) 

0 . 0 
0 . 2 
0 . 5 
0 . 8 
1 . 0 
1 . 2 
1 . 4 
1 . 5 
1 . 7 
2 . 0 
2 . 5 
3 . 3 
4 . 6 
6 . 8 
9 . 5 

1 2 . 2 
1 4 . 4 
1 8 . 7 
2 1 . 4 
2 1 . 6 
2 0 . 1 
1 8 . 5 
1 7 . 0 
1 5 . 2 
1 3 . 6 
1 3 . 1 
1 2 . 6 
1 2 . 0 
1 1 . 3 
1 0 . 6 
1 0 . 0 

9 . 5 
9 . 0 
8 . 4 
8 . 0 
7 . 4 

I I - 5 
(c fs ) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 0 
6 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 4 . 0 
2 2 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
1 2 . 0 

9 . 0 
6 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 

I I I - 5 
(cfs) 

0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
4 . 0 
7 . 0 
6 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 

TOTAL-5 
(To ta l ) 

1 . 0 
1 . 2 
1 . 5 
1 . 8 
2 . 0 
3 . 2 
3 . 4 
4 . 5 
7 . 7 
9 . 0 

1 2 . 5 
2 1 . 3 
3 3 . 6 
3 0 . 8 
2 5 . 5 
2 4 . 2 
2 2 . 4 
2 4 . 7 
2 5 . 4 
2 5 . 6 
2 4 . 1 
2 1 . 5 
2 0 . 0 
1 8 . 2 
1 6 . 6 
1 6 . 1 
1 5 . 6 
1 5 . 0 
1 4 . 3 
1 3 . 6 
1 3 . 0 
1 2 . 5 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 . 4 
1 0 . 0 

9 . 4 
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POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Page 1 of 1 

Executed 07-22-1998 10:05:48 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

OUT-10 
(cfs ) 

0 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 7 
1 . 0 
1 . 2 
1 . 5 
2 . 0 
2 . 4 
2 . 9 
3 . 5 
4 . 2 
5 . 3 " 
7 . 2 
9 . 8 

1 2 . 9 
1 9 . 6 
3 1 . 1 
3 6 . 4 
3 7 . 2 
3 4 . 9 
3 1 . 0 
2 6 . 8 
2 2 . 6 
1 9 . 1 
1 7 . 3 
1 5 . 7 
1 4 . 1 
1 3 . 4 
1 2 . 9 
1 2 . 4 
1 2 . 0 
1 1 . 5 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 . 5 
1 0 . 1 

9 . 6 

11-10 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
4 . 0 
5 . 0 
7 . 0 

1 0 . 0 
1 8 . 0 
2 8 . 0 
2 3 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
1 1 . 0 

8 . 0 
6 . 0 
4 . 0 

4.6 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 

1 1 1 - 1 0 
(cfs ) 

0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
7 . 0 

1 1 . 0 
9 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 

TOTAL-10 
( T o t a l ) 

1 . 0 
1 . 4 
2 . 7 
3 . 0 
3 . 2 
4 . 5 
5 . 0 
7 . 4 
9 . 9 

1 2 . 5 
1 7 . 2 
3 0 . 3 
4 6 . 2 
4 1 . 8 
3 3 . 9 
3 5 . 7 
4 2 . 1 
4 4 . 4 
4 3 . 2 
4 0 . 9 
3 6 . 0 
3 1 . 8 
2 6 . 6 
2 3 . 1 
2 1 . 3 
1 9 . 7 
1 7 . 1 
1 6 . 4 
1 5 . 9 
1 5 . 4 
1 5 . 0 
1 4 . 5 
1 4 . 0 
1 3 . 5 
1 3 . 1 
1 2 . 6 

file://e:/pondpack/rpa/post/*


POND-2 V e r s i o n : 5 .17 S/N: 

Executed 07-22-1998 

Page 1 of 1 

10:06:25 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 . 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

OUT-25 
(cfs) 

0 . 0 
0 . 4 
0 . 8 
1 . 3 
1 . 6 
2 . 0 
2 . 4 
2 . 9 
3 . 5 
4 . 1 
5 . 0 
6 . 3 
8 . 4 

1 1 . 2 
1 5 . 4 
2 8 . 6 
3 9 . 1 
4 4 . 6 
4 4 . 5 
4 0 . 8 
3 6 . 0 
3 1 . 1 
2 6 . 4 
2 2 . 4 
1 9 . 2 
1 7 . 3 
1 5 . 7 
1 4 . 3 
1 3 . 5 
1 3 . 1 
1 2 . 6 
1 2 . 2 
1 1 . 6 
1 1 . 2 
1 0 . 8 
1 0 . 4 

1 1 - 2 5 
(cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 , 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 0 
6 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 1 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
3 1 . 0 
2 5 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 3 . 0 

9 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 

1 1 1 - 2 5 
(cfs) 

0 . 0 
0 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 3 . 0 
1 0 . 0 

7 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 

TOTAL-25 
(Tota l ) 

1 . 0 
1 . 4 
3 . 8 
4 . 3 
4 . 6 
6 . 0 
6 . 4 
9 . 9 

1 1 . 5 
1 5 . 1 
2 0 . 0 
3 4 . 3 
5 2 . 4 
4 6 . 2 
3 8 . 4 
4 6 . 6 
5 2 . 1 
5 3 . 6 
5 1 . 5 
4 6 . 8 
4 2 . 0 
3 7 . 1 
3 0 . 4 
2 6 . 4 
2 3 . 2 
2 1 . 3 
1 9 . 7 
1 8 . 3 
1 7 . 5 
1 6 . 1 
1 5 . 6 
1 5 . 2 
1 4 . 6 
1 4 . 2 
1 3 . 8 
1 3 . 4 
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POND-2 Version: 5.17 S/N: Pag 

Executed 07-22-1998 10:07:54 

Data directory: e:\pondpack\rpa\post\*.HYD 

File Summary for Composite Hydrograph 

Time 
(hrs) 

1 1 . 0 0 
1 1 . 1 0 
1 1 . 2 0 
. 1 1 . 3 0 
1 1 . 4 0 
1 1 . 5 0 
1 1 . 6 0 
1 1 . 7 0 
1 1 . 8 0 
1 1 . 9 0 
1 2 . 0 0 . 
1 2 . 1 0 
1 2 . 2 0 
1 2 . 3 0 
1 2 . 4 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 2 . 6 0 
1 2 . 7 0 
1 2 . 8 0 
1 2 . 9 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 3 . 1 0 
1 3 . 2 0 
1 3 . 3 0 
1 3 . 4 0 
1 3 . 5 0 
1 3 . 6 0 
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3 . 8 0 
1 3 . 9 0 
1 4 . 0 0 
1 4 . 1 0 
1 4 . 2 0 
1 4 . 3 0 
1 4 . 4 0 
1 4 . 5 0 

OUT-50 
(Cfs) 

0 . 0 
0 . 6 
1 . 3 
2 . 0 
2 . 6 
3 . 2 
3 . 7 
4 . 3 
4 . 9 
5 . 7 
6 . 7 
8 . 3 

1 0 . 4 
1 3 . 6 
2 7 . 5 
4 4 . 9 
5 7 . 7 
6 1 . 7 
5 9 . 7 
5 4 . 1 
4 6 . 3 
3 9 . 1 
3 3 . 8 
2 8 . 7 
2 4 . 3 
2 1 . 0 
1 8 . 7 
1 7 . 0 
1 5 . 6 
1 4 . 4 
1 3 . 7 
1 3 . 4 
1 3 . 2 
1 2 . 9 
1 2 . 6 
1 2 . 3 

1 1 - 5 0 
(Cfs) 

2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
5 . 0 
8 . 0 

1 0 . 0 
1 4 . 0 
2 4 . 0 
3 7 . 0 
3 0 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
1 5 . 0 
1 1 . 0 

7 . 0 
6 . 0 
6 . 0 
5 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
4 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 

111-50 
(Cfs) 

1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
2 . 0 
3 . 0 
4 . 0 
6 . 0 

1 0 . 0 
1 6 . 0 
1 3 . 0 

9 . 0 
7 . 0 
5 . 0 
3 . 0 
3 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
2 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 
1 . 0 

TOTAL-50 
(Total) 

3 . 0 
3 . 6 
4 . 3 
5 . 0 
5 . 6 
7 . 2 
7 . 7 

1 1 . 3 
1 5 . 9 
1 9 . 7 
2 6 . 7 
4 2 . 3 
6 3 . 5 
5 6 . 6 
5 6 . 5 
6 6 . 9 
7 3 . 7 
7 1 . 7 
6 8 . 7 
6 2 . 1 
5 3 . 3 
4 5 . 1 
3 9 . 8 
3 4 . 7 
3 0 . 3 
2 7 . 0 
2 3 . 7 
2 2 . 0 
1 9 . 6 
1 8 . 5 
1 7 . 7 
1 7 . 5 
1 6 . 2 
1 5 . 9 
1 5 . 6 
1 5 . 3 
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« 

JOHN COLLINS 
ENGINEERS. P.C. „„„..„. N S P O R T A T I O N E N G I N E E R S 

11 B R A D H U R S T A V E N U E • H A W T H O R N E , N.Y. • 10532 • (914) 347-7500 • FAX (914) 347-7266 

June 19, 1998 -

Mr. Thomas F. Perna 

AVR Realty Company 

1 Executive Boulevard 

Yonkers, New York 10701 

Re: Proposed Mixed Use Development 

Route 32/Union Avenue 

Town of New Windsor, NY 

Dear Mr. Perna: 

We have completed our traffic analysis of the proposed mixed use 

development to be constructed in the southwest quadrant of the 

intersection of the New York State 32 and Union Avenue (see Figure 

1 enclosed) . The site retail and residential components will have 

access primarily from Route 32. However, additional access for 

the development will be provided from Union Avenue. 

The proposed mixed use development is to consist of: 

- 59,550 s.f. of general retail 

- 4,500 s.f. bank 

- 4,875 s.f. restaurant (high turnover) 

- 10,125 s.f. supermarket 

The residential component will consist of: 

- 47 single family units 

- 161 condominium units 
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A. Existing Traffic Conditions (Figures No. 2, 3 & 4) 

In order to document the existing traffic volumes in the vicinity 

of the site, representatives of John Collins Engineers, P.c. 

collected turning movement traffic counts at the intersection of 

NYS Route 32 and Union Avenue as well as at the intersection of NYS 

Route 32 and Wall Place. Traffic counts were recorded for each of 

the AM, PM and Saturday Peak Hour periods. The counts were 

collected during June of 1997. These traffic volumes were compared 

with available historical data from the New York state Department 

of Transportation (NYSDOT) . Based upon a review of the 

information, the existing turning movement counts for this 

intersection were determined and are shown on the attached above-

mentioned figures for each of the peak hours. 

B. 2000 Projected No-Build Traffic Volumes (Figures No. 5, 6 & 7) 

In order to account for an increase in traffic because of 

background growth the 1997 Existing Traffic Volumes were projected 

to a Design Year 2000 using a background growth of 2% per year. 

This growth factor is based upon information contained in the files 

of NYSDOT. The resulting 2000 No-Build Traffic Volumes are shown 

on Figures No. 5, 6 and 7. 

C. Site Generated Traffic (Table No. 1) 

Utilizing information published by the Institute of Transportation 

Engineers together with data contained within our files, we 

prepared an estimate of the site generated traffic for each of the 

proposed uses within the development. On Table No. 1 is summarized 

the traffic volumes for the AM Peak Highway Hour, PM Peak Highway 

Hour and Saturday Peak Highway Hour. It should be noted, that for 

the shopping center portion a 40% bypass credit could be utilized. 

However, we have assumed a credit of only 25%, a conservative 

approach. Additionally, we have also assumed an interplay of 15% 
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percent. This interplay factor represents the traffic that would 

be generated from within the development itself among the various 

uses. 

D. Arrival and Departure Distributions (Figures No. 8 & 9) 

The site generated traffic volumes were added to the site driveways 

and the adjacent intersections based upon distribution patterns 

developed according to the existing and expected future traffic 

patterns for access to the site. The arrival/departure 

distributions are shown on the attached Figures No. 8 and 9. The 

site generated traffic volumes identified in Table No. 1 were then 

distributed on the network according to these patterns. The 

distributed site generated traffic volumes are shown on Figures 10, 

11 and 12 for each of the peak hours under review. 

E. 2000 Build Traffic Volumes (Figures No. 13, 14 and 15) 

The site generated traffic volumes were added to the 2000 No-Build 

Traffic Volumes to obtain the 2000 Build Volumes. These combined 

traffic volumes are shown on the above referenced figures for each 

of the peak hours under review. These volumes represent full 

build-out and occupancy of the development. 

F. Description of Analyses 

In order to determine the existing and future traffic operating 

conditions it was necessary to perform intersection capacity 

analysis. 

• Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 

The capacity analyses of signalized intersections were 

performed in accordance with the procedures described in 

the 1994 Update of the Highway Capacity Manual published 

by the Transportation Research Board. The terminology 
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used in identifying traffic flow conditions is Level of 

Service, with a Level of Service "A" representing the 

best condition and a Level of Service "F", the worst 

condition. In between, a Level of Service "C" is 

generally used as the design standard. A Level of 

Service "D" is not unexpected during peak periods. Level 

of Service "E" represents operation at or near capacity. 

In order to identify an intersection's "Level of Service" 

the average amount of vehicular delay is computed for 

each approach to the intersection as well as for the 

overall intersection. 

• Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 

The unsignalized intersection analysis method utilized in 

this report was also performed in accordance with the 

procedures described in the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual 

updated in 1994. The procedure is based upon the 

utilization of gaps in the major traffic stream and it 

computes a level of service based upon the average 

vehicle delay of each key movement at the intersection. 

On roadways such as those in the vicinity of the site, it 

can normally be expected that the uncontrolled major 

street traffic will exhibit favorable operating 

conditions, while the side street traffic may experience 

delays during peak periods when turning left or crossing 

the major traffic stream. Please note to account for 

school bus traffic in the area, a 6 percent heavy vehicle 

factor has been used in the analysis. 

Additional information concerning Levels of Service at signalized 

and unsignalized intersections can be found in Appendix nD w. 



G. Results of Analysis (Table No. 2) 
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Utilizing the procedures described above, capacity analyses were 

conducted at each of the above referenced intersections for the 

Existing, No-Build and Build conditions. The result of the 

analyses presented in Table No. 2 are discussed below. 

1. NYS Route 32 and Union Avenue 

Each of the intersection approaches to this location is 

furnished with a separate left turn lane and one through and 

right turn lane. Under the 1997 Existing Traffic Volume 

condition this location operates at a Level of Service "C" 

during the AM Peak Hour, PM Peak Hour and Saturday Peak Hour. 

This intersection under the 2000 No-Build condition will 

continue to operate at a Level of Service "C" during the AM 

Peak Hour, PM Peak Hour and Saturday Peak Hour. 

Under the 2000 Build condition this intersection's Level of 

Service is expected to be a "C" during the AM Peak Hour, PM 

Peak Hour and Saturday Peak Hour. These future levels are 

service a predicated upon improvements being made at this 

location. Improvements contemplated include the development 

of a separate right turn lane on the Union Avenue eastbound 

approach at this location. Furthermore, modifications to 

signal timing and phasing will be required. 

2. NYS Route 32 and Site Driveway/Wall Place 

Currently, this intersection consists of one lane on each of 

the Route 32 approaches. The Wall Place approach also 

consists of a single lane. Unsignalized intersection capacity 

analysis at this location indicates that under the 1997 

Existing condition this location operates at a Level of 

Service "C or better during the AM, PM and Saturday Peak 

Hours. 
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Under the 2000 No-Build condition the Levels of Service will 

be unchanged with a Level of Service "C" or better being 

experienced during each of the peak hours reviewed. 

Under the 2000 Build condition, with the addition of the site 

driveway approach, this location will experience a reduction 

in Level of Service. The driveway approach will operate at a 

Level of Service "B" during the AM Peak but exceed capacity 

during the PM Peak, Hour and Saturday Peak Hour. 

These Levels of Service were based upon the Route 32 

northbound approach having been widened to contain one left 

turn lane and one through/right turn lane, the southbound 

approach of Route 32 is proposed to contain one left turn 

lane, one through lane and one separate right turn lane. 

Furthermore, it is anticipated that the site driveway approach 

to Route 32 will contain one through/left turn lane and one 

separate right turn lane. Wall Place will continue to operate 

with a single lane for left, through and right turns. 

Based upon the suggested geometry intersection capacity 

analysis was performed assuming traffic signal installation. 

Based upon the suggested geometries with signalization the 

intersection will operate at a Level of Service "B" during each 

of the AM, PM and Saturday Peak Hours. 

Union Avenue and Residential Site Driveway 

At this location Union Avenue is proposed to contain one 

through/right turn lane on the eastbound approach and one 

through/left turn lane on the westbound approach. The site 

driveway will contain one lane for right and left turns. The 

unsignalized intersection capacity analysis was conducted for 

each of the peak hours under the 2000 Build condition. 

Results of these analyses indicate that the Level of Service 

the Union Avenue westbound approach will be "A" during each of 
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the peak hours identified above. The driveway approach will 

operate at a Level of Service "D" during the PM Peak Hour and 

a Level of Service "C" during the AM Peak and Saturday Peak 

Hours. 

4. Union Avenue and Retail Site Driveway 

This access is to be constructed as a right turn in/right turn 

out access to the retail portion of the development. Union 

Avenue will contain one lane in eastbound and westbound 

directions. The driveway will contain one lane for right turn 

exiting movements. 

Unsignalized intersection capacity analysis conducted at this 

location indicate that the northbound right turn from this 

site driveway onto Union Avenue eastbound will operate at a 

Level of Service "B" during each of the AM, PM and Saturday 

Peak Hours. 

A summary of the Levels of Service are shown on Table No. 2 in 

Appendix "c" of this report. 

H. summary and Conclusion 

Based upon the above intersection evaluations it is the considered 

professional opinion of John Collins Engineers, P.C. that this 

site, when developed with a mix of commercial and residential uses, 

will have little or no impact on the area intersections assuming 

the following improvements: 

• The intersection of Route 32 and Union Avenue will 

require the addition of a separate right turn lane on 

Union Avenue approach to the intersection. Traffic 

signal phasing and timing modifications will be required. 
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• The Route 32 northbound approach at the intersection of 

the main access drive should be widened to provide a 

separate left turn lane and one through/right turn lane. 

The Route 32 southbound approach should consist of one 

separate right turn lane, one through lane and one 

separate left turn lane. The site driveway approach 

should contain one through/ left turn lane and one 

separate right turn lane. A traffic signal will be 

required at tjtiis location. 

• It is our understanding that, at some point in previous 

evaluations, a separate right turn deceleration lane was 

recommended to be provided to the retail driveway at 

Union Avenue. We concur with this former recommendation. 

No additional improvements along Union Avenue will be 

necessary. 

With the changes as suggested in place, safe and efficient travel 

can be provided for the general public as well as for residents and 

patrons of the development. 

If you have any questions on the attached, please do not hesitate 

to contact me. 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN COLLINS ENGINEERS, P.C, 

A. Peter Russillo, P.E. 

D.951.1trep 
Attachments 
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TABLE NO. 1 

< 

HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES(HTGR) AND 
AND ANTICIPATED SITE GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMESfASGTV) 

M MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT 
RETAIL-59,550 SF 

(LAND USE CODE 820) 
PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 

BANK-4,500 SF 
(LAND USE CODE 912) 

PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 

HIGH TURNOVER RESTAURANT - 4,875 SF 
(LAND USE CODE 832) 

PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 

PHARMACY-10,125 SF 
(LAND USE CODE 880) 

PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING - 47 UNITS 
f f e (LAND USE CODE 210) 
™ W PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 

PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 
CONDOMINIUMS-161 UNITS 

(LAND USE CODE 230) 
PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 

TOTAL 
PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 
PEAK SAT HIGHWAY HOUR 

ENTRY 
HTGR | 

1.16 
3.96 
5.23 

7.07 
27.36 
21.09 

4.64 
6.52 
12.60 

1.78 
3.82 
3.82 

0.23 
0.75 
0.62 

0.08 
0.38 
0.30 

ASGTV 

70 
236 
311 

32 
123 
95 

23 
32 
61 

18 
39 
39 

11 
35 
29 

13 
61 
48 

167 
526 
583 

INTPL 

7 
35 
47 

4 
19 
14 

3 
3 
5 

2 
6 
6 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

16 
63 
72 

PASS-BY 

10 
50 
66 

7 
26 
20 

5 
7 
8 

3 
8 
8 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

25 
92 
103 

NEW 

53 
151 
198 

21 
78 
61 

15 
22 
48 

13 
25 
25 

11 
35 
29 

13 
61 
48 

126 
372 
409 

EXIT 
HTGR 

0.79 
3.96 
5.23 

5.56 
27.36 
21.09 

4.64 
4.34 
7.40 

1.16 
3.82 
3.82 

0.66 
0.43 
0.55 

0.39 
0.19 
0.26 

ASGTV 

47 
236 
311 

25 
123 
95 

23 
21 
36 

12 
39 
39 

31 
20 
26 

63 
30 
41 

201 
469 
548 

INTPL 

7 
35 
47 

4 
19 
14 

3 
3 
5 

2 
6 
6 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

17 
63 
72 

PASS-BY 

10 
50 
66 

7 
26 
20 

5 
7 
8 

3 
8 
8 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

24 
91 
102 

NEW 

30 
150 
198 

14 
78 
61 

15 
11 
23 

7 
25 
25 

31 
20 
26 

63 
30 
41 

160 
314 
374 

NOTES: 

1) RATES ARE BASED ON DATA PUBLISHED BY THE INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS 

(ITE) AS CONTAINED IN THEIR REPORT ENTITLED TRIP GENERATION, 5TH EOTTION, JANUARY 1991. 

2) AN INTERPLAY CREDIT OF 15% WAS UTILIZED FOR THE RETAIL PORTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT 

3) A PASS-BY CREDIT OF 25% WAS UTILIZED FOR THE RETAIL PORTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT 

4) HTGR - HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES EXPRESSED IN TERMS OF TRIPS PER UNIT. 

06/09/98 JOB NO. 951 
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TABLE NO. 2 

LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY TABLE 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

LOCATION 

NYS RTE 32 & 

UNION AVENUE 

WITH IMPROVEMENTS* 

NYS RTE 32 & EB APPROACH 
SITE DRIVEWAY WB APPROACH 

NBLEFT 
SB LEFT 

WITH SIGNAL 

UNION AVENUE & NB APPROACH 

RESIDENTIAL SITE DRIVEWAY WB LEFT 

UNION AVENUE & 
RETAIL SITE DRIVEWAY NB RIGHT 

1997 EXIST! 

AM 

C[17.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[11.1] 

N/A 
A[3.7] 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

PM 

C[19.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[15.3J 

N/A 
A[4.4] 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

SJG 

SAT 

C[192] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[10.6] 

N/A 
A[4.31 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

2000 NO-BUILD 
AM 

C[18.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[12.0] 

N/A 
A[3.8] 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

PM 

CJ21.1] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[16.9] 

N/A 
A{4.6] 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

SAT 

C(20.8] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[11.51 

N/A 
A14.5J 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

2000 BUILD 

AM 

C(20.4] 

C[19.0J 

C[10.5] 
C[14.71 
A[3.9] 
A[3.8] 

B[11.9] 

C{13.7] 
A[3.9] 

B[5.4] 

PM 

D[32.4] 

C[24.9] 

F[QA2] 
E[34.6] 
B[6.9] 
A14.4] 

B[14.3] 

DJ25.11 

A14.7] 

B[7.4] 

SAT 

D[29.3] 

C{22.9] 

F[150J 
DI26.1] 
B[7.1] 
A{4.3] 

B[14^] 

C[19.0] 
AJ4.4J 

B[7.1] 

1 . THE ABOVE SUMMARIZES THE OVERALL LEVEL OF SERVICE AND AVERAGE VEHICLE DELAY, BpO.OJ, IN 
SECONDS FOR THE SIGNALIZED AND UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS. 

2 . * IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDE INSTALLATION OF EB RIGHT TURN LANE AS WELL AS A SIGNAL TIMING AND PHASING MODIFICATION 
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TABLE NO. 2 

LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY TABLE 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

LOCATION 

NYS RTE 32 & 
UNION AVENUE 

WITH IMPROVEMENTS* 

NYS RTE 32 & 
SITE DRIVEWAY 

UNION AVENUE & 
RESIDENTIAL SITE DRIVEWAY 

UNION AVENUE & 
RETAIL SITE DRIVEWAY 

EB APPROACH 
WB APPROACH 

NBLEFT 
SB LEFT 

WITH SIGNAL 

NB APPROACH 
WBLEFT 

NB RIGHT 

1997EXISTI 
AM 

C[17.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
Ct11.1l 

N/A 
A[3.7] 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

PM 

C[19.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[15.3] 

N/A 
A[4.4] 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

MG 
SAT 

C[19.2] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[10.6] 

N/A 
A[4.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

2000 NO-BU LD 
AM 

C[18.3] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[12.0] 

N/A 
A[3.8] 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

PM 

cpi.1] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[16.9] 

N/A 
A[4.6] 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

SAT 

C[20.8] 

N/A 

N/A 
C[11.5] 

N/A 
A[4.5] 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

2000 BUILD 
AM 

C[20.4] 

C[19.0] 

C[10.5] 
C[14.7] 
A[3.9] 
A[3.8] 

B[11.9] 

C[13.7] 
A(3.9] 

B[5.4] 

PM 

D[32.4] 

C[24.9] 

F[84.2] 
E[34.6] 
B[6.9] 
A[4.4] 

B[14.3] 

D[25.1] 
A[4.7] 

B[7.4] 

SAT 

D[29.3] 

C[22.9] 

F[150] 
D[26.1] 
B[7.1] 
A[4.3J 

B[14.2] 

C[19.0J 
A(4.4] 

B[7.1] 

1 . THE ABOVE SUMMARIZES THE OVERALL LEVEL OF SERVICE AND AVERAGE VEHICLE DELAY, B(10.0J, IN 
SECONDS FOR THE SIGNALIZED AND UNSIGNAUZED INTERSECTIONS. 

2 . * IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDE INSTALLATION OF EB RIGHT TURN LANE AS WELL AS A SIGNAL TIMING AND PHASING MODIFICATION 
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HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-21-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 1997 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1AE-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK AM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T 

1 1 < 
136 207 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

101 
0.90 

6 

0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Westbound 
L T - R 

1 1 < 
48 260 60 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
109 303 45 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
40 249 107 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination 1 
EB Left * 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 6.0A 27 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5 
Cycle Length: 90 sees 

Signal Operations 
2 3 4 

0A 
0 

NB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

SB 

EB 
WB 

0A 30.0A 
0 5.0 

Phase combination order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS 
Approach: 
Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

0.619 
645 
209 
657 

0.460 
639 
164 

0.672 
Intersection Delay = 17.3 sec/veh Intersection LOS 

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.711 

244 
530 
254 
542 
263 
606 
268 
590 

1703 
1704 
1703 
1742 
1703 
1758 
1703 
1712 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

433 
311 
433 
311 
478 

0.344 
0.478 
344 

14, 
19 
10 
19. 
10 
17 
9 
18 

B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 

17.8 

18.2 

16.0 

17.4 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-19-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 1997 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1PE-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK PM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
95 282 137 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
64 317 57 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Signal Operai 
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 
EB Left * * 

Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

WB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 5.0A 28.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
Cycle Length: 90 sees Phase combinat: 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
139 366 

0.93 0.93 0. 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 4. 

:ions 
5 

NB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

SB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

EB Right 
WB Right 
Green 5.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 
Lon order: #1 #2 

90 
93 

2 

0 
0 

0 
00 

Southbound 
L 

1 
83 

0.93 
12.0 

2 
(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 
3 

4.00 

6 
* 
* 
* 

* 
* 
* 

32. 0A 
5.0 
#5 #6 

T R 

1 < 
376 91 

0.93 0.93 
12.0 

0 
2 2 

N 
0 
0 

N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 

7 8 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS 
Approach: 
Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

214 
571 
201 
586 
201 
663 
201 
663 

1770 
1771 
1770 
1820 
1770 
1808 
1770 
1808 

11.8 
19.5 

0.477 
0.789 

343 
.685 
,741 
.741 
.443 
.757 

Intersection Delay = 19.3 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.798 

0 
0 
0 
0, 
0 
0 

,433 
.322 
.433 
,322 
,478 
,367 
,478 
367 

12 
23 

20 
19 
11 
19 

B 
C 
B 
C 
C 
C 
B 
C 

21.0 

18.3 

19.4 

18.4 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-19-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE (N-S) ROUTE 32 
Analyst: NAC File Name: 1SE-2.HC9 
Area Type: Other 3-16-98 PK SAT 
Comment: 1997 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
75 240 140 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
, 0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
88 232 50 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Signal Operai 
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 
EB Left -*---- * 

Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

WB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 6.0A 27.OA 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
Cycle Length: 90 sees Phase combinat: 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
130 371 80 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L 

1 
54 

0.90 
12.0 

2 
(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 
3 

4.00 

:ions 
5 6 

NB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

SB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

EB Right 
WB Right 
Green 7.0A 30.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
on order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

T R 

1 < 
332 70 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
2 2 

N 
0 
0 

N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 

7 8 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/c g/C 
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 

Approach: 
LOS Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

285 
548 
221 
564 
240 
624 
240 
625 

1770 
1760 
1770 
1813 
1770 
1813 
1770 
1814 

291 
773 
443 
557 
600 
802 
250 
715 

Intersection Delay = 

0 
0 
0 
0 
19 

0.433 
0.311 
0.433 
0.311 

478 
344 
478 
344 

10 
22 
12 
17 
13 
22 
10 
19 

B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 

20.8 C 

C 

C 

C 

2 sec/veh Intersection LOS = C 

16.4 

20.4 

18.2 

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) - 0.795 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-21-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1ANB-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK AM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
144 219 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

107 
0.90 

6 

0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
51 276 64 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T 

1 1 < 
116 321 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

48 
0.90 

6 

0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
42 264 113 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination 1 
EB Left * 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

Signal Operations 
2 3 4 
* NB 
* 
* 

* SB 

6.0A 27.0A 
5.0 5.0 

90 sees Phase 

EB 
WB 

Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

combination 

Green 7.0A 30.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 

order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 
Approach: 

LOS Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

231 
530 
241 
542 
242 
606 
250 
590 

1703 
1704 
1703 
1742 
1703 
1758 
1703 
1712 

693 
683 
237 
697 
533 
677 
188 
711 

Intersection Delay = 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0, 
0. 

18 

433 
311 
433 
311 
478 
344 
478 
344 

17 
20 
10, 
20, 
11, 
18, 
9, 

19. 

C 
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 

19.2 C 

C 

C 

C 

3 sec/veh Intersection LOS = C 

19.1 

16.9 

18.3 

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.748 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY V e r s i o n 2 . 4 d 
John Coll ins Engineers, P.C. 

03-19-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1PNB-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK PM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
101 299 145 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
68 336 60 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Signal Operai 
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 
EB Left * * 

Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

WB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 5.0A 28.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
Cycle Length: 90 sees Phase combinat: 

,-. • , r — • " - - " 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
147 388 95 
0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L 

1 
88 

0.93 
12.0 

2 
(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 
3 

4.00 

:ions 
5 6 

NB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

SB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

EB Right 
WB Right 
Green 5.0A 32.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
.on order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

T R 

1 < 
399 96 
0.93 0.93 
12.0 

0 
2 2 

N 
0 
0 

N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 

7 8 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

201 
571 
201 
586 
201 
663 
201 
663 

1770 
1772 
1770 
1820 
1770 
1808 
1770 
1809 

542 
837 
363 
726 
786 
783 
473 
802 

0.433 
0.322 
0.433 
322 
478 
367 
478 
367 

13.9 
25.6 
12.2 
20.5 
23.9 
20.6 
12.0 
21.4 

LOS 

B 
D 
B 
C 
C 
C 
B 
C 

Approach: 
Delay LOS 

23.5 

19.3 

21.3 

20.0 

Intersection Delay — 21.1 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.842 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-19-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1SNB-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK SAT 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop, share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
80 254 148 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 

, 0 
(Y/N) N 

3 3 
0 

4.00 4.00 4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
93 246 53 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Signal Operai 
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 
EB Left * * 

Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

WB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 6.0A 27.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
Cycle Length: 90 sees Phase combinat: 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
138 393 85 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L 

1 
57 

0.90 
12.0 

2 
(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 
3 

4.00 

.ions 
5 6 

NB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

SB Left * * 
Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

EB Right 
WB Right 
Green 7.0A 30.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 
Lon order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

T R 

1 < 
352 74 
0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
2 2 

N 
0 
0 

N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 

7 8 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/c g/C 
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS 

Approach: 
Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

271 
548 
221 
564 
240 
624 
240 
625 

1770 
1760 
1770 
1813 
1770 
1813 
1770 
1814 

0 . 3 2 8 
0 . 8 1 5 
0 . 4 6 6 
0 . 5 8 9 
0 . 6 3 7 
0 . 8 5 0 
0 . 2 6 2 
0 . 7 5 7 

Intersection Delay = 20.8 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.840 

0.433 
0.311 
0.433 
0.311 

478 
344 
478 
344 

10 
24 
12 
18 
14 
25 
10.8 
20.6 

B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
D 
B 
C 

22.6 

16.8 

22.9 

19.4 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-21-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1AB-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK AM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
179 246 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

106 
0.90 

6 

, 0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
74 278 64 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
140 327 53 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
42 292 117 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination 1 
Signal Operations 

2 3 4 
EB Left 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

1, 
5. 

90 

* * 
* 
* 

* * 
* 
* 

.0A 26.0A 

.0 5.0 
sees Ph. 

NB 

SB 

EB 
WB 

Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 5.0A 32.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5.0 

Phase combination order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/c g/C 
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

241 
513 
235 
523 
194 
644 
215 
629 

1703 
1711 
1703 
1742 
1703 
1755 
1703 
1715 

0.826 0.433 
762 
349 
727 
804 
656 
219 
722 

300 
433 
300 
478 
367 

0.478 
0.367 

26.0 
23.0 
11.5 
21.7 
25 
17 
9 

18 

LOS 

C 
B 
C 
D 
C 
B 
C 

Approach: 
Delay LOS 

24.0 

19.9 

19.2 

17.8 

Intersection Delay = 20.4 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.789 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-21-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1ABI-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK AM 

WITH EB RIGHT TURN LANE 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T 

1 1 
179 246 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
106 

0.90 
12.0 

6 

0 
, 0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 -< 
74 278 64 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T 

1 1 < 
140 327 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

53 
0.90 

6 

0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
42 292 117 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
6 6 6 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combinat 
EB Left 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

.ion 

7, 
5 

90 

1 
* 

* 

.0A 

.0 
26 
5 

sees 

2 
* 
* 
* 

* 
* 
* 

. 0A 

.0 
Phase 

Signal Operations 

NB 

combination 

Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

order: 

SB 

EB 
WB 

5.0A 32.0A 
5.0 5.0 
#1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
T 
R 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

241 
538 
627 
319 
523 
194 
644 
215 
629 

1703 
1792 
1524 
1703 
1742 
1703 
1755 
1703 
1715 

826 
508 
188 
257 
727 
804 
656 
219 
722 

433 
300 
411 
433 
300 
478 
367 
478 
367 

26 
17, 
10, 
10 
21, 
25. 
17, 
9, 

18. 

LOS 

D 
C 
B 
B 
C 
D 
C 
B 
C 

Approach: 
Delay LOS 

19.0 C 

19.7 

19.2 

17.8 

Intersection Delay = 19.0 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L - 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.777 

C 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 03-19-1998 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1PB-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK PM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
173 355 
0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

141 
0.93 

2 

, o 
0 

0 
4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
135 343 60 
0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
195 395 102 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
88 480 108 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination 1 
EB Left * 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

5.0A 28.0A 
5.0 5.0 

90 sees Phase 

Signal Operations 

NB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

SB 

EB 
WB 

0A 32.0A 
0 5.0 

combination order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/c 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 
Approach: 

LOS Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

201 
575 
201 
587 
201 
662 
201 
664 

1770 
1783 
1770 
1821 
1770 
1805 
1770 
1811 

925 
929 
721 
740 
045 
808 
473 
952 

Intersection Delay = 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
32 

433 
322 
433 
322 
478 
367 
478 
367 

43 
34 
20 
21 
76 
21 
12 
35 

E 
D 
C 
C 
F 
C 
B 
D 

36.9 

Lost Time/Cycle, L - 8.0 sec Critical v/c(x) 

D 

C 

D 

D 

4 sec/veh Intersection LOS = D 

21.0 

37.2 

32.2 

= 0.979 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-19-1998 

Streets: (E-W) ONION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1PBI-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK PM 

WITH EB RIGHT TURN LANE 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

1 1 1 
173 355 141 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) 
3 

N 

4.00 4.00 4 

0 
0 

3 
0 

00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1-
135 

1 
343 

0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 4 

60 
93 

0 
00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
195 395 102 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) 
3 

N 

4.00 4.00 4 
0 

00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
88 480 108 

0.93 0.93 0.93 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination l 
EB Left * 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 6.0A 23 
Yellow/AR 5.0 5 
Cycle Length: 90 sees 

Signal 
2 3 
* 
* 
* 

* 

Operations 

NB 

0A 
0 
Phase combination 

Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

order: 

SB 

EB 
WB 

7.0A 34.0A 
5.0 5.0 
#1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 
Approach: 

LOS Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
T 
R 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

0.845 
0.769 
0.240 

659 
894 
875 
762 
396 
897 

Intersection Delay = 24.9 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.917 

220 
497 
633 
220 
486 
240 
702 
240 
704 

1770 
1863 
1583 
1770 
1821 
1770 
1805 
1770 
1811 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

389 
267 
400 
389 
267 
522 
389 
522 
389 

31 
24, 
11 
18, 
33, 
32, 
18, 
10 
26 

D 
C 
B 
C 
D 
D 
C 
B 
D 

23.5 

29.8 

22.7 

24.7 

D 

C 

C 

C 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4d 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

03-19-1998 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1SB-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK SAT 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T 

1 1 < 
165 321 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

143 
0.90 

2 

, 0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
167 254 53 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T 

1 1 < 
194 402 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

93 
0.90 

2 

0 
0 

0 
4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
57 442 86 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination 1 
EB Left * 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

Signal Operations 
2 3 4 
* NB 
* 

* 

6.0A 27.0A 
5.0 5.0 

90 sees Phase 

SB 

combination 

Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

order: 

EB 
WB 

7.0A 30.0A 
5.0 5.0 
#1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 
Approach: 

LOS Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 

NB 

SB 

L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 
L 
TR 

265 
553 
221 
564 
240 
623 
240 
626 

1770 
1777 
1770 
1814 
1770 
1810 
1770 
1817 

691 
933 
842 
604 
900 
882 
262 
,938 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

29 

433 
311 
433 
311 
478 
344 
478 
344 

D 

C 

D 

D 

Intersection Delay = 29.3 sec/veh Intersection LOS - D 

16 
36 
29 
18 
35 
27 
11 
34 

C 
D 
D 
C 
D 
D 
B 
D 

31.0 

22.3 

30.1 

32.1 

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 16.0 sec Critical v/c(x) =0.949 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMHARY Version 2.4d 03-19-1998 
John Collins Engineers, P.C. 

Streets: (E-W) UNION AVE 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 1SBI-2.HC9 
3-16-98 PK SAT 

WITH EB RIGHT TURN LANE 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T 

1 1 
165 321 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

(Y/N) N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
143 

0.90 
12.0 

2 

0 
... 0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
167 254 53 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
194 402 93 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 
57 442 86 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

(Y/N) N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Phase Combination 
EB Left 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

Lane 
Mvmts 

EB L 
T 
R 

WB L 
TR 

NB L 
TR 

SB L 
TR 

5. 
5. 

90 

Group: 
Cap 

227 
538 
668 
216 
524 
240 
684 
240 
686 

1 
* 

* 

Signal Operal 
2 3 4 
* 
* 
* 

* 
* 
* 

0A 25.0A 
0 5.0 
sees Phase combinat: 

Intersection Perfon 
Adj Sat 

Flow 

1770 
1863 
1583 
1770 
1814 
1770 
1810 
1770 
1817 

v/c 
Ratio I 

0.806 ( 
0.663 ( 
0.238 ( 
0.861 ( 
0.651 ( 
0.900 ( 
0.804 ( 
0.262 ( 
0.855 ( 

lions 
5 

NB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

SB Left * 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

EB Right * 
WB Right 
Green 7.0A 
Yellow/AR 5.0 
.on order: #1 #2 

nance Summary 
g/C 
*atio Delay 

).400 25.8 
).289 20.3 
5.422 10.8 
).400 32.6 
).289 20.1 
).511 36.1 
).378 21.0 
).511 9.8 
).378 23.9 

6 
* 
* 
* 

* 
* 
* 

33. 0A 
5.0 
#5 #6 

7 

. 

Approach 
LOS Delay 

D 19 
C 
B 
D 24 
C 
D 25 
C 
B 22, 
C 

.6 

.5 

.3 

.5 

8 

t : 
LOS 

C 

C 

D 

C 

Intersection Delay « 22.9 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 12.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.818 

» C 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2AE-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Collins Engineers, P.c. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst. NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/16/98 
Other Information 1997 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK AM 

OUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC»s (%) 
SU/RV»s (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Northbound 
L T fc 

0 1 < 0 
N 

455 3 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

2 396 
.9 .9 

0 
0 
4 
2 

1.04 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

8 2 
.9 .9 

0 
0 0 
4 4 
2 2 

1.04 1.04 

Adjustment Factors 

Vehicle Critical Follow-up 
Maneuver Gap (tg) Time (tf) 
Left Turn Major Road 5.00 2.10 
Right Turn Minor Road 5.50 2.60 
Through Traffic Minor Road 6.00 3.30 
Left Turn Minor Road 6.50 3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2AE-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Intersection 

WB 

508 
765 
765 
1.00 

SB 

EB 

NB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 509 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 981 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 981 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 1.00 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free state: 1.00 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 950 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 298 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 1.00 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 1.00 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 1.00 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 297 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

WB L 9 297 > 
334 11.1 0.0 C 11.1 

WB R 2 765 > 

SB L 2 981 3.7 0.0 A 0.0 

Intersection Delay - 0.1 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2SE-2.HCO Page 1 

John Collins Engineers, P.C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst. NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/16/98 
Other Information. 

(E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 

1997 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK PM 

OUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 0 
N 

576 6 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

3 557 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

4 5 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2SE-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step l: RT from Minor Street 

Conf1icting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State:. 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Intersection 

WB 

644 
653 
653 
0.99 

SB 

EB 

NB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 647 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 843 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 843 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 1.00 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free State: 0.99 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 1266 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 196 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 0.99 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 0.99 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 0.99 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 195 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

WB L 4 195 > 
352 10.6 0.0 C 10.6 

WB R 7 653 > 

SB L 3 843 4.3 0.0 A 0.0 

Intersection Delay = 0.1 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2. Id 2PE-2.HCO Page 1 

John Col1ins Engineers, P.C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed.•• 60 (min) 
Analyst.. NAC 
Date of Analysis.......... 3/16/98 
Other Information. 

(E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 

1997 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK SA 

HOUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

593 10 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

2 575 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

4 2 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2PE-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob.of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Maj or Street 

Intersection 

WB 

664 
638 
638 
1.00 

SB 

EB 

NB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 670 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 822 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 822 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 1.00 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free State: 1.00 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 1306 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 186 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 1.00 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 1.00 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 1.00 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 185 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

WB L 4 185 > 
242 15.3 0.0 C 15.3 

WB R 2 638 > 

SB L 2 822 4.4 0.0 A 0.0 

Intersection Delay = 0.1 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2. Id 2ANB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Col1ins Engineers, P.C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph2 (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst. NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/16/98 
Other Information 

(E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 

2000 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK AM 

OUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV«s (%) 
CV"s (%) 
PCE«s 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

482 3 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

2 420 
.9 .9 

0 
0 
4 
2 

1.04 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

8 2 
.9 .9 

0 
0 0 
4 4 
2 2 

1.04 1.04 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2ANB-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Intersection 

WB 

538 
739 
739 
1.00 

SB 

EB 

NB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free State: 

539 
949 
949 
1.00 
1800 

1.00 

WB Step 4: LT from Minor Street EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 

1006 
277 

1.00 
1.00 

1.00 
276 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 

Movement 

WB L 

WB R 

SB L 

3f
f3

 

9 

2 

2 

Move Shared Total 
Cap Cap Delay 
(pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) 

276 > 
311 12.0 

739 > 

949 3.8 

Intersection Delay = 

Queue 
Length 
(veh) 

0.0 

0.0 

Approach 
LOS Delay 

(sec/veh) 

C 12.0 

A 0.0 

0.1 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2PNB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Col1ins Engineers, P.C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/16/98 
Other Information 

(E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 

2000 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK PM 

OUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC»s (%) 
SU/RV«s (%) 
CV»s (%) 
PCE • s 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

629 11 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

2 610 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

4 2 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2PNB-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of uQueue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Intersection 

WB 

705 
608 
608 
1.00 

SB 

EB 

NB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 711 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 786 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 786 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 1.00 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free state: 1.00 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 1385 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 167 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 1.00 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 1.00 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 1.00 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 166 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

WB L 4 166 > 
219 16.9 0.0 C 16.9 

WB R 2 608 > 

SB L 2 786 4.6 0.0 A 0.0 

Intersection Delay = 0.1 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2. Id 2SNB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Col1ins Engineers, P. C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst : NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/16/98 
Other Information 

(E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 

2000 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK SA 

HOUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC»s (%) 
SU/RV»s (%) 
CV»s (%) 
PCE's 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

611 6 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

3 590 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

4 5 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 2SNB-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Intersection 

WB 

682 
625 
625 

0.99 

SB 

EB 

NB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 686 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 808 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 808 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 1.00 
TH Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate! (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free State: 0.99 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 1342 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 177 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 0.99 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 0.99 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 0.99 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 176 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph) (sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

WB 

WB 

SB 

L 

R 

L 

4 

7 

3 

176 > 
324 11.5 

625 > 

808 4.5 

Intersection Delay = 

0.0 C 

0.0 A 

0.1 sec/veh 

11.5 

0.0 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.If 2AB-3.HC0 Page 1 
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation 
University of Florida 
512 Weil Hall 
Gainesville, FL 32611-2083 
Ph: (904) 392-0378 
Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis.......... 6/8/98 
Other Information 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK AM HOUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC»s (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 0 
N 

44 475 3 
.9 .9 .9 

0 
0 
4 
2 

1.04 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 1 
N 

2 409 60 
.9 .9 .9 

0 
0 
4 
2 

1.04 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 1 

43 2 58 
.9 .9 .9 

0 
0 0 0 
4 4 4 
2 2 2 

1.04 1.04 1.04 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 < 0 

8 1 2 
.9 .9 .9 

0 
0 0 0 
4 4 4 
2 2 2 

1.04 1.04 1.04 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob.of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 3: TH from Minor Street 

Release 2.If 

Intersection 

WB 

530 
746 
746 
1.00 

SB 

531 
957 
957 
1.00 

WB 

2AB-3.HC0 

EB 

454 
815 
815 

0.92 

NB 

521 
968 
968 

0.95 

EB 

Page 2 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free state: 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 

1102 
288 

0.95 
272 

1.00 

WB 

1068 
255 

0.94 
0.95 

0.87 
223 

1036 
312 

0.95 
295 

0.99 

EB 

1036 
266 

0.94 
0.96 

0.95 
253 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

EB 
EB 
EB 

WB 
WB 
WB 

NB 
SB 

L 
T 
R 

L 
T 
R 

L 
L 

50 
2 

67 

9 
1 
2 

51 
2 

253 > 
295 > 
815 

223 > 
272 > 
746 > 

968 
957 

254 

257 

17.8 

4.8 

14.7 

3.9 
3.8 

0.8 

0.2 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

C 

A 

C 

A 
A 

10.5 

14.7 

0.3 
0.0 

Intersection Delay * 1.3 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2. If 2PB-3.HC0 Page 1 

Center For Microcomputers In Transportation 
University of Florida 
512 Weil Hall 
Gainesville, FL 32611-2083 
Ph: (904) 392-0378 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis 6/8/98 
Other Information 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK Pit HOU 

R 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC«s (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV*s (%) 
PCE»s 

Northbound 
L 

1 

135 
.9 

1.10 

T R 

1 < 0 
N 

601 11 
.9 .9 
0 

Southbound 
L 

1 

2 
.9 

1.10 

T 

1 

569 
.9 
0 

R 

1 
N 

185 
.9 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 1 

88 3 132 
.9 .9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 1.10 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 < 0 

4 4 2 
.9 .9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 1.10 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.If 2PB-3.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step l: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 3: TH from Minor Street 

Intersection 

WB 

674 
631 
631 
1.00 

SB 

680 
813 
813 
1.00 

WB 

EB 

632 
662 
662 

0.76 

NB 

838 
684 
684 

0.76 

EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

1664 
146 

0.76 
111 

0.96 

1464 
186 

0.76 
141 

0.98 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 

1533 
137 

0.74 
0.80 

0.60 
83 

1461 
151 

0.73 
0.79 

0.79 
119 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 

Movement 

EB L 
EB T 
EB R 

WB L 
WB T 
WB R 

NB L 
SB L 

Flow 
Rate 
(pcph) 

108 
3 

162 

4 
4 
2 

165 
2 

Move Shared Total 
Cap Cap Delay 
(pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) 

119 > 
141 > 
662 

83 > 
111 > 
631 > 

684 
813 

120 196.0 

7.2 

114 34.6 

6.9 
4.4 

Queue 
Length 
(veh) 

9.9 

1.1 

0.2 

1.1 
0.0 

LOS 

F 

B 

% 

B 
A 

Approach 
Delay 

(sec/veh) 

84.2 

34.6 

1.3 
0.0 

Intersection Delay = 11.6 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.If 2SB-3.HC0 Page 1 

Center For Microcomputers In Transportation 
University of Florida 
512 Weil Hall 
Gainesville, FL 32611-2083 
Ph: (904) 392-0378 

Streets: (N-S) ROUTE 32 (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Major Street Direction.... NS 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis 6/8/98 
Other Information 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PK SAT HOU 

R 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No, Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 0 
N 

149 580 6 
.9 .9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Southbound 
L T R 

1 1 1 
N 

3 545 204 
.9 .9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 1 

104 4 154 
.9 .9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 1.10 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 < 0 

4 4 5 
.9 .9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 1.10 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsxgnalized Intersect ions Release 2 . I f 2SB-3.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 3: TH from Minor Street 

Intersection 

WB 

648 
650 
«50 
0.99 

SB 

651 
839 
839 

1.00 

WB 

EB 

606 
683 
683 

0.72 

NB 

833 
687 
687 

0.73 

EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

1650 
149 

0.73 
109 
0.96 

1426 
195 

0.73 
143 
0.97 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 

1510 
141 

0.71 
0.78 

0.56 
79 

1428 
158 

0.70 
0.77 

0.76 
121 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 

Movement 

EB L 
EB T 
EB R 

WB L 
WB T 
WB R 

NB L 
SB L 

Flow 
Rate 
(pcph) 

128 
4 

188 

4 
4 
7 

183 
3 

Move I 
Cap 
(pcph) 

121 > 
143 > 
683 

79 > 
109 > 
650 > 

687 
839 

Shared Total 
Cap Delay 
(pcph)(sec/veh) 

122 354.1 

7.3 

153 26.1 

7.1 
4.3 

Queue 
Length 
(veh) 

15.3 

1.3 

0.3 

1.2 
0.0 

LOS 

F 

B 

D 

B 
A 

Approach 
Delay 

(sec/veh) 

150.2 

26.1 

1.4 
0.0 

Intersection Delay = 23.1 sec/veh 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4f 
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation 

06-09-1998 

Streets: (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 2AB-3.HC9 
6-8-98 PK AM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 1 
43 2 58 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
5 5 5 

N N 
0, 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 < 0 
8 1 2 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
5 5 5 

N N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 0 
44 475 3 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
5 5 5 

N N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T 

1 1 
2 409 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
5 5 

N N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
60 

0.90 
12.0 

5 

0 
0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Phase Combination 
EB Left 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

1 2 
* * 
* * 
* * 

* 

5.0A 12.0A 
5.0 5.0 

Signal Operations 
3 4 

NB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

SB 

EB 
WB 

0A 
0 

31.0A 
5.0 

75 sees Phase combination order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/c g/C 
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS 

Approach: 
Delay LOS 

EB 

WB 
NB 

SB 

LT 
R 
LTR 
L 
TR 
L 
T 
R 

477 
472 
241 
296 
771 
280 
772 
656 

1557 
1538 
1388 
1719 
1808 
1719 
1810 
1538 

307 
307 
173 
587 
427 
587 
427 
427 

16 
5 

13 
5 

11 
8 

B 
B 
C 
B 
B 
B 
B 
B 

12.1 

16 
12 

0.105 0.307 12.0 
0.136 0.307 12.2 
0.050 0 
0.166 0 
0.688 0 
0.007 0 
0.588 0 
0.102 0 

Intersection Delay = 11.9 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 12.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.433 

11.1 

B 

C 
B 

B 

B 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4f 06-09-1998 
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation 

Streets: (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 2PB-3.HC9 
6-8-98 PK PM 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RT0R Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T 

0 > 1 
88 3 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
2 2 

N N 

(VN) N 
3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
132 
0.90 
12.0 

2 

0 
0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 < 0 
4 4 2 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

N N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 0 
135 601 11 
0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

N N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T 

1 1 
2 569 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

N N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
185 
0.90 
12.0 

2 

0 
0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Signal Operations 
Phase Combination 
EB Left 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

WB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

Lane 
Mvmts 

EB LT 
R 

WB LTR 
NB L 

TR 
SB L 

T 
R 

5. 
5. 

75 

Group: 
Cap 

490 
486 
251 
264 
817 
264 
820 
697 

1 
* 
* 
* 

2 
* 
• 

* 

* 
* 
* 

0A 12.0A 
0 5.0 
sees Phase 

3 4 
NB Left 

Thru 
Right 
Peds 

SB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

EB Right 
WB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 

combination order: 

Intersection 
Adj Sat 

Flow 

1598 
1583 
1450 
1770 
1858 
1770 
1863 
1583 

5 
* 

* 

6.0A 
5.0 
#1 #2 

Performance Summary 
v/c g/c 
Ratio Ratio Delay 

0 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0, 
0, 
0, 
0. 

.206 0.307 12 

.303 0.307 12 

.040 0.173 16 

.568 0.587 9 

.832 0.440 17 

.008 0.587 7 

.771 0.440 14 

.296 ( ).440 8 

.5 

.9 

.7 

.8 

.1 

.0 

.7 

.8 

6 7 8 
* 
* 
* 

* 
* 
* 

32. 0A 
5.0 
#5 #6 

Approach: 
LOS Delay LOS 

B 12.8 B 
B 
C 16.7 C 
B 15.8 C 
C 
B 13.2 B 
B 
B 

Intersection Delay = 14.3 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 12.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.647 

= B 



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4f 06-09-1998 
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation 

Streets: (E-W) SITE DR/WALL PL 
Analyst: NAC 
Area Type: Other 
Comment: 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

(N-S) ROUTE 32 
File Name: 2SB-3.HC9 
6-8-98 PK SAT 

No. Lanes 
Volumes 
PHF or PK15 
Lane W (ft) 
Grade 
% Heavy Veh 
Parking 
Bus Stops 
Con. Peds 
Ped Button 
Arr Type 
RTOR Vols 
Lost Time 
Prop. Share 
Prop. Prot. 

Eastbound 
L T 

0 > 1 
104 4 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
2 2 

N N 

(Y/N) N 
3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
154 

0.90 
12.0 

2 

0 
0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 < 0 
4 4 5 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

N N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Northbound 
L T R 

1 1 < 0 
149 580 6 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 2 

N N 
0 
0 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

0 
4.00 4.00 4.00 

Southbound 
L T 

1 1 
3 545 

0.90 0.90 
12.0 12.0 

0 
2 2 

N N 

(Y/N) N 
3 3 

4.00 4.00 

R 

1 
204 

0.90 
12.0 

2 

0 
0 

3 
0 

4.00 

Phase Combination 1 
EB Left * 

Thru * 
Right * 
Peds 

WB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 

NB Right 
SB Right 
Green 
Yellow/AR 
Cycle Length: 

5.0A 12.0A 
5.0 5.0 

Signal Operations 

NB Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Left 
Thru 
Right 
Peds 
Right 
Right 

Green 
Yellow/AR 

SB 

EB 
WB 

0A 31. 0A 
0 5.0 

8 

75 sees Phase combination order: #1 #2 #5 #6 

Lane Group: 
Mvmts Cap 

Intersection Performance Summary 
Adj Sat v/c g/C 

Flow Ratio Ratio Delay 

EB 

WB 
NB 

SB 

LT 
R 
LTR 
L 
TR 
L 
T 
R 

490 
486 
246 
288 
793 
288 
795 
676 

1597 
1583 
1422 
1770 
1860 
1770 
1863 
1583 

245 
352 
057 
576 
820 
010 
762 
336 

307 
307 
173 
587 
427 
587 
427 
427 

12.6 
13.2 
16.7 
9 
17 
6 
14 
9 

LOS 

B 
B 
C 
B 
C 
B 
B 
B 

Approach: 
Delay LOS 

13.0 

16 
15 

13.3 

Intersection Delay = 14.2 sec/veh Intersection LOS 
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 12.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.657 

B 

C 
C 

B 

B 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 3AB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Collins Engineers, P.c. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) SITE DR -RESIDENTIAL 
Major Street Direction.... EW 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis. 3/19/98 
other Information. 

(E-W) UNION AVE 

2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PEAK AM 

UR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV»s (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

496 6 
.9 .9 
0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

6 529 
.9 .9 

0 
0 
4 
2 

1.04 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

16 8 
.9 .9 

0 
0 0 
4 4 
2 2 

1.04 1.04 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 3AB-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC Intersection 

Step l: RT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob.of Queue-Free State: 

554 
725 
725 
0.99 

Step 2: LT from Major Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 
TH Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free State: 

558 
929 
929 
0.99 
1800 

0.99 

NB Step 4: LT from Minor Street SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 

1150 
229 

0.99 
0.99 

0.99 
226 

Flow 
Rate 

Movement (pcph) 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 
(pcph) (pcph) (sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

NB L 

NB R 

WB L 

290 13.7 
19 226 > 

9 725 > 

7 929 3.9 

Intersection Delay = 

0.3 C 13.7 

0.0 A 0.0 

0.3 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 3PB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Collins Engineers, P.c. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) SITE DR -RESIDENTIAL 
Major Street Direction..,. EW 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst. NAC 
Date of Analysis.......... 3/19/98 
Other Information 

(E-W) UNION AVE 

2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PEAK PM 

UR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC»s (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 0 
N 

619 19 
.9 .9 
0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

19 627 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

32 16 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 3PB-2.HC0 Page 2 

Worksheet for TWSC Intersection 

Step l: RT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 698 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 613 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 613 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 0.97 

Step 2: LT from Major Street WB EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 709 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 787 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 787 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 0.97 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free State: 0.95 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 1416 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 160 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 0.95 
Adjusted Impedance Factor: 0.95 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 0.95 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 152 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

MB L 40 152 > 
203 25.1 1.4 D 25.1 

KB R 20 613 > 

WB L 23 787 4.7 0.0 A 0.1 

Intersection Delay = 1.0 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersect ions Release 2. Id 3SB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Col1ins Engineers, P.C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) SITE DR -RESIDENTIAL 
Major Street Direction.... EW 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/19/98 

(E-W) UNION AVE 

Other Information, 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PEAK SAT 

DAY HOUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV»s (%) 
PCE's 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

564 20 
.9 .9 
0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 > 1 0 
N 

20 514 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 > 0 < 0 

37 19 
.9 .9 

0 

1.10 1.10 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 
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Worksheet for TWSC 

Step l: RT from Minor Street 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 

Step 2: LT from Major Street 

Intersection 

NB 

638 
658 
658 
0.97 

WB 

SB 

EB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 649 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 841 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 841 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 0.97 
TH Saturation Flow Rate; (pcphpl) 1800 
RT Saturation Flow Rate: (pcphpl) 
Major LT Shared Lane Prob. 
of Queue-Free state: 0.96 

Step 4: LT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 1231 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 205 
Major LT, Minor TH 
Impedance Factor: 0.96 

Adjusted Impedance Factor: 0.96 
Capacity Adjustment Factor 
due to Impeding Movements 0.96 

Movement Capacity: (pcph) 196 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph) (sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

NB L 45 196 > 
257 19.0 1.2 C 19.0 

NB R 23 658 > 

WB L 24 841 4.4 0.0 A 0.2 

Intersection Delay = 1.0 sec/veh 



HCS: unsignal ized Intersect ions Release 2.Id 4AB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Collins Engineers, P.C. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) SITE DRIVE - RETAIL 
Major Street Direction.... EW 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst. NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/19/98 
Other Information 

(E-W) UNION AVE 

2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PEAK AM 

UR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE«s 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

471 33 
.9 .9 
0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 1 0 
N 

535 
.9 
0 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 0 1 

59 
.9 

0 
0 
4 
2 

1.04 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Major Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 
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Worksheet for TWSC Intersection 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 542 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 736 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 736 
Prob. of Queue-Free state: 0.91 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph) (sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

5.4 
NB R 69 736 5.4 0.3 B 

Intersection Delay = 0.3 sec/veh 
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John Collins Engineers, P.c. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets; (N-S) SITE DRIVE - RETAIL 
Major Street Direction.... EW 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/19/98 
Other Information 

(E-W) UNION AVE 

2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PEAK PM 

UR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC's (%) 
SU/RV»s (%) 
CV«s (%) 
PCE's 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 0 
N 

533 102 
.9 .9 
0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 1 0 
N 

646 
.9 
0 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 0 1 

135 
.9 

0 

1.10 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Vehicle 
Maneuver 

Adjustment Factors 

Critical 
Gap (tg) 

Follow-up 
Time (tf) 

Left Turn Ma^or Road 
Right Turn Minor Road 
Through Traffic Minor Road 
Left Turn Minor Road 

5.00 
5.50 
6.00 
6.50 

2.10 
2.60 
3.30 
3.40 
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Worksheet for TWSC Intersection 

Step 1: RT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 648 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 650 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 650 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 0.75 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

7.4 
NB R 165 650 7.4 1.2 B 

Intersection Delay = 0.7 sec/veh 



HCS: Unsignalized Intersections Release 2.Id 4SB-2.HC0 Page 1 

John Collins Engineers, P.c. 
11 Bradhurst Avenue 
Hawthorne, NY 10532-0000 
Ph: (914) 347-7500 

Streets: (N-S) SITE DRIVE - RETAIL (E-W) UNION AVE 
Major Street Direction.... EW 
Length of Time Analyzed... 60 (min) 
Analyst NAC 
Date of Analysis 3/19/98 
Other Information 2000 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES - PEAK SAT 

DAY HOUR 
Two-way Stop-controlled Intersection 

No. Lanes 
Stop/Yield 
Volumes 
PHF 
Grade 
MC»s (%) 
SU/RV's (%) 
CV's (%) 
PCE's 

Eastbound 
L T R 

0 1 < 6 
N 

470 112 
.9 .9 
0 

Westbound 
L T R 

0 1 0 
N 

534 
.9 
0 

Northbound 
L T R 

0 0 1 

158 
.9 

0 

1.10 

Southbound 
L T R 

0 0 0 

Adjustment Factors 

Vehicle Critical Follow-up 
Maneuver Gap (tg) Time (tf) 
Left Turn Major Road 5.00 2.10 
Right Turn Minor Road 5.50 2.60 
Through Traffic Minor Road 6.00 3.30 
Left Turn Minor Road 6.50 3.40 
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Worksheet for TWSC Intersection 

Step l: RT from Minor Street NB SB 

Conflicting Flows: (vph) 584 
Potential Capacity: (pcph) 701 
Movement Capacity: (pcph) 701 
Prob. of Queue-Free State: 0.72 

Intersection Performance Summary 

Avg. 95% 
Flow Move Shared Total Queue Approach 
Rate Cap Cap Delay Length LOS Delay 

Movement (pcph) (pcph) (pcph)(sec/veh) (veh) (sec/veh) 

7.1 
NB R 194 701 7.1 1.3 B 

Intersection Delay * 0.9 sec/veh 
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1. LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 

Level of Service for signalized intersections is defined in terms of 

delay. Delay is a measure of driver discomfort, frustration, fuel 

consumption, and lost -travel time. Specifically, level-of-service 

criteria are stated in terms of the average stopped delay per vehicle 

for a 15-minute analysis period. The criteria are given in table 9-1 

from the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual published by the Transportation 

Research Board in their Special Report 209. 

Delay is a complex measure, and is dependent on a number of 

variables, including the quality of progression, the cycle length, 

the green ratio, and the v/c ratio for the lane group or approach in 

question. 

Table 9-1. Level-of-Service Criteria for Signalized 
Intersections 

Level of Service 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 

Stopped Delay 
Per Vehicle 

(Sec) 
<5.0 

5.1 to 15.0 
15.1 to 25.0 
25.1 to 40.0 
40.1 to 60.0 

> 60.0 

Level-of-Service A describes operations with very low delay, i.e., 

less than 5.0 seconds per vehicle. This occurs when progression is 

extremely favorable, and most vehicles arrive during the green 

phase. Most vehicles do not stop at all. Short cycle lengths may 

also contribute to low delay. 
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Level-of-Service B describes operations with delay in the range of 

5.1 to 15.0 seconds per vehicle. This generally occurs with good 

progression and/or short cycle lengths. More vehicles stop than for 

Level of Service A, causing higher levels of average delay. 

Level-of-Service C describes operations with delay in the range of 

15.1 to 25.0 seconds per vehicle. These higher delays may result 

from fair progression and/or longer cycle lengths. Individual cycle 

failures may begin to appear in this level. The number of vehicles 

stopping is significant at this level, although many still pass 

through the intersection without stopping. 

Level-of-Service D describes operations with delay in the range of 

25.1 to 40.0 seconds per vehicle. At level D, the influence of 

congestion becomes more noticeable. Longer delays may result from 

some combination of unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths, or 

high v/c ratios. Many vehicles stop, and the proportion of vehicles 

not stopping declines. Individual cycle failures are noticeable. 

Level-of-Service E describes operations with delay in the range of 

40.1 to 60.0 seconds per vehicle. This is considered to be the limit 

of acceptable delay. These high delay values generally indicate poor 

progression, long cycle lengths, and high v/c ratios. Individual 

cycle failures are frequent occurrences. 
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Level-of-Service F describes operations with delay in excess of 60.0 

seconds per vehicle. This is considered to be unacceptable to most 

drivers. This condition often occurs with oversaturation, i.e., when 

arrival flow rates exceed the capacity of the intersection. It may 

also occur at high v/c ratios below 1.00 with many individual cycle 

failures. Poor progression and long cycle lengths may also be major 

contributing causes to such delay levels. 
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2. LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 

The Level of Service for unsignalized intersections is defined in 

terms of total delay. Total delay is defined as the total elapsed 

time from when a vehicle stops at the end of the queue until the 

vehicle departs from the stop line; this time includes the time 

required for the vehicle to travel from the last-in-queue position 

to the first-in-queue position. The Level of Service Criteria are 

given in Table 10-3. 

The average total delay for any particular minor movement is a 

function of the service rate or capacity of the approach and the 

degree of saturation. 

TABLE 10-3 LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA 
FOR TWSC INTERSECTIONS 

LEVEL OF SERVICE 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

AVERAGE TOTAL DELAY 
(SEC/VEH) 

<5 

>5 AND <10 

>10 AND <20 

>20 AND <30 

>30 AND <45 

>45 

The proposed Level of Service Criteria for TWSC intersections are 

somewhat different from the criteria for signalized intersections. 
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NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
EPIPHANY COLLEGE SITE 
NEW WINDSOR, N.Y. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this study is to investigate the hydrologic impacts 
of a proposed retail center development on the Epiphany College 
site in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York. The 
subject property is located in the western quadrant of the Union 
Avenue, Windsor Highway (N.Y.S. Rt. 32) intersection, 1.6 miles 
north of N.Y.S. Rt. 94. Proposed site improvements will include 
the construction of retail buildings with associated parking lots 
and access drives. Site development will also include the 
construction of stormwater management facilities to ensure that 
future peak rainfall runoff rates will not exceed existing levels. 

The site of the proposed development is situated in the upper 
region of a watershed that discharges to the Hudson River through 
a minor tributary. (See following Location Map.) To study the 
runoff impacts on this watershed area, a hydrologic model of the 
Retail Center site has been developed utilizing procedures outlined 
in the Soil Conservation Service Technical Release TR-55, ("Urban 
Hydrology for Small Watersheds, June 1986"). TR-55 data was used 
in conjunction with the HEC-1 Flood Hydrograph Package, developed 
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, to generate storm hydrographs 
for analysis of proposed detention basins and peak runoff rates. 

The storm water management facilities presented in this report are 
in conformance with the design concept approved by the Township of 
New Windsor and outlined in a report titled, "Storm Water 
Management Plan for Epiphany College11, prepared by Engineering 
Technologies, Inc. and dated May 1989. 

H. PROCEDURES 

Peak storm water discharges were determined by the Soil 
Conservation Service TR-55 methodology which considers rainfall 
events with 24 hour durations. The total rainfall amounts follow 
a synthetic distribution based on National Weather Service duration 
frequency data. The Epiphany College site rainfall runoff analysis 
is based on a Type III rainfall distribution representing storm 
events in the Atlantic Coastal Region. 24 hour rainfall amounts 
were obtained from the maps provided in the Appendices of the TR-55 
Manual and are as follows: 
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Frequency fvears) Rainfall amount finches) 

5 4.5 
10 5.5 
25 6.0 
50 7.0 

Runoff Curve numbers and Times of Concentration developed for the 
site were also determined by the procedures outlined in TR-55. The 
site topography was used in conjunction with Orange County Soils 
Maps to determine drainage areas and soil categories for Runoff 
Curve numbers. Times of Concentration (Tc) were determined from 
site topography and then lag times were calculated (Lag Time = 0.6 
x Tc) and incorporated into the watershed model. 

HI HYDROLOGIC ANALYSIS-EXISTING CONDITION 

The drainage basin to the downstream limits of the retail site 
encompasses 45 acres and consists of the project site and a small 
amount of off-site areas. The drainage area to be examined is a 
mixture of woods and meadow and incudes a portion of the existing 
Epiphany College buildings and grounds. The watershed limits for 
the studied section of the Epiphany College site can be seen on the 
attached drainage area map for existing conditions. 

The studied drainage area is bounded by Union Ave. to the 
northeast, Windsor Highway to the southeast, and the watershed 
drainage divide to the northwest and southwest. Topography within 
this area consists of a relatively uniform slope with a total 
change in grade of 190 feet. Runoff flows overland to the bottom 
of the slope at the edge of Windsor Highway. This runoff then 
enters into the existing highway drainage system which leads to a 
36 inch RCP storm sewer under the Windsor Highway, Union Ave 
intersection. 

Runoff curve numbers and times of concentration are outlined on TR-
55 worksheets and are presented in Appendix A. HEC-1 computer 
model results are included in Appendix B. HEC-1 generated 
hydrographs are shown for the 5 yr and 50 yr storm frequencies. 
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Peak runoff rates in cubic feet per second (CFS) are as follows for 
the existing site during the 5, 10, 25, and 50 year storm 
frequencies. 

Storm 
Frequency 

5 Yr. 
10 Yr. 
25 Yr. 
50 Yr. 

Peak 
Runoff Rate fCFS) 

41 
61 
70 
91 

IV. HYDROLOGIC ANALYSIS - PROPOSED CONDITIONS PHASE I - RETAIL SITE 
DEVELOPMENT ONLY 

The character of the contributing drainage area will be altered by 
the construction of the proposed retail center and appurtenant site 
improvements. Impervious areas such as parking lots, roofs and 
sidewalks infiltrate less rainfall than most natural ground covers 
and, due to their smooth surfaces, generally accelerate runoff. 
These two factors combine to increase peak storm water discharge 
rates subsequent to construction. 

Mitigation of storm water runoff impacts can be achieved through 
the implementation of storm water management practices. The storm 
water management facility chosen for this site consists of an open 
detention pond which will collect site runoff, detain, and release 
it into downstream drainage systems. The total combined discharge 
rate from the site and the detention pond will not exceed levels of 
runoff draining from the site under existing conditions. 

Contributing drainage areas were subdivided to facilitate the 
analysis of the proposed storm water management facility. Drainage 
area divisions can be seen on the attached drainage area map and 
consist of the following: 

Drainage Area A - Phase II Development Area (Future 
Residential area draining to the 
detention basin by overland flow). 

Drainage Area B - Phase I, Retail Center site, and a 
small portion of the Phase II 
development site draining to the 
detention basin by storm sewer. 
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Drainage Area C - Retail Center site draining to 
Windsor Highway directly (no 
detention). 

Drainage Area D - Phase II development area draining to 
Union Ave. (no detention). 

SCS TR-55 worksheets for runoff curve numbers and times of 
concentration, used as input into the HEC-1 watershed model, are 
attached as Appendix A. 

Analysis of the proposed runoff conditions indicates that a pond 
having a total storage capacity of 1.8 acre feet will be required. 
Outflow from the pond will be controlled by a structure having an 
18" orifice at the pond invert (EL 269.0) and a 2f-4" wide spillway 
(from EL 273.5 to EL 277). The proposed pond and outlet control 
structure will detain storm water runoff and control the release 
rate so that pond outflows combined with the remaining undetained 
site runoff, will result in peak discharge rates lower than 
existing levels. Following is a table of pond outflows, pond 
stages, and total site runoff for developed conditions. HEC-1 data 
and storm hydrographs are presented in Appendix B. 

Total 
Proposed Total 

Site Existing Development 
Runoff Site Runoff Impact 
(CF$) (CFS) (CFS) 

36 41 -5 

54 61 -7 

63 70 -7 

80 91 -11 

V. HYPROLOGIC ANALYSIS - PROPOSED CONDITIONS (PHASE D AND FULL 
DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS (PHASE ID 

The s t o r m w a t e r management pond p roposed i n c o n j u n c t i o n w i t h t h e 
deve lopment of t h e r e t a i l s i t e must a l s o f u n c t i o n w i t h i n a f u t u r e 
s t o r m w a t e r management sys tem s e r v i c i n g t h e f u l l Phase I and Phase 
I I deve lopment of t h e Epiphany C o l l e g e s i t e . Phase I I deve lopment 

Pond 
Storm Pond Stage 

Frequency Inflow Outflow (Tnv. 269) 

5 

10 

25 

50 

41 

57 

65 

81 

30 

45 

52 

67 

274.7 

275.7 

276.1 

276.8 
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within the remainder of the area draining to Windsor Highway and 
Union Ave. will consist of residential units and associated parking 
lots, driveways and sidewalks. 

Under full Phase I and Phase II development conditions, an 
additional detention pond will be required to mitigate development 
impacts on storm water runoff. This pond, designated as Pond A, 
will be situated just west of the proposed retail center and will 
discharge into the retail center pond, designated as pond B. 
Contributing drainage areas were subdivided as follows to analyze 
the performance of the proposed ponds and the impacts of fully 
developed conditions. (A detailed drainage area map for Phase II 
will be developed upon completion of Phase II design drawings) 

Drainage Area A - Phase II (residential development) area 
draining to Pond A by storm sewer and overland 
flow (1.0 acres of residential site area will 
be diverted to a pond northwest of the 
existing college buildings). 

Drainage Area Bl - Retail Center site and a portion of the 
residential development site draining to Pond 
B. 

Drainage Area B2 - Overland runoff to Pond B from undeveloped 
area along southwest property line. 

Drainage Area C - Retail Center site draining directly to 
Windsor Highway (no detention). 

Drainage Area D - Residential development site draining to Union 
Ave. (no detention). 

Analysis of proposed runoff conditions indicates that an additional 
future detention pond having a total storage capacity of 2.2 acre 
feet will be required for stormwater detention. Runoff storage in 
this pond (Pond A) in conjunction with runoff storage in the pond 
on the retail site (Pond B) will reduce proposed runoff rates to 
levels below those found under existing conditions. Outflow from 
pond A will be controlled by a structure having an 18" orifice and 
a 2'-6w wide x 21 high weir. The outlet control structure within 
the retail site pond (Pond B) will remain unchanged for full 
development conditions. The following tables demonstrate pond 
outflows, pond stages, total proposed site runoff, and total 
existing site runoff. 
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POND PERFORMANCE 

Storm 
Frequency 

5 

10 

25 

50 

Storm 

Pond 
Inflow 

42 

56 

62 

76 

Frequency 

5 

10 

25 

50 

n A H 

Outflow 

20 

27 

32 

44 

Pond "A" 
Stage 

(Assumed 
Inv, 305) 

310.2 

311.7 

312.1 

312.9 

PondB 
Tnflow Outflow 

43 

54 

58 

73 

RUNOFF SUMMARY 

Total Proposed 
Site Runoff 

(CFS) 

41 

57 

64 

80 

Total Existing 
Site Runoff 

(CFS) 

41 

61 

70 

91 

31 

42 

49 

63 

PondB 
Stage 

anv. 269) 

274.8 

275.5 

275.9 

276.7 

Full 
Development Impact 

(CFS) 

-0 

-4 

-6 

-11 

VI. SUMMARY 

Stormwater management facilities can be successfully incorporated 
into the site development to mitigate impacts on stormwater runoff. 
The detention pond, proposed in conjunction with the retail site 
development, will also function within a storm water management 
system designed for future full Phase 1 and Phase II development. 
Construction and maintenance of the proposed storm water management 
ponds will maintain or reduce peak runoff levels resulting in no 
increase in downstream flooding for the storm frequencies examined. 



APPENDIX A 

SCS-TR55 

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBERS 

AND 

TIMES OF CONCENTRATION 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State: NY 
Subtitle: EXISTING CONDITIONS 
Subarea : EXIST 

User: WM 
Checked: 

Date: 06-04-S 
Date: 

COVER DESCRIPTION 
Hydrologic Soil Group 

A 8 C D 
Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways 0.8(98) 

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
Meadow -cont. grass (non grazed) 

Moods good 

- 24.1(71) 

- 20.1(70) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 45 

SUBAREA: EXIST TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 45 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:71 



TR-55 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State: NY 
Subtitle: EXISTING CONDITIONS 

User: WM 
Checked: 

Date: 06-04-S 
Date: 

. -..-.-„. Subarea #1 - EXIST 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n Area Wp Velocity Ti 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code (sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (r 

Sheet 3.5 200 
Sheet 100 
Shallow Concent'd 1545 

.020 

.130 

.108 

f 
i 
u 

Time of Concentration = 

O.c 
0.2 
O.C 

0.76 

Sheet Flow Surface Codes 
A Smooth Surface 
B Fallow (No Res.) 
C Cultivated < 20 % Res. 
D Cultivated > 20 % Res. 
E Grass-Range, Short 

F Grass, Dense 
G Grass, Burmuda 
H Woods, Light 
I Woods, Dense 

— Shallow Concentrated 
— Surface Codes 

P Paved 
U Unpaved 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1. 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State: NY 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS PARTIAL DEVELOPMENT PHASE I ONLY 
Subarea : DA-A 

User: WM 
Checked: 

Date: 06-04-
Date: 

COVER DESCRIPTION 
Hydrologic Soil Group 

A B C D 
Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Impervious Areas 

Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways 0.6(98) 

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
Meadow -cont. grass (non grazed) 

Woods good 

- 13.6(71) 

- 11.0(70) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 25.2 

SUBAREA: DA-A TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 25.2 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:7 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1. 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER User: WM Date: 06-04-c 

County : ORANGE State: NY Checked: Date: 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS PARTIAL DEVELOPMENT PHASE I ONLY 
Subarea : DA-B 

Hydrologic Soil Group 
COVER DESCRIPTION A B C D 

Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Open space (Lawns,parks etc.) 

Good condition; grass cover > 75% - - 3.0(74) 

Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways - - 6.6(98) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 9.6 

SUBAREA: DA-B TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 9.6 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:9C 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION l.: 

User: WM 
Checked: 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State: NY 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS PARTIAL DEVELOPMENT PHASE I ONLY 
Subarea : DA-C 

Date: 06~04-c 
Date: 

COVER DESCRIPTION 
Hydrologic Soil Group 

A B C D 
Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Open space (Lawns,parks etc.) 

Good condition; grass cover > 75% 

Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways 

1.5(74) 

4.1(98) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 5.6 

SUBAREA: DA-C TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 5.6 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:92 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION !.:• 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER User: WM Date: 06-04-S 
County : ORANGE State: NY Checked: _. Date: 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS PARTIAL DEVELOPMENT PHASE I ONLY 
Subarea : DA-D 

Hydrologic Soil Group 
COVER DESCRIPTION A B C D 

Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Impervious Areas 

Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways - - 0.2(98) 

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
Meadow -cont. grass (non grazed) - - 4.4(71) -

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 4.6 

SUBAREA: DA-D TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 4.6 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:72 



TR-55 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 J 

Project : NEIGH80RF 
County : ORANGE 
Subtitle: PROPOSED 

Flow Type 2 year 
rain 

Sheet 3.5 
Sheet 
Shallow Concent'd 

Flow Type 2 year 
rain 

Sheet 3.5 
Shallow Concent'd 
Open Channel 

100D RETAIL 

CONDITIONS 

Length 
(ft) 

200 
100 
1545 

Length 
(ft) 

300 
120 
955 

CENTER 
State: NY Ch€ 

PARTIAL DEVLOPMENT 

- Subarea ttl - DA-A 
Slope Surface n 
(ft/ft) code 

.020 f 

.130 i 

.108 u 

- Subarea #2 -
Slope Surface 
(ft/ft) code 

.053 

.220 
f 
u 

DA -B 
n 

User: WM 
acked: 
PHASE I ONLY 

Area wp 
(sq/ft) (ft) 

Date: 06-04-91 
Date: 

Velocity Tin 
(ft/sec) (hr 

0.3<; 
0.2E 
0.0£ 

Time of Concentration = 0.76* 

Area Wp 
(sq/ft) (ft) 

Velocity Tin 
(ft/sec) (hr 

0.3: 
o.oc 

5.0 0.05 
Time of Concentration = 0.43" 

Subarea #3 - DA-C 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code 
Area Wp Velocity Tin 
(sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (hr 

Sheet 3.5 300 
Shallow Concent*d 180 
Open Channel 540 

030 
025 

a 
P 

Subarea #4 - DA-D 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code 

5.0 
Time of Concentration 

0.0« 
o.o: 
o.o: 

= Q^&9< 

0$e1^ CKeHLS 

Area Wp Velocity Tir 
(sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (hi 

Sheet 3.5 300 
Shallow Concent'd 150 
Shallow Concent7d 1750 

073 
050 
077 

f 
u 
P 

Time of Concentration = 

0 
0 
0 

.3: 

.0. 

.0£ 
0.42-

Sheet Flow Surface Codes 
A Smooth Surface 
B Fallow (No Res.) 
C Cultivated < 20 % Res 
D Cultivated > 20 % Res. 
E Grass-Range, Short 

F Grass, Dense 
G Grass, Burmuda 
H Woods, Light 
I Woods, Dense 

— Shallow Concentrated 
— Surface Codes 

P Paved 
U Unpaved 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State NY 

User: WM 
Checked: 

Date: 06-04-9 
Date: 

Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 
Subarea : DA-A 

COVER DESCRIPTION 
Hydrologic Soil Group 

A B C D 
Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Open space (Lawns,parks etc.) 

Good condition; grass cover > 75% 

Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways 

- 13.3(74) 

8.2(98) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 11.5 

SUBAREA: DA-A TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 21.5 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:83 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State: NY 

User: WM 
Checked: 

Date: 06-04-9 
Date: 

Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 
Subarea : DA-B1 

COVER DESCRIPTION 
Hydrologic Soil Group 

A B C D 
Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Open space (Lawns,parks etc.) 

Good condition; grass cover > 75% 

Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways 

2.6(74) 

7.2(98) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 9.8 

SUBAREA: DA-B1 TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 9.8 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:92 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER User: WM Date: 06-04-9 
County : ORANGE State: NY Checked: Date: 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 
Subarea : DA-B2 

COVER DESCRIPTION 
Hydrologic Soil Group 

B C D 
Acres (CN) 

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
Meadow -cont. grass (non grazed) 

Woods good 

.75(71) 

- 2.25(70) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 

SUBAREA: DA-B2 TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 3 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:70 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER User: WM Date: 06-04-9 
County : ORANGE State: NY Checked: _ _ Date: . 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 
Subarea : DA-C 

Hydrologic Soil Group 
COVER DESCRIPTION A B C D 

Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Open space (Lawns,parks etc.) 

Good condition; grass cover > 75% - - 1.5(74) -

Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways - - 4.1(98) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 5.6 

SUBAREA: DA-C TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 5.6 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:92 



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER User: WM Date: 06-04-9 
County : ORANGE State: NY Checked: Date: 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 
Subarea : DA-D 

Hydrologic Soil Group 
COVER DESCRIPTION A B C D 

Acres (CN) 

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) 
Open space (Lawns,parks etc.) 
Good condition; grass cover > 75% - - 3.9(74) 

Impervious Areas 
Paved parking lots, roofs, driveways - - 0.2(98) 

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group) 4.1 

SUBAREA: DA-D TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 4.1 Acres WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:75 



TR-55 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 
County : ORANGE State: NY 

User: 
Checked: 

WM Date: 06-04-9 
Date: 

Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 

— ^ Subarea #1 - DA-A 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code 
Area Wp Velocity Ti 
(sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (h 

Sheet 3.5 300 
Shallow Conoent'd 300 
Open Channel 600 

062 
,120 

10 
Time of Concentration = 

0.3 
O.C 
O.C 

0.38 

Subarea #2 - DA-B1 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n Area Wp Velocity Ti 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code (sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (h 

Sheet 3.5 
Open Channel 

275 
955 

.185 0.2 
5.0 O.C 

Time of Concentration = 0.26 

Subarea 83 - DA-B2 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n Area Wp Velocity Ti 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code (sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (h 

Sheet 3.5 300 
Shallow Concent'd 960 

170 
110 

0.6 
O.C 

Time of Concentration = 0.66 

Subarea #4 - DA-C 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code 
Area Wp Velocity Ti 
(sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (h 

Sheet 3.5 300 
Shallow Concent'd 180 
Open Channel 540 

.030 

.025 
a 
P 

5.0 
Time of Concentration 

O.C 
O.C 
O.C 

use r^:oj6>Has 
AiS A M « « » M O M 



TR-55 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION VERSION 1.1 

Project : NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER User: WM Date: 
County : ORANGE State: NY Checked: Date: 
Subtitle: PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT, PHASE I AND PHASE II 

06-04-9 

Subarea #5 - DA-D — 
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n Area Wp Velocity Ti 

rain (ft) (ft/ft) code (sq/ft) (ft) (ft/sec) (h 

Sheet 3.5 300 .073 f 
Shallow Concent*d 150 .050 u 
Shallow Concent'd 1750 .077 p 

Time of Concentration = 

0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.42 

Sheet Flow Surface Codes — 
A Smooth Surface 
B Fallow (No Res.) 
C Cultivated < 20 % Res. 
D Cultivated > 20 % Res. 
E Grass-Range, Short 

F Grass, Dense 
G Grass, Burmuda 
H Woods, Light 
I Woods, Dense 

— Shallow Concentrated 
Surface Codes 

P Paved 
U Unpaved 



APPENDIX B 

HEC-1 RUNOFF ANALYSIS 



# 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 



* FLOOD HYDROGRAPH PACKAGE 
* SEPTEH8ER 1990 
* VERSION 4.0 

(HEC-1) 

* RUM DATE 06/05/1991 TIME 09:44:05 * 
* * 
tttttitttuttttuutttttttuttttxntnttt 

U.S. AMY COUPS OF ENGINEERS 
HYDROLOGIC ENGINEERING CENTER 

609 SECOND STREET 
DAVIS, CALIFORNIA 95616 

(916) 756-1104 

tttttttttttttttitttttttttnttitttttttti 

GOODKIND i O'DEA, INC. 
JOB NO. 1304 SKY-LOH, NEN WINDSOR DEVELOPHENT CORP. 
EXISTING CONDITIONS FILE: EXIST 

5 10 OUTPUT CONTROL VARIABLES 
IPRNT 5 PRINT CONTROL 
IPLOT 0 PLOT CONTROL 
QSCAL 0. HYDROGRAPH PLOT SCALE 

IT HYDROGRAPH TINE DATA 

JP 

JR 

NHIN 
IDATE 1 
ITIHE 
NO 

NDDATE 2 
NDTINE 
ICENT 

6 
0 

0000 
241 
0 

0000 
19 

COMPUTATION INTERVAL 
TOTAL TINE BASE 

ENGLISH UNITS 
DRAINAGE AREA 
PRECIPITATION DEPTH 
LENGTH, ELEVATION 
FLON 
STORAGE VOLUME 
SURFACE AREA 
TENPERATURE 

MULTI-PLAN OPTION 
NPLAN 

MULTI-RATIO OPTION 

MINUTES IN COMPUTATION INTERVAL 
STARTING DATE 
STARTING TIME 
NUMBER OF HYDROGRAPH ORDINATES 
ENDING DATE 
ENDING TINE 
CENTURY MARK 

.10 HOURS 
24.00 HOURS 

SQUARE MILES 
INCHES 
FEET 
CUBIC FEET PER SECOND 
ACRE-FEET 
ACRES 
DEGREES FAHRENHEIT 

1 NUN8ER OF PLANS 

RATIOS OF PRECIPITATION 
.64 .79 .86 1.00 



ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m ttt ttt m m xtt m m ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt tit 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

7 XK * EXIST * 

tttttttttttttt 

EXISTING RUNOFF FROM SITE DRAINING TO WINDSOR HIGHWAY AND UNION AVE. 

10 IN TINE DATA FOR INPUT TINE SERIES 
JXMIN 12 TINE INTERVAL IN MINUTES 

JXDATE 1 0 STARTING DATE 
JXTIHE 0 STARTING TINE 

SU8BASIN RUNOFF DATA 

24 BA SUBBASIN CHARACTERISTICS 

TAREA .07 SUBBASIN AREA 

PRECIPITATION DATA 

9 PB STORN 7.00 BASIN TOTAL PRECIPITATION 

25 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .82 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 

CRVN8R 71.00 CURVE NUNBER 
RTIHP .00 PERCENT IMPERVIOUS AREA 

26 UD SCS DIHENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TLAG .46 LAG 



PEAK FLON AND STAGE (END-Of-PERIOD) SUNHARY FOR MULTIPLE PLAN-RATIO ECONOMIC CONPUTATIONS 
FLOWS IN CUBIC FEET PER SECOND, AREA IN SQUARE RILES 

TIKE TO PEAK IN HOURS 

RATIOS APPLIED TO PRECIPITATION 
OPERATION STATION AREA PLAN RATIO 1 RATIO 2 RATIO 3 RATIO 4 

.64 .79 .86 1.00 

HYDROGRAPHAT EXIST .07 1 FLON 41. 61. 70. 91. 
TINE 12.60 12.50 12.50 12.50 

*** NORHAL END OF HEC-1 "* 



STATION EXIST 

S. 
(0) OUTFLOW 
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.0 

15. 

.0 

20. 25. 

.0 

30. 35. 

.0 

40. 

.4 

45. 0. 
(L) PRECIP. 

0. 0. 
IX) EXCESS 
.1 .0 
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fi 
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STATION EXIST 

MKfittN 
10000 
HOOfc 
11012 
llCife 
11024 
HOSO 

UOiD 

11042 

11048 

11054 

11100 

lllOfc 

i mi
nus 
i l i 2 ; 

11130 

i iU2 

11148 

11154 
. i tr.r. 

0. 

.0 

P£ft 

1 0 — 

102.0 

103.0 

i04.6 

WJ.U 

iOb.u 

106. 0 

10^. 0 

110. 0 

111. 0 

112. i 

115. i] 

114. 0 

115. 

lie. 
111 
1 1 1 . 

US. 

119. 

120. 

20 
(0) OUTFIQ* 

40. 60. 

.0 .0 

80. 100. 0. 0. 

.0 .0 .0 .0 

0. 0. 0. 

(U PRECIP. 

.6 .4 

0. 0. 

IX) EXCESS 

.: .o 

LI. 

LL. 

L L . 

II. 

U. 

11206 

11212 

1121S 

11224 

11250 

11236 

11242 

11248 

11/54 

124. 

125. 

Ub. 

127. 

«2S. 

129. 
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•-ILL 

• I I I 

Lubk 
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PROPOSED CONDITIONS 

PHASE I (RETAIL CENTER SITE) 



tttttttttttttttttxttttuttttttttttttttttt 
t t 
* aOOO HYDROGRAPH PACIACE ( H E M ) * 
t SEPTEMBER 1990 * 
* VERSION 4 . 0 * 
* * 
* RUN DATE 06/05/1991 TIRE 10:08:41 * 
t * 
ttttttttttttttutttttttttttxttttttnttttt 

ttttrttttttttt 

U.S. ARRT CORK OF ENGINEERS 
HYDROLOGIC ENGINEERING CENTER 

609 SECOND STREET 
DAVIS, CALIFORNIA 95616 

(916) 756-1104 

tttttttttxttttttttttttuttttntittunt 

600DKIND 4 O'DEA, INC. 
JOS NO. 1304 SKY-IOH, NEH WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 
PROPOSED CONDITIONS PARTIAL DEVELOPMENT FILE:PRPART 
PHASE I - NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER 

6 10 OUTPUT CONTROL VARIABLES 
IPRNT 5 PRINT CONTROL 
IPLOT 0 PLOT CONTROL 
OSCAL 0. HYDROGRAPH PLOT SCALE 

IT HYDROGRAPH TINE DATA 

JP 

JR 

NHIN 
IDATE 1 
ITIHE 
NO 

NDDATE 2 
NDTINE 
ICENT 

6 
0 

0000 
241 
0 

0000 
19 

COflPUTATION INTERVAL 
TOTAL TIRE BASE 

EN6LISH UNITS 
DRAINA6E AREA 
PRECIPITATION DEPTH 
LENGTH, ELEVATION 
FLOW 
STORAGE VOLUHE 
SURFACE AREA 
TEMPERATURE 

MULTI-PLAN OPTION 
NPLAN 

NULTI-RATIO OPTION 

RINUTES IN COMPUTATION INTERVAL 
STARTING DATE 
STARTING TIME 
NUMBER OF HYDROGRAPH ORDINATES 
ENDING DATE 
ENDING TIME 
CENTURY MARK 

.10 HOURS 
24.00 HOURS 

SQUARE HILES 
INCHES 
FEET 
CUBIC FEET PER SECOND 
ACRE-FEET 
ACRES 
DEGREES FAHRENHEIT 

1 NUMBER OF PLANS 

RATIOS OF PRECIPITATION 
.64 .79 .86 1.00 



INPUT 
LINE 

NO. 

8 

28 

33 

36 

43 

48 

SCHEIMTIC DIAGRAM OF STREAK NETWRK 

(V) ROUTING (—>) DIVERSION 01 PUHP FLON 

(.) CONNECTOR ( < — ) RETURN OF DIVERTED OR PUHPED FLOH 

DA-A 

D M 

C0H8. 
V 
V 

DA-C 

DA-D 

53 CONBT 

(***) RUNOFF ALSO CONFUTED AT THIS LOCATION 



ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m *** ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m *tt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tuttttttttttt 
t t 

8 KK * DA-A * 
» * 
tuttttttttttt 

DRAINAGE AREA TO POND aB' FROM UNDEVELOPED RESISENTIAL SITE 

11 IN TINE DATA FOR INPUT TINE SERIES 
JXHIN 12 TINE INTERVAL IN HINUTES 

JXDATE 1 0 STARTING DATE 
JXTIHE 0 STARTING TIRE 

SU8BASIN RUNOFF DATA 

25 BA SU8BASIN CHARACTERISTICS 

TAREA .04 SU88ASIN AREA 

PRECIPITATION DATA 

10 PB STORH 7.00 BASIN TOTAL PRECIPITATION 

26 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .82 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 
CRVN8R 71.00 CURVE NUHBER 
RTINP .00 PERCENT IMPERVIOUS AREA 

27 UD SCS DIRENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TLAG .46 LAG 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ?» m ttt m m m ttt m m ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

28 KK * DAB * 
t t 
tttttttttttttt 

DRAINAGE AREA TO POND B FROH RETAIL SITE 

SU8BASIN RUNOFF DATA 

30 8A SU88ASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .01 SU8BASIN AREA 

31 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .22 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 

CRVN8R 90.00 CURVE NUH8ER 
RTINP .00 PERCENT INPERVIOUS AREA 

32 UD SCS DIRENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TLAG .26 LAG 



ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt u* m m m ttt %n ttt ttt ttt m ttt tit ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt xtx ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
% t 

33 XK * com * 
t t 
tttttttttttttt 

C0N8INE INFLOW TO RETAIL SITE POND '8' 

35 HC HYDROGRAPH COMBINATION 
ICOItP 2 NUH8ER OF HYDROGRAPHS TO COMBINE 

ttt 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

36 XX * PONDB * 
t t 
tttttttttttttt 

ROUTE FLOWS THROUGH POND 8 

HYDROGRAPH ROUTING DATA 

38 RS STORAGE ROUTING 

NSTPS 1 NUMBER OF SUBREACHES 
ITYP. STOR TYPE OF INITIAL CONDITION 

RSVRIC -1.00 INITIAL CONDITION 
X .00 WORKING R AND D COEFFICIENT 

39 SA AREA .0 .1 .2 .3 .4 .5 

40 SE ELEVATION 269.00 270.00 272.00 274.00 276.00 278.00 

41 SL LOW-LEVEL OUTLET 

ElEVL 269.75 ELEVATION AT CENTER OF OUTLET 
CAREA 1.77 -CROSS-SECTIONAL AREA 
COOL .65 COEFFICIENT 
EXPL .50 EXPONENT OF HEAD 

42 SS SPILLWAY 
CREL 273.50 SPILLWAY CREST ELEVATION 
SPWID 2.30 SPILLWAY WIDTH 
COON 3.00 WEIR COEFFICIENT 
EXPW 1.50 EXPONENT OF HEAD 



ttt 

COMPUTED STORAGE-ELEVATION DATA 

STORAGE 
EVATION 

.00 
269.00 

.04 
270.00 

.32 
272.00 

.76 
274.00 

1.40 
276.00 

2.26 
278.00 

COMPUTED OUTFUNKLEVATION DATA 

OUTFLOW 
ELEVATION 

OUTFLOW 
ELEVATION 

.00 
269.00 

18.79 
273.68 

.00 
269.75 

20.28 
273.87 

7.93 
270.49 

22.82 
274.14 

8.62 
270.62 

26.68 
274.47 

9.43 
270.80 

32.12 
274.88 

10.42 
271.02 

39.40 
275.36 

11.63 
271.34 

48.80 
275.91 

13.16 
271.78 

60.58 
276.54 

15.16 
272.45 

75.02 
277.23 

17.87 
273.50 

92.37 
278.00 

COMPUTED STORAGE-OUTFLOIHLEVATION DATA 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

.00 

.00 
269.00 

.41 
15.16 

272.45 

1.40 
50.34 
276.00 

.02 

.00 
269.75 

.64 
17.87 

273.50 

1.61 
60.58 
276.54 

.04 
4.61 

270.00 

.68 
18.79 

273.68 

1.90 
75.02 
277.23 

.09 
7.93 

270.49 

.73 
20.28 
273.87 

2.26 
92.37 
278.00 

.11 
8.62 

270.62 

.76 
21.46 

274.00 

.13 
9.43 

270.80 

.80 
22.82 

274.14 

.16 
10.42 
271.02 

.90 
26.68 

274.47 

.21 
11.63 

271.34 

1.02 
32.12 
274.88 

.28 
13.16 
271.78 

1.17 
39.40 

275.36 

.32 
13.84 

272.00 

1.37 
48.80 

275.91 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m m *** ttt ttt ttt ttt %n ttx ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

ntttttttttttt 

t * 

43 KK * DA-C * 
t * 

ttutttttmtt 

RETAIL AREA DRAINING TO WINDSOR HOT AND UNION AVE. / UNDETAINED 

SUB8ASIN RUNOFF DATA 

45 BA SU88ASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .01 SU8BASINAREA 

46 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL 

CRVN8R 
RTIIV 

.17 INITIAL A8STRACTI0N 
92.00 CURVE NUMBER 

.00 PERCENT IMPERVIOUS AREA 

47 UD SCS DIHENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TIAG '0 »'c 



tt* tt* ttt ttt ttt t*t *** ttt ttt ttt ttt *** *** *** ttt m *** *** *** m *** *** *** *** *** m *** *** *** ttt ttt ttt ttt 

************** 
t * 

48 M * DA-D * 
* * 
************** 

RESIDENTIAL AREA DRAINING TO UNION AVE. / UNDETAINED 

SUBBASIN RUNOFF DATA 

50 BA SUBBASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .01 SUBBASIN AREA 

51 L3 SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .78 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 
CRVNBR 72.00 CURVE NUMBER 
RTIHP .00 PERCENT IMPERVIOUS AREA 

52 UD SCS DIRENSIONLESS UMITGRAPH 
TLAG .25 LAG 

tt* ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 

t t 

53 XR * C0H8T * 
t t 
tttttttttttttt 

COMBINE POND B OUTFLOWS KITH UNDETAINED RUNOFF FOR TOTAL SITE RUNOFF 

55 HC KYMOGRAPH COMBINATION 
ICOMP 3 NUMBER OF HYDROGRAPHS TO COMBINE 

ttt 



PEAK FLOM AND STA6E (END-OF-PERIOD) SUMMARY FOR MULTIPLE PLAN-RATIO ECONOMIC COHPUTATIONS 
FLOW IN CUBIC FEET PER SECOND, AREA IN SQUARE HOES 

TINE TO PEAK IN HOURS 

OPERATION STATION AREA PLAN 
RATIOS APPLIED TO PRECIPITATION 

RATIO 1 RATIO 2 RATIO 3 RATIO 4 
.64 .79 .86 1.00 

HYDROGRAPH AT DA-A 

HYDROGRAPH AT DAB 

2 COMBINED AT CONS 

ROUTED TO PONDB 

.04 

.01 

.05 

.05 

1 

1 

1 

1 

FLOW 
TINE 

FLOH 
TINE 

FLON 
TINE 

FLON 
TIHE 

23. 
12.60 

22. 
12.30 

41. 
12.40 

30. 
12.70 

34. 
12.50 

28. 
12.30 

57. 
12.40 

45. 
12.70 

39. 
12.50 

31. 
12.30 

65. 
12.40 

52. 
12.70 

51. 
12.50 

36. 
12.30 

81. 
12.40 

67. 
12.70 

« PEAK STAGES IN FEET « 
1 STAGE 274.72 275.71 276.11 276.83 

TIRE 12.70 12.70 12.70 12.70 

HYDROGRAPH AT DA-C .01 

HYDROGRAPH AT DA-D .01 

3 CONBINED AT COfffiT . 0 7 

1 FLOH 
TIHE 

1 FLOH 
TINE 

1 FLOH 
TIRE 

16. 
12.20 

6. 
12.30 

36. 
12.70 

20. 
12.20 

8. 
12.30 

54. 
12.60 

22. 
12.20 

10. 
12.30 

63. 
12.60 

26. 
12.20 

12. 
12.30 

80. 
12.50 

*** NORMAL END OF HEC-1 " * 
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STATION COWT 
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PROPOSED CONDITIONS 

PHASE I & PHASE H 

(RESIDENTIAL AND RETAIL SITE) 



itttttnttttntttttttttstttttttttttntttt 
t t 
* FLOOD HYDROGRAPH PACKAGE (HEC-1) * 
* SEPTEIttEB 1990 * 
* VERSION 4.0 * 
* * 
* RUN DATE 06/05/1991 TIRE 10:11:39 * 
t * 
ttttttttttttttttttuttutttttttttttntttt 

mttmmmmmtmxmtmmm* 

U.S. ASHY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
HYDROLOCIC ENGINEERING CENTER 

609 SECOND STREET 
DAVIS, CALIFORNIA 95616 

(916) 756-1104 

uttttttttttttttttttttttttutttuntu 

GOODKIND I O'DEA, INC. 
JOS NO. 1304 SKY-LOH, NEH WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 
PROPOSED CONDITIONS FULL DEVELOPMENT FILE: PRFULL 

5 10 OUTPUT CONTROL VARIABLES 
IPRNT 5 PRINT CONTROL 
IPLOT 0 PLOT CONTROL 
QSCAL 0. HYDROGRAPH PLOT SCALE 

IT HYDROGRAPH TINE DATA 

JP 

NHIN 
IDATE 1 
ITIHE 
NO 

NDDATE 2 
NDTIHE 
ICENT 

6 
0 

0000 
241 
0 

0000 
19 

COHPUTATION INTERVAL 
TOTAL TINE BASE 

ENGLISH UNITS 
DRAINAGE AREA 
PRECIPITATION DEPTH 
LENGTH, ELEVATION 
FLOW 
STORAGE VOLUME 
SURFACE AREA 
TEMPERATURE 

MULTI-PLAN OPTION 
NPLAN 

MINUTES IN COHPUTATION INTERVAL 
STARTING DATE 
STARTING TIME 
NUMBER OF HYDROGRAPH ORDINATES 
ENDING DATE 
ENDING TIME 
CENTURY HARK 

.10 HOURS 
24.00 HOURS 

SQUARE MILES 
INCHES 
FEET 
CUBIC FEET PER SECOND 
ACRE-FEET 
ACRES 
DEGREES FAHRENHEIT 

1 NUH8ER OF PLANS 

JR MULTI-RATIO OPTION 
RATIOS OF PRECIPITATION 
.64 .79 .86 1.00 



INPUT 
LINE 

NO. 

27 

34 

3? 

44 

47 

SCHEMATIC DIA6RAN OF STREAM NETWORK 

(V) MUTING (—>) DIVERSION OR PUtP FLON 

(.) CONNECTOR ( < — ) RETURN OF DIVERTED OR PUMPED FLON 

D M 
V 
V 

PONDA 

DAB1 

COH8. 
V 
V 

DA82 

54 DN-C 

59 DA-D 

64 CONST. 

(***) RUNOFF ALSO CONFUTED AT THIS LOCATION 



ttt ttt tn tn ttt ttt tn tn tn tn tn tn »« m m m nt tn tn tn ttt tn. ttt ut ttt ttt tn ttt ttt ttt ttt tn ttt 

tnttntntttt 
* * 

7 KK * DA-A * 
* * 
tttttttttnttt 

DRAINAGE AREA TO POND 'A* ON RESIDENTIAL SITE 

10 IN TINE DATA FOR INPUT TINE SERIES 
JXHIN 12 TINE INTERVAL IN MINUTES 
JXDATE 1 0 STARTING DATE 
JXTINE 0 STARTING TINE 

SU8BASIN RUNOFF DATA 

24 BA SU8BASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .03 SUBBASIN AREA 

PRECIPITATION DATA 

9 PB 

25 LS 

STORM 

SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL 

CRVNBR 
RTINP 

7.00 

.41 
83.00 
.00 

BASIN TOTAL PRECIPITATII 

INITIAL ABSTRACTION 
CURVE NUMBER 
PERCENT IMPERVIOUS AREA 

26 UD SCS DINENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TLAG .23 LAG 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttnttt 
t t 

27 KK * PONDA * 
t t 

tttttttttnttt 

ROUTE FLOWS THROUGH POND A 

HYDROGRAPH ROUTING DATA 

29 RS STORAGE ROUTING 

NSTPS 1 NUMBER OF SUBREACHES 
ITYP STOR .TYPE OF INITIAL CONDITION 

RSVRIC -1.00 INITIAL CONDITION 
X .00 WORKING R AND D COEFFICIENT 



30 SA AREA .0 .2 .2 .3 .4 .5 

31 SE 

32 SL 

33 SS 

ELEVATION 305.00 

LON-LEVEL OUTLET 
ELEVL 
CAKA 

COOL 
EXPL 

SPILLNAY 
CREL 

SPNID 
COOK 
EXP* 

305.75 
1.77 
.65 
.50 

311.00 
2.50 
3.00 
1.50 

306.00 308.00 310.00 312.00 314.00 

ELEVATION AT CENTER Of OUTLET 
CROSS-SECTIONAL AREA 
COEFFICIENT 
EXPONENT OF HEAD 

SPILLWAY CREST ELEVATION 
SPILLWAY WIDTH 
HEIR COEFFICIENT 
EXPONENT OF HEAD 

m 

COMPUTED STORAGE-ELEVATION DATA 

STORAGE 
ELEVATION 

.00 
305.00 

.06 
306.00 

.47 
308.00 

1.01 
310.00 

1.73 
312.00 

2.63 
314.00 

COMPUTED OUTFLOW-ELEVATION DATA 

OUTFLOW 
ELEVATION 

OUTFLOW 
ELEVATION 

.00 
305.00 

21.65 
311.11 

.00 
305.75 

22.50 
311.24 

8.00 
306.50 

23.97 
311.42 

8.78 
306.66 

26.24 
311.64 

9.73 
306.86 

29.45 
311.91 

10.91 
307.15 

33.78 
312.23 

12.41 
307.56 

39.38 
312.60 

14.39 
308.18 

46.42 
313.02 

17.13 
309.19 

55.06 
313.49 

21.14 
311.00 

65.47 
314.00 

COMPUTED STORAGE-OUTFLOW-ELEVATION DATA 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

STORAGE 
OUTROH 

ELEVATION 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

.00 

.00 
305.00 

.77 
17.13 

309.19 

1.98 
39.38 

312.60 

.02 

.00 
305.75 

1.01 
19.02 

310.00 

2.17 
46.42 

313.02 

.06 
4.61 

306.00 

1.35 
21.14 

311.00 

2.38 
55.06 

313.49 

.15 
8.00 

306.50 

1.39 
21.65 

311.11 

2.63 
65.47 

314.00 

.18 
8.78 

306.66 

1.43 
22.50 

311.24 

.22 
9.73 

306.86 

1.50 
23.97 

311.42 

.28 
10.91 

307.15 

1.58 
26.24 

311.64 

.37 
12.41 

307.56 

1.69 
29.45 

311.91 

.47 
13.84 

308.00 

1.73 
30.57 

312.00 

.51 
14.39 

308.18 

1.82 
33.78 

312.23 



it* ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt m ttt **s m m m m m «t m m m m *u m m ttt m m m *« ttt m m 

t**t*ttt*ss«s 
* « 

34 KK * DM1 * 
t * 
mttmum* 

DRAINAGE AREA TO POND B FROM RETAIL SITE 

SU8BASIN RUNOFF DATA 

36 BA SU8BASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .02 SU8BASIN AREA 

37 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .17 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 

CRVN8R 92.00 CURVE NUH8ER 
RTINP .00 PERCENT INPERVIOUS AREA 

38 UD SCS DIHENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TLAG .16 LAG 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

39 XX * DA82 * 
* * 
tttttttttttttt 

DRAINAGE AREA TO POND B, UNDEVELOPED STRIP ALONG SH PROPERTY LINE 

SU8BASIN RUNOFF DATA 

41 BA SU8BASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .00 SUB6ASIN AREA 

42 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .86 .INITIAL ABSTRACTION 

CRVN8R 70.00 CURVE NUMBER 
RTIRP .00 PERCENT INPERVIOUS AREA 

43 UD SCS DIHENSIONLESS UNITGRAPH 
TLAG .40 LAG 



ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

44 KK * COW * 

tttttttttttttt 

COHBINE OUTFLOW FROtt POND A WITH RUNOFF FROM AREAS DRAINING TO POND B 

46 HC KYDROGRAPH COMBINATION 
ICOHP 3 NUH8ER OF HYDROGRAPHS TO COHBINE 

ttt 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

47 KK t P0ND8 * 
t t 

tttttttttttttt 
ROUTE FLOWS THROUGH POND 8 

HYDRO&RAPH ROUTING DATA 

49 RS 

SO SA 

51 SE 

52 SL 

53 SS 

STORAGE ROUTING 
NSTPS 
ITYP 

RSVRIC 
X 

AREA 

1 NUftBER OF SU8REACHES 
STOR TYPE OF INITIAL CONDITION 
-1.00 INITIAL CONDITION 

.00 WORKING R AND D COEFFICIENT 

.0 .1 .2 .3 .4 

ELEVATION 269.00 270.00 272.00 274.00 276.00 

LWKEVEL OUTLET 
ELEVL 
CAREA 
COOL 
EXPL 

SPILLHAY 
CREL 

SJHID 
COON 
EXPN 

269.75 ELEVATION AT CENTER OF OUTLET 
1.77 CROSS-SECTIONAL AREA 
.65 COEFFICIENT 
.50 EXPONENT OF HEAD 

273.50 SPILLHAY CREST ELEVATION 
2.30 SPILLHAY WIDTH 
3.00 HEIR COEFFICIENT 
1.50 EXPONENT OF HEAD 

.5 

278.00 



*** 

COMPUTED ST0M6E-EUYATI0K DATA 

STORAGE 
aEVATIOH 

OUTFLOW 
ELEVATION 

OUTROW 
ELEVATION 

.00 
269.00 

.00 
269.00 

18.79 
273.68 

.04 
270.00 

.00 
269.75 

20.28 
273.87 

.32 .76 
272.00 274.00 

1.40 
276.00 

2.26 
278.00 

COMPUTED OUTFLOW-ELEVATION DATA 

7.93 8.62 
270.49 270.62 

22.82 26.68 
274.14 274.47 

9.43 
270.80 

32.12 
274.88 

10.42 
271.02 

39.40 
275.36 

11.63 
271.34 

48.80 
275.91 

13.16 
271.78 

60.58 
276.54 

15.16 
272.45 

75.02 
277.23 

17.87 
273.50 

92.37 
278.00 

COMPUTED STQRA6E-0UTR0IKLEVATIQN DATA 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

aEVATION 

STORAGE 
OUTFLOW 

ELEVATION 

.00 

.00 
269.00 

.41 
15.16 

272.45 

1.40 
50.34 

276.00 

.02 

.00 
269.75 

.64 
17.87 

273.50 

1.61 
60.58 

276.54 

.04 
4.61 

270.00 

.68 
18.79 

273.68 

1.90 
75.02 

277.23 

.09 
7.93 

270.49 

.73 
20.28 

273.87 

2.26 
92.37 

278.00 

.11 
8.62 

270.62 

.76 
21.46 

274.00 

.13 
9.43 

270.80 

.80 
22.82 

274.14 

.16 
10.42 

271.02 

.90 
26.68 

274.47 

.21 
11.63 

271.34 

1.02 
32.12 

274.88 

.28 
13.16 

271.78 

1.17 
39.40 

275.36 

.32 
13.84 

272.00 

1.37 
48.80 

275.91 

ttt ttt ttt *** *** ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt *** ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt *** ttt ttt ttt m m m ttt ttt ttt 

tutttttttntt 
t t 

54 XK * DA-C * 
* * 
************** 

RETAIL AREA DRAINING TO WINDSOR KHY NAD UNION AVE. / UNDETAINED 

SU88ASIN RUNOFF DATA 

56 BA SU88ASIN CHARACTERISTICS 

TAIEA .01 SU8BASIN AREA 

5 7 LS SCSLOSS RATE 
STRTL 

CRVNIR 
RTIRf 

.17 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 
92.00 CURVE NUN8CR 

.00 PERCENT IftPERVIOUS AREA 

58 UD SCS DimSIONLESS UNITGRAPN 
TLA€ .10 LAG 



ttt ttt ttt ut ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt tu ttt tu tu ttt ttt ttt ut ut ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

59 KK * DA~» * 
* * 
t t t t t t t t t t t t t t 

RESIDENTIAL AREA DRAINING TO UNION AVE. / UNDETAINED 

SWBASIN RUNOFF DATA 

61 8A SU8IASIN CHARACTERISTICS 
TAREA .01 SUBSASIN AREA 

62 LS SCS LOSS RATE 
STRTL .67 INITIAL ABSTRACTION 

CRVNBR 75.00 CURVE NUMBER 
RTINP .00 PERCENT IMPERVIOUS AREA 

63 UD SCS D1HENSI0NLESS UNIT6RAPH 
TLAG .25 LAG 

ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt tu ttt tu ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ttt ut ttt ttt ttt ttt 

tttttttttttttt 
t t 

64 KX * CONBT * 
t t 
mtmttttttt 

C0N8INE PONS B OUTFLOW WITH UNOETAINED RUNOFF FOR TOTAL SITE RUNOFF 



PEAI a O N ANI STAGE (ONHF-PERI08) SUHNARY FOR HJLTIPLE PUN-RATIO ECONOMIC C8RWTATI0NS 
FLOW IN CUBIC FEET PER SECOND, AREA U SNARE RILES 

TIRE TO PEAI III HOWS 

OPERATION STATION ASA PLAN 
RATIOS APPLIED TO PRECIPITATION 

RATIO 1 RATIO 2 RATIO 3 RATIO 4 
.64 .79 .8* 1.00 

HYDROGRAPH AT BA-A 

ROUTED TO PONM 

.03 

.03 

i aoi 
TINE 

i aoN 
TINE 

42. 
12.30 

20. 
12.70 

56. 
12.30 

27. 
12.70 

62. 
12.30 

32. 
12.60 

76. 
12.30 

44. 
12.60 

tt PEAR STAGES IN FEET « 
1 STAGE 310.24 311.67 312.13 312.90 

TIHE 12.70 12.70 12.60 12.60 

HYDROGRAPH AT DM1 

HYDR06RAPH AT DAI2 

3 C0H8INED AT com 

ROUTED TO P0ND8 

.02 

.00 

.05 

.05 

1 

1 

I 

1 

aov 
TINE 

aov 
TIRE 

aov 
TIHE 

am 
TIRE 

26. 
12.20 

3. 
12.50 

43. 
12.30 

31. 
12.60 

33. 
12.20 

4. 
12.50 

54. 
12.30 

42. 
12.60 

36. 
12.20 

5. 
12.50 

58. 
12.30 

49. 
12.60 

42. 
12.20 

6. 
12.50 

73. 
12.40 

63. 
12.60 

HYDROGRAPH AT DA-C .01 

HYDROGRAPH AT DA-D .01 

3 C0H8INED AT CONST .07 

» PEAK STAGES IN FEET « 
1 STAGE 274.84 275.52 275.91 276.68 

TIHE 

i aw 
TIRE 

i aoN 
TIHE 

i am 
TIHE 

12.60 

16. 
12.20 

6. 
12.30 

41. 
12.40 

12.60 

20. 
12.20 

8. 
12.30 

57. 
12.40 

12.60 

22. 
12.20 

9. 
12.30 

64. 
12.40 

12.60 

26. 
12.20 

12. 
12.30 

80. 
12.40 

*** NORHAL END OF H E M « * 
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FEB-09-2006 09:18 MC GOEY HflUSER EDSALL PC 845 567 3232 P.91/01 

McCOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOeY, P.E. (wra*) 
WILLIAM1 HAUSeR, P.E <MY*HJ) 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.L <w, m t *) 
3AMESM. FARR,P.E.(inkPA) 

HAW OFFICE 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite 202 
New Windsor, New Yort 12553 

(845)567-3100 
fax: (845)567-3232 
•-mail: mhenyomfwptcom 

Writer's e-m#i address: 
tmattiet9or4fimhepc.com 

MEMORANDUM 
(via email) 

8 February 2006 

TO: MARK X EDSALL, P.E-, PRINCIPAL 

FROM: BRENDAN MASTERSON, CPESC 

SUBJECT: RPA RETAIL - BOND ESTIMATE (BLDG #1:15,000 SF) 
NEW WINDSOR 

Pursuant to your request, our field representatives have compiled a punchli$t of outstanding items that need 
to be completed in order to finish die retail section of RPA. I have taken those items and assigned and 
estimated cost to complete for the purposes of the developer 10 submit a bond amount to the Town. All 
items have been simplified to a lump sum basis. 

Asphalt-top course 
Parking striping 
Handicap sign/strip 
landscaping maintenance/repl. 
Total: 

(65,000SF) $52,000 
$ 800 
$ 600 
S 5,000 
$58,400 

peSKfflAj.QPFKg 
• 507 Broad Street • MHferd, Pennsylvania 18337 • 570-296-2755 
• 540 Broadway • MontiOBrto, New York 12701 • 845-794-3399 * 

TOTAL P.01 

http://tmattiet9or4fimhepc.com


*.l' 

AS OF: 03/03/2006 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 
SITE PLAN BOND 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

03/01/2006 SITE PLAN BOND 

03/03/2006 REC CK. #003411 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL: 

58400.00 

58400.00 

58400.00 58400.00 0.00 

\y 

jKU 
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March 1,2006 

Ms. Myra Mason 
Secretary to the Zoning Board of Appeals 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: Patriot Plaza Associates, LLC. 
Patriot Plaza Cash Completion Bond 

Dear Ms. Mason, 

Please find enclosed check #0003411 in the amount of $58,400.00 (Fifty Eight Thousand Four Hundred 
Dollars) representing the Cash Deposit Bond to be held by the Town of New Windsor in a Trust Account to 
guarantee the completion of certain private improvements that remain to be done for the project known as 
Patriot Plaza (A Retail Center). 

The remaining items are itemized on the attached memorandum from McGoey, Hauser and Edsall dated 
January 31,2006. 

This Bond is being submitted with the understanding that this will facilitate the release of the final 
Certificates of Occupancy for Building # 1 of the Retail Center. 

It is my further understanding that the release of this Bond is merely an administrative function which will 
be completed by you upon a report from the Town Engineer that the work has been completed to their 
satisfaction. 

Your attention to this matter is most appreciated and we thank you in advance for your time and 
consideration in this matter, 

Sincerely 

lark Eickel 
Executive Vice President 
Patriot Plaza Associates, LLC. 

Attachments 
ME/eg 

AVR Homebuikters 
1 Executive Boulevard 

Yonkers, NY 10701 

phone 914.965.3990 
fax 914.423.4526 
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vendor: townS Town Of New Windsor Date: 03/01/2006 Check No: 00003411 

invoice Date Description Gross Amt Adjusts Net Amount 

d030106 03/01/06 nwlRPAret.punchlist bond 58400.00 0.00 58400.00 

003411 

Check Subtotal » 58400.00 0.00 58400.00 
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RPA - (90-56) 

MR. SHAW: Now for the tough part. We got approval for 
the retail center two years ago on the retail, we have 
paid our fees, we have stamped plans, the approvals 
have run out. What my client wants to do is to get in 
there, start working on the Town road, start working on 
the condos and getting the front portion of the site 
that which is adjacent to Windsor Highway to grade. He 
wants to get the two pad sites prepared, hoping that 
there will be some action that's generated from the 
construction activity. He would like to do that work 
but yet, we have a site plan approval that has been 
expired, all right, and my question to this board is 
how do we get that approval reinstated? Is there 
something this board does by a simple resolution? 

MR. PETRO: Did he ever acquire any building permit at 
all? 

MR. SHAW: No, nothing. <».:.. 

MR. EDSALL: Do you know which application number it is 
that you're asking about? 

MR. SHAW: Not off the top of my head. 

MR. BABCOCK: It's not one of these. 

MS. MASON: It's 90-56. 

MR. EDSALL: The normal procedure is that the board 
asks us whether or not there's been any changes to the 
zoning that would affect the site plan approval. 

MR. SHAW: This was a PUD. 

MR. EDSALL: As long as there's no changes or any 
issues that would affect your previous SEQRA 
determination you've made a motion to reapprove and 
they have to pay reapproval fees. 

MR. BABCOCK: I would submit that in a letter though. 

MR. PETRO: You know what he just said, 90-56 
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reapproval. 

MR. SHAW: Mark, reapproval fees would be what, the 
application fee and the approval fee, both of them or 
just final approval? 

MR. EDSALL: It's the approval fees, you don't get a 
new application fee. 

MS. MASON: This has never happened that I remember. 

MR. EDSALL: Where we have subdivisions that expire, 
I'm suggesting we handle it the same way. 

MR. PETRO: Especially if there's no zoning change. 

MS. MASON: Usually, I just charge for an approval fee. 

MR. EDSALL: Can we just get this out of the way since 
he's here representing the applicant? 

MR. PETRO: Suggest that he jiist pay Myra the approval 
fee and go get a building permit;. 

MR. SHAW: But do I need that resolution from the board 
on the record to allow Myra to do that? 

MR. PETRO: If you know the number number 9 0-56, I'll 
entertain a motion that we reapprove 90-56, nothing's 
changed as Mark said, there's no change in any of the 
zoning laws, local site plan has not been affected in 
any way. 

MR. ARGENIO: Site plan has not changed? 

MR. SHAW: No. 

MR. PETRO: We'd grant another site plan approval at 
this point. 

MR. ARGENIO: I'll make that motion subject to fees 
being paid. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 
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MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
Hew Windsor Planning Board grant a final approval to 
the RPA reapproval to RPA for number 9 0-56 subject to 
the fees being paid which will be the approval fee and 
that basically is it. Is there any further discussion 
from the board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: I would like to discuss this about the 
cleaning of the property, you're going to create a 
plateau down there, which would be lot of dirt moving 
around with nothing going on it, so you're going to 
have erosion problems, I'm going to say you're 
disturbing over five acres, correct, on the entire 
site, I don't know if that parcel is though? 

MR. SHAW: I don't know, 

MR. PETRO: You have a plan in place anyway so the . 
thing is once you get it cleared, Greg, and we have 
these mountains of dirt and we have a dirt plateau 
there that's basically what you're going to have then 
what, we don't want to wind up with what we've had with 
Mr. Joe Bonura not too long ago. 

MR. ARGENIO: This is major league high profile. 

MR. PETRO: I agree a hundred percent. 

MR. ARGENIO: Make sure the erosion control's in place, 
make sure no dirt running out on 32, is that where 
you're going, Jim? 

MR. PETRO: I'm guestioning if it's really a good idea 
that you even do this because you're right in the 
bull's eye as far as I'm concerned of most of New 
Windsor traffic right there and you're going to 
basically just clear it off, build this plateau in the 
front, I know the parking lot goes way up in the front. 
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MR. SHAW: Just going to be the front portion, we're 
not going all the way back, we're going to disturb the 
minimum that we need. If I had to guess a distance, 
250, 300 feet back and that's it, that's enough to get 
the pad sites to grade. 

MR. PETRO: How are you going to treat the surface? 

MR. SHAW: Seeded, that's all part of the approvals 
that when you disturb a site, if it's going that way, 
it has to be temporarily seeded, so you don't get water 
coming down off the mountain and washing down onto 
Windsor Highway. He's going to have to put in 
diversion swales shown on the plan to contain the storm 
water. 

MR. PETRO: Who is going to monitor this? 

MR. SHAW: The Town is with the fees we're going the 
pay them, 

MR. EDSALL: The actual enforcement is that of DEC and 
how we have been handling them is we monitor them in a 
genera! way, if we see non-compliance, we call DEC and 
DEC will slap you with a fine if you're not in 
compliance. "*" 

MR. PETRO: What about turning lanes, wasn't that 
supposed to be done in the front? 

MR. SHAW: Yes, there was a substantial amount of work 
to be done on Windsor Highway Union Avenue, the DOT and 
Orange County DPW has approved the plans. The only 
thing stopping the actual issuance of the permit is 
that they're reviewing the taking maps which is the 
land that they're going to take from my client and give 
to the DOT and the Orange County DPW, that's the only 
thing holding it up. All the other technical matters 
have all been resolved. 

MR. PETRO: The detention pond, isn't some of the 
drainage going to go to that spot that's not built yet? 

MR. SHAW: Correct, the detention pond is going to be 
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used as a temporary sediment retention basin, you're 
going to take the storm water and bring it. 

MR. ARGENIO: That storm water is generated by 
impervious surfaces that they're not going to build on, 
I would think. 

MR. LANDER: It's not going to pipe all this all by 
swales. 

MR. PETRO: I'm concerned that it's going to look like 
a big mound there. Look like Joe Ruscetti's pit over 
there. 

MR. LANDER: It will be for sale the dirt? No, I think 
it's a good idea, get something going on that site, 
everybody wants to know, gee, they had the approvals, 
what's going on. 

MR. SHAW: There hasn't been any interest at all, 
that's why they want to invest money in site work to 
show there is activity to generate the interest. Last 
thing they want to spend a couple hundred grand on site 
work for nothing. 

MR. PETRO: Build it and they will come. 

MR. ARGENIO: Greg just said a mouthful, last thing the 
guy would want to do, Mr. Chairman, as you well know is 
spend a couple hundred thousand on a site and let it 
sit for five years. 

MR. PETRO: Only I would know. 

MR. SHAW: Who needs an empty space. 

MR. PETRO: I'm concerned about it looking like a big 
gravel pit on the corner of Union Avenue and 3 2 because 
we'll get a million phone calls and I know that that 
site, it's raised from 32 up guickly with fresh dirt 
that's going to be pushed in there. 

MR. BABCOCK: I think what we should do is have Greg 
advise his client that we're going to keep a steady eye 
on the project to make sure that he does everything. 
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MR. ARGENIO: It's not a mining operation. 

MR. PETRO: Is it bonded anywhere? 

MR. BABCOCK: No. 

MR. SHAW: You have inspection fees that have been paid 
for the common improvements of the retail, you'll have 
inspection fees of 32, $34,000 for the Town road to be 
built and there will be inspection fees paid for the 
condominium site. The DOT work will be bonded, the DPW 
work will be bonded but is there any guarantee of the 
site work, no. 

MR. PETRO: What do we have now if he makes a big 
mountain there, doesn't seed it, no erosion control and 
goes to Bolivia. 

MR. SHAW: No more or no less than any other applicant 
that came before you tonight for site plan.approval. 

MR. PETRO: Not on the corner of 3 2 and Union. 

MR. SHAW: We can't be arbitrary and capricious either. 

MR. PETRO: You're right so good luck. * 

MR. SHAW: I will advise my clients of the board's 
concerns with respect to erosion control. 

MR. PETRO: That's my concern and I can tell you we'll 
hear about it if something goes wrong there. 

MR. BABCOCK: You will too. 

MR. PETRO: Motion to adjourn? 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. KARNAVEZOS: Second it. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
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MR. 
MR. 
MR. 

KARNAVEZOS 
LANDER 
PETRO 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

Respectfully Submitted By 

Frances Roth ^> 
Stenographer 

b\ 



JOHN COLLINS 
C l ^ i V 3 I I V C C a l l O j l a \ s « TRAFFIC*TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS 

11 B R A D H U R S T A V E N U E • H A W T H O R N E , N.Y. • 10532 • (914) 3477500 • FAX (914) 347-7266 ==•-

July 24, 1998 

Mr. Dan Simone, P.E. 
AVR Realty Company 
One Executive Boulevard 
Yonkers, N.Y. 10701 

Re: Union Avenue and Route 32 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Dear Dan: 
As requested, we have prepared summaries of the trip generation for 
the proposed development of your site to supplement our June 19, 
1998 report. 

The trip generation for the site as currently proposed plus the 
traffic generation for the Epiphany Middle School which was 
developed on the westerly portion of the overall Epiphany College 
site, will generate a total of 496 new trips during the AM Peak 
Hour and 770 new trips during the PM Peak Hour. 

The attached page 111-40 is a summary of the trip generation which 
was originally proposed for the site and included in the 
environmental studies prepared for the overall Epiphany College 
site development. The total site generated traffic for the previous 
plan was some 545 trips during the AM Peak and 966 trips during the 
PM Peak Hour. 

As can be seen from this comparison, the total new traffic 
generation under the current proposal is significantly less than 
that previously proposed and therefore, results in significantly 
reduced traffic generation and associated impacts. 

We trust the enclosed information is self-explanatory. If you have 
any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN COLLXNS ENGINEERS, P.C. 

.simone2 

cc: Greg Shaw 



TRIP GENERATION RATES 

AH Peak Hour 

Proposed Development 

Tovnhouses/Condomlniuns 
Conversion of Existing Building 
Single Family Homes 
Low-Rise Offices 
Retail Space 

Enter Exit 
PM Peak Hour Trips 

Enter Exit Per 

0.15 
0.50 
0.21 
0.92 

0.85 

0.51 
0 

0.55 
0.16 

0.36 

0.58 
0 

0.63 
0.42 

. 2.04 

0.30 unit 
0.10 employee 
0.37 unit 
1.60 1000 square feet 
2.12 1000 square feet 

GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
(Vehicles Per Hour) 

Development Size 

515 Tovnbouses/Condominiuas 
40 Employees/Municipal Complex 
63 Single Family Homes 
15,000 SF Office Space 
100,000 SF Retail Space 

AM Peak Hour 
Enter 

79 
20 
13 
14 
85 

Exit 

261 
0 
35 
2 
36 

PM Pe 

Enter 

300 
0 
40 
6 

204 

ak Hour 
Exit 

153 
4 
23 
24 
212 

Total v211 334, y550 ^ 4 1 6 , 

T r i p D i s t r i b u t i o n and A s s i g n m e n t 

T r i p d i s t r i b u t i o n was b a s e d p r i m a r i l y on e x i s t i n g , 

m e a s u r a b l e t r a f f i c p a t t e r n s i l l u s t r a t e d by t h e r e c e n t 

i n t e r s e c t i o n t u r n i n g movement c o u n t s . The p r o p o s e d s i t e 

l a y o u t and p o i n t s o f a c c e s s w e r e a l s o c o n s i d e r e d i n 

d e t e r m i n i n g t h e f i n a l t r i p d i s t r i b u t i o n p e r c e n t a g e s w h i c h 

a r e shown i n F i g u r e s 5 and 6 . The r e s u l t i n g s i t e g e n e r a t e d 

1 1 1 - 4 0 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS PC 

RICHARD O. McGOEY, PJL (Krtp*) 
wlUJAMJ. HAUSER, P X (NT&N* 

MARK J. EDSALL P X (NTNicpyg 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. (Nrfcfwj 

MAJNOfFKE 
33 All port Center Drive 
Suite 202 
New Windsor, New Tone 12553 

(845) 567-3100 
fax: (845) 567-3232 
e-matt: iiihtiy#inliepcxofn 

Writer's etnaH address: 
tnje0)i ill lepcxoin 

MEMORANDUM 
14 October 2003 

TO: MYRA MASON, PLANNING BOARD SECRETARY 

FROM: MASK J. EDS ALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

SUBJECT: SKY LOM(RPA) SITE PLAN (RETAIL SITE) 
MODIFICATION OF STORMW ATER SYSTEM 
PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION NO. 90-56 

Attached hereto please find the plan, which I discussed with the planning board at the end of the 
meeting on 24 September 2003. At that time, the board determined that it was a minor field change 
and that an application for an amendment was not required. This copy is for your file record only. 

Please keep a copy of this phut with the referenced file. 

cc: Mike Babcock (with plan) 

NW9&-56-ShiiiiiwrtM Ffan 101403 

• 507 Broad Street 
• 540 Broadway • 

reaoNALoragg 
Pennsylvania 18337 * 570-2962765 

New Tone I270I • 845-794-3399 • 



S h a t A f E n g i n e e r i n g Consulting Engineers 
744 Broadway 
P . O . B o x 2 5 6 9 

Newburgh, NewYork 125SO 
(845)561-3695 

September 16, 2003 

Chairman James R. Petro, Jr. and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: New Retail Center For RPA Associates, LLC And 
Patriot Ridge Condominiums 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed please find 6 copies of the drawing entitled "Water Quality/Storm Water Detention 
Basin No. 1 - Plan & Details" that was prepared by this office and that is dated September 15, 
2003. This drawing is being submitted to your Board for record purposes and it only reflects 
slight field changes (proposed) from the approved drawings. The field changes reflected oh 
this drawing are as follows: 

- the creation of an inlet pool at the westerly extremity of the basin 
- the extension of the 30-inch inlet piping to the new inlet pool by adding 2 flushing basins 

and approximately 100 feet of 30-inch piping 
- the relocation of the low flow channel from the new inlet pool to the outlet pool 

If additional information is required regarding the above, please contact this office at your 
convenience. 

Very truly yours, 

GJS:mmv 
Enclosure 

cc: Tom Pema, RPA Associates LLC 
Mike Norman, AVR Builders w/ 3 copies of the drawing 
Bill Elgee, McGoey, Hauser & Edsall PC w/1 copy of the drawing 



KENNETH 
PREGNO 
AGENCY 
LJ. 

UJTkle 
Tl i iwig lwl New Yorlt State 

Parit Cfrde Building 

At Jan Peek Square 

Peeksldll, New York 10566 

(914) 739-8293 

(914) 739-0832 FAX 

DATE. 
March 19, 1997 

TITLE NO. 
KPO-7957 

ATTN: Bruce Rubenstein, Esq, 
AYR Realty Co. 

TO, : 1 
1 Executive Blvd. 

RB. 
Venice Marina Holdings, Inc. 

Yonkers, NY 10701 

For examination of title and fee insurance in 
the amount- of $ $ 



ISSUED BY 
COMMONWEAIIH LAND TITLE INSURANCE COMMNY CERTIFICATE AND REPORT OF TntE 

Commonwealth 

KPO-7957 
KPO-L109883 

RE: Venice Marina Holdings, Inc 

I 

This Company certifies that in consideration of the fees, due and payable upon the delivery of this 
certificate, it has examined title to the premises described in Schedule A herein, in accordance with its 
usual procedure and agrees to issue its standard 1992 ALT A Loan/Owner's policy (with New York 
Endorsement) insuring such interest and the marketability thereof, after the closing of the transaction in 
conformance with procedures approved by the Company, excepting all loss or damage by reason of the 
estates, interests, defects, objections, liens, encumbrances and other matters set forth in this certificate which 
are not disposed of to its satisfaction prior to such closing or issuance of the policy. 

Such policy will be issued for the amount set forth herein, upon payment of the Company's fees 
and after the transaction has been duly closed and the closing instruments have been duly recorded 
and approved by the Company. 

This certificate is subject to any question or objection as a result of a continuation of the title to the 
date of closing or which may be brought to the attention of the Company prior to the closing, or if 
there be no closing, before the issuance of the policy. 

This certificate shall be null and void (1) if the Company's fees therefor are not paid (2) if the 
prospective insured, his attorney or agent, or the applicant or the person to whom this certificate is 
addressed, makes any untrue statement with respect to any material fact or suppresses or fails to 
disclose any material fact or if any untrue answers are given to material inquiries by or on behalf of 
the Company (3) in any event, upon the delivery of the policy. Any claim arising by reason of the 
issuance of this certificate shall be restricted to the terms and conditions of the standard form of 
insurance policy. 

If title, interest or lien to be insured was acquired by the prospective insured prior to delivery of this 
certificate, the Company assumes no liability except under the policy when issued. 

Cmttcato and Report of TN» 
Face Paps 

Form 2215-19 (Rav. 2-w) ORIGMAL 



Title No. 
KPO-7957 

THIS COMPANY CERTIFIES that a good and marketable title to the premises described in Schedule A, 

subject to the liens, incumbrances and other matters, if any, set forth in this certificate may be mor,JAtLtJ 

by 

VENICE MARINA HOLDINGS, INC., as agent for Deraooring, Inc. 

who acquired title by deed made by Venice Marina Holdings/ Inc. dated as 
1/1/96 and recorded 1/24/96 in Liber 4332 cp 157. 

Disposition 

Vfc^ $** 

SCHEDULE B in which are set forth the additional matters which will appear in the policy as exceptions 
from coverage, unless disposed of to the Company's satisfaction prior to the closing 
or delivery of the policy; 

1. Taxes, tax liens, lax sales, water rates, sewer rents and assessments set forth in 
schedule herein. 

2. Mortgages returned herein ( none)* Detailed statement within. 

3. Any state of facts which an accurate survey might show. 
or . 

Survey exceptions set forth herein. 

4. Rights of tenants or persons in possession. 

5. Covenants, conditions, easements, leases, agreements of record, etc., more fully 
set forth in Schedule herein:— 

6. Any personal checke payable to Orange County Clerk 
in excess of $100.00 must be certified checks 
(this includes attorney's checks if outside of 
Orange County). 

7. Abstract company checks, title company checks or 
checks of attorney's in Orange County will be 
accepted but only up to $499.00. Any checks 
over that amount must be certified. 

8 

10 

11 

The Orange County Clerk will accept bank's checks 
for the %% mortage tax but will not accept checks 
from funding companies or mortgage servicing 
agencies. If Kenneth Pregno Agency is to have 
any checks certified, there will be a certified 
check charges of $35.00. 

Grant of Easement and Right of Way in Liber 1320 

Deed to County of Orange for Road purposes in Liber 
1496 cp 160 and Liber 2622 cp 337. 
Ouw? A^&vt i*PoV urns /(MSM? 
Notice of Appropriation in Liber 1532 cp 131. P)*>2~%4*) 

3CHC0UIE " • " Of THIS KHKY CONSISTS Of SHEETfS). 

CertScate and Report of Tlfc-Ncw Ywk 
Form 2215-2 



KPO-7957 

12. Sewer easement in Liber 1817 cp 413. W 7 

13. Easement in Liber 3996 cp 150. "— :'pSB^P^U/tf' [C7l° ^flM)/^ (£ H&A 

14. Notes on Piled Map 30-94 and 6982. 

15. Easements on Filed Map 30-94 and 6982. . 

16. The exact acreage of the premises herein is not insured. 

17. Riparian Rights of::others.4.in:-and:to::th*ê water*.and land" lying under 
the water of the brook crossing premises herein. 

18. Subject to rights and easements, if any, acquired by any public 
utility company to maintain its poles and operate its wires, lines, 
etc., in, to and over the.premises and in, to and over the streets 
adjacent thereto. \ » 

19. Closing instruments must recite tax map designation. 

20. If Title Company is to accept any payments from the Seller, his 
check is to either be certified and payable to the Title Company 
directly or, if a personal check, it must be endorsed with 
payment guaranteed by the attorney for the client. 

21. Unanimous written consent of stockholders of Demooring, Inc. to the 
proposes sale must be submitted or in the alternative, proof must 
be furnished that the holders of two thirds of its stock have 
consented to the sale at a meeting duly called. The deed should 
contain the following recital: "The above conveyance is made 
the ordinary course of business of the above corporate grantor". 

22. ' Possible Franchise Tax Against Demorring, Inc. (being investigated 
by title company). 

23. Possible Franchise Tax Against Venice Marina Holdings, Inc. (being 
investigated by title company). 

24. Please note tax arrears must be paid by certified or cashiers 
check only. 



KPO-7957 
SURVEY READING 
FOR FEB POLICY ONLY 

Survey made by Grevas & Hildreth P.C. dated 12/11/84 and last 
revised 11/30/93 shows subject premises and more. As to the 
subject premises being the more southerly parcel and being designated 
as Lot No. 2, survey shown no encroachments or variation of lot 
line except the following: 

1. Central Hudson Gas and Electric Co. Easement crosses premises 
and extends onto adjoining premises. 

2. Town of New Windsor Sewer easement crosses premises and extend 
onto adjoining premises. 

3. Stone walls generally on portion of lines of title. 
4. Variation between stone wall and portion of northeasterly line. 

Said wall extends within said line. j 
5. Waterline easement on portion of easterly line. 
6- Driveway extends from Union Avenue, over subject premises 

and onto premises to the north. Title company excepts the 
rights of others over and to same. 

7. View easement crosses premises and extends onto easterly line and 
onto'Premises to the northwest. 

8. Grading easement crosses premises and extends onto adjoining 
premises. 

9. Variation between fences and portion of northerly line. 

SURVEY INSPECTION 

Subject to any state of facts since date of survey 
(Please note as this is a commercial transaction* title company 
may not do a survey inspection. Applicant to provide updated 
survey). 



KPO-7957 
SURVEY READING 
FOR FEE POf.ICY ONLY FOR INFORMATION ONLY 

Survey made by Grevas & Hildreth P.C. dateti 12/11/84 and last 
revised 11/30/93 shows subject premises and wore. As to the 
subject premises being the more southerly parcel and being designated 
as tot No. 2, survey shows: 

1. Central Hudson Gas and Electric Co. Easement crosses premises 
and extends onto adjoining premises. 

2. Town of New Windsor Sewer easement crosses premises and extend 
onto adjoining premises. 

3. Stone walls generally on portion of lines of title. 
4. Variation between stone wall and portion of northeasterly line. 

Said wall extends within said line. 
5. Waterline easement on portion of easterly line. 
6. Driveway extends from Union Avenue, over subject premises 

and onto premises to the north. Title company excepts the 
rights of others ovet and to same. 

7. View easement crosses premises and extends onto easterly line and 
onto premises to the northwest. 

8. Grading easement crosses premises and extends onto adjoining 
premises. 

9. Variation between fences and portion of northerly line. 
10. Stone walls on premises. 
11. Structure on premises. 

SURVEY INSPECTION 

Subject to any state of facts since date of survey 
(Please note as this, is a commercial transaction! title company 
may not do a survey inspection. Applicant to provide updated 
survey). 
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Disposition: 

Town of Mew Windsor 

School Diet; NEWBURGH 

TO* No. KPA KPOL109883 
The unpaid taxes, water rates, assortment* and other matters rotating to taxes which aw Bens at the date 
of this certificate am set forth below. 

Our policy does not insure against such 
items which have not become a Ben up to 
the date of the potcy or installments due 
after the date of the policy. Neither our 
tax search nor our policy covers any part 
of streets on which the premises to be in
sured abut 

If the tax lots above mentioned cover 
rnore or less than the premises under ex
amination, this fact will be noted herein. 

In such cases, the interested parties 
should take the necessary steps to make 
the tax map conform to the description 
to be toured. 

Ass'd to: VENICE MARINA HOLDINGS, INC. LAND $ 
TOTAL$ 

550,000 
550,000 

RTE 32 

Town/City 
DIST: 
SECT: 4 
BLOCK: 2 
LOT(s) 21 

1997 TOWN TAX 

village 
DIST: 
SECT: 
BIOCK: 
LOT(s) 

$21441.64 PAID 

LAND $ 
TOTAL$ 

Village 

1996/97 SCHOOL TAX $32145.85 

First 1/3 $10715.29 PAID 
Second 1/3 M' $10715.28 PAID 
Third 1/3 $10715.28 OPEN+PEN 
NOTE: 1994/95 CITY TAX $62999.62 SOLD 12/95 TO 
ORANGE COUNTY AS LIEN #N/A 

WATER ACCOUNT # UNIMPROVED NOTE: IF 
PREMISES ARE IMPROVED,WATER CHARGES 
ARE A LIEN. 

Nothing Further Found 3/24/97 

TAXES SUBJECT TO CONTINUATION 
PRIOR TO CLOSING 

Water and sewer charges, if any# must be presented at closing. 
Final bill must be presented at closing. 

If escrow for taxes is to be collected at closing a fee 
of $50.00 is to be paid. 
All of the above figures must be verified at closing. Seller is to produce 

002500/OC3500 tax receipts for the past 2 years. ±a$ 1741035 4999756 

m TlitfliAMwpfMMiv^Mrt Sweater or feonvMWto few* M0iwv>%ilMi M b •vvSMMsfltSMtclosinQ. 
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SCHEDULE A 

ALL that certain place or parcel of land situate, lying and 
being in the Town of Mew Windsor, County of Orange and State of Mew 
York being a portion of the former Epiphany College Property being more 
particulary described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point, in the westerly line of Mew York State 
Route 32, where said line is intersected by the southerly line of Union 
Avenue,1 running thence the following courses: 

— 1. along the westerly line of Mew York State Route 32, South 
42° 31' 05" West, 201.47 feet to a point; 

2. still along said line, South 40° 04' 08N West, 801.30 feet 
to a point; 

3. along lands n/f Windsor Crest Condominium, North 50° 02' 
24- West, 1,454.16 feet to a point, 

4. still along said lands, South 83* 36' 13" West, 102.50 
feet to a point; 

5. along lands n/f Petro, South 85° 37' 57" West, 620.19 feet 
to a point; 

6. still along said lands and along lands n/f Mahary, South 
84* 21' 39" West, 682.65 feet to a point; 

7. still along said lands, South 04* 18' 48" East, 1,759.92 
feet to a point; 

8. along lands n/f Gadonniex, South 74° 11' 36" West, 336.63 
feet to a point; 

9. still along said lands, South 77* 07' 04" West 927.19 feet 
to a point; 

10. along lands n/f Sheddin, North 04* 31' 08" West, 826.54 
feet to a point; 

11. still along said lands, North 04* 51' 42? West; 294.04 
feet to a point; 

12. along lands n/f New York State Department of Audit and 
Control, North 03* 49' 12' West, 818.77 feet to a point; 

13. still along said lands and along the rear of lots in the 
Park Hill Subdivision, North 84* 16' 31" East, 984.36 
feet to a point; 

page 1 of 3 pages 
For conveyancing only, i Together with all right, title and interest of, in and to any streets and 

*/ intended to be conveyed. \ roads abutting the above described premises, to the center line thereof 

Certificate and Report of Tide - New York 
Form 2215-1 
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Schedule A - page 2 

14. still along the rear of lots in the Park Hill Subdivision, 
North 27* 43' 48" East, 54.54 feet to a point; 

15* along lands lands n/f Newburgh Enlarged City School 
District, North 84* 21' 39" East,. 914.56 feet to a point; 

16. still along said lands, North 85# 37' 57" East, 619.86 
feet to a point; 

17. still along said lands, North 83° 36' 13' East, 61.67 feet 
to a point; 

18. still along said lands. North 42* 05' 30* East, 263.88 
feet to a point; 

19. still along said lands, along a curve to the left, having 
a radius of 935.00 feet, a distance of 107.75 feet to a 
point; 

20. still along said lands, along another curve to the right, 
having a radius of 983.76 feet, a distance of 390.56 feet 
to a point; 

2]l. still along said lands, North 25° 58' 07" East 50.16 feet 
to a point; 

22. along a curve to the rightr having a radius of 627.37 
feet, a distance of 488.97 feet to a point in the 
southerly line of Union Avenue; 

*23. along said line, South 33* 03' 43" East, 92.97 feet to a 
point; 

24. still along said line, South 47* 37' 05** East, 56.03 feet 
to a point; 

25. still along said line, South 35* 33' 07" East, 229.34 feet 
to a point; 

26. still along said line 32* 56' 27" East, 141.80 feet to a 
point; 

27. still along said line, South 43* 48' 57" East, 145.97 feet 
to a point; 

28. still along said line, South 51* 44' 07" East, 150.00 feet 
to a point; 

page 2 of 3 pages 
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Schedule A - page 3 

29. still along said line, South 60* 04' 37** East, 25.45 feet 
to a point; 

30. still along said line, South 55"* 24' 57- Bant, 192.96 feet 
to a point; 

31. still along said line, South 61# 37' 33" Bast, 200.44 feet 
to a point; 

32. still along said line, South 58* 03' 37" Bast, 167.80 feet 
to a point; 

33. still along said line, South 08* 20' 12" Bast, 42.33 feet 
to the point or place of BEGINNING. 

page 3 of 3 pages 



KENNKTII 
PREGNO 
AGIiNCr 

L«n«l Title InnMraNCR 

TkrowifhoMt Nctr York Stale 

Title » 
State of New Yorkt 
County of SSi 

EACH UEING DULY SWORN DEPOSES 
AND SAYS: 

I ark Circle l)«ililiiitf 

*t JAM I eelc Square 

PccUlt i l l , New Yorlt 10500 

(OU) 730.6299 

(•14) 028-2402 (M«U|»Ao) 

(014) 730.0032 ( F « ) 

Tliat I/We have been known by no otlier name(s) otlier than 
for more than ten years last past and that I/We was/Were the grantee(s) in 
deed dated and recorded in Liber pg. . 

That there are no judgments against me/Us in this state or any state in the 
U.S.A. and there are no proceedings for bankruptcy or any notice of sale/federal 
liens against ms/Us and tliat the judgments/liens herein are of an individual 
of a same/siinlU.ar name. ; 

is/Are alive and well and consent to the delivery of the 

is still 

That 
deed and/or mortgage to be insured. 

That the Power of Attorney granted to me on 
in full force/effect. 

Tliat there was no joint or mutual Will between myself and my spouse who died 
and there was no Legal Separation or Decree of Divorce entered 

or being entered in this state or any state in the United States and that at 
tlie tine of the death of my spouse we were legally married. 

That there was no leases/tenants in possession. 

Tliat I/We as seller(s)/mortgagor(s) do hereby affirm to Kenneth Pregno Agency, 
Ltd.» tliat I/Vie will not encuitoer or cause to encunber the premises prior to 
recording such documents as issued in tliis transaction and accepted by the County 
Clerk of said recording county and indemnify and hold harmless the Kenneth Pregno 
Agency, Ltd. should I/We cause otherwise. 

Tliat there are/are not any open mortgages affecting the subject premises. 

THAT THE ABOVE STATEMENTS ARE MADE TO INDUCE KENNETH PREGNO AGENCY, LTD. AS 
AGENT FOR CHICAGO AND/OR CCMHCNWEALTH LAND TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY TO ISSUE 
IT'S POLICY INSURING TUP. SAME, KNOWING THAT THEY WILL RELY ON THE STATEMENTS 
MADE HEREIN AND HILL INDEMNIFY AND HOLD THEM HARMLESS FOR ANY LOSS, COSTS OR 
DAMAGES RESULT J NG FROM ANY MISREPRESFKTAT1CNS HADE. 

Sworn to before me this 
day of . 19 . — : 



Insurance Law Section 440, Subdivision 5, requires that title companies 
offer an optional policy to cover the homeowner for the FUTURE MARKET 
VALUE OF HIS/HER HOUSE. If you do not wish this additional optional 
coverage, you must waive same by signing in the space following this 
notice: , 

2- Properly executed TP 584 Form and Equalization Form must accompany 
each deed for recording; 

3. All parties will be required to provide photo-identification and 
social security numbers to the company's representative at closing;' 

4. Although the company will use its best efforts to record instruments 
promptly, no liability is assumed for penalties and interest under 
the Tax Law due to the liability to file and pay transfer taxes within 
the time required. Currently, transfer tax must be paid within 15 
days of the date of the transaction; 

5. If there is an existing mortgage, by an institutional lender and 
satisfaction of said mortgage is not presented at closing, the enclosed 
Letter of Indemnification must be completed by seller or his 
representative. With regard to private mortgages, satisfactions 
MUST be presented at closing along with original note and mortgages. 

6» As to the bank mortgages, send copy of payoff letter to title company 
at least two days prior to closing to avoid delays at closing. State 
title number on letter and please fax to 914-739-0832; 

7. All transactions in which there is an assignment of mortgage must 
comply with Section 275 of the R.P.L. If the assignment does not 
comply, an exception for any loss or damage will be raised in the 
final policy; 

8. As to each mortgage herein that is a credit line mortgage, the payout 
letter provided to title company must state that there will be no 
advances subsequent to closing. If the payout letter fails to make 
such a statement, additional escrow will be held. The mortgagor MUST 
execute an affidavit stating that the payout letter is accurate and 
that no additional request for additional funds has been made by the 
mortgagor subsequent to said payout letter; 

9. In the event any judgments reported herein are in favor of the IRS, 
State Tax Commission or any other agency of the Federal or 
State Government, satisfactions must be provided, as these entities 
often refuse to issue satisfactions if there are additional unrecorded 
liens. Title company will NOT hold escrow and the closing will be 
adjourned. Title company must be advised of the disposition prior to 
closing; 

10. If a Power of Attorney is to be used to close this transaction, said 
Power must be submitted to the company for approval prior to closing; 



OWNERS COVERAGE 

SUBJECT TO THE EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE, 
THE EXCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE CONTAINED IN 
SCHEDULE B AND THE CONDITIONS AND 
STIPULATIONS, Commonwealth Land Title Insurance 
Company, a Pennsylvania Corporation, herein called the 

1. Title to the estate or interest described in Schedule A being 
vested other than as stated therein; 

2. Any defect in or Hen or encumbrance on the title; 

3. Unmarketability of the title; 

Company, insures as of Date of Policy shown in Schedule 
A, against loss or damage, not exceeding the Amount of 
Insurance stated in Schedule A, sustained or incurred by 
the insured by reason of: 

4. Lack of right of access to and from the land; 

5. Any statutory Ken for services, labor or materials furnished 
prior to the date hereof, and which has now gained or which 
may hereafter gain priority over the estate or interest of the 
insured as shown in Schedule A of this policy. 

The Company win also pay the costs, attorneys' fees and expenses incurred in defense of the title, as insured, but only to the 
extent provided in the Conditions and Stipulations. 

EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE — OWNER'S POUCY 

The following matters are expressly excluded from the 
coverage of the policy and the Company win not pay loss or 
damage costs, attorney's fees or expenses which arise by 
reason of: 

1. (a) Any law, ordinance or governmental regulation 
(inducfing but not limited to building and zoning laws, 
ordinances, or regulations) restricting, regulating, 
prohibiting or relating to (i) the occupancy, use, or 
enjoyment of the land; (ii) the character, dimensions or 
location of any improvement now or hereafter erected 
on the land; (m) a separation in ownership or a change 
in the dimensions or area of the land or any parcel of 
which tiie land is or was a part; or (iv) environmental 
protection, or the effect of any violation of these laws, 
ordinances or governmental regulations, except to the 
extent that a notice of the enforcement thereof or a 
notice of a defect, lien or encumbrance resulting from a 
violation or alleged violation affecting the land has been 
recorded in public records at Date of Policy. 

(b) Any governmental police power not excluded by (a) 
above, except to the extent that a notice of the exercise 
thereof or a notice of a defect, lien or encumbrance 
resulting from a violation or alleged violation affecting 
the land has been recorded in the public records at 
Date of Policy. 

2. Rights of eminent domain unless notice of the exercise 
thereof has been recorded in the public records at Date of 
Policy, but not excluding from coverage any taking which 
has occurred prior to Date of Policy which would be binding 

on the rights of a purchaser for value without knowledge. 

3. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other 
matters: 

(a) created, suffered, assumed or agreed to by the insured 
claimant; 

(b) not known to the Company, not recorded in the public 
records at Date of Policy, but known to the insured 
claimant and not disclosed in writing to the Company 
by the insured claimant prior to the date the insured 
claimant became an insured under this policy; 

(c) resulting in no loss or damage to the insured claimant; 

(d) attaching or created subsequent to Date of Policy; or 

(e) resulting in toss or damage which would not have been 
sustained if the insured claimant had paid value for the 
estate or interest insured by this policy. 

4. Any claim, which arises out of the transaction vesting in the 
insured the estate or interest insured by this policy, by 
reason of the operation of federal bankruptcy, state 
insolvency, or similar creditor's rights law, that is based on: 
(i) the transaction creating the state insured by this policy 

being deemed a fraudulent transfer; or 
(ii) the transaction creating the estate or interest insured by 

this policy being deemed a preferential transfer, except 
where the preferential transfer results from the failure: 

a. to timely record the instrument; or 
b. of such recordation to impart notice to a purchaser for 

value or a judgment or Ken creditor. 

SPECIAL NEW YORK COVERAGE — OWNER'S 

If the recording date of the instruments creating the insured interest is later than the pofcy date, such policy shan also cover 
intervening Bens or encumbrances, except real estate taxes, assessments, water charges and sewer rents. 

1992 ALTA OWNER POUCY 
TITLE REPORT RIDER 
Form 2215-24 
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Being a proposed L o t - L i n t Chang* between l o t s . shown on the 
Town of New Windsor Tax Haps as 8 *c t lon 4 , Block 2, Lot No . 
14.12 and 1 4 . 2 2 . A l s o be ing a proposed L o t - L i n e Change 
between Lot 1 and Lot 2 as shown on a map e n t i t l e d 'Sky-Low 
New Windsor Development C o r p . " f sa id map having been f i l e d In 
the Orange County C l e r k ' s O f f i c e on 22 October lVrO as Map 
No. 1009* . 

2. OUNER/APPLlCANTi 

3. PROPERTY ZONESl 

Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development 
Corp. 
c/o The Beehive Oroup 
430 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

0L1/R-4 

4 . Boundaries shown hereon were taken from the above- re ferenced 
Hep No. lOOSe, « n d were the r e s u l t of f i e l d surveys completed 
on 11 December 1904 and 26 November !9?o. 

3 . Unauthorized a l t e r a t i o n or a d d i t i o n to t h i s plan i s a 
v i o l a t i o n of Sect ion 7209 <2> of the New York S t a t e Educat ion 
Law. 
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GEBIiaQATlQN 
I hereby certify, that this plan resulted from on actual field sufvoy of the 
Indicated premises eutopic tod en 11 D«c«mbw* 1984.cmd th« fMd survey for 
the N.Y.S.O.O.T. acquisition completed on 26 November 1990 performed in 
accordance with the code of practice odopted by the N.Y.S. Society of 
Professional Land Surveyors.lnc and Is , to the best of my knowledge' and -
belief . correct. 
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Chis Indenture, 
Made the 6< * *"" clay of March in uw y w One thousand aloe 

hundred and f i f t y - n i n e 

BETWEEN ST. JOSEPH'S SOCIETY OF NEW YORK, INC. , a r e l i g i o u s 
corporation organised and axisting under tha lavs of tha State 
of New York, and having i t * principal place of business in the 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York, having no street 
or number, party 

of die first part, and THE COUNTY OF ORANGE, one of the Counties of the State of New York 

having IU principal place for the transaction of business at No. 124 Main Street, in. the Village of 

Coshen, County of Orange, State of New York, party of the second part. 

WITNESSETH, That the said part y of the first part in consideration of the sum of I 7 5 0 , 0 0 

lawful money of the United States, paid by the said party of the second part, does hereby grant 

and release unto the said party of the second part, its successors and assigns forever, 

ALL that piece or parcel of land for the County Road No. 59* 
New Windsor (Part I), County Road No. 69, situated in the Town of 
New Windsor, Orange County, New York, as shown on Map No. 7 filed 
May 15, 1957, and described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point in the southwesterly road boundary of the 
existing County Road No. 69 and in the line of lands of Michael J. 
Donovan, said point being 29 feet distant measured southwesterly at 
right angles from Station 47-1-18 of the survey base line as shown on 
plans for the construction of County Road No. 69 on file in the 
office of the County Supt. of Orange County and runs thence (1) 
southwesterly 5 + feet along the line of lands of Donovan to a 
point, said point being 34 feet distant measured southwesterly at 
right angles from Station 47+19 of the survey base line; thence 
(2) S. 51* 48* 40" E. 181.04 feet-to a poinc, said point being 
30 feet distant-measured southwesterly at right angles from 
Station 49+00 of the survey base line; thence (3) S. 45* 20' 50" 
E. 276.14 feet to a point, said point being 55 feet distant meas
ured southwesterly at right angles from Station 51+75 of the survey 
base line; thence (4) S. 30* 27* 50" E. 348.47 feet to a point, said 
point being 42 feet distant measured southwesterly at right angles 
from Station 55+50 of the survey base line; thence (5) S. 33* 51* 
50" E. 207.55 feet to a point, said point being 29 feet distant 
measured southwesterly at right angles from Station 57+50 of the 
aurvey base line; thence (6) northeasterly 6 feet to a point in 
the southwesterly existing road boundary, said point being 23 feet 
distant measured southwesterly at right angles from Station 57+50 
of the survey base line; thence (7) northwesterly 1,018+ feet along 
the southwesterly existing xoad boundary of said county road No. 69 
to the point of beginning. Containing 0.551 acre of land more or 
leas. 

<J-*-C 3 M M ^ " ; 
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ALSO ALL that piece or parcel of land for the County Road 
No. 59-New Windsor (Fart I), County Road No. 69, situated in 
the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York, as shown on 
Map No. 8 filed May IS, 1957, and described as follows; 

BEGINNING at a point in the southwesterly existing road 
boundary, said point being 23 feet distant measured southwesterly 
at right angles from Station 57+50 of the survey base line as • 
shown on plans for the construction of County Road No. 59-New 
Windsor, County Road No. 69, on file in the office of the County 
Supt. of Orange County and runs thence (1) southwesterly 6 feet 
to a point, said point being 29 feet distant measured south- • 
westerly at right angles from Station 57+50 of the survey base 
line; thence (2) S. 42* 05* 40" £. 400.13 feet to a point, said 
point being 19 feet distant measured southwesterly at right 
angles from Station 61+50 of the survey base line; thence (3) 
S. 37* 47' 00" E. 299.33 feet to a point in the southwesterly 
existing road boundary, said point being 29 feet distant measured 
southwesterly at right angles from Station 64+50 of the survey 
base line; thence (4) northwesterly 700+ feet along the north
easterly existing road boundary to the point of beginning. 
Containing 0.086 acre of land more or less. 

ALSO ALL that piece or parcel of land for the County Road 
No. 59-New Windsor (Fart I), County Road No. 69, situated in 
the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York, as shown on 
Map No. 9 filed May 15, 1957, and described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point in the southwesterly boundary of the 
existing County Road No. 69, said point being 38 feet distant 
measured southwesterly at right angles from Station 67+31 of 
the survey base line as shown on plans for the construction of 
County Road No. 59-New Windsor, County Road No. 69, on file in 
the office of the County Supt. of Orange County and runs thence 
(1) S. 36* 34' 40" E. 229.58 feet to a point in the existing 
southwesterly road boundary, said point being 28 feet distant 
measured southwesterly at right angles from Station 69+61 of the 
survey base line; thence (2) northwesterly 236+ feet along the 
southwesterly existing road boundary to the- point of beginning. 
Containing 0.098 acre of land more or less. 
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Form: PCV 91-Rl { S e c t i o n A) 

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
BUREAU OF RIGHTS OF WAY AND CLAIMS 

J 

APPROPRIATION OF PROPERTY BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

PROJECTi 
VAILS CATE-NEWBURCH CITY LINE 
S . H. NO. 9 0 3 3 
COUNTY ORANGE 

DESCRIPTIONS AND MAPS <3 
MAP NOS. . PARCEL 

26 

NOTICE OF APPROPRIATION 
Pursuant to the atatute s e t forth In the above descriptions and 

TO: 
ST. -JOSEPH'S SOCIETY 
OF NEW YORK, INC. 
CEN'-TIAL HUDSON GAS 
ELECTRIC CORPORATION 
NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPACT 

Box No. 390 
Newburgh, N.Y. 

TAKE NOTICE that on the 2 0 day of J ^ e .» 19 ffi . there was filed in 
the office of the Department of State a certified cop/ of each of the above designated 
descriptions and nape of property; and that on the U/^day of DtSC^-y^^e-C 19 S9'. 
there was filed In the office of the clerk of the county, in which such property is 7~ 
situated, a copy of each of such descriptions and maps. 

TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that title to the property, easement*, interests or rights 
described in said descriptions and maps vested in The People of the State of New York upon 
such filing in the office of said county clerk. 

Datedi DEC 4- 1959 

^JrJriwsr^r 
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mm 
tiî censlderation̂ of th'o *um of 0n« Dollar ($1.00) '.lawful 

money of the United States, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowl

edged, the undersigned, THE ST. JOSEPH'S SOCIETY Ofr HEW YORK, INC., 

with offices at (no number) Union Avenue, Town of New Windsor, 

Orange County, New York, hereinafter called "Grantor," hereby 

grants unto the TOWN 0* HEW WINDSOR, a municipal corporation 

havina its offices at 244 Union Avenue, Town of New Windsor, 

Orange County, New York,hereinafter called "Grantee," for tho use 

of Sevier District Mo. 13 in said Town, a perpetual right o.f way 

over a strip of land 20* in width to enter upon anr* lay, install, 

operate, roainta?.n ami replace a pipe, manhole or manholes anr. 

appurtenances for conveying sewage in, on, over, through and under 

the property of the Grantor, situated in the Town of New Windsor, 

Orange County, Hew York, the centerlinc of which is described as 

follows: 

BEGINNING at. a point in a portion of the westerly 
line of lands of the Grantor, said point being in the 
easterly lino of lands now or formerly of Petro and N 21* 
30* E 115'+ from a stone wall intersection parking the 
southeasterly corner of said Petro lands, and running 
thonce, through lands of the Grantor, S 17" 15' E 
.172'+ to a point; thence still, through lards of the 
Grantor S 35* 00' E 375*+-to a point in the westerly 
line of lands now or formerly of !*aharay, said-point 
fce'iwr S 10# 15* F; P15' + from a stcnewall intersection 
at an angle rcint in lands of the Grantor hnrein. 

All of which is shown on Han No. 3 of Sower District 

No. 13 prepared by lierbert"--Î -JUrtjjianer, P.E.L.S., dated 17 

December, I960, .>,<;oov-of which ic horoto jtt^Ched^, 

The Grantor reserves the right to use ant! enjoy the said 

premises, except for the rights and privileges herein described 

and granted, provided that such use shall not interfere with or 

cause injury or damage to the said sewer line or appurtenances 

thereto. 

This grant is made upon tho express conditions and reserva

tions which .shall continue and run with the-, land: 

•B01817 K 413 
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I ::" 

if 

i s 

(a) That the tfrar.t<v: shall! at its own cost arui expense 

M J after conniption of the original construction or the completion 

£ of future repairs to th«? sever lino, restore tho sun ace of said 

Ĵ 3 lan^s on" premises to substantially the same condition as before 
CO 

nri such construction or racalrs* 

3 (b) That the sov/er lin« and acpurtenances olacird in or 

under said rioht of v:ay shall, at all tines, rcnain i:he property 

of thr- Grantee and under its control and supervision and the 

Grantor shall not interfere with or cause injury or damage to 

.said sewer line or appurtenances. 

Thii grant shall be bincinq upon the Grantor and the Grantee 

and their respective successors or assigns. 

TO I'.v/r. AND TO HOLD the right herein granted unto the 

Hranteo forever:"•••" .*.••••'• •-....*. 4 

'IM WJTNfcSS V.'HEP.r.OP, tho nrat-tor has hereunto caused its • "•*'••* 
! .iiifffixrorate seal to be of fixed and these presents to bs signed by 

Av*cp?i.-frt5s'.i/3*v-authorize*:: officrr the- 7th day cf Anril , 1969. 
3r 

'.J . T::E ST v JOSEPH • s SOCIETY 

:o? 

i*vfyM.JL$ fahfdUjJi 
OF-KEH YOPK, INC. 

r.e- personally 

C6\£.T!! o r ^ - U t ^ i s 

On the 7 * daw of /£&c ( , 1969, before 
Vy.Rev. Charles E. N'oKabonV SSJ 

cari</. to ne knowju who, being, by me dulv 
at hoiphany AoostoMc College" 

sworn^jijjX-^k:• »ose and say th?t he reside;/** on Windjsor llifhway, 
Hew Windsor, Oranre . I 

County, New York ; .that he is the Secretary 

of the St. Joseph's Society of New York, 

Inc., the corporation described in, and which executed, the fore

going instrument; th?t he knows the seal of said corporation; 

that the seal affixed to said instrument is such corporate seal; 

that it was so affixed by order of the Board of Trustees 
of said corporation; and that he signed his 

name thereto by like order. 
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ROW 91-R1* (H/M) 
<S«etloo A) 

S.H. MO. 9033 
VAILS CATE-NEUBURCH CITY LIMB 
ORANGE COUMTY 
TOWN Of NEW WINDSOR 

HrfhM«MWi*iMMtlMMMMM*i*H«M MNMtfBtfStfMaiMdBaMMiii 

NEW YORK STATE DEPARI^ENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
REAL ESTATE DIVISION 

APPROPRIATION OF PROPERTY 8T THE PEOPLE, OF THE STATE OF HEM YORK 

PIN 846.21-201, PROC. 8400 

' l a 

Dttxitrmoits ANO NAPS 
MAP WOS.— PARCEL NOS. 

49 58 

NOTICE OF APPROPRIATION 
Pursuant to the statute set forth In the above descriptions And amps 

TO: 
MEW WINDSOR ASSOCIATES - P.O. Box 563, Hudson, NT 12534 
ST. JOSEPH'S SOCIETY OF NEW YORK, INC. - 1130 N. Calvert St., Baltimore, HD 21202 
CENTRAL HUDSON CAS i ELECTRIC CORPORATION - 284 S. Road, Poufthkeepsle, NY 12601 
NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY - 1095 Avt. of the Americas. Mew York, MY 10036 

TAKE NOTICE that on the 6th day of January „.• 19 8 o . there vaa filed In 
the office of the Department of State a certified copy of each of the above designated 
description* and maps of property; and that on the 7th day of March 19 66 , 
there vas filed In the office of the clerk of the county, in which such property Is 
situated, a copy of each of such descriptions and saps. 

TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that title to the property, easements. Interests or rights 
described In said descriptions and naps vested In The People of the State of lev York upon 
such filing In the office of said county clerk. 

3f*ngi County Clerk's « £ % * • * • 
on lner~£Z4&—°f 

COMMISSIONER 
OP THE STATE 

D. J . Curse t c . . D i r e c t o r . Real Estate Div. 
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7 
VMI.S cATr.-'irwNiittti c m I.IMI: 
K. II. itn. «».m 

ORAW.E COUNTV 

IMP MO. 4*> 
PARCEL iw. s* 

SHEET .? of ? SHEETS 

Survey :tn|e.s on f i l e .it 'It w York Stale 
nepartr»*nt of Transportation, Regional 
o f f i c e Kn. S, located at IVughkeepale, Hew Yuri-

TKM- 1 

•IN K460.7I 

1. WW 367 

I 

All tli.it piece or parcel of property hereinafter designated as Parcel No. Ml, being a portion of Lot No. 
1*, Mock Ho. 2 , Section 4 as shown on the Off ic ia l Tan llnp, s i tuate In the Town of t!ew Windsor, County of Orange. 
State of Mew York, aa alio wo on the accompany I nf, map and described an follnwai 

Parcel Wo. 5« • 

Beginning at a point on the northwesterly boundary of the exist Inn Vi l la Gate-Kewhtirgh City Line highway 
at the Intersection of the said boundary with the soiithweaterly road boundary of the ex i s t ing Union Avenue, a 
county road, said point beinn • * fret distant southwesterly, measured at right angle*, froai s tat ion UA14+531 of 
the hereinafter deacrlked purvey basel ine for the reconstruct Ion of the Valla Gate-Hewburf.li City Line, State Highway 
Ho. °031 | thence aoutliweaterly along said highway boundary 431 feet to a point 51+. feet distant southwesterly, 
measured at right angles , fron s ta t ion l'A14+461. of said base l lnei thence through the property of S t . Joseph's 

. Society oT Hew York, Int. (reputed owner) the following four (4) course* and distance*! one ( I ) H 7 , -59 ' -55" W, 
41+ feet tn a point IK.00 feel distant southwesterly, measured at right ang les , from ntatlnn HA 14+17.80 of said 
baselines two (2) .H 37"-55'-24" W, 167.50 feet to a point IB.70" feet distant southwesterly, neasured at right 
angles, from stat ion UA12+50.00 of. aaid basel ine; three (3 ) II 41*-29'-20H W, 200.44 Tert to a point 32.00 feet 
dl*t4nt southwesterly, Measured at right angles; from stat ion UA10+50.00 of said basel lnei and four (4) 
H 55"-17*-04M W, 2151 feet to a point on the southwesterly road boundary of said Union Avenue, the las t mentioned 
point being 2 H feet distant southwesterly, iseasurcd at right angles , from s ta t ion UA6+361 of said basel inet thence 
'southeasterly along the. las t mentioned road boundary the following s ix (6) d is tances! (1) 300r feer tn a point 
9J feet distant southwesterly, measured at right angles , from s tat ion UAH+351 of said basel lnei (2) 161 feet , 
to a point 71 feet distant southwesterly, measured at right angles , from s ta t ion UAll+521 of said basel ine) (3) 
114+ feel to • paint 5+ feet distant southwesterly, measured at right angles , fron stat ion UA12+661 of said 
basel lnei 14) 801 feet to a point 31 feet distant southwesterly, measured at right angles , from s tat ion UA13+46+ 
nf said basellnei (5) *)2r feet to a point 4.1 . fret distant southwesterly, neasured at right angles , from stat ion 
UA 'I4+.1R1 of snld basel lnei" and (») 161 feet to the point of beglnnlngi being n,*07 square feet or 0.202 acre 
more or l e s s . 

The above mentioned survey basel ine i s a poitlon of the 19S4 survey basel ine for the reconstruct Ion of Vails 
Cate-tSevburgh City Line, Statr Highway Ho. 9033 as shown on a map and plan an f i l e in the Office of the State 
Department of Transportation and described a* roll.iwsi 

Her.lnning at s ta t ion UA6+M».346| thence S 57" 
stat ion UAIVHO.OO. 

- 4 ! ' - 1 6 . 5 " E to s tat ion UAlO+00.t»O| tlience S 57• -41 , -04 , , t. to 

All bearings referred to IIARNET1C tlORTH as the needle pointed In 1934. 

I hereby cer t i fy that , ta the best of my knowledge, th i s i s *n accurate description and map e>adc from an 
accurate survey, prepared'under sry d irec t ion . 

Sfc/O- S 19*5 

LESTER T . Ot-SSOIf 

S e n i o r Land Surveyor 

http://tli.it


I hereby c e r t i f y that , (a (he best o( ay knowledge, th i s la <%n tcrurnlr description and map made frofl M 
accurate survey, prepared' under «y d irect ion . 

Dat «• M*±*L$ 19M5 

LESTEX T. 01.SS0M 

Senior I«and Surveyor 
P.I..S. License Mo. 49370 

I hereby certify that th« property described and mapped a hove la necessary for this project and the acquisition 
thereof la recomended. 

Bate A**f S" . 9*1 

I.. A. r.Rtu.t 

ASSISTANT nzaryAi. DESIGN ENGINEER 
FOR THE RECIOIIAI. DIRECTOR OF TRAMjSrORTATlON 
Kr.CWtl HO. It 

NEW TOW STATU DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DESCRIPTION AND HAT FOR TUB ACQUISITION OF PROrERTY 

VAILS CATC-MWMJRCH CITY LIRE 
S . « . 9033 

ORANCE COUNTY ' 

IIAr Mo. 4« . 

FARCr.l. MO. SS 

T»TAI. ARI:A - ••• 
<«,e»07l 5« | .Ft . 

«.?ll? I Aric 

ST. JOSEPH'S SOCIETY OF NEW YORE, IWC. 
(Reputed Owner) 

Deacrlprlon and nap at property which the CoMl*slnncr of Transportation deems necessary l o . h r acquired by 
appropriation In the name of the People of the State of Hew York in fee for purpose* connected with the highway 
aystew of (he State of .'lew .York pursuant to Section .To of the Highway 1.4V, and the ftuinent Domain l*n>c«-lure IJIW. 

There Is eyreptcd tram th i s appropriation a l l the r ight , t i t l e and Interes t , IT any, of the United States 
of Asterlca, tn or to s«t«t property. 

Pursuant to statute set forth above and the authority delegated to ate by o f f i c i a l order of the Cossui*sloner 
of Transportation, the above descript ion and Map are hereby o f f i c i a l l y approved; and said description mni the 
original tracing of th i s sup are hereby o f f i c i a l l y filed" In the Office of the Penartawnt of Transportation. 

<*"« -J&BLH 

I nave cowparrd the foregoing copy of description and nap with 
of the Depart stent of transportation and I do hereby certify the saae tn be a true and correct copy of said original 
And of the whole thereof. 

e Office 

http://lo.hr
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STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

4 BURNETT BOULEVARD 
POUGHKEEPSIE. N.Y. 12603 

ALBERT J. BAUMAN 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR 

October 19, 1992 

Mr. William E. Lachenauer 
Dolph Rotfeld Engineering 
200 White Plains Road 
Tarrytown, NY 10591 

RE: HWP Application #80910004 
Route 32 (SH 9033) 
Sky Lorn 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County 

Dear Mr. Lachenauer: 

On September 25 we provided a verbal response to your letter of August 17, 1992. 
In essence we approved the installation of a traffic signal at the proposed 
intersection of the Sky Lorn facility driveway with Route 32, directly across from 
Wall Place, contingent upon the entire 73,500 square foot shopping center being 
occupied. Apparently the development's timetable will not have the total area 
leased and operating when the supermarket initially opens, and Grand Onion has 
requested further commitment from the Department that the signal will be allowed 
to operate on the initial day of opening. 

Reiterating from previous correspondence, although we agree that signal control 
will be the ultimate answer, that decision is based on the traffic generation from 
the residential units and the 75,000+ square foot shopping center. We have 
repeatedly suggested that the decision on the signal be deferred until the need 
is apparent, which is the procedure normally used for borderline situations. 
However, your client(s) has refused to accept that rationale and has even asked 
the Town to intercede on their behalf. Our letter of April 17, 1992 to Supervisor 
George Green summarized our basic position. 

It should be clearly understood that we will not approve full signal control for 
the Grand Union facility by itself. The auxiliary access to Union Avenue and the 
proximity of the existing signal at the Route 32 - Union Avenue intersection 
should allow the proposed intersection across from Wall Place to operate in a 
safe, efficient manner without the signal control. The best answer we can provide 
at this time is that we will authorize the signal to be installed under HWP 
#80910004, but it shall function as a "flasher" until such time that the 
conditions at the intersection dictate that full operation be implemented. This 
point could occur when the full shopping center is open or if partially leased, 
some of the residential units are occupied such that the traffic generation at 
Route 32 justifies full signal control. 

We have also reviewed the latest set of plans submitted with your letter of 
September 2, 1992 and offer the following comments. 

Sheet 1 

1. Identify the two signs to be relocated at the Union Avenue - Route 32 
intersection. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

FRANKLIN E. W H I T E 

COMMISSIONER 

/£>/&//?& <&> 



Mr. William E. Lachenauer 
October 19, 1992 
Page 2 

Overhead signs will be required on the span wire to designate the 
restricted lane use. 

A separate signal Modification plan will be required for the Route 32 
Union Avenue signal. 

A pavement marking arrow and ONLY will be required at Station 3+40 for 
the southbound left turn lane. 

The right turn arrow should be shifted to Station 2+75; the ONLY should 
be deleted. 

A note references "PROP. SIDEWALK (BY OTHERS)." This issue needs 
clarification, as no sidewalks have previously been proposed in this 
area. 

General Note #10 must be expanded to reflect a proper maintenance and 
protection of traffic scheme. It would appear that a separate sheet(s) 
will be required to adequately illustrate the respective scheme(s). 

Sheet 2 

1. We cannot accept the angular approach proposed. This issue becomes 
extremely critical with the need for signalization. similarly the 8 
foot median should align with the perpendicular projection of the Wall 
Place centerline. 

2. The entrance width should be restricted to 20 feet and the two lane exit 
(24 feet) should be of appropriate length to accommodate the full 
development. 

3. In lieu of the R3-32C signs, an R3-24C sign will be required on the span 
wire. 

4. Four SWSL's will be required although the exact location shall be 
determined by the signal layout. 

5. The median taper should be 86 feet in length with the first arrow/ONLY 
located at Station 7+90. 

Sheet 3 

1. Indicate the transition and the median taper. 

2. Will the work on the access to Hilltop Estates involve private property? 

3. Due to the short passing zone which will remain at the south end of the 
project, the DYCL must be extended 285 feet to match the existing no 
passing zone. 

Sheet 5 

1. The top course resurfacing should be changed to 1.1/2" of Rut Avoidance 
Asphalt Concrete to reflect current Department policy. 

All drainage considerations and pavement section details must be reviewed/approved 
by our Residency Office. 



Mr. William B. Lachenauer 
October 19, 1992 
Page 3 

According to our files the right-of-way mapping procedure has not been finalised. 

Enclosed herewith are the PERMIT CONDITIONS AND OBLIGATIONS which shall become 
part of the Permit and which, in essence, require consultant inspection of all 
construction related activities along Route 32. This document must be signed by 
a representative of Sky-Lorn and returned to this office. 

We trust these comments are self-explanatory but if we can be of further 
assistance please advise. 

Very truly yours, 

M. J. Mignogna 
Regional Traffic Engineer 

of. W. Wicker i 
fcivil Engineer II 

MJM/JWW/amb 

c c : TPTO of^ewWi^sQr^fJaa^^^ggaf^. 
M. Bergman, Construction Group, Region 8 
M. E. Hartman, Traffic Engineering & Safety Group, Region 8 
W. Bain, Resident Engineer, Res. 8-4 



Dolph Rotfeld Engineering, P.C. 
CONSULTANTS & DESIGNERS 

200 White Plains Road, Tarrytown, NY 10561 • (914) 631-6600 

August 17/1992 

Mr. J.W. Wickeri 
NYSDOT 
4 Burnett Boulevard 
Poughkeepsie, New York 12603 

Re: HWP Application #80910004 
Route 32 (SH9033) 
Sky Lorn (Epiphany College) 
Town of New Windsor, Orange county 

Dear Mr. Wickeri: 

In response to the questions directed to me in your April 17, 
letter to Supervisor George Green, I have attached hereto the 
responses as prepared by the developer. 

I will be out of the office until Thursday, August 20. 
Please call me then if you have any question, comments or 
require any additional information. 

Very truly yours, 

Dolph Rotfeld, President 



May 5,1992 

Dolph Rotfcld 
Rotfeld Engineering, P.C. 
560 White Plains Road 
Tarrytown, N.Y. 10591 

Dear Dolph, 

With respect to your questions regarding the schedule of construction <:L the Ephipany 
College, please note the following; 

Phase One, consisting of 180 dwelling units is scheduled to begin in mid 1993 as soon 
as final site plan approval is obtained. The three remaining phases consisting of 305 
townhouses and 55 single family homes will follow immediately thereafter based on 
demand and absorption levels. 

The shopping center will also open up in mid to late 1993 with a 41,500 square feet Grand 
Union and an additional 32,000 square feet of space leased to a recognized drug store, video 
store and bank. 

1 hope the above answers your questions. 

Very truly yours, 

Isaac Shalom 

IS/vk 



Squires Engineering 
Structural & Civil Engineering 

June 1,1999 

Mr. Jon DeForest 
Bany, Bette & Led Duke, Inc. 
52 Corporate Circle 
Albany,NY 12212 

Re: RiteAid-New Windsor 
Existing Culvert Survey 
Supplemental Letter 
WCS No. 99024 

Dear Jon: 

As a supplement to the earlier letter the following information is provided. 

• The existing concrete culvert is capable of supporting an HS-20 highway loading. This loading is 
equivalent to that imposed by semi truck trailers. 

• Pouring a concrete fillet at the base of the culvert should repair the scoured portions of the inside of 
the culvert. This repair would restore the culvert as near as possible to a "like new" condition. 

• It should be repeated that the condition as it exists is completely safe and the desire to have the 
scouring repaired is strictly an engineering preference to have any signs of wear be maintained as 
soon as possible. 

Sincerely, ^ f or ' ^ ' / ? % 

William C. S^res , fc£-1^ )$a 
Squires Engineering- CCi^< v ' ^# 

4779 East Lake Road 
[315] 585-9549 

Geneva, NY 14456 
Fax P151 585-9101 



Squires Engineering 
Structural & Civil Engineering 

June 1,1999 

Mr. Jon DeForest 
Barry, Bette & Led Duke, Inc. 
52 Corporate Circle 
Albany, NY 12212 

Re: RiteAid-New Windsor 
Existing Culvert Survey 
WCS No. 99024 

Dear Jon: 

This office surveyed the existing culvert running beneath the proposed parking lot for a new RiteAid 
store. The action took place and the following information was derived from the inspection. 

• An excavator exposed the top and one wall of the culvert for approximately 10 feet midway in the 
area proposed for the parking lot. The culvert's cast-in-place concrete walls and roof were in good 
condition with no cracks, broken concrete, exposed reinforcing steel or other structural deficiencies 
noted. 

• The full length of the inside of the culvert was walked using flashlights to observe the structure. 
Photographs were taken where light conditions permitted. The inside of the culvert was in basically 
good condition with the roof and top half of the walls in good structural condition. The bottom of the 
culvert wall and base (what was visible) was for the most part in acceptable structural condition. 
Certain corner areas however have experienced scouring from water flow, exposing reinforcing steel 
for lengths of 8" to 16". This exposure does not represent a serious structural deficiency and, in my 
opinion, does not represent a hazard to the proposed parking lot and structure above. 

• The scouring mentioned above will eventually cut through the culvert wall allowing water to seep 
into the adjacent ground. This process will take many years to occur so it is not viewed as a concern, 
however, maintenance on the culvert in the next few years would go a long way towards extending 
the life of the culvert and insuring the integrity of the parking lot above. 

y 

4119 East Lake Road 
[315] 585-9549 

Geneva, NY 14456 
Fax [315J 585-9101 
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JOHN COLLINS 
ENGINEERS. P.C. „.,„.., R A N S P O R T A T I O N E N G I N E E R S 

11 B R A D H U R S T A V E N U E • H A W T H O R N E , N.Y. • 10532 • (914) 347-7500 • FAX (914) 347-7266 

July 24, 1998 

Mr. Dan Simone, P.E. 
AVR Realty Company 
One Executive Boulevard 
Yonkers, N.Y. 10701 

Re: Union Avenue and Route 32 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Dear Dan: 
As requested, we have prepared summaries of the trip generation for 
the proposed development of your site to supplement our June 19, 
1998 report. 

The trip generation for the site as currently proposed plus the 
traffic generation for the Epiphany Middle School which was 
developed on the westerly portion of the overall Epiphany College 
site, will generate a total of 496 new trips during the AM Peak 
Hour and 770 new trips during the PM Peak Hour. 

The attached page 111-40 is a summary of the trip generation which 
was originally proposed for the site and included in the 
environmental studies prepared for the overall Epiphany College 
site development. The total site generated traffic for the previous 
plan was some 545 trips during the AM Peak and 966 trips during the 
PM Peak Hour. 

As can be seen from this comparison, the total new traffic 
generation under the current proposal is significantly less than 
that previously proposed and therefore, results in significantly 
reduced traffic generation and associated impacts. 

We trust the enclosed information is self-explanatory. If you have 
any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN COLLINS ENGINEERS, P.C. 

cc: Greg Shaw 



TRIP GENERATION RATES 

AM Peak Hour 

Proposed Development 

Townhouses/Condooiniums 
Conversion of Existing Building 
Single Family Homes 
Low-Rise Offices 
Retail Space 

Enter Exit 
PM Peak Hour Trips 

Enter Exit Per 

0.15 
0.50 
0.21 
0.92 
0.85 

0.51 
0 

0.55 
0.16 
0.36 

0.58 
0 

0.63 
0.42 

. 2.04 

0.30 unit 
0.10 employee 
0.37 unit 
1.60 1000 square feet 
2.12 1000 square feet 

GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
(Vehicles Per Hour) 

Development Size 

515 Townnouses/Condominiums 
40 Employees/Municipal Complex 
63 Single Family Hones 
15,000 SF Office Space 
100,000 SF Re ta i l Space 

Tota l 

AM Peak Hour 

Enter 

79 
20 
13 
14 
85 

Exit 

261 
0 

35 
2 

36 

PM Pea 
Enter 

300 
0 

40 
6 

204 

iX Hour 
Exit 

153 
4 

23 
24 

212 

211 334 ,550 416 

7OT4L. /W - *&5" Prf- 3 <><° 

Tr ip D i s t r i b u t i o n and Assignment 

Tr ip d i s t r i b u t i o n was based p r i m a r i l y on e x i s t i n g , 

measurable t r a f f i c p a t t e r n s i l l u s t r a t e d by the recen t 

i n t e r s e c t i o n t u r n i n g movement coun ts . The proposed s i t e 

layout and p o i n t s of access were a l so considered in 

determining the f i n a l t r i p d i s t r i b u t i o n percentages which 

are shown in F igures 5 and 6 . The r e s u l t i n g s i t e generated 

111-40 



Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, New York 12553 
•' Telephone: (914) 563-4615 

Fax:(914)563-4693 

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD 

January 7,2000 

N. Y. S. Dept. of Transportatioin 
4 Burnett Blvd. 
Poughkeepsie,NY 12603 

ATTENTION: MR. TOM MYERS 

SUBJECT: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANTER AREA 
CORNER OF UNION AVENUE AND RT. 32 (WINDSOR HWY) 
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Dear Mr. Myers: 

During the review of subject application before the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, the 
Board requested a "Planter Area" be located at the corner of Union Avenue and Rt. 32. 

If you have any questions with regard to the above, please contact our office. 

Very truly yours, 

Myra Mason, 
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Cc: Greg Shaw, P.E. 
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SKY-LOM DEVELOPMENT SITE PLAN (90-56) ROUTE 32 AND 
UNION AVENUE 

James Loeb, Esq. of Drake, Sommers, Loeb, Tarshis & 
Catania, and Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering, and Gary 
Warshauer came before the Board representing this 
proposal . 

MR. LOEB"- Uhen we were before you last time, we were 
here and there were two public hearings held, one on 
the subdivision and one on the site plan. At the 
public hearing on the site plan, you and the members of 
the public expressed some concerns about various 
aspects of the plan and asked us to address those 
concerns. There are two primary concerns that you 
delivered to us that evening, one of them was to remind 
us that there was to be a sidewalk on Union Avenue. 
The plan now provides for one. The other and more 
important one and both Gary Warshauer and Greg Shaw 
will review it, the more important one you asked us to 
reconsider the traffic pattern with particular 
reference to the traffic on Union Avenue. And as you 
can see on the plans, we have followed your directions. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Jim, would you go over that? I vaguely 
see it. 

MR. LOEB: I'm going to let Gary or Greg, I just wanted 
you to know that we listened to you, what you said and 
we reconfigured the access on Union Avenue. 

MR. WARSHAUER: The main issue discussed was the 
loading circulation. We have reoriented the 
circulation so now trucks will come in off of Windsor 
Highway, have a one way circulation around the back and 
one way circulation out onto Union Avenue with a right 
turn only. That was the modification that was made. 
Just to review the overall circulation, vehicles will 
be able to come in off of Union Avenue and out making a 
right turn only from the main parking area. There's 
circulation both in and out from Windsor Highway and . 
again the loading is only egress on Union Avenue and 
right turn. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: How many feet is that from the bottom 
of Route 32 to the first entrance and egress? About 
how many feet is it? 
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MR. WARSHAUER: About 200 right to the intersection. 

MR. SCHIEFER: That's the egress and exit. 

MR. WARSHAUER: This is the customer exit only with the 
right turn and coming east on Union Avenue right turn 
in only. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: That's a right turn out? 

MR. WARSHAUER: Right turn out and left turn in, no 
left turn in. No left turns in at all from Union 
Avenue. 

MR. SCHIEFER: No question in my mind it's an 
improvement. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I got one comment. The sidewalk 
along Union Avenue, I don't see where macadam is going 
to hold up on a sidewalk, no way macadam is going to 
hold up. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I was putting a sidewalk too in the 
beginning but I had a little time to do a little 
thinking and let's visualize this thing when the rest 
of the property gets done and the State or the county-
says now we're going to want turning lanes down through 
there. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: They move the sidewalks but macadam 
is not going to hold up. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They have macadam or concrete. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Says macadam on the map. 

MR. LOEB: It does say macadam, we thought first now we 
think that's not going to be used. Secondly, what we 
propose is to install it, give the town, cover it with 
part of our performance bond, if it needs to be 
revised, fixed up, repaired, we'll be glad to do so. 
It's our belief and the only way to find out is to 
build it and see whether we are right that no one uses 
it, which is what we believe will be the case. 

MR. PETRO: That's my question also, who will actually 
use this sidewalk coming down Union Avenue? Who would 
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be walking down Union Avenue? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: There's kids walking down Union 
Avenue every day along that road. 

MR. PETRO: From where? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Maybe as this becomes more developed 
and as you put the residential behind it, there will be 
people walking. 

MR. PETRO: But there should be internal sidewalks and 
some internal easing of that problem, not necessarily 
putting all the kids out onto Union Avenue. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I have two concerns. One is the 
swales that are along the road there that are unsafe 
and two is the lack of a sidewalk. I see people 
walking along on the sidewalks over by the Gene Hecht 's 
and nobody said they'd every use those either but if 
they are there, they are going to use them instead of 
walking in the road. 

MR. DUBALDI: Are those sidewalks going to be safe 
putting them on there in your opinion, if you'd venture 
an opinion? 

MR. EDSALL: I have maintained that I think it's safer 
to have a sidewalk pattern internal to the project 
rather th3n have them walk on the highway. Obviously, 
for this at this particular time, there's no internal 
sidewalk network. You know how much I don't like 
asphalt sidewalks, given the slope of the, this section 
that may provide a little more friction, a better 
surface to mitigate some of the problems of the greater 
slopes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I am not crazy about macadam either 
but if the sun hits it, the snow and ice will be gone 
quicker than it will on concrete. 

MR. EDSALL: I'm concerned about it's proximity to a 
major road and secondly the slope. It's not an ideal 
place to have a sidewalk because in the winter periods, 
the freezing, it could be somewhat difficult for 
pedestrian traffic. So, given my druthers, in the long 
run, I'd rather have this removed and a good internal 
sidewalk network created on a temporary basis. I think 
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it — 

MR. SCHIEFER: i agree with you, Mark. I want to ask 
Dan, you're the only one who wants sidewalks, what 
about internal sidewalks? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: That's fine, I want sidewalks along 
Union Avenue along the highway just like you would if 
you're in any other town or community throughout the 
State in the Hudson Valley where they build complexes, 
they put up sidewalks. Matter of fact, I think there 
should be curbs along Union Avenue in addition to the 
sidewalks. You look at any business along any major 
highway, and you'll see sidewalks and you'll see curbs 
and nothing keeps a car off the sidewalk quicker than a 
curb and I assume that when you put the sidewalks, that 
you put curbs in and they'd be built, you know, to the 
specifications that you would see along a State road. 
To put a macadam here is, I think it's an insult. 

MR. PETRO: Greg, what is the purpose, why doesn't your 
client not want to put the sidewalk, strictly 
financing? 

MR. SCHIEFER: Space. 

MR. PETRO"- They have 3 foot, blacktop can be 3 foot, 
concrete or 4 foot. 

MR. SHAU: I'm sure finance is part of it but just the 
lack of use as Jim mentioned, that they feel that they 
would be used by that sidewalk it would just be an 
expense created for a sidewalk that wouldn't be used. 
I think that's primarily it. 

MR. LOEB: Mr. Chairman, if the Planning Board wants 
the sidewalk and you want it concrete sidewalks, 
obviously, we'll be pleased to put it in. We are, we 
don't believe it's going to be used. I agree with the 
Members of the Board who want internal sidewalks, 
that's part of the overall plan. But can you be a 
little more specific on internal, give us a rough idea 
on where they'd be? 

MR. SCHIEFER: I'd much rather see them internal. 

MR. LOEB: The project, as you know, envisions 
residential use from this point on and then on the top 
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of the hill, the office building. The project is going 
to be designed and does show in the overall plan a 
network of internal sidewalks so that persons living in 
the project can walk to the shopping area here. 

MR. SCHIEFER: By internal, you're not talking about 
this, you're talking about the rest of this? 

MR. LOEB: That's correct. If this is an issue that 
the Board feels that strongly about, we'll put them in. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I feel very strongly about the issue. 
They may not be used this year or next year but when 
you put in 300 or 400 or whatever it is number of 
houses, then they pass an ordinance we're not going to 
bus kids under a mile up to Temple Hill School, because 
now you'll come back here a year or two years for a 
residential development, I'm going to be asking for 
sidewalks all the way up the hill so they ought to 
match and they ought to be cement. If you want to put 
an internal network, that's very beneficial to the 
people living up there but you're increasing the 
traffic for the Town of New Windsor residents and they 
are entitled to the same safety considerations. We 
have been talking sidewalks since the day you came in 
here five years ago and I'll tell I've heard enough 
about it, I want the sidewalks. The rest of the Board 
don't want them, that's fine. 

MR. SCHIEFER: if we have sidewalks, I'd rather have 
them internal. I do not want to see macadam sidewalks. 

MR. MC CARVILLE-" Absolutely. 

MR. LOEB*- The Board can correct us and we'll obviously 
do what you tell us. However --

MR. PETRO: I'm going to have to agree with Dan at this 
point. I'll tell you another reason. 

MR. SCHIEFER: There's three and you're really going to 
it, I don't have to ask the other two members. 

MR. LOEB: I said that if the Board feels that way, we 
have shown you a sidewalk that's macadam, you're going 
to say to us that's not acceptable and we want concrete 
sidewalks on Union Avenue and that would be the answer . 
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MR. SCHIEFER: And internal on your property. 

MR. LOEB: We're going to have sidewalks internally 
because that's important to the functioning of the 
whole PRD. 

MR. SCHIEFER: By internal, Mr. McCarville means close 
to or parallel to Union Avenue. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I mean right along Union Avenue. 

MR. SCHIEFER: On Union Avenue on State land. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Where ever they can negotiate on this 
property or whatever. 

MR. PETRO: It's going to be on their property on the 
outside . 

MR. EDSALL: Just to, you know, now that we have 
established that you are looking for more than just a 
path and you want an actual sidewalk, you should ask 
for a minimum of 4 foot since that's customary, a 
minimum acceptable concrete sidewalk. Secondly, I 
think that in same form as what you have done with the 
sidewalks along 32, I would suggest that you have it 
parallel to the inside of the property line so that you 
need not get involved with town approval for 
responsibility for maintenance and also a County 
Planning or County DPW. My previous comment to 
internal was the whole spine road for the project. 

MR. LOEB: So that the record is clear, we agree to put 
on concrete sidewalks 4 feet on the property of the 
applicant, the same way that we have shown the location 
of the sidewalks on Route 32 that are on our property, 
neither the county right-of-way or the State right-of-
way. They are our responsibility. 

MR. SCHIEFER: This Board will be able to approve it 
without going to anyone else. 

MR. LOEB: That's correct. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Anybody read note #5 on the — Jim, 
you do have county ingress and egress approvals? 

MR. LOEB: i think that we have got several people who 
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can speak to the situation. Probably the one who's 
last heard from the county is your own engineer. 

MR. EDSALL: I think it would be beneficial — 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: On the letter you say you don't — do 
I ready your comments — 

MR. EDSALL: My comments are — 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That the county might ask for 
deceleration lanes here. 

MR. EDSALL: Let me get into it a little bit. At the 
close of the last meeting, it was my impression that 
the most important issue was resolving traffic. And I 
was --

MR. SCHIEFER: That to me is #1. This is an 
improvement. 

MR. EDSALL: I was looking for the Planning Board to 
define their, based on their knowledge and expertise, 
with the Town of New Windsor, give us an indication of 
what you want on-site, what you'd prefer as far as 
ingress and egress to the two lots, county and State 
and then I was very concerned that we get some feedback 
from the county. That's why I contacted, when I was 
asked how things stood, I advised Jim Loeb and Greg 
Shaw get the county and State to call me. Even if they 
are not finished with their permit reviews, I know they 
are in the process of applying and they have reviewed 
preliminary, I wanted to hear from them. 

My comment #5 and 6 get into that. Comment #5 is 
relative to the county. Yesterday I spoke to Bill 
Duggan from the DPW and we discussed specifically the 
actual curb cuts shown on this plan. He indicated that 
the directional control as far as limiting left and 
right turns and the location in the configuration of 
the two curb cuts was acceptable. Obviously, he's not 
issuing a permit. He doesn't have the design plans yet 
but based on a site plan review, he has no objection. 
He's indicated that he will confirm it by letter but he 
wanted me to know so that you be aware tonight. 

MR. SCHIEFER: The county is accepting this basic 
traffic pattern? 
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MR. EDSALL: The reason I asked them to call me, I 
could report directly and you wouldn't have to rely on 
the applicant telling you. He did tell me that the 
only thing they are debating in their minds in the 
possible benefit for acceleration deceleration lane 
between the two curb cuts but that's their decision. 
It's their road, they are going to decide as part of 
their permit process. He did tell me he'd love to hear 
from this Board so maybe this is the perfect time for 
you to discuss the benefits or any pitfalls of having 
such acceleration/deceleration lane. The benefit that 
we spoke about and we talked about a half hour about 
the plan is that it would give trucks exiting some 
additional room to pull out onto Union Avenue causing 
less disruption to the natural traffic flow for 
passenger cars. 

Secondly, for passenger cars entering the site, there 
would be a benefit in that those cars could be removed 
from the normal thru traffic lanes and allow traffic to 
flow in a more uniform fashion with these cars turning 
off Union Avenue and entering the site. That's why 
they are considering it. They are not sure if there's 
any negative impact. They'd like to hear from this 
Board. This is a perfect time for everyone to discuss 
it and possibly make a recommendation to the County 
Planning and I can transmit that to them. 

MR. SCHIEFER: If we are going to have cars turning in 
off Union Avenue, the deceleration lane between those 
two curb cuts I think is desireable. I don't know how 
the rest of the Board feels but any recommendation 
would be yes, no impact but the recommendation to the 
county yes, I think it makes that traffic pattern more 
acceptable in my mind. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: If you're going to have the curb cut 
between the two of them, you ought to bring it out to 
the base of Union Avenue and make right hand turning 
lane to accelerate traffic from the south. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: From the upper? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Way down. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'll trade that for the sidewalks. 
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MR. MC CARVILLE: You might. 

MR. EDSALL: You can get both, guys, they are two 
different issues and we have resolved one. The county 
may ask for this anyway, notwithstanding what this 
Board feels but they want to hear from you. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Yes, I'd like deceleration lane there. 
How long, I don't know if that second, does that second 
part of it look at traffic, who's going to use that? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Everybody coming here that happens to 
go south that's going to be on this side of the plaza 
that doesn't want to work their way around to the 
southerly exit who's doing.business at that retailing 
or this retailing and come out here and go here. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think that would be definitely a 
big advantage. 

MR. PETRO: Is already built there. 

MR. LOEB: We have submitted our plans to the county 
but they are going to tell us what they want. We are 
prepared to do whatever they want. 

MR. SCHIEFER: This isn't something that you have got 
to do, this is a recommendation to the county and I 
think I agree, deceleration lane all the way down from 
the first curb cut onto Union Avenue down to 32. Now, 
whether they are going to do it or not, fine but if 
they are looking for recommendations --

MR. EDSALL: Deceleration between, between and then a 
turning lane and you're saying below --

MR. DUBALDI: Talking about a third lane from the first 
curb cut. 

MR. EDSALL- One would be a deceleration lane to enter 
the project. 

MR. DUBALDI: It's going to be one. 

MR. EDSALL: The divider for the entrance would pose a 
little obstacle. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: And the land is there for it too. 
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MR. SCHIEFER: Under those conditions, I think I could 
accept the traffic pattern that they have proposed. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Me too. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Because I really, I don't see what else 
can be done. I feel it's a big improvement over what 
we had before. If the county goes along with that, we 
can live with that traffic situation there. Any other 
comments or disagreement with that from the Board 
members? And you want to — 

MR. EDSALL: I'll convey that. The second half of the 
question that you asked me is relative to Route 32. I 
also received a call, it was precipitated by the 
applicant from Jeff Wickerie (phonetic), from the DOT 
Regional office relative to the curb cut to Route 32. 
He's in a similar situation in the County DPW in the 
fact that they have not reviewed final plans for the 
permit. However, relative to the site plan, they have 
no objection and agree that the general configuration 
and location of the curb cut is acceptable. They have 
also indicated that as part of the final permit review, 
they modify the lane widths, the entry and two exit 
lanes, they have standard requirements that they may 
impose. The alignment of that curb cut relative to 
Wall Street is going to be finalized so that there's 
the positive thru traffic layout that's requested. 
However, the general configuration for site plan 
purposes he indicated was acceptable. 

MR. SCHIEFER: There is a dividing island in the middle 
of the curb cut on 32? 

MR. SHAW: Yes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That's still up to the county. If 
the State approves that --

MR. EDSALL: State has agreed. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The town will not accept a road with 
a median. If they want to make it a town road, am I 
correct? 

MR. LOEB: Not at that point. If it becomes a county 
road, you'll recall there's a question about another 
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road coming in here which you have asked us to consider 
and there's a difficulty in having that road cross what 
will be part of a web of private roads and then you 
have the private, public/private so I think unless 
something changes that the first part is going to be 
private up to the intersection. This section of the 
road we think will have to remain private to 
accommodate our private roads that are coming in. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I understand Mr. Fayo's concern but I 
like it here. I think it's appropriate here. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: It clearly identifies the turning 
areas. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Definitely separates the two lanes of 
traffic. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I understand if that's a private road 
Skip doesn't get involved. That's not a concern. I 
like that. My personal opinion is the traffic pattern 
this way with the county making those changes on 32, on 
Union Avenue is acceptable. Any other comments on the 
traffic cause that was our #1 concern? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can have the other lane on there 
then I'm happy with this. 

MR. SCHIEFER: If we have no more concerns, we'll get 
down to the sidewalks and I think right now, again, my 
opinion internal concrete sidewalks paralleling Union 
Avenue as close to Union Avenue as possible but 
internal on your property and your responsibility for 
maintenance and you need no other approval except from 
our Board. 

MR. LOEB: That's not a problem. Let me put on the 
record that that's a change that we accept and agree to 
and we understand that that's what the Board wants and 
we accept -that. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Anything else gentlemen? Those were the 
two main issues. 

MR. LOEB: I'm going to ask you, Mr. Chairman, then to 
act tonight to grant us approval. Mr. McCarville said 
it's been five years, I'm not sure that that's it. It 
will be four years very shortly and I am going to ask 
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that you do grant us site plan approval tonight and I 
also — 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Subject to the DOT approval and 
Highway Department. 

MR. LOEB: We need to get those approvals anyway. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can't give approval without their 
approvals. We're supposed to have their approvals 
in-hand before we give approval. 

MR. EDSALL: The only thing left is that they would 
need to obtain the permits before beginning 
construction. 

MR. LOEB: We need permits, not approval at this point. 
We're asking for permits. They have approved the 
design but we are waiting for permits and frankly, if 
we're going to market this, we need to have site plan 
approval and we need subdivision approval cause we 
can't offer this to people and sign anything unless we 
have that. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Mark, we're just looking at the records 
here and there's no approval from municipal highway 
which I understand it's not required, water, sewer, 
sanitary and fire, particularly fire no comments from 
them. 

MR. EDSALL: I have got an approval from Bobby in 
December of '90, looks like sewer and water approvals 
already that's what I have on my sheet. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's not on this sheet here. 

MR. EDSALL: The only comment I have on record here is 
that the water main be 12 inch and I believe, Greg, 
that change has been made? 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. EDSALL: That comment was from Bobby dated 
April 10th, '91. The only comment I had was that the 
water line must be increased to 12 inch and the plans 
have that. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Last item, Planning Board Engineer 
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you're responsible, do you have any problems with what 
we are looking at now? 

MR. EDSALL: I have no problem with the plan. I'd ask 
that you just ask them as part of their modification 
with the sidewalk to also add a couple dumpsters in the 
back of the project. And secondly, just for the 
record, I would ask that we act on the subdivision that 
Mr. Krieger and Mr. Loeb and myself coordinate the 
cross easements relative to access drainage, storm 
water detention area so that we insure that the rights 
that we believe this lot has are carried through so 
this, they can in fact provide the storm water 
protection and management that we'll require. 

MR. LOEB: we have tried anticipating that because your 
engineer and your attorney have told me about that and 
the plan reflect that, those cross easements. They are 
not, of course, the documents which will be recorded 
but we understand our responsibility and the plan 
contains- notes as to those. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Let me ask the Board, thank you Mr. 
Loeb, let me ask the Board a question. Do you want to 
approve this without seeing the sidewalk layout? 

MR. PETRO: I do, yes. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: As long as they make a commitment to 
put them in. I have no problem with it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think if our engineer looks at it 
and approves it, it's satisfactory to me. 

MR. PETRO: Absolutely. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Does anyone want to make a motion? 

MR. PETRO: On little small comment. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I don't know if we took lead"agency, 
did we? 

MR. EDSALL: You don't need to, SEQRA has been 
completed . 

MR. LOEB: The SEQRA is done. This is unusual, that's 
all out of the way. 
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MR. PETRO: Mark requested dumpsters behind these 
supermarkets and stores. I don't think that they 
should be enclosed dumpster units. You have a large 
wall back here and you have a supermarket and that's 
where the dumpster belongs. 

MR. SHAW: What we have is a sketch of where a few 
dumpsters would go on the back wall, if you're 
interested in seeing I'll get it but we have 
anticipated that comment and we're prepared to address 
it, if you want to hear it. 

MR. PETRO: I'm saying I don't want to see any of those 
big concrete monsters with gates on them which I don't 
like. I'm sure everybody else disagrees with me but 
especially behind the supermarket where you have an 8 
foot wall back there, that's my — 

MR. EDSALL: The problem that we're running into is 
that the building inspector has and the fire inspector 
have actually notified us is that the State Building 
Code does not allow you to put dumpsters against 
buildings. That's why I was hoping that we could build 
then into the hill and landscape around them. That way 
they would be unobtrusive and leave them the design 
flexibility that they can solve that as part of the 
construction. 

MR. SCHIEFER". We cannot have dumpsters against the 
building. We do want several dumpsters. 

MR. EDSALL: Fire Inspector is in the work sessions and 
has commented on the multitude of dumpster fires that 
have occurred at shopping centers and the danger that 
it could go to the building. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I make a motion that we approve the 
site plan for the Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development 
Corporation subject to cross easements to be ironed out 
between the Town Engineer. 

MR. KRIEGER"- Approved by the Planning Board Engineer 
and the Planning Board Attorney. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Thank you and subject to the 
installation of sidewalks along Union Avenue and 
dumpsters. 
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MR. SCHIEFER: Three subject to's, which I normally 
don't like. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: And the permits from the DOT and the 
Orange County Highway Department. 

MR. DUBALDI *• One thing that was brought up a few 
times, do we want to put speed bumps in the back or are 
we going to get rid of that? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Let them worry about it. One more 
subject to and that's the deceleration and possibility 
of requiring a deceleration between the exits on the 
northern part of the — 

MR. SCHIEFER- They have no control over that. We're 
recommending that to the county. However, it does have 
an impact on whether or not it's acceptable traffic 
pattern in my mind. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: So, that's definitely a part of it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'd say from 32 to the last exit on 
Union Avenue . 

MR. SCHIEFER: That's Mark's recommendation. 

MR. EDSALL: I agree with you and I agree with your 
recommendation and I'll make sure I call them up first 
thing tomorrow to let them know but I'd hate to see you 
tie into an approval something we have no jurisdiction 
on. We all may agree and they may want them but the 
county may tell them no. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We actually tied it into our approval 
and we have to reapprove it again. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: So, scratch the last thing. 

MR. EDSALL"- I'll convey your strong interest. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Motion is on the floor. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'll second it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded we 
approve the site plan with the three conditions 
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mentioned. Any discussions, gentlemen? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Ernie, do you have a comment? 

ERNIE SPIGNARDO: No, I'm just an observer. 

ROLL CALL-' 

Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 

Petro 
VanLeeuwen 
McCarville 
Dubaldi 
Schiefer 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 

MR. LOEB-' I'd now ask you to please consider the 
subdivision which really is part and parcel of this 
because we can't move ahead to divide the property, 
create the easements until the subdivision is done so 
that we can.transfer the site plan to the second 
corporation. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Okay, but not tonight. 

MR. LOEE: I'd like the subdivision acted on. We can't 
create the easements. We can't conclude what we're 
doing without the subdivision. I can't create the 
easements as Andy will tell you, we can't have -— 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That was sneaky on your part, now 
you've got us caught. 

MR. LCZE•: I can't believe that but I really — 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I know you. 

MR. LOEE: But T really need the subdivision to do the 
wor k. 

MR. HILDRETH: The subdivision is as it appeared at the 
public hearing with one minor change. It had to do 
with the entrance and it effected the $rea of the two 
lots by 300 square feet so I have changed the areas and 
that's all. We had to put a radius in the lot line 
here to accommodate redesign of the entrance and I did 
change the area by about 300 square feet. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Added or took away? 
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•j 

MR. 

MR. 
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SHAW: From 
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one to the other. 

HILDRETH: It took away from the retail center 
about 300 square feet. 

MR. SHAW: Correct and added to the parent parcel . 
Very simply, it 
tractor trailer 

was due to the turning radius of the 
pulling in making a right hand turn. 

That's what precipitated it. 

MR. PETRO: Mr. 
subdivision, do 
as 

MR. 

MR. 

MR. 

MR. 

Chairman, being that this is now a 
we have to go through all the processes 

a different submittal in other words? 

EDSALL: It' 

PETRO: Thev 

SHAW: Corre 

VAN LEEUWEN* 
brought into us 
brings in this s 
thi 

MR. 

Is 

MR . 
son* 

MR. 

MR . 

MR . 
bui 

MR . 

MR . 
t Ml 

MR . 

s . 

SCHIEFER: J 
cuss ion oo t!" 
there any -pre 

VAN LEEUWEN: 
ething. if we 

s already got a separate application. 

e's nothing left to do but vote? 

•et . 

See what they did, the site plan they 
first, okay and now he's slick now 
;ince the site plan is no good without 

f there's going to be any lengthy 
lis, I'm not going to let it go tonight.. 
•blern with it? 

You can't, Mr. C ha i rman, we approved 
• approved something that isn't there. 

SCHIEFER: what are we approving that isn't there? 

VAN LEEUWEN*. 

PETRO: You 
Id on it and 
that 's what 

LOEB: Jim 5 

PETRO: I'd 

ihat subdivision is not there. 

can own a piec-2 of property and to 
decide you want to cut that piece off 
they are doing. 

s right. 

like to make a mot ion that we approve 
s subdivision. 

KRIEGER: SL 
•: h u p *„'•.€ £at_ 

bject to the easements cause we have to 
-events subject to the easements, all 
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necessary cross easements being acceptable to the 
Planning Board Engineer and the Planning Board 
Attorney. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I'll second it. 

MR. SCHIEFER* Do we have any legal problems with what 
we are doing? 

MR. KRIEGER: No, provided that caveat that I just 
enunciate is included in the motion. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded to 
approve this subdivision. Is there any further 
discussion? 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 
Mr . 

Petro 
VanLeeuwen 
McCarville 
Dubaidi 
Schiefer 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye-
Aye 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE "XX" 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

APPLICATION TO: 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

lflBfPE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate item): 

Subdivision Lot Line Chg. Site Plan ^ Spec. Permit^ 
Retail Center For A.V.R. Realty Company 
(Formerly Neighborhood Retail Center For Sky Lorn New 

1 . N a m e O f P r O i e C t W i n ^ n r r i P V P l n p m p n f P n r p . l 

2. Name of Applicant A.V.R. Realty Company p h o n e (914) 965-3990 

Address 0 n e Executive Boulevard, Yonkers, New York 10701 
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip) 

Allan V. Rose d/b/a 
3. Owner of Record A.V.R. Realty Company Phone 965-3990 

Address 0 n e Executive Boulevard, Yonkers, New York 10701 
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip) 

4. Person Preparing Plan Gregory J. Shaw, P.E. 

Address 7 4 4 Broadway, Newburgh, New York 12550 

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip) 

5. Attorney Phone 

Address : 

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip) 
6. Person to be notified to represent applicant at Planning 

Board Meeting Gregory J. Shaw Phone 561-3695 
(Name) 

7. Project Location: On the vest side of Windsor Highway 
(street) 

0 feet south 0f Union Avenue 
(direction) (street) 

8. Project Data: Acreage of Parcel 86-2 Zone PUD Special Permit 
School Dist. Newburgh Consolidated School district 

9. Is this property within an Agricultural District containing 
a farm operation or within 500 feet of a farm operation 
located in an Agricultural District? Y N X 

If you answer "yes" to question 9, please complete the 
attached Agricultural Data Statement. 

Page 1 of 2 



10. Tax Map Designation: Section 4 Block 2 Lot 21 

11. General Description of Project: Construction of 100,000 S.F 

of retail space within 4 buildings with 550 parking spaces 

12. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variances for 
this property? yes x no. 

13. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this 
property? X yes no. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 

If this acknowledgement is completed by anyone other that the 
property owner, a separate notarized statement from the owner 
must be submitted, authorizing this application. 

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 application. 

Sworn before me this 

/ ? day of ^Jti& 1997 „ 
" " Signature 

QUQA. 

2§SP-
XswQfi— 

* * * * * * * * * * ******TnHHwwtaMfcjL***** * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
TOWN U S E ONLY: 

Date Application Received Application Number 

Page 2 of 2 



"XX 

APPLICANT'S PROXY STATEMENT 
(for professional representation) 

for submittal to the 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

it 
A.V.R. Realty Company f d e p o s e s a n d s a y s that fee-

(Applicant) 
C ° - n ^ ^ - S * u s i n e s s one Executive Boulevard, Yonkers, New York 10701 
resides at 

(Applicant•s Address) 

in the County of Westchester 

and State of N e w Y o r k 

and that he is the applicant for the R e t a i l C e n t e r F o r A'V'R' R e a l t y 

Company 
(Project Name and Description) 

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and 

that he has authorized Gregory J. Shaw, P.E. 
(Professional Representative) 

to make the foregoing application as described therein. 

Date: b jii/ty 
ner's Signature) 

(Witness' Signatur Signature) 

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR REPRESENTATIVE OF 
THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT 
AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS. 



C. T. I. ABSTRACT CORP. 
ABSTRACT 
COHP. 

176 MAIN STREET. GOSHEN. NEW YORK 10924 • (914)294-5428 • TOLL FREE 800942-7130 

SERVING: ORANGE. ROCKLAND. SULLIVAN, ULSTER AND UPSTATE COUNTIES 

TITLE NO. 961062 

TO: 
Kenneth R. Crysta l , Esq. 

P h i l l i p s , L y t l e , et a l 

Hew York, WY 10022 

ifc: 
Venice Marina Holdings, Inc. 

REMARKS — SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

M T G T A X — {DIRECT CHECK) AMOUNT 

* 
RECEIPTS 

CI IECKS: 

CASH: 

AMOUNT 

TOTAL H-* i 

1. MORTGAGE INSURANCE ($ ) 

2. FEE INSURANCE ($ 1>750,000)00 

3. SURVEY INSPECTION 

4. MUNICIPAL SEARCHES T A X 

5. MISC. CHARGES 

RECORDING CHARGES: 

( ) DEEDS 

( ) MORTGAGES 

( ) MORTGAGE SATISFACTION 

( ) POWER OF ATTORNEY 

( ) MORTGAGE ASSIGNMENT 

( ) B/L AGREEMENT 

( ) * *** ENDORSEMENTS ** * * 

( ) 

TRANSFER TAX 

MORTGAGE TAX 

MORTGAGE TAX 

****MARKET VALUE RIDER**** 

ESCROW 

CHARGES 
' 

6322. 

100. 

-

TOTAL J 

00 

00 

CLOSER 

DATE 

31LL: 

NAME 

FOR THE FOLLOWING: 

ADDRESS 



ABSTRACT 
CORP. C. T. I. ABSTRACT CORP. 

176 MAIN STREET. GOSHEN. NEW YORK 10924 - (914) 294-5428 - TOLL FREE 800 942-7130 

SERVING: ORANGE. ROCKLAND, SULLIVAN. ULSTER. DUTCHESS. WESTCHESTER AND UPSTATE COUNTIES 

Number 

961062 

Date Insurance 

02/02/96 ORANGE 
Mtg 

Ft* $1,750,000.00 

TITLE VESTED IN: V E N I C E MARINA HOLDINGS, I N C . 

INSURED. FEE: 

INSURED, MTG: (3) 

PREMISES: 

Its Successors and/or Assigns 

T/O New Windsor 4 - 2 - 14.1 & 14.2 
Deed Liber 4141 cp 321 
Vacant Land f *+- z- z.\ 

REMARKS: OWNER IN POSSESSION - SEE 931273 FOR REFERENCE 

APPLICANT: Kenneth R. Crystal, Esq., Phillips, Lytle, et al., 437 Madison 
Avenue, New York, NY 10022 212 759 4888 

SELLERS ATTORNEY: 

BANK ATTORNEY: . 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR APPLICATION FOR THE EXAMINATION OF TITLE TO THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PREMISES. 
WE SHALL DO OUR BEST TO REPORT THIS TITLE PROMPTLY AND FACLITATE ITS CLOSING. 

VERY TRULY YOURS. 



Iajuyeispdelnsurancegrporation 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

Commitment No. * ^ f a i o ^ 7 _ 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 
Issued by 

LAWYERS TITLE INSURANCE CORPORATION 

Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation, a Virginia corporation, herein caled the Company, for a valuable con
sideration, hereby commits to issue its policy or policies of title insurance, as identified in Schedule A. in favor of the 
proposed Insured named in Schedule A, as owner or mortgagee of the estate or interest covered hereby in the land 
described or referred to in Schedule A. upon payment of the premiums and charges therefor; an subject to the 
provisions of Schedules A and B and to the Conditions and Stipulations on the reverse hereof. 

This Commitment shall be effective only when[ Jhe identity of the proposed Insured and the amount of the policy 
or policies committed for have been inserted iri^chedutejA ̂ hereof Ay Jhe Company, either at the time of the issuance of 
this Commitment or by subsequent endorsement' **~ ' - ; ^ ' £ i ; ~^-*\iiv—. 

This Commitment is preliminary to^he(Issuance of jsuch.jpoficy aw poficies of title insurance and all lability and 
obligations hereunder shaH cease and terminate .nine jnoMhs -after the 'effective date hereof or when the polcy or 
policies committed for shall issue. whicheverVftrst occurs, provided thai ttae failure to issue such poficy or policies is not 
the fault of the Company. . %'•'."J- •••:«: :>i_...• ±}.*-:- A . 

— . *..-
This Commitment shall not be vakd*br binding until ̂ countersigned by an authorized officer or agent. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. Lawyers ifitle -Insurance jCorporation has caused its corporate name and seal to be 
hereunto affixed by its duly authorized officers on.fhe.dpte-4hown in Schedule A 

A-: rlapJ^repde Insurance(orporation 
By: 

Attest: 

Countersigned by: CT1 A T T R A C T CORP. 
'.73 ' a'n Street 

Gwnwfl: i w « York 10324 

President 

Secretary. 

by: - . S c s f r ^ \\T» C~SL£>< 
Authorized Officer or Agent 

Telephone number:*^,^ - ^ ^ i H - S"*4 & - ^ 

This Commitment is intended for lawyers only. Such exceptions as may be set forth herein may affect 
marketability of title. Your lawyer should be consumed before taking any action based upon the contents of this Com-. 
mitment. The Company's representative at the closing hereunder may not act as legal advisor to any of the parties or 
draw legal instruments for them. Such representative is permitted to be of assistance only to an attorney. K is advisable 
to have your attorney present at the closing. 

Form 91 -88 NY REV 7-77 _ ,_ 
•3S-1 •••••SIMS 



Jjgwyers jTtle 
Jnsurance (gporation 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
RICHMOND. VHKHNIA 

SCHEDULEA 

1. Effective Dale: February 9 , 1996 

2. Policy (or policies) to be issued: 

(a) ALTA Owner's Policy 1990 (with N.Y. Endorsement ModBteations) 
Proposed Insured: 
Venice Marina Holdings, Inc . 

Commftment No. 961062 

Pofcy Amount 
$ 1 , 7 5 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 

(b) ALTA Loan Policy 1990 (with N.Y. Endorsement Modifications) 
Proposed Insured: 

Policy Amount 

(c) 
Proposed Insured: 

Policy Amount 

3. Title to the f e e s i m p l e 
described or referred to in this Commitment is at the effective dale hereof vested in: 

estate or interest in the land 

VENICE MARINA HOLDINGS, INC., as agent for Demooring, Inc. which 
acquired title by deed from}dated January 1, 1996 and recorded 
January 24, 1996 in Liber 4B32 cp 157, which acquired title by deed 
from Bruce Stern, Esq. as referee dated November 11, 1994, recorded 
November 22, 1994 in Liber 74141 cp 321. 

The land referred to in this Commftment is 

SEE ANNEXED DESCRIPTION 

as follows: (If not described here, as on page 2 of this Schedule). 

/ 

Issued at Goshen, New York 
John W. Callanan 

fm Wo. f 1-MMY REV. 1-02 
Page 1 of Schedule A 
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lawyers Tille Insurance (cfrporation 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B (Continued) 

Commitment No. 

DESCRIPTION 

ALL that certain piece or parcel of land situate, lying and 
being in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange and State of New 
York being a portion of the former Epiphany College Property being more 
particulary described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point in the westerly line of New York State 
Route 32, where said line is intersected by the southerly line of Union 
Avenue, running thence the following courses: 

1. along the westerly line of New York State Route 32, South 
42° 31' 05" West, 201.47 feet to a point; 

2. still along said line, South 40* 04' 08" West, 801.30 feet 
to a point; 

3. along lands n/f Windsor Crest Condominium, North 50° 02' 
24" West, 1,454.16 feet to a point, 

4. still along said lands, South 83° 36' 13" West, 102.50 
feet to a point; 

5. along lands n/f Petro, South 85° 37' 57" West, 620.19 feet 
to a point; 

6. still along said lands and along lands n/f Mahary, South 
84° 21' 39" West, 682.65 feet to a point; 

7. still along said lands. South 04° 18' 48" East, 1,759.92 
feet to a point; 

8. along lands n/f Gadonniex, South 74p 11' 36" West, 336.63 
feet to a point; 

9. still along said lands, South 77° 07' 04" West 927.19 feet 
to a point; 

10. along lands n/f Sheddin, North 04° 31' 08" West, 826.54 
feet to a point; 

11. still along said lands, North 04* 51' 427 West; 294.04 
feet to a point; 

12. along lands n/f New York State Department of Audit and 
Control, North 03° 49' 12' West, 818.77 feet to a point; 

13. still along said lands and along the rear of lots in the 
Park Hill Subdivision, North 84* 16' 31" East, 984.36 
feet to a point; 

F«nnNo.»i.MNYREv.7-77 continued 
ws-i-oM-aue/i ConfirwiationolSclwduloB 



Ja,wyers Title Jnsurance (o^poration 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B (Continued) 
Commitment No. 

DESCRIPTION continued 

14. still along the rear of lots in the Park Hill Subdivision, 
North 27° 43' 48M East, 54.54 feet to a point; 

15. along lands lands n/f Newburgh Enlarged City School 
District, North 84* 21' 39" East, 914.56 feet to a point; 

16. still along said lands. North 85* 37' 57" East, 619.86 
feet to a point; 

17. still along said lands, North 83° 36' 13' East, 61.67 feet 
to a point; 

18. still along said lands, North 42° 05' 30" East, 263.88 
feet to a point; 

19. still along said lands, along a curve to the left, having 
a radius of 935.00 feet, a distance of 107.75 feet to a 
point; 

20. still along said lands, along another curve to the right, 
having a radius of 983.76 feet, a distance of 390.56 feet 
to a point; 

2]L. still along said lands, North 25° 58' 07" East 50.16 feet 
to a point; 

22. along a curve to the right, having a radius of 627.37 
feet, a distance of 488.97 feet to a point in the 
southerly line of Union Avenue; 

• 23. along said line, South 33° 03' 43" East, 92.97 feet to a 
point; 

24. still along said line. South 47° 37' 05" East, 56.03 feet 
to a point; 

25. still along said line, South 35° 33' 07" East, 229.34 feet 
to a point; 

26. still along said line 32° 56' 27" East, 141.80 feet to a 
point; 

27. still along said line. South 43° 48' 57" East, 145.97 feet 
to a point; 

28. still along said line, South 51° 44' 07" East, 150.00 feet 
to a point; 

Fonw No. 11-MNY REV. 7-77 
Q3S-1-OM-3102/1 Continuation of Schedule B 



fevers ^Insurance ©portion 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B (Continued) 
Commtn»ntNo. 

DESCRIPTION continued 

29. still along said line, South 60° 04' 37" East, 25.45 feet 
to a point; 

30. still along said line, South 55* 24' 57" East, 192.96 feet 
to a point; 

31. still along said line, South 61° 37' 33" East, 200.44 feet 
to a point; 

32. still along said line, South 58° 03' 37" East, 167.80 feet 
to a point; 

33. still along said line, South 08° 20' 12" East, 42.33 feet 
to the point or place of BEGINNING. 

SUBJECT to a one hundred fifty (150) foot wide easement for 
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Company running in part along the 
westerly line and through a southerly portion of the above described lot. 

SUBJECT to a view easement as shown on the above referenced map, 
said view easement being shown on a map entitled "Geygln Corp. 
Epiphany College Site Minor Subdivision", said map having been filed 
in the Ornage County Clerk's Office on 4 April 1985 as Map No. 6982. 

SUBJECT^tol a twenty-five (25) foot wide grading easement running 
along the southerly boundary of the above described premises. 

SUBJECT to and together with an easement and right-of-way shown 
on map .entitled "Lot-Line Change Plan," filed in therOrange County . 
Clerk's Office as Map No. 30-94, running through Lotifil generally in a 
southwesterly direction from a point on Union Avenue to the northerly 
line of the above described lot ^f/n\ 

SUBJECT to a twenty (20) foot wide Sanitary Sewer Easement running? I\ r 
through the above described lot as shown on the above referenced map. 7/7C 

•• *£• ' 

^ 

%s 
FomNo.91-MNYREV.7-77 
o»s-i-oM-9io2/i Continuation of SchsdutoB 
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Jgwyers fitae Insurance ©poration 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B 
The following estates, interests, defects, objections to title, liens and encumbrances and other matters will be excepted from 

the coverage of any policy or policies to be issued. 
1. Defects and encumbrances arising or becoming a lien after the date of the policy to be issued, except as therein provided. 
2. Consequences of the exercise and enforcement or attempted enforcement of any governmental war or policy powers over 

the premises. 
3. Any laws, regulations or ordinances (including, but not limited to zoning, buBding, and environmental protection) as to the 

use, occupancy, subdivision or improvement of the premises adopted or imposed by any governmental body, or the effect of any 
noncompliance with or any violation thereof. 

4. Judgments against the insured or estates, interest defects, objections, liens or encumbrances created, suffered, assumed 
or agreed to by or with the privity of the insured. 

5. Title to any property beyond the lines of the premises, or title to areas within or rights or easements in any abutting streets, 
roads, avenues, lanes, ways or waterways, or the right to maintain therein vaults, tunnels, ramps or any other structure or 
improvement, unless this Commitment specifically provides that such titles, rights, or easements are insured. Notwithstanding 
any provisions in this paragraph to the contrary, the policy to be issued, unless otherwise excepted in this Commitment, will insure 
the ordinary rights of access and egress belonging to abutting owners. 

6. Title to any personal property, whether the same be attached to or used in connection with said premises or otherwise. (No 
search has been made for financing statements except as may have been ordered and reported separately.) 

Note: Items 1 through 6 will not appear in Schedule B of the Policy if this Commitment calls for an ALTA Policy since the 
matters addressed by these hems are provided for elsewhere in said ALTA Policy. 

Schedule B of the policy or policies to be issued will further contain exceptions to the 
following matters unless the same are disposed of to the satisfaction of the Company: 

7. If the application is for insurance under a master or blanket policy all tones under this Schedule B will be excepted from 
coverage in the Certificate of Title Insurance to be issued hereon unless deposed of to the satisfaction of the Company on or prior 
to closing. 

8. The identity of parties at the closing of this title should be established to the satisfaction of the closer and the affidavit 
attached to this certificate filled out, signed and sworn to. 

9. Deeds and mortgages must contain the covenant required by Section 13 of the Lien Law and such covenant must be 
absolute and not conditional. The covenant is not required in deeds from referees or other persons appointed by a court for the 
sole purpose of selling property. 

10. When the transaction is an assignment of a mortgage or other Gen, an estoppel certificate exectued by the owner of the fee 
and by the holders'of all subsequent encumbrances smust be obtained. When the transaction is a mortgage, the amount actually 
advanced should be reported to the Company. 

11. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters, if any. created, first appearing in the public records or 
attaching subsequent to the effective date hereof but prior to the date the proposed Insured acquires for value of record the estate 
or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment 

12. tf the present transaction consists in whole or in part of a conveyance or lease by a corporate grantor or lessor, there must • 
be compliance with Section 909 of the Business Corporation Law. We will require the written consent to such conveyance or 
lease by all of the holders of the outstanding shares of the said corporation and the instrument on dosing should so recite. In lieu 
thereof the consent of the holders of two-thirds of all of the outstanding shares entitled to vote thereon obtained at a meeting duly 
notices and called for the purpose of obtaining such consent in the manner provided for in Section 605 of the Business 
Corporation Law is requested and the instrument on dosing should so recite. 

If neither of the above is obtained, then, the proofs showing the basis upon which the conveyance or lease is to be made must 
be submitted to counsel prior to closing. 

13. If the present transaction consists in whole or in part of the making of a new mortgage there must be compliance with 
Section 911 of the Business Corporation Law. We will require a certified copy of the resolution of the board of directors of any 
corporate mortgagor authorizing the making of said mortgage. 

Proof must also be shown that the consent of stockholders of the mortgagor corporation is not required by its certificate of 
incorporation or amendments thereto for the making of said mortgage. 

The mortgage should contain a recital showing that ft was made and executed pursuant to the resolution of the board of 
directors of the mortgagor. 

14. H this Commitment requires a conveyance of the fee estate and the contract therefor has not been submitted to the 
Company, it should be furnished for consideration prior to closing. 

(Continued) 

Page 1 of Schedule B 



lawyers Tftle Insurance @poratk» 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B (Continued) 
Commitment No. 961062 

15. Proof is required to-sbow that 

has (have) not been known by any other name(s) in the 10 years last past V that (thos«)p«rson(s) has (hav«)be«nkfiown 
by another name, all searches must be amended and run against such name(s)aiid title to subject to returro,Kajw, on such 
amended searches. 

16. Rights of present tenants, lessees or parties in possession. 
17. The following mortgages (if not shown on separate page 3 of this Schedule B), taxes and assessment (if not shown on 

separate page 4 of this Schedule B), easements, conditions, restrictive covenants, judgments, mechanic's Bens, other 
Kens, encumbrances, defects and objections to title. (Copies of any restrictive covenants, easements or conditions are 
attached): 

18. Our policy does not insure against taxes, water rates, assessments 
and other matters relating to taxes which have not become a lien 
up to the date of the policy or installments due after the date 
of the policy. Neither our tax search nor our policy covers any 
part of streets on which the premises abut. 
/ • - / ^ f ^ j ^^^yr^^S- ,*Si>r~ecf 

19. The exact acreage of the premises herein is not insured. 

20. Rights, if any, in favor of any electric light or telephone 
company to maintain guy wires extending from said premises to 
poles located on the roads on which the premises abut, but policy 
will insure, however, that there are no such agreements of record 
in connection therewith, except as may be shown herein. 

21. Underground encroachments and easements, if any, including pipes 
and drains, and such rights as may exist for entry upon said 
premises to maintain and repair the same, but policy will insure, 
however, that there are no such easements of record in connection 
therewith, except as may be shown herein. 

22 • No title is insured to that portion of the premises lying in the 
bed of any street or roadway. 

23. Grant of Easement and Right-of-Way in Liber 1320 cp 6. 

24— Sewer Easement to the Town of New Windsor in Liber 1817 cp 413. * 

25. Road Takings in Liber 1496 cp 160 and Liber 2622 cp 337. 

26. Notice of Appropriation with Map in Liber 1532 cp 131. 

27. Notes and easements on Filed Map 30-94. 

28. Easement in Liber 3996 cp 150. /"-**--r<- o«-•• r ,o*r£ /-

tZ? ^-£r~. 
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lawyers rpkle Insurance @rporation 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B (Continued) 
Commitment No. 

961062 
29. Survey prepared by Grevas & Hildreth Land Surveyors, P.C. dated 

November 2, 1993, last revised November 30, 1993 covering 
premises described in Schedule "A" and more, shows no 
encroachments or variations with lot lines except for the following: 

1. 150 ft Central Hudson Gas & Electric Co. easement crosses 
subject premises; 

2. Town of New Windsor sewer easement crosses subject premises; 

3. view easement in favor of lot 1 located on subject premises; 

4. drive servicing lot 1 crosses lot 2; 

5. waterline easement located on easterly portion of subject 
premises; 

6. stone walls lie undisclosed distances inside and outside 
lines of record title; 

7. access easement in favor of lot 2 crosses lot 1; 

. 8. brook crosses subject premises; 

9. 25 ft grading easement located on lot 1; 

10. utility poles and wires located on and over subject 
premises and adjoining premises; policy excepts rights to 
use and maintain same. 

Subject to any changes since the date of said survey. 

30. Riparian Rights, if any, in favor of the premises herein are not 
insured. 

31. Riparian Rights of others in and to the water and land lying under 
the water of the brook crossing premises herein. 

32. An affidavit of the owner in possession is required setting forth 
that since the date of his acquisition of title or the date of 
his possession of title, whichever is earlier, no claim has been 
asserted of any right in or title to the premises, nor of any 

*f encumbrance of lien on the premises, nor of any defect in the 
£f%s title or interest therein to be insured by the policy, and not 
/^ covered by appropriate exception therein, and the owner in 

' possession has no knowledge of any such claim, right, lien, 
encumbrance or defect in title. 

33. Possible NYS franchise taxes against Venice Marina Holdings, Inc. 
^^ to date are being investiagted. 

Form No. 91*MNY REV. 7-77 
035-1-0M-3102/1 Continuation of Schedule B 
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NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

SCHEDULE B (Continued) 

COflMMnMNIt No. 

- . - ' ' 961062 

34. RE: Orange County Supreme Court foreclosure action no. 1095/91 

a. The referee's report of sale must be produced for review and 
filed in the action file. 

b. Proof is required of the publication of the notice of sale and 
of posting in conformity with Section 231 of RPAPL. 

c. Proof is required of the service of the notice of sale and copy 
of the judgment with notice entry upon all defendants who have 
appeared and demanded same. 

25. Attention is called to the fact that any instrument covering 
premises in the State of New York must be endorsed with the 
Section, Block and Lot of the Tax Map of the City or Town in 
which the premises are situated before it will be acceptable for 
recording. 

26. The open taxes reported herein must be properly disposed of at 
or prior to closing. 

JOTE: The County Clerks require that all documents submitted for 
recording must be signed in black ink. 

NOTE: This company has recently suffered considerable delay and 
expense in recording instruments due to the rejection of 
uncertified checks by various County Clerks • By reason 
thereof, any check made payable to a County Clerk (other than 
the Orange County Clerk which has a $500.00 limit) in excess of 
$1,000.00 must be certifed funds. 

Municpal searches were not requested. 

The subject premises is presently assessed as a vacant land 
parcel. Said assessment will increase upon improvements. Should 
this company be asked to escrow real property taxes, the escrow 
to be held will be computed upon the anticipated full 
assessment amount. 

FWM NO. t l -MNY REV. 7-77 
Continuation of Schedule B 
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NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

MORTGAGES 
Commitment No. 961062 

Mortgagor NOME OF RECORD 

Mortgaged 

Amount $ Dated 

Recorded Liber 

NOTE: All the terms and conditions of the mortgage noted herein are 
not set forth. The applicant should acquaint himself with such 
facts before closing title. 

tmtm Mo. 91-MNV REV. 4-M 
03S-1-HM-3103 Page 3 of Schedule B 



lawyers T&k Insurance ©poration 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

RICHMOND. VIRGINIA 

Diagram of Tax Map 
CommitmantNo. 961062 

1 

Section 4 Block 2 

School Drst N e w b u r g h 

Assessad Valuation: 

Tax Lot 

Volume 

Land* 

« y 

Town 

Viaga 

Borough 

County 

2 1 

$871 ( 

New Windsor 

ORANGE 

Ward 

r500.00Total$ $ 8 7 1 , 5 0 0 . 0 0 

Assessed in the name of Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 

TAXES, ASSESSMENTS, WATER RATES AND SEWER CHARGES 
which are Bens on real property 

1996 State, County and Town $33,740.66 PAID 1/11/96 
1995/96 School - Total $48,505.95 

1st installment/2nd installment - PAID 

3rd installment due by March 6, 1995 
$16,168.65 Bill #19514 

1995 State, County and Town $33,796.78 PAID 1/19/95 

Unless there is a final reading or an up to date receipt presented 
at closing, Policy will except all water, sewer and garbage charges. 

Recent payments of any open items returned on this tax search may not 
yet be reflected on the public records. THEREFORE, PLEASE REQUEST 
THE SELLER OR BORROWER TO HAVE THE RECEIPTED BILL AVAILABLE AT THE 
CLOSING. 

Th» comriiltmani inch*** oaty avert sapaM toxat, M M M I I W I U , 
of tiito commlrfMnt. against ttta abovn tot on U» official lax 
on tfmaa •hoot*, HOT tor any laxno nwtad attar ton data at tnto 
awvmad by tfca Company for Urn accaraqr or complataaoaa 
by ttta cortiNad onmor, and ttta I at ta* rata « • tMroapon bo 
MOTE: Soma of tnoaa nam* may mwa boon said, but tbo paymant 

mnarond amvor cfwraaa tax aalM •Men am Indoxod. at of flw data 

it 

FonaNo.ai-MNY 
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i EASEMENT 

:!THIS INDENTURE made the lH day of February, i»94 

between JAMBS R. PETRO, JR., residing at P. 0. Box 928 Valla 

Gate, Orange County/ Mev York 12553, hereinafter •Petro", and 

•SKY-LOM OF HEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP., with offices located at 

430 Park Avenue, City of Mew*York, Mew York County, Mew York 

10002, hereinafter .'Sky-Lorn", 

.: -t.. WHEREAS, Retro is the owner of certain land, in the Town 

of Mew Windsor, Orange County, Mew York, shown on the tax amps as 

Section 35, Block 1, Lot 109, which said land adjoins lands of . 

Sky-Loa, and - j 

..WHEREAS, Sky-Lost is the owner of certain lands In the 
'* . . I 

Town, of .Mew Windsor,. Orange. County, Mew York, shown on the tax 

1.1 

¥& 

-\fe 

\:;'\ i aaps as Section 4, Block 2, Lot 14.22, which said land adjoins 
• \ .• -.:* " - . - - * * • ' • - - -. * 

'y.U lands of Petro, and 

*«<!t* /• ' . WHEREAS, in connection with the development of its 
:" x.i»'.i/" .'• i - i- . . 

• x:-', lands .SJcytcei m y be required to build a road on a portion of its 
•-• - -*• V' - = --"-"- - ' -
- *' j ' - lands which directly abut the Petro lands, and 

i - r / . ! 

'-. c... WHEREAS, in order to construct the road with the 50* • 

" - •"' right-of-way available for such road Sky-Lost' must grade portions 

j. - of the. lands of Petro isawdiately adjoining the proposed road, 

- and.;- "* ." 1 

['- "- •'-. ir :' WHEREAS, Petro is willing to grant a temporary grading 

j . ease—nt to Sky? Lost for that purpose, 

li;.;~; .-_.;-"_;WOW, THEREFORE, in consideration Of OWE AMD MO/100 

•: '(: '. 1*1.00): DOLLAR paid by tky-Lo* to Petro, Petro grants to Sky-Loa 
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its successors wad assigns' the right to enter cm lands of Petro • • •' >\!* \\ 

to * depth of 25' south of the common boundary between 0ky-Lom on ... , .';r.:.' \] 

the north and, Petro on tha aouth aa shown on tha Hew Windsor tax' •»"• ':; -.'i J 

laapa solely for the purpose of grading and solely during the . - %,.•••* ;..' 

period of time that the road above referred to is installed on ••• \.: \ ••.•;«' 

lands of Sky*Loan It being specifically understood and agreed - '••'•'..'• •'* 

that the grant of this easement is temporary In nature and'tbat**-: J'::f.'-> 

the easement shall be In full force and effect only during eueh'\-': -"» " .'"•;; .;'• 
. •., .1- ̂ «./';h !,i»:-" 

tlaie and only for such tine as is necessary to grade on lands of.J"-^?-' .£'-•--

Petro within the 25' limit during and for the purpose of 

installing the Aforesaid road. ' 

Sky-Lorn represents that following the eoapletion of the 
grading within the 25' limit that the property diaturbed will be ^ ^ X , 

.xtent- -'>.it:;-v? / seeded and appropriately landscaped td restore it to the extent 

possible to its pre-existing condition, the change-of grade 

excepted. 

Sky-Lorn represents that at all tines when work is.done' 

within the easement area that there will be in full force and':' 

effect liability insurance in an amount not less than 03,000,000 

single lladt coverage naming retro as aa additional, insured. ' 

' All rights under this eaeeawnt shall terminate if the 

grading provided for in this easement Is not completed on or 

before December 31. if ft. '"* .-".A" .-••-*» l"V;" 

this easement ehall be recorded in the Orange County'^»!^.^JC:^: 

Clerk's Office and all-rights hereunder shall Inure to the •• ,! i- '•; \'* yftty/, 

benefit of the parties hereto, their heirs, successors and •*-"^;7->f "X\'*?4->i[-,. 
i.: . . ' < - ; / v : ' ? ^ ' 4 ^ : W : assigns. 
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:.'•'< r->;U* IK WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have set their 

" hands and seals as of the day and year first above written. 

* * ^ — 
^Janea. R. Fetro, Jr> 

smr-
DBVE1 

HEW WINDSOR-

»/'. 
Shalt 

IV 
se*t_ 

: '. ' STATS OF NEW YORXi ' 
: as. • 

if.. COUNTY OF ORANGE | 
} £ . - . - . • •• / .*: 

.«:;•••- '." on t h i s / 4 day of Fabruary, l t»4 . before ne cane ' 
Janes Petro t o me known t o be the individual described i n and who 

•' executed,, the foregoing instrunent, aiyKacknowleflged^hat he 
*~ executed the sane. 

8 ') &* 8TATI OP HEW YORK i 
. 1 .• • • i am. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK: 

L 
"^"SftSKSi"-** 

Ou»Wn< i> Oniifi Cwnwr 
Aim 

5:""- *• .. • .- . r'- r d • -: 

:C-̂ ;-7""V" -On" this '7 day of February, 1JM before me 
-.' :$*J personally cane Isaac Shalon, to ne known, who being by me duly 

'-. v. sworn, did .depose and say that he resides at. No*. 0 0 'Park Avenue, 
-'•;•.,';. Mew York. New York . 10032, that he is the rrttag&nlfyof SKY-LOH OP 
; : HEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP.. the corporation described in, and 
:> -'which executed the above instrument, and^tbat he signed his nana 
... •- thereto by order of the Board of Direc£or)i of said^-corporation. 
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EASEMENT W»PM,ic wKjc^^?*v*'v*r j •:*: HA'rt; U*«< 
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V 

Dccemter, 1968, .-v-cnyv ef which is hereto attlfehwi, 

The Grantor reserves" the right tc use and enjoy the. said. . 
i 

premises, except for the rights and privileges horcin described -

ark! granted, provided that such use shall not interfere with or 

cause Injury or damage to the said sewer line or appurtenances 

thereto. 

? M s grant is marie uron the express conditions and reserva

tions which shall continue and run with the* land; 

In consideration of the SUM of One Dollar ($1.00) lawful 4 

. •.' y-i-- .•.•••>..• . • - ' • 

. y% '*.' - . *.," money of the United' States, the receipt wheroof is hereby acknowl-

. '"//•:* edged, the undersigned, THE ST. JOSEPH'S SOCIETY OP HEW XORK, INC., 

with offices at (no number) .Union Avenue, Town of Mew i-indsor. 

Orange County, Kew fork, hereinafter called "Grantor,*1 hereby 

grants unto the TOW O* NEK KIttOSOR, a municipal corporation 

havina its officos at 244 Union Avenue, Town of Kew Windsor, 

Orange County, Mew York,hereinafter called •"Grantee," for the use 

*^:i'*y'y*'"' " "••"•" of Sewer District Ho. 13 in said Town, a perpetual right of way 

.-.'• over a strip of land 20' in width to enter upon .and lay, install, 

.'* • * operate, maintain and replace a pipe, manhole or manholes ar.c. 

appurtenances for conveying sewage in, on, over, through and undor ' 

..,-.-- the property of the Grantor, situated in the Town of t!ew Windsor, 

Orange County, Hew York, the centerlinc of which is described as 

followst 
PEGIKt!Il~G at a point in a portion of the westerly 

line of lands of the Grantor, said point being in* the j 
' . ' • • _ easterly line of* lands now or formerly of Petro and H 21* ! 

30' E H5'+ from a stone wall intersection parking the 
*•*'.."" southeasterly corner of said Petro lands, an£ runninq 

V thonce, through lands of the Grantor, S 17* 15* E- - -
.372'+ tc a point; thence still, through lands of the 
Grantor S 35* 00' E 375'+. to a point in the westerly .. . ; 
line of. lands now or formerly of Mah*ray, said point 
teiiwi S 10* 15' E *fl5'+ frem*a strnewall intersection 
at an angle point in lands of the Grantor Iwrein. 

All of wrich is shown on tfan Mo. 3 of Sewer District 

No. 13 preparec &y llcrbertr^L^JUHrtiaancr, P.E.L.S.; dated 17 

•jKii817 re 413 
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(a) That the nrar.tr.o shall, at its own cost an*' cx;>onse 

after c*-.nl««ticr. of the oriqlnal construction or tho couplet Jy>n 

of future repairs to th*. sever line, rcstoro tho sun ace of said 

lan'*s on»« nrr.-iscs to substantially the fa«ic condition as before 

such construction or repair** 

(b) That tho sewer lin- and acmirtcnances nlfto*! in or 

under sale! rioht of way shall, at all tines, renaln :he property 

of th*> Grantee and utvicr its control and supervision and .the 

Grantor shall not interfere with or cause injury or <lami\ge to 

said sewer line or anmirtenonces. 

Thin ctrant shall be blncini ur»on the Grantor and the Grantee « 
i 

ar.O their respective nuccessors or assigns. 

TO !W/L AKO TO HOLD the right heroin granted unto the 

Grantee forever ;"*••••'•* ••.*••• "'.•..* • 

III WJT>:r.£S tJHF.pr.OF, the Cent* tor ha.« hereunto cAuscd its • •• •* ' 

hf signed by >. ^ 

, 1969. 

OF KEH YORK, IMC! 

On the /— dn»» of (ufi^ ( , 196?, before 
Vy.Rev. Charles E. KcKarorf/ S!5J 

, t o ne knot™, who. beinn by mq dulv 
a t heipiianv apostolic? Gollepd" 

t l v t he r«5i«?es/ «fc on Windsor lllfhwny, jLld- & • ua«r and say 
"or I Jew Windsor, Ornnre 

County; Kew York 

re- personal ly 
l ev . Charles E. KcFaronV S3 J 

Con*/-
sworn, 

rl»«»w %f 4 nci<nw*. flt-nnr-* f 

t that he is the Secretary 

of the St. Joseph's Society of Hew York, : 

Inc., the corporation described in, and which executsd, the fore-

no inn instrument; th?t he knows the seal of said corporation! 

that the seal affixei! to sale! instruacnt is suck corporate seal} 

thet It vas so af f ixeil by order of the Board of Trustees 

of said corporationi and that he signed his 

name thereto bv lik" order. 

; 1-/J/ '/L.. rt,e 
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U)l^ IHUCHIHK, 
-•':.' Made the &* *** day of March la the year Ona thousand nine 

•. hundred and f i f t y - n i n e 

, BETWEEN ST. JOSEPH'S SOCIETY OF NEW YORK, I N C . / « r « l i f i o u « 
corporat ion organised and e x i s t i n g under the laws b f~ th t State 

' o f New York, and having l t a pr inc ipa l placa of bualnaaa in tha 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County, Mew York, having no s t o a t 
or number, party " ! * . ' • 

x' ••' ol the first part, and THE COUNTY OF ORANCE, on* of the Counties of tha State of New York 

* ^ :>><*•»,,*«.. ' having lb principal place fix the transaction of business at No. 124 Main Street, fa the Village of 

Coshcn. County of Orange, State of New York, party.of the second part*? 

WITNESSETH. That the said part y of the first pad In consideration of the sum of % 750.00 

t lawful money of the United States, paid by the said party of the second part, doaa hereby grant 

and release unto the said party of the second part. Its successors and assigns forever, \ 

ALL that piece or parcel of land for tha County Road No. 59-
Nev Vindaor (Part I), County Road No. 69, altuatcd In tha Town of 
New Windsor, Orange Courtly, New folk, is shown on Map' Mo. 7 filed 
May 15, 1957, and described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point In the southwesterly road boundary* of tha 
existing County Road No. 69 and in the line of lands of Michael J. 
Donovan, said point being 29 feet distant measured southwesterly at 
right angles from Station 47-1-18 of tha survey base line ae shown on 
plans for tha construction of County Road No. 69 on file in the 
office of the County Supt. of Orange County and runs thence (1) 
southwesterly 5 + feet along the Una of lands of Donovan to a 
point, aaid point being 34 feet distant aeaaured southwesterly at 
right anglea from Station 47+19 of tha survey baaa line; thence 
(2) S. 51* 48' 40" E. 181.04 feet-to a point, aaid point being 
30 feet distant aeaaured southwesterly at right anglea frost j 
Station 49400 of the survey base Una; thence (3) S. 45* 20* 50'* 
E. 276.14 feet to a point, aaid point being 55 feet distant meas
ured southwesterly at right angles from Station 51-1-75 of the survey ' 
baae line; thence (4) S. 30* 27' 50" E. 348.47 feet to a point, said: 
point being 42 feet distant measured aouthweaterly at right angles 

' • . from Station 55+50 of the aurvey bass Una; thence (5) S. 33* 51* 
SO*" E. 207.55 feet to a point, aaid point being 29 feet distant ! 
measured southwesterly at right angles from Station 57+50 of the 
aurvey baaa Una; thence (6) northeasterly 6 feet to a point In r 

\ tha aouthweaterly existing road boundary, aaid point being 23 feet 
'".. distant measured aouthweaterly at right anglea from Station 57+50 
. of the' aurvey baaa Una; thence (7) northwesterly 1,018+ feat along 
.tha southwesterly axis ting road boundary of aaid county road No. 69 
to till point of beginning. Containing 0.551 acre of land.mora or 
less. 

imum mm V !i 



ALSO ALL that'place'or parcel of land~for~ the County Road 
Mo. 59 -Mew Winds or (Part I), County Road No. 69, situated in • 
tha Town of New Windsor, Orange County, Mew York, as shown on . . 

' Map No. 8 filed Hay 15, 1957, and described as follows: ; : M : ' 

BEGINNING at a point in the southwesterly existing road 
boundary, said point being 23 feet distant aessured southwesterly 
at right angles froa Station 57+50 of the survey base line as 
shown on plans for the construction of County Road No. 59-New 
Windsor, County Road Mo. 69, on file in the office of the County 
Supt. of Orange County and runs thence (1) southwesterly 6 feet ; 
to a point, said point being 29 feet distant measured south
westerly st right angles froa Stat Ion 57+50 of the survey base ! 

. Una; thence (2) S. 42* 05' 40" E. 400.13 feet to^a point, said 
point being 19 feet die tan t aeaaured aouthwesterly at right 
angles froa Station 61+50 of the survey base line; thence (3) 

- S. 37* 47* 00" E. 299.33 feet to a point in the southwesterly 
- existing road boundary, said point being 29 feet distant aieaaured 

southwesterly at right angles from Station 64+50 of the survey 
base line; thence (4) northwesterly 700+ feet along the north- ; 
easterly existing road boundary to the point of beginning. 
Containing 0.086 acre of land store or less. j 

ALSO ALL that piece or parcel of land for the County' Road' 
No. 59-New Windsor (Part I), County Road No. 69, situated in 
the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, Mew York, as shown on 
Map No. 9 filed May 15, 1957, end described M» follows: \ 

BEGINNING at a point in the southwesterly boundary of the 
existing County Road No.' 69, said point being 38 feet distant 
•easured southwesterly at right angles froa Station 67+31 of 
the survey base line as shown on plans for the construction of ; 
County Road No. 59-New Windsor,* County Road No. 69, on file in 
the office of the County Supt. of Orange County and runs thence :. 
(1) 3. 36* 34' 40" E. 229.58 feet to a point in the existing 
southwesterly road boundary, said point being 28 feet distant 
measured southwesterly at right angles froa Station 69+61 of the 
survey base line; thenoe (2) northwesterly 236+ feet along the ! 
southwesterly existing road boundary to the- point of beginning. . j .. 

. Containing 0.098 acre of land adre or leas. •'-.__. . • 

ual496r«16i ' 
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS , 
BUREAU OP RIGHTS OF WAY AND CLAIMS . 

/ 
APPROPRIATION OF PROPERTY BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

r*0J5STi 
VAItS CA1E-KEWDURCH CITY LIME 
S . H. NO. 9033 
COTOTY 0RA?0B 

DEScnrmcms uro KAP.«5 § s w 
MAP IPS. 

26 3V 

NOTICE OF APPROPRIATION 

T O ; 

Pursuant to the statute set forth la the above descriptions and- <53P%v; jn* « 

£ ? . JOSEPH'S SOCIETY B o x Ho. 390 ^ & J : » S g 
OF KEW YORK, THC. ]Cevburf.h, K.Y, .• « § ^ ^ 3 
C F * - H A L pi.n>loH r.AS 
ELECTRIC CORPOPATIOW 
KTd YORK *?S1£PHCRE COHPAMf 

THE WJTICE that en tb* 2 Q day of ,£H2* .# 19 58 . 'there vmo f i led la 
the Gffleo of the Department of Stat* a certified cop/ of each of th« above designated 
descriptions aod capo of property; ead that on the U ^ d e r of UffCG^trtf , > 19_£g» 
there vae fi led la the orflee of the clerk of tho county, In which euch property le ; / 
situated, a copy of each of ouch description* and naps. 

TAKE PURTKBl BOTICE that t i t l e to toe property, easement*, Interests or right* 
described la said descriptions sad maps vested la The People of tho State of How fork upon 
such f i l l s * la tho offloo of said county clerk, j 

su?CTHTEjfPQrr or PUBLIC NOJUCS 
Or TBS STATE Of HSU TOW J 

patodi n £ C 4 - i9S3 

I K * 1 5 3 2 rAa 131 
Cv* 

Tlreswr. fur**- xt ?Uh*-a ;f V«y tad Cl&las 

P« C. Baldwin 
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SCHEDULE B-2 

PERMITTED ENCUMBRANCES 
(NEW WINDSOR) 

• * 
1. Rights, if any, in favor of any electric light or telephone 

company to maintain guy wires extending from said premises 
to poles located on the roads on which the premises abut. 

2. Underground encroachments and easements, if any, including 
pipes and drains, and such rights as may exist for entry 
upon said premises to maintain and repair the same. 

3. Grant of Easement and Right-of-Way in Liber 1320 cp 6. 

4. Sewer Easement to the Town of New Windsor in Liber 1817 cp 
413. 

5. Road Takings in Liber 1496 cp 160 and Liber 2622 cp 337. 

6. Notice of Appropriation with Map in Liber 1532 cp 131. 

7. Notes and easements on Filed Map 30-94. 

8. Easement in Liber 3996 cp 150. 

9. Survey prepared by Grevas & Hildreth Land Surveyors, P.C. 
dated November 2, 1993, last revised November 30, 1993, 
shows no encroachments or variations with lot lines except 
for the following: 

(1) 150 ft. Central Hudson Gas & Electric Co. easement 
crosses subject premises; 

. (2) Town of New Windsor sewer easement crosses subject 
premises; 

(3) view easement in favor of lot 1 located on subject 
premises; 

(4) drive servicing lot 1 crosses lot 2; 

(5) waterline easement located on easterly portion of 
subject premises; 

(6) stone walls lie undisclosed distances inside and 
outside lines of record title; 

(7) access easement in favor of lot 2 crosses lot 1; 

903.50t 
PHILLIPSjn/STS: \D0CS\CGD\00tlM2.02 
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(8) brook crosses subject premises; 

(9) 25 ft. grading easement located on lot 1; 

(10) utility poles and wires located on and over subject 
premises and adjoining premises; policy excepts rights 
to use and maintain same. 

Subject to any changes since the date of said survey. 

10. Riparian Rights of others in and to the water and land lying 
under the water of the brook crossing premises herein. 

11. Subject to rights and easements contained in sewage Easement 
Agreement between Venice Marina Holdings, Inc. and the 
Newburgh Enlarged City School District. 

12. Subject to rights and easements arising in connection with 
proposed easements set forth in Water line Easement Plan 
dated February 6, 1997 prepared by McGoey, Hauser & Edsall 
and Town of New Windsor Newburgh School District/Windsor 
Crest Water Main Extension Proposed Plan Profile dated 
February 6, 1997 prepared by McGoey, Hauser & Edsall. 

13. The premises are conveyed exclusive of any parcel described 
in a Bargain and Sale Deed dated February 17, 1994 from Sky-
Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. to Newburgh Enlarged City 
School District. 

14. Subject to rights and easements arising in connection with 
proposed road widening with respect to Country Road No. 69. 

All of the above shall survive delivery of the deed. 

903.SOt . 
PHIIXIPS ffl/SYS:\DOCS\CGD\00tl942.O2 

- 15 -



Schedule A-2 
tlWjJ£ Windsor 

4 of v 

Lands for Forte!osurt Salt 
Town of Ntw Windsor, Orangt County* Ntw York 

All that ctrtaln pi tct or parctl of .land sltuatt, lying and btlng 
In tht Town of Ntw.Windsor, Orangt County, New York btlng * 
portion of tht former Epiphany Colltgt Proptrty btlng mort 
particularly dascrlotd a* follow*! 

' . . • . • • 

8E3IWIN3 at at a point In tht w t a t t r l y i Int of Ntw YorK Statt 
ftoutt. 32, whtrt. M i d I4jit Is Int t rstct td by tht southtrly l int of 
Union Avtntit, running thtnet tht following courttst 

1* Along tht wtsttr ly 1 In* of Ntw York Statt Routt 32, S 42 31' 
03- W, 201.47' to a point. 

2. S t i l l along said l i n t , 8 40 04' 08* W, 001.30' to a point. 

3* Along lands now or formtrly Windsor Crts.t Condominiums, N 90 
02' 241 U, 1,434.14' to a point. 

4. S t i l l along said lands, 8 83 34' 13s Wt 102.30' to a point* 
. **• 

5. Along lands now* or formtrly Pt t ro, 8 83 37' 97* W, 420.1?' 
to a point. 

4. S t i l l along said lands and along lands now or formtrly 
Maharay, 8 84 2 1 ' 39" W, 482.43' to a point. 

7 . S t i l l along said lands, 8 04 18' 48- 8 , 1,73?.92' to a point 

8* Along lands now or formtrly Oadonn I ox, 3 74 l l ' - 3 4 " W, 
334.43' to a point. 

P. S t i l l along said lands, 3 77 07' 04* U, 927.19' to a point. 

10. Along lands now or formtrly Shtddln, N 04 3 1 ' 08" W, 824.34' 
to a point. 

11 . S t i l t along said lands, N 04 3 1 ' 42s W, 294.04' to a point. 

12. Along lands now or formtrly Ntw YorK Statt. Dtpartmtnt of 
-~~Audtrt and Control, N 03 49' 12" U, 818.77' to * point. 

13. S t i l l along said lands and along tht rtai* of lots in tht Park 
H i l l Subdivision, N 84 14.' 31" 8, 984.34' to a point. 

14. St 111 along \h* .M*r of lots In tht Park H i l l Subdivision, *N 
27 43' 48a 8 , 34.34' to a point. 

I«ti4l41^ 
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P*gt.2 

13. Alone Und« now or formtrly Ntwburgh Enlargtd Cltx School 
District, N 84 21' 39 

14, StIU Along said l«nds 

17. Still along said lands 

18. Still along said lands 

19. Still along said lands 

20. Still along sard lands 
having a radius of 883 

21. Still along said lands 

S» 914.36' to a point. 

N 88 37' 37' E,-419.84' to a point. 

N 83 34' 13s 6, 41.47' to a point. 

N 42 09' 30' S, 243.88' to a point, 

along a curvt to tht laft, having a 
radius of 733.00', dlstanet of 107.79' to a point. 

along anothtr curvt to tht right. 
76', a distanet of 390.94' to a point. 

N 29 98' 07* E,- 90.16' to a point. 

22. Along a curvt to th« right, having a radius of 427.37', a 
distinct of 488.97' to a point in tht southtrly lint of Union 
Avtnut. 

23. Along taid l in t , 8 33 03' 43* E, 92.97' to a point. 

24. Still along said l int , 3 47 37' 05" E, 94.03' to a point. 

23. Still along said l in t . 3 33 33' 07" Et 229.34' to a point. 

24. Still.along said l in t , 9 32 34' 27" Ev 141.80' to a point. 

27. Sti l l along said l in t , 3 43 48' 97" E, 149.97' to a point. 

28. Stil l along said l in t , S 91 44' 07" E, 190.00' to a point. 

29. 8t l l l along said l in t , 8 60 04' 37" i , 29.49' to a point. 

30_. g t l l l along said llrtt» 3 99 24' 97" E» 192.94' to a point. 

31 . 'St i l l along said l in t , 3 61 37' 33" E, 200.44' to a point. 

32. Sti l l along said Unt , 9 38 03' 37" E» 167.80' to a point. 

33. St i l l along said Unt , 3 08 20' 12" E, 42.33' to tht point 
or pi act of BEQINN1NQ. 

CONTAINING 86.23 acrts of land mort or I t ss . 

Subjtct to tastmtnts and grants of rtcord. 

im4141«« 326 
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New Windsor does not include the following parcel 

All that certain piece or parcel o'f* land situate, lying and being 
in the Town of New Windsor, Grange County, New York, shown as Lot 
No. 1 on a plan entitled "Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 
Lot-Line Change Plan", being more particularly described as 
follows: 

BEGINNING at a point in the southwesterly line of Union Avenue 
where said line is intersected by the westerly line of the herein 
described parcel, running thence the following courses: 

1. Along said westerly line, S 28 07' 10" W, 1,128.21' to a 
point. 

2. Still along said line, 5 29 31' 45" W, 103.78' to a point. 

3. Still, along said line, S 28 28» 07" W, 722.17' to a point. 

4. Still along said line, S 27 43' 48" W, 677.62' to a point. 

5. Along the division line between Lot No. 1 and' Lot No. 2 as 
shown'on the above referenced map, N 84 21' 39" B, 914.56' to 
a point. 

6. Still along said line, N 85 37' 57" B. 619.86' to a point. 

7. Still along said line, N 83 36' 13" B, 61.67' to a point. 

8. Still along said line, N 42 05' 30" B, 263.88' to a point. 

9. Still along said line on a curve to the left, having a radius 
of 935.00', a distance of 107.75' to a point. 

-10. Still along said line on a curve to the right, having a radius 
of 883.76', a distance of 390.56' to a point. 

11. Still along said line, N 25 58' 07" B, 50.16' to a point. 

12. Still along said line on a curve to the right, having a radius 
of 627.37', a. distance of 488.97' to a point in the 
southwesterly line of Union Avenue. 

13. Along said line, N 33 03' 43" W, 123.38' to a point. 

14. Still along said line, N 36 57' 03" W. 299.33' to a point. 

15. Still along said line, N 41 15' 43" if, 400.13' to a point. 

16. Still along said line, N 33 01' 53" W, 207.55' to a point. 



Schedule A-2 
New Windsor 

17. Still along said line, N 29 53' 22" w, 350.11' to a point. 

18. Still along said line, N 44 46' 22" W, 276.14' to a point. 

19. Still along said line, N 51 48' 40" W, 176.15' to the point or 
place of BEGINNING. ..* 

CONTAINING 66.13 acres of land more or less. 

SUBJECT to a one hundred fifty (150) foot wide easement for Central 
Hudson Gas & Electric Company running in part along the westerly 
line and through a northerly portion of the above described lot. 

SUBJECT to a view easement as shown on the above referenced map, 
said view easement being shown on a map entitled "Geygln Corp. 
Epiphany College Site Minor Subdivision", said map having been 
filed in the Orange County Clerk's Office on 4 April 1985 as Map 
No. 6982. 

SUBJECT to a twenty-five (25) foot wide grading easement running 
along the southerly boundary of the above described premises. 

SUBJECT to an easement and right-of-way shown on the above 
referenced Lot-Line Change Plan running through, the above described 
premises generally in a southwesterly direction from a point on 
Union Avenue to the southerly line of the above described lot. 

SUBJECT to a twenty (20) foot wide Sanitary Sewer Basement running 
through the above described lot as shown on the above referenced 
map. -. 

The above referenced map is dated 2 November, 1993, last revised 30 
November, 1993 and signed by John R. Petro, Jr., Chairman, Town of 
New Windsor Planning Board, on February 16 r. 1994 and is intended to 
be filed in the Orange County Clerk's Office. 

58179 
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The Grantor reserves to itself, its successors and 
assigns, forever a grading easement 25' in width along the 
northerly boundary of a SO' wide strip of land connecting the two 
development areas retained by the Grantor all as shown on annexed 
Exhibit A. The 25' grading easement:'Is marked in yellow on the 
Exhibit. 

The Grantor reserves to itself, its successors and 
assigns forever an easement for access purposes over an area on 
Exhibit A marked in pink. The reservation includes the right of 
the Grantor to construct a road within the easement premises and 
upon acceptance of the road by the Town of New Windsor, the 
Grantee agrees tp join in the deed of the road to the Town of New 
Windsor so that it can become a public road. 

The Grantor reserves to itself, its successors and 
assigns forever an easement over the premises conveyed to the 
Grantee for the purpose of installing drainage facilities from 
the road to be constructed in the area marked in pink on Exhibit 
A to permit the discharge of storm water from that road into the 
detention area shown as the pond on Exhibit A. The precise 
location of the drainage easement shall be determined by 
agreement between the Grantor and the Grantee following the 
completion of the necessary engineering work by the Grantor and 
the Grantee. The Grantee agrees that the detention facilities to 
be constructed will be of sufficient size and capacity to 
accommodate the drainage runoff from the road to be constructed 
by the Grantor. In the event the Grantee installs drainage 
facilities which benefit the Grantor, the Grantor agrees to pay 
any incremental costs resulting from the installation of larger 
size drainage pipe for the benefit of the Grantor. 

The Grantor reserves to itself, its successors and 
assigns forever and easement over lands to be conveyed to the 
Grantee for the purpose of installing drainage- facilities from 
the road to be constructed south of the 25' wide grading easement 
shown in yellow on Exhibit A for the purpose of discharging 
storm water from that road into the detention pond on Exhibit A. 
The precise location of the drainage easement to be determined by 
agreement between the Grantor and the Grantee following the 
completion of the necessary engineering work by the Grantor and 
the Grantee. The Grantee agrees that the detention facilities 
constructed will be of sufficient size and capacity to 
accommodate the drainage from the road to be constructed. In the 
event the Grantee installs drainage facilities which benefit the 
Grantor, the Grantor agrees to pay any incremental cost resulting 
from the installation of larger size pipe for the benefit of the 
Grantor. 
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The Grantor hereby reserves to itself, its successors 
and assigns forever the right to install water and sewer lines 
for its benefit within the premises conveyed to the Grantee at 
such locations as the Grantor and the Grantee agree upon once the 
engineering work has been done. 

* _ _ J _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ • _ _ - - - _ - -

TOGETHER WITH an easement in favor of the Grantee, its 
successors and assigns forever over, under and through lands of 
the Grantor for the existing sewer line running from the Epiphany 
College buildings on the premises conveyed to the grantee, in a 
generally easterly direction to NYS Route 32. The easement being 
20' in width; the grant of the easement for the purpose of the 
continued operation of the sewer line together with the right to 
maintain the' line. The Grantor and the Grantee, further agree 
that in the event the existing sewer line is relocated by mutual 
agreement between the Grantor and the Grantee, the Grantee will 
execute- documents to surrender its rights to the easement granted 
herein. The Grantor and the Grantee agree that in the event the 
sewer line running from the lands of the Grantee to NYS Route 32 
becomes a public line that both the Grantor and the Grantee will 
use the public line and will join in such documents as may be 
necessary to convey the line and the easement to the Town. 

JRL/ef/61937 
3268.37,608 
2/17/94 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

R I C H A R D D. McGOEY. P .E . <NY* FA> 

W I L L I A M J . H A U S E R , P .E. <NV*NJ> 

MARK J . E D S A L L , P .E . <NY, mm •*> 

J A M E S M . F A R R , P .E. <WY* *>A> 

25 July 2007 

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

MAIN OFFICE 
3 3 A IRPORT C E N T E R D R I V E 

S U I T E 2 0 2 

N E W W I N D S O R , N E W YORK 12663 

(845) S67-310O 
FAX: (845) 547-3232 
E-MAIL.: MHENY@MHEPC.COM 

W l 
MJK@MHKK.COM 

ATTENTION: GEORGE A. GREEN, TOWN SUPERVISOR 

SUBJECT: RPA - PATRIOT PLAZA (SKY LOM RETAIL/COMMERCIAL) SITE PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION FOR RELEASE OF SITE BOND 
N.W. PLANNING BOARD PROJECT NO. 90-56 

Dear Supervisor Green: 

During February 2006 our office, in conjunction with the Town Building Department, performed reviews of the subject 
project and subsequently established a site completion bond in connection with the work related to the project. At that 
time, a bond amount of $58,400 was established 

Recently, our office was asked to perform a follow-up review of the status of the work. Our investigation indicates that 
all the work related to the aforementioned bond amount is currently complete. 

Please consider this letter our recommendation that the Town release the performance security as referenced above. 
Please contact me if you have any questions concerning the above. 

Very truly yours, 

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS, PC. 

.E.,P.P. 
for the Town 

RPA90-56*-Rec Release Site Bond 07-25-07.doc 
MJE/st 

cc: John Finnegan, Comptroller 
Michael Brythe, Town Attorney 
Michael Babcock, Town Building Inspector 

D ) E .LI J.JO 
n \ 
J lij JUL 2 7 2007 ! 
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TOWN or r ;ew WINDSOR 
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REGIONAL OFFICES 
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S h a i A l E n g i n e e r i n g Consulting Engineers 
744 Broadway 
P.O. Box 2569 

Newburgh, New York 12550 
(845) 561 - 3 6 9 5 

May 9, 2006 r~RECESV£D 
[TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

MAY 1 0 2006 

ENSif^ER a PLANMNQ 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Att: Mark Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer 

Re: Retail Center For Patriot Plaza AssociatesJJ-C-^PA Associates LLC) 
Windsor Highway and Union Avenue ffp-S'^p 

Dear Mark: 

Please consider the correspondence confirmation of our discussion regarding the above 
referenced project which took place at the Planning Board Workshop Meeting on May 3. As we 
discussed during the Meeting, the New Windsor Planning Board granted Site Plan Approval for 
the Retail Center of RPA Associates on April 14, 2004. Subsequent to that Approval a Building 
Permit was issued for Retail Building No.1, and RPA Associates just recently obtained a 
Certificate of Occupancy for this building from the Building Department. 

RPA Associates, through their newly formed corporation known as Patriot Plaza Associates, 
LLC, now wishes to pursue the construction of Retail Building No. 2. Based upon your review 
of the above it was your position that the April 14, 2004 Approval was still valid and that a new 
Approval, or Re-Approval of the Site Plan was not required from the Planning Board in order to 
obtain a Building Permit. 

As a side issue, I spoke with Mike Babcock, Building Inspector, in a telephone conversation on 
the afternoon of May 3. I presented to Mike the gist of our conversation of the Workshop 
Meeting, and he also agreed that the current Approval is still valid. 



Town Of New Windsor Planning Board (Cont'd) -2- May 9, 2006 

One final issue that we discussed was some minor changes proposed for Retail Building No. 2. 
These changes, which you agreed can be considered as Field Changes, consisted of the 
following: 

• the elimination of the 3 foot vertical drop in the Building's floor elevation 
• the regrading of the parking area of Building No. 2 as long as the slope of the parking 

area is at 5% or less, and the locations of the parking spaces and aisles do not change. 
Also, that the locations of, and the grading adjacent to the concrete curbing surrounding 
Building No. 2's parking lot of does not change from that on the 2004 approved plan 

I trust you agree with the above subject matter, and if you wish to discuss the above further, 
please call me at your convenience. 

Very truly yours, 

SHAW ENGINEERING 

GJS:mmv 

cc: Thomas Perna, RPA Associates LLC, Via Fax: 423-4526 
Mark Edsall, P.E., Via Fax 567-3232 
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McCOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McQOEY. P.E, (NYAPA) 
WILLIAM J. HAU3ER, P.E. (NY&NJ) 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. <NY, NJ& PA) 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. ^NYAPA} 

MAIN OFFICE 
30 Airport Center Drive 
Suit* 202 
New Windsor, New York 12663 

(845)567-3100 
fax: (845)567-3232 
e-mail: mheny® mhepc.com 

13 October 2005 
MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING AND ZONING INSPECTOR 

EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL 
PATRIOT RIDGE 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PB NO. 99-18 

Pursuant to a request made by the Town, due to resident complaints, 1 conducted a site visit on Wednesday 12 
October 2005 to the abovementioned property with regards to the status of the erosion and sediment control 
measures in-place and their effectiveness. 

At the time of my visit sediment laden stormwater was discharging to the roadways and the closed storm sewer 
system. The catch basins in the area currently under construction at the rear of the property has no protection 
regarding erosion and sediment control. The ponds appeared to be in proper working order, however with muddy 
waters. Also noted were many areas of silt fence that had been knocked down and overflowing with stormwater, as 
well as a too small of a stone berm installed at the Rte 32 commercial entrance that had been overcome with 
sediment and stormwater. It was also noted that the steep cut at the rear of the property and the lots under 
construction directly in front of the cut contributed a fair share of the sediment. 

It was evident mat after the heavy rains of last weekend that any post-storm maintenance was either not performed 
or was substandard in quality. Had the means and methods for erosion and sediment control been repaired after the 
weekend storm, the amount of sediment transport witnessed during the current storm could have been greatly 
reduced. In addition, the lots under construction should have had silt fence installed and the steep cut provided 
some means or stabilization or a sediment pond to collect the runoff. 

Please consider this memo notice for the developer being in nonperformance with their Permit for Stormwater 
Discharges Associated with Construction Activity for not maintaining the practices in use and not fully installing 
necessary practices. 

Respectfully submitted, 

McGoey, Haifer & Edsafl 
Consattiiig Engineers, P.C. 

Brendan Masterson 
Project Engineer 

Cc: Mark J. Edsall, P.E. 

RgGtONAL OFFICES 
• 507 Broad Street • MHford, Pennsylvania 18337 
• 540 Broadway • Morrtlcello, New York 12701 • 

* 570-296-2765 
845-794-3399 • 

http://mhepc.com
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PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 06/02/1999 PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS 

STAGE: STATUS [Open, Withd] 
A [Disap, Appr] 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

- -DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE ACTION-TAKEN 

05/28/1999 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED 

01/13/1999 KP.B. APPEARANCE APPR SUB TO MARK 

09/09/1998 P.B. APPEARANCE - PUBLIC HEA CLOSED PH RETURN 

07/22/1998 P.B. APPEARANCE SET FOR P.H. 

06/10/1998 P.B. APPEARANCE TO RETURN 

05/28/1997 REQ. EXT. OF COND APPROVAL GRANTED 2 - 9 0 DAYS 
. NEED PERMIT FROM COUNTY & DOT - TWO 90 DAY EXTENSIONS OF 
. CONDITIONAL SITE PLAN APPROVAL GRANTED 

* 

08/28/1991 P.B. APPEARANCE APPROVE SUB TO MARK 

06/12/1991 P.H. WAS HELD CLOSED P.H. 

05/28/1991 P.H. NOTICES MAILED (6/12/91 PER MYRA MASON 

04/24/1991 P.B. APPEARANCE SET FOR P.H. 

01/23/1991 P.B. APPEARANCE TO RETURN 

12/12/1990 P.B. PRESUBMISSION CONFERENC TO RETURN 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS PC. 

RICHARD O. McGOEY. P.E. 
WIIJAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MABK J. EDSALL, P.E. 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. 

MEMORANDUM 
(via fax) 

29 April 1999 

a Main Office 
45 Qu»$$«ick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor. New York 12553 
{914)562-8640 

Q Bf«ocH Otnc* 
507 Broad Street . 
MHford, Pennsylvania 19337 
(570) 296-2765 

TO: MYRA MASON, P.R SECRETARY 

FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, RE., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

SUBJECT: RPA SITE PLAN (P.B.# 90-56) 

I have received a site plan improvement estimate for the subject project from Greg Shaw. 
The fmal (revised) amount for the estimate is $629,090 with an inspection tee amount of 
$12,581.80 (2%). Greg Shaw will be submitting the detailed breakdown to you directly. 

With regard to the off-site improvements on the State highway and County highway, I 
spoke wiih Greg Shaw and Tom Perna (via telephone at Shaw's office) on this date, and 1 
have advised them that they will not be able to obtain a building permit until they obtain 
the DOT and'or DPW permits, and will not be able to obtain their Certificate of 
Occupancy until the Town receives a t*write-off * from the respective Departments. They 
indicate this is acceptable and was "understood" These items will not be bonded with the 
Town, the only bonds or guarantees will be as necessary with the State and County. 

Enclosed herewith is our time printout for the project so you can close out the project at 
your convenience. 

Call me if you have any further questions concerning the project. 

Uscnttd in Hv* Ysr*. N»»» Jersey *rd P^rnsihttttna 



Shaw Engineering C o n s u l t i n g E n g i n e e r s 

May 17, 1999 

7 4 4 Broadway 
P.O. Box 2 5 6 9 

Newburgh, New York 1 2 5 5 0 
[914] 5 6 1 - 3 6 9 5 

Chairman James Petro and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: Retail Center For R.P.A. Associates LLC 
Windsor Highway and Union Avenue 

Dear Chairman Petro 
and Planning Board Members: 

Enclosed please find the following checks of R.P.A. Associates to closeout the above 
referenced project: 

Site Plan Approval 
Final Approval Fee 
Inspection Fee 
Additional Escrow Fee 

$ 100.00 
$ 12,581.80 
$ 510.50 

Lot Line Change Approval 
Final Approval Fee 
Recreation Fee 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

260.00 
500.00 

Very truly yours, 

SHAW ENGINEERING 

Principal 

GJS.mmv 
Enclosure 



,» 

Shaw Engineering C o n s u l t i n g E n g i n e e r s 

7 4 4 Broadway 
P.O. Box 2 5 6 9 

Newburgh. New York 12550 
[914] 561-3695 

^ ^ - " • * . C - . ••;';- •^"ifzy'%:.^:LKvM^-.l f MEMORIND0 m 

TO: : Mark Edsall, P.E. ( / j 
^Phil Grealy, P.Efl;r 

•rVr <.^£;< •y,:0- •..;-/;: *'':;: :'• >^u ;^ :vj :
: r a-Via Fax 562^1413->,;.;•?:•-
1 A/ia Fax 347-7266 ^:; 

FROM: Gregory J. Shaw, P.E 

DATE: May 24, 1999 

SUBJECT: RPA Associates, LLC 

This Memo deals with the May 17, 1999 correspondence from Ceasre L Rotundo of the 
O.C.D.P.W., a copy of which is attached, and my conversation with Mr. Rotundo regarding 
same. Mr. Rotundo correspondence addresses the technical review of the Union Avenue right-
of-way improvement drawings as prepared by John Collins Engineers. The reason I called Mr. 
Rotundo was my concern of the possible impact his comments would have on the Subdivision 
Plan and Site Plan drawings which are awaiting the Planning Board's Approval Stamp. 

Paragraphs 3 and 4 of Mr. Rotundo's letter are relevant to the Subdivision Plan. Paragraph 3 
requires metes and bound descriptions of the existing and proposed right-of-ways, and a note 
stating that the lands will be dedicated to the County of Orange. The Subdivision Plat contains 
this required information. While briefly mentioned in the letter, Mr. Rotundo informed me that 
he is requiring the entire right-of-way of Union Road be monumented with concrete monuments. 
Although not indicated on the Subdivision Plat, RPA Associates will install the monuments at 
the end of the construction of the right-of-way improvements. 

Finally in Paragraph 4, Mr. Rotundo stated that prior to the issuance of the Permit, the 
deed/map/survey description of the parcel that is designated for conveyance to the O.C.D.P.W. 
must be filed in the Office of the Orange County Clerk. To verify this filing, a copy of the deed 
indicating the liber and page must be submitted to the O.C.D.P.W. prior to the issuance of the 
Permit. Mr. Rotundo also stated that a copy of the deed/map/survey description must be 
approved by his office prior to the filing of same. 

I trust this memo clarifies the outstanding issues and allows the Stamping of the Subdivision 
Plan and Site Plan drawings by the New Windsor Planning Board. 

cc: Dan Simone, RPA Associates, LLC 
Town Of New Windsor Planning Board 
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Joseph <?. Rampe 
Ceunty Executive 

ORANGE COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

John R. Brusko, P.E. 
€&mmisMi*mer 

P.O. Box 5099 RMte 17M 
Goshen, New York 10924-0509 

TEL (914) 291-2750 FAX<9H)291-277S 

May 17,1999 

Mr. James Petro, Chairman 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

RE: AVR PROPERTIES, ROUTE 32 & UNION AVENUE, TOWN OF NEWBURGH 

Dear Mr. Petro: 

This is to Inform you that this Department has reviewed plans for the above referenced project 
submitted by John Collins Engineers consisting of fifteen sheets dated December 4,1998 last revised 
May 1,1999. 

As a result of a meeting with John Collins Engineers, this Department recommended that 
audible roadway delineation be added to the plans. The audible delineation as shown on the plans 
appears to be appropriate and therefore have our approval. 

Regarding the proposed dedication of land to Orange County as depicted on Sheet LP-4, the 
parcel of land should be identified as "Lands to be dedicated to the County of Orange". The proposed 
R.O.W. line should be identified with bearings and distances and all directional changes shall be 
monumented. 

Proposed additional R.O.W. dedication must be approved by this office and filed with the County 
Clerk by applicant, along with a copy of the filed document containing Liber/Page prior to any permits" 
being issued. 

If you should have any questions regarding the above, please feel free to call me. 

Ve^yjrury yours, 

Cesare L. Rotundo, P.E. 
PRINCIPAL ENGINEER 

CLR/amc 
cc: John R. Brusko, P.E., Commissiorier of Public Works 

Edmund A Fares, P.E., Deputy Cornmissjoner 
Thomas E. McGlade, Assistant Engineer 



AS OF: 05/18/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 
ESCROW 

PAGE 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

12/03/1990 SITE PLAN MINIMUM 

05/28/1997 REC. CK. #006850 ADD. ESC PAID 

06/10/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

06/10/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

07/22/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

07/22/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

09/09/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

09/09/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

01/13/1999 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

01/13/1999 P.B. MINUTES 

04/29/1999 P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

05/17/1999 REC. CK. #010277 

PAID 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

PAID 

'OTAL: 

35.00 

58.50 

35.00 

22.50 

35.00 

157.50 

35.00 

108.00 

1524.00 

2010.50 

750.00 

750.00 

510.50 

2010.50 0.00 



AS OF: 05/18/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
APPROVAL 

PAGE 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

04/29/1999 APPROVAL FEE 

05/17/1999 REC. CK. #010281 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL: 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 0.00 



AS OF: 05/18/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 
4% FEE 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

04/29/1999 2% OF $629,090.00 

05/17/1999 REC. CK. #010278 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL: 

12581.80 

12581.80 

12581.80 12581.80 0.00 



AS OF: 05/04/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 
APPROVAL 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

04/2 9/1999 APPROVAL FEE CHG 

TOTAL: 

1 0 0 . 0 0 

1 0 0 . 0 0 0 . 0 0 1 0 0 . 0 0 

J&.pU»j»*'-

tioo.oe ®~) 3 cM^ 

CJU^1 



AS OF: 05/04/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 
4% FEE 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

90-56 
NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 
SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

04/29/1999 2% OF $629,090.00 CHG 

TOTAL: 

12581.80 

12581.80 0 . 0 0 1 2 5 8 1 . 8 0 

CJML#Z 



AS OF: 05/04/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

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

12/03/1990 SITE PLAN MINIMUM PAID 

05/28/1997 REC. CK. #006850 ADD. ESC PAID 

06/10/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

06/10/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

07/22/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

07/22/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

09/09/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

09/09/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

01/13/1999 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

01/13/1999 P.B. MINUTES 

04/29/1999 P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

TOTAL: 

35.00 

58.50 

35.00 

22.50 

35.00 

157.50 

35.00 

108.00 

1524.00 

2010.50 

750.00 

750.00 

1500.00 510.50 

0iiU'*3 



AS OF: 05/04/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 98-25 
NAME: RPA ASSOCIATES, LLC SUBDIVISION 

APPLICANT: RPA ASSOCIATES, LLC 

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

08/07/1998 RECEIVED CHECK #010058 

08/12/1998 P.B. ATTY FEE 

08/12/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

09/09/1998 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

09/09/1998 P.B. MINUTES 

04/29/1999 P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

TOTAL 

JaJdu^d^iu J*M-] 

35.00 

13.50 

35.00 

27.00 

148.00 

258.50 

400.00 

400.00/ 

)o be xe-k/Mfc/ 

To Atfl><*n+ 

SOO.Oo 
^ £ Cluhj 



• • 
SITE PLAN FEES - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

(INCLUDING SPECIAL PERMIT) 

APPLICATION FEE: . $ 100.00 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *" * * 

ESCROW: 

SITE PLANS ($750.00 - $2,000.00) $ ^ ^ 

MULTI-FAMILY SITE PLANS: 

UNITS @ $100.00 PER UNIT (UP TO 40 UNITS) $_ 

UNITS e $25.00 PER UNIT (AFTER 40 UNITS) $, 

TOTAL ESCROW PAID: $ 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

CD 
PLAN REVIEW FEE: (EXCEPT MULTI-FAMILY) $ 100.00 "̂̂  
PLAN REVIEW FEE (MULTI-FAMILY): A. $100/00 
PLUS $25.00/UNIT B. /< 

TOTAL OF A & B:$. 

JRECREATION FEE: (MULTI-FAMILY) 

$ 5 0 0 . 0 0 PER UN*^ 

X '" 6 $500.00 EA. EQUALS: $ - ^ 

NUMBER OF UNITS 

SITE IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATE: $ &ZJjO</0.00 

2% OF COST ESTIMATE S EQUALS $ /^ S?/- %0 

TOTAL ESCROW PAID: $ 

TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW: __ 

RETURN TO APPLICANT: $ 

ADDITIONAL DUE: $ Sl0<OO ^^ 



Shaw Engineering C o n s u l t i n g E n g i n e e r s 

April 29, 1999 

7 4 4 Broadway 
P.O. Box 2 5 6 9 

Newburgh, New York 1 2 5 5 0 
[914] 561 -3695 

Chairman James Petro and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: Retail Center For RPA Associates LLC 
Windsor Highway and Union Avenue 

Gentlemen: 

We have presented below for your consideration our Construction Estimate for the 
improvements for the Retail Center For RPA Associates LLC. Our estirnate is as follows: , 

site 

CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE 

ITEM 
Macadam Pavement 
Pavement Markings 
Concrete Curbing 
Concrete Sidewalks 
Retaining Walls 
Handicap Sign/Striping 
Striped Islands 

Catch Basins 
Flushing Basins 
Storm Drain Piping(15n-
Storm Drain Piping(30n-
Grass Swale 
Rip-Rap Swale 
Detention Pond 

-24") 
-36") 

Poles With One Luminaire 
Poles With Two Luminaires 
Poles With Three Luminaire . 
WallPaks 

QUANTITY 
27,300 S.Y. 
7,800 L F . 
6,750 LF . 
1,390 S.Y. 

136 LF . 
20 

LS . 

29 
4 

2,480 LF . 
1,115 L F . 

760 
630 

L S . 

8 
14 
3 

13 "; '. ;.". ; 

I 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

• - • - • $ 

$ 
. . . s 

\ $ 

UNIT PRICE 
10 
.40 

10 
35 

100 
100 

1,000 

900 
800 

15 
30 
12 
20 

30,000 

900 
1,200 
1,500 

300 

AMOUNT 
$ 273,000 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,120 
67,500 
48,650 
13,600 
2,000 
1,000 

26,100 
3,200 

37,200 
33,450 

9,120 
12,600 
30,000 

7,200 
16,800 
4,500 
3,900 



Town Of New Windsor Planning Board (Cont'd) -2- April 29, 1999 

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT PRICE AMOUNT 
6' Wood Fence 490 L.F. 
Flagpole 1 
Directional Signs 2 

$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 

10 
200 
25 

100 
25 

$ 4,900 
$ 200 
$ 50 

$ 16,600 
$ 14.400 

Trees 166 
Shrubs 576 

Total $629,090 

Should this Estimate be acceptable to your Board, my client will pay the 2% inspection fee of 
$12,581.80 

Respectfully submitted, 

SHAW ENGINEERING 

Grego 
Principal 

GJS:mmv 

cc: Dan Simone, RPA Assoc. LLC 
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RPA ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN (90-56) WINDSOR HIGHWAY AND 
UNION AVENUE ' 

Mr. Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering appeared before 
the board for this proposal. 

MR. SHAW: I'm before the board representing RPA 
Associates regarding their parcel located at the 
intersection of Union Avenue and New York State Route 
32. There was an application that was approved by this 
board which created the lot upon which the retail 
center is going to be situated. That area of the 
retail center is approximately 13 acres. The last time 
we were before this board was a public hearing, on 
which we received much public input regarding the 
layout. The primary aspect, one of the major aspects 
of it was the landscaping that provides some type of a 
buffer along the southerly property line which borders 
the Windsor Crest condominium project and also some 
landscaping located at the intersection of Union Avenue 
and Route 32. We feel we have addressed both those 
issues in the plan. In front of you is a copy of the 
overall landscaping plan which identifies all the 
landscaping. The other changes that I'd like to bring 
to your attention, one change discussed at the public 
hearing and that is access off New York State Route 32. 
I'm indicating on the drawings before you is a slip-in 
lane, which is about 350 feet south of the 
intersection. We believe that that is going to be 
approved by the New York State DOT. In fact, I can 
represent to this board that John Collins Engineering, 
who has been doing the improvement work on Union Avenue 
for the Orange County DPW and for New York State 3 2 
with the DOT that which you see is that which is going 
to be permitted by the departments. We have gone down 
the road a considerable ways with those two regulatory 
agencies and we feel that the access in and out of the 
site as indicated on the plan is that which will be 
permanent. 

MR. PETRO: Can you point to that? 

MR. SHAW: The slip-in lane, this one other change to, 
too, also from the public hearing is that the Orange 
County DPW, Tt's my understanding will allow left-hand 
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turns into the site, no left-hand turns out of the 
site, left-hand turns in only, all right, so on Union 
Avenue, you'll be able to make a right in, right out 
and a left in but no left-hand turn out will be 
permitted. And again, that will be in the permit with 
the DPW which of course which any approval you'll give 
may be subject to that permit. 

MR. LANDER: How wide is that onto Union Avenue? 

MR. SHAW: I don't have a scale, it's 12 to 13 feet 
wide. 

MR. LANDER: Because if you make it too wide, you'll 
have people coming up the hill and try and go into the 
exit. 

MR. SHAW: I understand and I'm sure the DPW looked 
very carefully at that in the permitting process. 

MR. LANDER: State DOT, they've given you approval with 
these curb cuts that you have here? 

MR. SHAW: We do not have the permits in hand, but what 
I am told by Phil Greely of John Collins Engineering 
who's doing the design work for the improvements in the 
right-of-way is that permit will be issued for the 
slip-in lane. 

MR. EDSALL: Mr. Chairman, just for the record, I have 
had numerous discussions with DPW representatives and 
DOT representatives and the layout shown on this plan 
is in fact as Greg indicated the responses that I have 
been given from the two agencies so I believe these are 
t h e — 

MR. PETRO: I think I was at one of those meetings. 

MR. EDSALL: There's been some follow-up meetings and 
discussions from what I understand this is the 
configuration that they finally approved. 

MR. SHAW: And one outstanding, one other issue, Mr. 
Chairman, before I take some more questions from the 
board, we took a long, hard look at the improvements 
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with respect to landscaping at the intersection. What 
ve gave was a paver area with some park benches on the 
paver area. We have a three foot high stone wall 
behind that, some low growth vegetation behind that, 
another three foot high stone wall, if you're looking 
for a detail of this, maybe sheet 18 is the drawing 
that you are looking for that identifies it the best. 

MR. PETRO: Just the one area? 

MR. SHAW: Correct and with that, there are seven trees 
which will be visually before the site at that 
intersection. 

MR. PETRO: What about the area between the Windsor 
Crest and roadway going up? 

MR. SHAW: We have done a substantial job and if the 
people from Windsor Crest are here, I would suggest 
that they come up and take a look at it, but we must of 
added at least 3 0 to 40 trees, a combination of Norway 
Spruces and white pines clumped together along the 
property line. In addition, a 6 foot high wood fence. 
Security was also an issue with the people from Windsor 
Crest, what we did, we installed the 6 foot high fence 
on our property and we planted the evergreens on each 
side of the fence so that nobody has the full fence 
that they are looking at. 

MR. PETRO: Stockade? 

MR. SHAW: No, it's better than a stockade fence, 
there's a detail of it on the plan that you are looking 
at right here. 

MR. PETRO: You're going to be shading with the trees 
anyway. 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. PETRO: How far back does the fence go? 

MR. SHAW: The fence goes all the way up to where the 
road starts meandering away from the property line. 
Again, the purpose of the screening and the fence was 
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because eventually, this road is going to be extended 
to the vest and there's a concern with the proximity of 
the road to the property line. As this road starts 
meandering to the north and now we'll be able to 
maintain some natural vegetation between the road and 
the property line, at that point, we stopped it. So, 
as far as distance back, let me see if I have a 
dimension on the plan, 405 feet strikes me. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Edsall has a scale. 

MR. EDSALL: I'm checking that for you right now, Greg. 

MR. EDSALL: About 405 feet someplace in there. 

MR. SHAW: That will be a double faced fence, it's not 
as if the fence face will be facing the retail center 
and what the Windsor Crest residents see is the 
supports and framing for it. 

MR. LUCAS: Union Avenue right now is restricted to 
anything five times or less, well, you have to worry 
about deliveries and the turn lane, I know local 
deliveries can be made, I don't like the idea coming up 
Union making a left because in the wintertime, 
especially people coming down, that bothers me. I 
don't like the idea, if it's local delivery, they are 
having trucks coming in there that's going to be a 
little dangerous. I was kind of involved when they 
first come up, my concern first as a fireman, of 
course, but I didn't like the idea of all of that 
traffic they were talking about four lanes. 

MR. SHAW: I don't know whether or not a large vehicle 
can negotiate that turn, but if you felt more 
comfortable with notation on the drawing that any 
deliveries would have to access the site from Windsor 
Highway. 

MR. LUCAS: I'd like to see that and you have Ron and I 
figured 25 feet from curb to curb in that turning lane? 

MR. SHAW: It depends where you measure. 

MR. LANDER: Let me know what the opening is going onto 
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Union Avenue. 

MR. SHAW: You mean entering the site? 

MR. LANDER: No, exiting., 

MR. EDSALL: Well, at the property line, it's curb to 
curb probably 52 feet,^of course, you're picking up all 
the radius, so just the one. 

MR. LANDER: Just the exit lane. 

MR. EDSALL: 22. 

MR. SHAW: That includes the shoulder. 

MR. LUCAS: I'd like to see something put up there that 
restricted car traffic or whatever. 

MR. SHAW: We can put the notation on the drawing that 
all truck deliveries have access to the site from 
Windsor Highway, from a practical point of view, that 
makes the most sense, rather than trying to come up 
this hill, make a left-hand turn and make the 
serpentine sweep into the site. 

MR. LUCAS: Also etched in stone that they can't make a 
left-hand turn? 

MR. SHAW: They cannot make. 

MR. LUCAS: Coming up north. 

MR. SHAW: They can come up the hill and make a 
left-hand turn. My client tells me that's very 
important to them and and the DPW has agreed to it. 

MR. LUCAS: I don't like that, I've had, that was one 
of the arguments before with large trucks and buses and 
everything else, that is going to create a problem but 
that's my feeling. 

MR. LANDER: I agree with Mr. Lucas, I thought that the 
traffic would go east on Union Avenue and the incoming 
would be the east also in turning right into the site. 
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MR. LUCAS: I don't know how that can be. 

MR. LANDER: Left-hand turn there would be? 

MR. LUCAS: Because anybody coming from any direction 
if you are coming from south or from the east or you're 
coming south, there's no reason anybody has to go up 
and make a left-hand turn, they can come into the 
front. 

MR. SHAW: We're also providing a standing lane to make 
the left-hand turn, it's not as if that someone making 
a left-hand turn is going to--

MR. SHAW: Because the lanes that are available there 
is certainly a through lane going all the way up Union, 
there's a left-hand turn lane designated to make the 
left-hand turn into the site. I don't view it as a 
problem. 

MR. LUCAS: How many times have you come down the road 
in the wintertime and there's more cars on that piece 
of road than any other? I just don't like that area, 
the less traffic the better but I'm only one member. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Shaw, I tend to agree with him, but 
it's Orange County DPW's road, if they give the nod. 

MR. PETRO: Ron, I was discussing with everybody as you 
were on that subject was the new entranceway coming in 
off Route 3 2 and the new changes that are on Union 
Avenue, whether or not that should demand another 
public hearing to be frank, okay. We're in agreement 
and disagreement in the way that we have no control 
over that, regardless, in other words. 

MR. LANDER: Well, let's say this, Mr. Chairman, the 
DOT asked for this other entrance to be put in here, 
the one in the middle of the property wasn't here last 
time, correct? 

MR. PETRO: Correct. 

MR. LANDER: Now we have one here, was it the 
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applicant's suggestion? 

MR. SHAW: I'm sure it was. 

MR. ARGENIO: The point is that that driveway was not 
on the drawing that was on the evening of the public 
hearing. 

MR. LANDER: I don't quite care for the entrance there, 
Union Avenue I have a problem with because I go up that 
hill every day. 

MR. STENT: What control do you have over it? County 
tells us what to do. 

MR. LANDER: Absolutely. Now, the DOT is going to look 
at this plan with the new entrance on it and they are 
only going to, it's not something that we asked for, 
it's not something that they asked for, I don't— 

MR. SHAW: DOT has looked at the plan. 

MR. ARGENIO: They've seen the entrance. 

MR. LANDER: What I'm saying is we didn't ask for it, 
they didn't ask for it, the applicant asked for it. 

MR. PETRO: The one thing the new entranceway would do 
is to ease some of the traffic off the road over by 
Windsor Crest. 

MR. ARGENIO: Are you referring to the entrance on 32? 
I think it's a good idea. 

MR. SHAW: I do too. 

MR. ARGENIO: Excellent idea for the benefit of the 
Windsor Crest people who have voiced their concerns and 
for the benefit of congestion in that driveway going up 
in that area, I think it's a good idea. 

MR. LUCAS: What do you think about the entrance on 
Union though? 

MR. PETRO: I don't think that's going to generate that 
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much traffic in. 

MR. LUCAS: What I'm saying, Jim, if you're coming from 
Newburgh coming down you would make a right-hand turn 
to go in, if you're coming from River Road up Union, 
why wouldn't you make a left and right, you're coming 
from Vails Gate? I don't want to see, personally, I'm 
going to object to having that, there's too much 
traffic, too many problems that that's going to create 
a problem somebody's going to turn, somebody's going to 
slide down, it's too steep and I'll just, I'm just 
going to oppose that one. 

MR. ARGENIO: Mike, you should have even less of a 
concern now about the entrance on Union Avenue. 

MR. LUCAS: I don't mind the one. 

MR. ARGENIO: Because of the entrance on 32. 

MR. LUCAS: No, the one on the center of 32, I don't 
have a problem with because I think that will alleviate 
some of the traffic that would go to the second one. 

MR. PETRO: If I were going to go to the shopping mall, 
unless I was coming from my house, obviously, I would 
use the new entranceway. 

MR. ARGENIO: I agree. 

MR. PETRO: That's the most idealistic place to go in. 

MR. STENT: Where did the left turn come from going up 
the hill, that wasn't, we didn't hear nothing about the 
left turn at the last meeting? 

MR. SHAW: Correct. At that point, it was, if you go 
back to the minutes, as I explained it, it was in the 
very early stages with the DOT and DPW again not being 
the design engineer, for the improvements in the 
right-of-way, I'm relying upon the input that I get 
from John Collins Engineering and the slip-in lane and 
the left-hand turns did not come about till after the 
public hearing. 
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MR. PETRO: Is there going to be a third lane,.*a 
suicide lane on Union Avenue? If I'm going to make the 
left-hand turn going up Union Avenue, do I*sit right in 
the middle of the lane and try to make a left in? 

MR. SHAW: There's going to be a left-hand turn lane 
which is going to be designated for left-hand turns on 
any highway. 

MR. ARGENIO: If I can interject, Jimmy. Generically, 
in this business, suicide lane is a lane that is the 
lane that is between Shop Rite and the old Rosenbaum 
building, where you introduce people going in different 
directions into the center lane. That's not happening 
on this plan. 

MR. PETRO: Only left-hand turn? 

MR. ARGENIO: When the people are heading up the hill, 
they get into the lane and they are stopped, getting 
ready to make a left-hand turn, they are looking in 
front of them. As a hatched area, there's nobody 
coming out, so it's not a suicide lane per se. Do you 
agree with that, Ron, more or less? 

MR. LANDER: Yes, I agree. The only problem I see 
coming up the hill and you brought the point up 
stopping, waiting to get in, in the wintertime, what do 
you do there? 

MR. PETRO: How is that topo there, is it real steep or 
worse as it goes up? 

MR. SHAW: In my opinion, it's in the intermediate 
zone, closer to the intersection, it's relatively flat, 
it starts picking up in the area, but nowhere is it as 
steep as you move further west, if you take a look at 
spacing of the contours on Union Avenue, obviously, the 
closer together they are, the more steep they are, the 
more width on what you see here is the flat. 

MR. LUCAS: Then you look at spacing, it's really at 
that particular point, it really isn't that much 
different than the northern portion. 
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MR. SHAW: It is less steep than here. 

MR. LUCAS: Not much, but I don't like, I don't want 
that there. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Shaw, let me just, this is right 
across from the entrance to that little substation for 
"Central Hudson. 

MR. ARGENIO: Mike, it's just before the road starts to 
get real steep as you're heading west. 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. LUCAS: What power do we have as a board, I'd like 
to see it taken out of there. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Chairman, you brought up the point 
before about a public hearing, because these things 
weren't on the map? 

MR. PETRO: Yes, I did. 

MR. LANDER: How far are we along? Poll the board or— 

MR. PETRO: Well, we're discussing it because the one 
on the bottom I think the board is pretty much in 
agreement, it's a good thing and I can't imagine 
anybody saying they don't like it from Windsor Crest. 

MR. LANDER: Only people that live along that road 
maybe. 

MR. LUCAS: They are only going in. 

MR. LANDER: The people that were here at the public 
hearing didn't see that, they didn't see the entrance 
up here which was only supposed to be and in now it's 
an in and out. 

MR. SHAW: Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, I don't think 
that warrants a second public hearing, I really don't. 

MR. STENT: Ron, that was in and out before up there 
just right in and right out. 
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MR. SHAW: Correct, the entrance hasn't changed, just 
allows left-hand turns geometrically something opened 
up a little more, but the location is in the exact same 
place. 

MR. ARGENIO: What did happen? 

MR. SHAW: With respect to? 

MR. ARGENIO: Left hand in in a westbound direction, 
why was it added subsequent to the public hearing? 
What changed? 

MR. SHAW: Why was it added, I see in the audience Mr. 
Perna, who's with RPA, but not to put words in his 
mouth, I would think that it was added because it makes 
the site more viable. The bottom line you're going to 
be attracting tenants who are going to occupy these 
stores, these tenants are going to want to make sure 
that the patrons can get in and out of the site quickly 
and safely and it only makes the site that much more 
valuable as a tenant to allow left-hand turns coming in 

I Union Avenue, that's what the driving force behind 
left-hand turns coming off Union. 

MR. PETRO: What's the pitch or slope on the new road 
going up, is it more than ten percent? 

MR. SHAW: No, 5 percent slip-in lane, put a scale on 
that, if you would, please, maybe 6 percent. Mr. 
Chairman, less than five percent, 4.8 percent. 

MR. PETRO: I think the roads, the new road, the 
slip-in lane you want to call it, and the left-hand 
turn off Union really is not our call to start with. 
If you have that on the map and DOT is approving it, 
we've had a number of meetings with DOT, I think that 
this board should allow them to do their due diligence 
with their job, if that's what they want, it's on the 
plan and that's it. 

MR. LANDER: All right, Mr. Chairman, I'll go along 
with that. 
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MR, ARGENIO: I a.gree too. 

MR. LUCAS: I'll tell you what, then, I'111 be honest 
with you, cause I've always been involved with that 
Union Avenue road then I'm going to go to the Town 
Board cause I do not want that left-hand turn and I 
don't, that's what I have to do. 

MR. LANDER: I just want to go on record that the 
left-hand turn is on that stretch of road right there 
shouldn't be allowed only because cars are going to 
stop there, it's a treacherous hill to begin with. I 
go up and down it every day. 

MR. LUCAS: I don't believe it's detrimental at all to 
people getting in and out of the site. 

MR. LANDER: I just want to be on the record that I'm 
opposed to that left-hand turn in on Union Avenue. 

MR. PETRO: On that one particular item, can you get 
any feedback from DOT at all? 

MR. EDSALL: On Union Avenue from DPW well their 
original request was for full movement, including left 
turns out of the site westbound up the hill and the 
Town, although we have no jurisdiction, we were asked 
what our opinion was and we strenuously objected to 
that, both the Supervisor, myself and the Highway 
Superintendent so DPW, who was very close to saying no 
anyway, when they got our opinion agreed, but the rest 
of the review, the DPW looked at the safety of the 
intersection and their opinion that movement is 
acceptable. 

MR. STENT: And the town looked at it and didn't have 
no problem with it. 

MR. EDSALL: Again, permits from DPW and DOT are not 
permits that the Town signs off on or referendums by 
anybody, it's an agency, they issue the permit, if they 
decide to want to let you do U-turns in the middle of 
Union Avenue, that's their jurisdiction, it's not ours. 

MR. LUCAS: Wasn't it the legal arguments they are 
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going with we'll worry about the litigation later and 
the Town was the one that did put up the sign the 5 ton 
limit, even though it wasn't our road. 

MR. EDSALL: No, under local jurisdiction/ you can 
restrict truck traffic to a certain extent, so that 
legally, the Town Board does have that right, but the 
Town Board or this board— 

MR. PETRO: Let me ask the owner, why do you feel this 
is absolutely necessary for your plan to function 
properly? 

MR. PERNA: I'm not saying it's absolutely necessary, 
but I wish to bring to the board's attention a shopping 
center, I came up here six months ago all hot to trot, 
excuse the expression, and we had a tenants, we 
negotiated with the tenant six months, probably spent 
20, 3 0 for engineering, changed the plan six times. 
Every time we changed the plans, we put the ingress 
egress in because they said they wanted it. He looked 
at the area based upon demographics how are the people 
going to get to the center, where are they going to 
park, the slope of the parking lot and every change we 
made, you got a deal, we made all the changes they 
wanted, we still don't have a deal. But I would like 
to think that every time I add an in and out lane, I 
enhance the center. Gentlemen, this is a commercial 
center, I must get people, it's not me, they demand it, 
they dictate to you. When I say you, they dictate to a 
developer, you take CVS, they tell you how many spaces 
you have to have, they tell you slope of the parking 
lot. If you don't do it, they'll go someplace else, 
simple as that, guys, and I'm being as frank as I can. 
If I can make this more attractive to a tenant, that's 
my objective. If it's safe, if it complies to State 
standards, if it's reasonable, logical and rational, 
that's all I'm asking. 

MR. LUCAS: The only argument I have with you it's not 
safe, I know that hill. 

MR. PERNA: With due respect, a 5 percent slope is not 
a hell of a lot of slope, a 5 percent slope on that 
section, that's a slope of a parking lot, I'm not 
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saying—look, I came up it tonight, it's a slope, I'm 
not saying it's not, but* where that is, it's not a hell 
of a slope, it's really not. 

MR. LANDER: My objection is noted. 

MR. PETRO: We have, that's fine, let's let it go at 
that. We've got a"couple members that don't like it, 
we have members that do like it, you do have the cross 
hatch in the front of it so we'll let that go. Any 
other comments? Are you here for final approval? 

MR. SHAW: Yes, I am. 

MR. ARGENIO: On Phase 1 or the entire site? 

MR. SHAW: On the retail center, which is lot 1. 

MR. ARGENIO: So that would be Phase 1, is that 
correct? 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. PETRO: Mark, do you see any outstanding items why 
we cannot go forward tonight with the final approval? 

MR. EDSALL: Well, before I answer that comment, I just 
want to make the record clear we were, we're speaking 
about 5 percent that was the slope on the slip-in lane 
off 32, the slope in the area of that access off of 
Union Avenue is around 8 percent, so it's not 5. 

MR. PETRO: But still we have to say that 8 percent is 
not a horrible slope. 

MR. LANDER: They couldn't go over ten percent by the 
standards set by the Town. 

MR. EDSALL: All right, the other question you asked 
was if there were any other items that needed to be 
addressed, obviously, you talked about making 
conditions for actual approvals, not necessarily 
permits or written approvals from the two agencies, DOT 
and DPW, one item you have the ubiquitous eyes of Mr. 
Babcock picked up is that the fence is shown as five 
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foot on the plan and six foot on the detail. So it's 
going to be 6. Greg will put it on the plan, I'm sure 
as 6, so it must of changed but everything else in all 
honesty, Mr. Chairman, Greg has worked with us on 
getting everything resolved. 

MR. PETRO: I'm going to read the one note we have fire 
approval on 1/12/99, I spoke with the project engineer 
regarding location of the fire hydrant located in front 
of the center store, hydrant will be moved north to the 
entrance drive off Union Avenue by doing that, Mr. Shaw 
can remove one hydrant on the north end of the 
property. Mr. Shaw was in agreement with this change. 
Therefore, the fire department has given approval 
1/12/99. 

MR. SHAW: Mr. Chairman, just to clarify that so the 
board understands it, this hydrant presently is located 
in this area, very simply, Mr. Rogers wants to relocate 
it from here to here, that's the change that he's 
referring to, bring it out of the parking lot and bring 
it within the curbed landscaped area where he knows it 
will be protected and they'll be able to access the 
hydrant, if they pull into the site off Union Avenue. 

MR. PETRO: So subject to moving the hydrant. 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. EDSALL: One of the things that you brought up 
earlier was asking for a note that would discourage 
deliveries off Union Avenue, I would think it would be 
consistent to put a sign up near the entrance just 
saying all deliveries enter off Route 32. 

MR. SHAW: Absolutely, yeah, to put a note on the 
drawing isn't going to help the truck driver who's 
bringing his rig on the site. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Shaw, just refresh my memory, Phase 1 
went how far and what improvements are going to be made 
in Phase 1? 

MR. SHAW: Phase 1 is going to consist of a total of 
12.99 acres which incorporates from this subdivision 
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line to Route 32 and lot 1 also includes the storm 
water detention pond. They will eventually be 
separated by Town road moving westerly up the hill. We 
want to make sure that the owner of the retail center 
is also responsible for the pond,, that's why they are 
both designated as portions of the same lot. All 
right, so the improvements would terminate at this 
point, all right. 

MR. LANDER: That means all the landscaping would be 
done on this side of the fence, would be done on this 
side in Phase 1. 

MR. SHAW: To be perfectly correct, you'd have to look 
at the landscape plan for Phase 1. 

MR. PETRO: Ron, you see how far the road veers away 
from Windsor Crest at that point, that's where they are 
going to stop it. Greg, the retention pond, I want to 
get back on that for a second. The store owner you 
said is going to be in charge of maintenance for the 
retention pond, what kind of agreement is drawn up? 

MR. STENT: You didn't say the store owner, you said 
the owner of the site. 

MR. SHAW: The landowner, the entity that owns this 
parcel will also own the pond and that entity whether 
it be an individual or a corporation will be 
responsible for the maintenance of the pond. 

MR. STENT: It's not going to be a tenant in the store? 

MR. SHAW: Absolutely not. 

MR. PETRO: Before we go any further, Ron, Mike and 
gentlemen, we have one neighbor that wanted to speak 
and I'm going to allow her to speak, even though it's 
not a public hearing. Anybody object to that? 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: I reviewed this site plan and I have 
a few comments I would like the board to consider. 
Page 12 of the 19 landscaping plan, can I approach, 
Vienna D'Andreta, High Wood Drive, you have a total of 
31 shrubs here and I notice that it's very nice but you 
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put a very heavy dose of landscaping right here at the 
beginning of your property and then as you go up to the 
buildings that are here, you have like two and this is 
on the other side of the fence, another one, this is on 
the other side of the fence and it's very sparse along 
this. Could you put some more plantings on this site? 
It's easy enough to do that and the reason I ask that 
is because first of all, we're looking for some 
privacy. 

MR. PETRO: It's also the closest point of the road. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Well, the fence now what I read is 
five foot fence. 

MR. PETRO: We're going to make it six. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: You have to take into consideration 
that when these buildings right here, the property 
slopes down and six foot fence would in reality be a 
three foot fence because the grading goes down. If I 
look out of my deck at a five foot fence, it would be 
like a 2 1/2 foot fence. So, therefore, I was 
suggesting that perhaps you can consider a fence of 
about eight feet coming up here where the land slopes 
and as it goes out, gradually goes down to a six foot. 

MR. LANDER: I don't think the town allows that, you 
have to get a variance. 

MR. PETRO: The trees that you are planting, what kind 
of trees are they? 

MR. SHAW: White pines and Norway spruces. 

MR. PETRO: What size initially? 

MR. SHAW: They are on the drawing, I think Mr. 
Lander's correct. 

MR. PETRO: What height do they grow to normally 15, 2 0 
foot trees? 

MR. SHAW: Absolutely, taller than that, 30. 
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MR. ARGENIO: What's the caliper of the plantings? 

MR. SHAW: I think the trees are 2 1/2 to 3, but they 
are defined by height rather than caliper. 

MR. PETRO: That's a little sparse on the most thinnest 
part where you need it, can we add in a half dozen 
trees in there? 

MR. SHAW: Yes. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: That's easy enough to do. 

MR. PETRO: Six foot fence really needs to stay at that 
level. 

MR. LANDER: Is there any grade changes going to be 
done here in that area? 

MR. ARGENIO: Looks like it shows a berm. 

MR. LANDER: That's what I'm looking for. 

MR. SHAW: There's a natural berm along the property 
line, what I have tried do on our side of the property 
is to hog out the earth a little bit, make it lower, 
make sure that the storm water runs to the pond. I 
want to keep the berm in to make sure our storm water 
doesn't flow on her property, to make a little bit of a 
low spot as she flows towards 32, so that the storm 
water doesn't work its way over to Windsor Crest. To 
do that, we've got to be lower than the property line, 
when I say lower, we're talking about a foot. 

MR. PETRO: Put the extra plantings on their side of 
the fence. 

MR. SHAW: We can do that. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: That would help. 

MR. LANDER: Now, the 6 foot fence will look like eight 
foot. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Right. One other, well, I agree with 
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Mr.. Lucas and Mr. Lander that on the original day we 
discussed the site plan, we were only going to make a 

vright onto the Union Avenue exit, I think allowing them 
to come in and going northbound on Union Avenue with 
tractor trailers that are coming down 32 constantly day 
arid night making a left onto Union Avenue and then a 
left into the shopping center, I don't think that's a 
good thing. We should consider that it's a safety 
hazard, I really do think that because you have a lot 
of traffic on 32, you have a lot of traffic on Union 
Avenue, having tractors going into the left, having 
them coming in from the right, you're going to have 
traffic standing still or you're going to have an 
accident. 

MR. ARGENIO: Well, ma'am, I was just going to point 
out two things. one is tractor trailers can't go up 
the road legally in the Town of New Windsor and two, 
earlier this evening, we addressed the issue of 
deliveries going into that driveway, we're going to 
prohibit them. Isn't that right? 

MR. SHAW: Mr. Chairman, from a practical point of 
view, someone's going north on Windsor Highway, why 
would you go up to Union Avenue, make a left and 
another left while you're driving right passed the main 
entrance? 

MR- PETRO: Very, very not used heavily entranceway to 
go into that there because who would go up there? It 
Would be foolish to go up there to try and go in there 
and look where it goes into, it goes into the side of 
the building, most of it's going to come up, you see 
the new road right in the center? 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: 1 see it, which is fine. 

MR. PETRO: It's going to alleviate a lot of the 
traffic off your road there. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Don't you think a tractor that comes 
down 32 would come into one of these entrances? 

MR. PETRO: No, in there they can't legally go up Union 
Avenue. 



January 13, 1999 ^ 3 5 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Could you imagine the noise that we're 
going to have on these pieces of property? 

MR. PETRO: They exit quickly there. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Did that take a traffic study on Union 
Avenue? 

MR. PETRO: That's all done. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Last public hearing that we had we 
were told that there was only going to be one entrance 
that was going to be a right-hand turn coming south on 
Union Avenue, that was changed, now this is a change 
and it's a drastic change and I think it's important. 
But if the department, I think you should have your 
input because you're the one, those are some of the 
observations, but I'd like you to consider that, I 
think it's very important. 

MR. LANDER: Yet, it's still their road, we can tell 
Orange County DPW till we're blue in the face that we 
don't like it, yet they'll see whatever they see fit, 
they'll tell us because it's their road. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: But then if anything happens, we'll be 
off the hook. 

MR. PETRO: I think Mr. Lucas plans on doing that, I 
got that drift earlier. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Well, what I want to ask you another 
thing on page site plan 18 of 19 you have the retail 
store that's going up here, are you going to complete 
the landscaping along this area or just going to work 
on this area? 

MR. SHAW: There's a plan that shows the landscaping 
for Phase 1, that landscaping will be installed in 
Phase 1 and only that landscaping. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: When this building is put up? 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 
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MRS. D'ANDRETA: That sounds nice. Now, has RPA 
Associates.submitted a site plan for Phase 2? I'd like 
to know is it on file. 

MR. PETRO:" No. 

MR. EDSALL: Yeah, that's the full plan, isn't it? 

MR. SHAW: They are talking about Phase 2, which is 
west of this site. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Nothing's happening up there. 

MR. SHAW: Mr. Chairman, just for the record, Mark 
brought out a good point, this plan is for the retail 
center, in this retail center there are drawings for 
the overall and for Phase 1, which is the building 
located at the intersection. I think you're referring 
to lands that are west of lot 1, which is above the 
retail center. 

MR. PETRO: Out of the 13 acres. 

MR. SHAW: Correct and an application has not been 
submitted nor have plans been prepared yet. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: So we'll know when that happens? 

MR. LUCAS: Yes. 

MRS. D'ANDRETA: Thank you for your consideration. 

MR. PETRO: Lot 1 is a better way to describe it. 

MR. EDSALL: Well, they are correct, they have a site 
plan, that's all you're looking at right now, Phase 1 
is exactly what Greg shows on the plan and effectively 
Phase 2 is the balance of this site plan, that's all 
you have before you right now. 

MR. SHAW: Of this lot. 

MR. PETRO: I'm going to poll the board, Ron, any 
outstanding guestions here? 
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MR. LANDER: Where is the flag pole, Greg? 

MR. LUCAS: Just a request that I had made earlier. 

MR. SHAW: That's always the bargaining chip. Where do 
you think it would be appropriate? 

MR. LANDER: Yeah, can't be up here, has to be down 
here. 

MR. SHAW: How about if we put, as Mr. Lander 
suggested, the flag pole on this corner where it's very 
visual from Union Avenue and probably will be visual 
from Windsor Highway also and once you get into the 
site, of course it will be. 

MR. LUCAS: They'll see it every time they turn in and 
out, left and right. 

MR. LANDER: You think it should be down by Union 
Avenue? 

MR. PETRO: It's just an opinion. 

MR. EDSALL: You've got an intense landscaping 
treatment in this corner, you could probably build a 
flag pole right into some of the landscaping, it would 
certainly make everyone pay attention to the center. 

MR. PETRO: No less than 3 0 foot either and as Andy 
says, it must have a flag. 

MR. SHAW: Where is the location? 

MR. PETRO: In the landscaping corner. 

MR. SHAW: Pine. 

MR. PETRO: I'm serious about the 3 0 foot, I don't want 
some 12 foot piece of inch and a half pipe with a cap 
on it. 

MR. SHAW: Without a flag. 
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MR. LANDER: After further thought on the slip-in lane, 
I have no objection to the slip-in lane. 

MR. LUCAS: No, other than that left turn. 

MR. ARGENIO: No. 

MR. STENT: Mr. Chairman, I move we grant final 
approval to the RPA Associations site plan with the 
subject-to's that Mark Edsall added in earlier. 

MR. ARGENIO: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion's been made and seconded that the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval 
to the RPA Associates site plan on Route 32 and Union 
Avenue subject to the one hydrant being moved from the 
front of the building over to the side on Union Avenue 
which would be the north side as per the instructions 
by the fire inspector, and number 2, that the plan 
being fixed to show a 6 foot fence, not a 5 and that 
the six to eight whatever it should take six or seven 
foot trees be planted on the south side of the fence 
which would be the high side to give further buffering 
to the Windsor Crest condo association. 

MR. SHAW: Flag pole. 

MR. PETRO: And the flag pole being added, 3 0 foot flag 
pole on the landscaping corner of Union Avenue and 3 2 
and the bond estimate has to be posted. You can work 
for us. 

MR. EDSALL: And the delivery sign be added to the 
plan. 

MR. PETRO: Is there any further discussion? If not, 
roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. STENT 
MR. LANDER 

AYE 
AYE 

MR. LUCAS: With great protest on the left-hand lane, 
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other than that, yes. 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 
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FROM : SHflU ENGINEERING PHONE NO. s 914 561 3 ^ Jul. 29 1996 tl:41AM PI 

LEGAL NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF NEW 

WINDSOR, County of orange, Stat*" of New York w i l l hold a PUBLIC 

HEARING at Town Hall , 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York on 

September s 199 8 at7?30 P.M. on the approval of the 

proposed Subdiv is ion And S i t e Plan (G*»*aviBaea etf baiieE) 

(fia*a Elan) OF Lands Of RFA Associates, LLC (Tex *ap Parcel?6ection 4,. Block 
•• • • • •• - ' L o t 2 

located orv the southwest cornar of Windsor Highway and Union Avenue 

and era 
Map of the (Subdivision of LafccsflSite Plan) -iav on file and roay 

be inspected at the Planning Beard Office, Town Kail, 555 Union 

Avenue, New Windsor, N.Y. prior to the Public Hearing. 

Dated: Aqguat 17, 1998 By Order of 

SOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BCA?J 

James R. Petro, Jr. 

Chairman 

Poawr F « No« 7$71 
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REGULAR ITEMS: 

RPA ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN (90-56) CORNER OF UNION AVENUE 
& RT. 32 

Mr. Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering appeared before 
the board for this proposal. 

MR. SHAW: For the record, my name is Greg Shaw, I'm 
here representing RPA Associates, LLC. Tonight with me 
also is Thomas Perna and Dan Samone who are also RPA 
Associates. The purpose of coming before you tonight 
is to give you a brief update with respect to the 
project and also discuss possible date for public 
hearing, assuming this board will want a public 
hearing. What we have submitted and has not been 
reviewed is a complete set of drawings, not only for 
the ultimate build out of the project, but also a set 
of phase drawings for the first phase of the project 
which will consist of retail building number one, the 
highway improvements, the entrance off Union Avenue and 
the entrance off of Windsor Highway. I know Mark 
Edsall has not completed his review, he's on vacation, 
was gracious enough to take a set of my drawings along 
with him to do a review while he's away, so he says. 
Rather than getting into a long explanation of the 
project, if you have any outstanding questions, I'd be 
more than happy to answer them. But first and 
foremost, we'd like to ask this board to set up a 
public hearing for the first meeting in September if 
the board deems it to be appropriate. 

MR. PETRO: We have already reviewed this plan as we 
have seen now. 

MR. SHAW: Basically, the drawings submitted to you 
before totaled 8 or 9 sheets, we're now up to 19 sheets 
so this submission is complete, it's got landscaping, 
site lighting, erosion control, complete set of 
drawings just for phase one in itself now we're getting 
to the time when the town can do its complete review. 

MR. PETRO: We have lead agency on this, correct, Myra? 

MS. MASON: I believe on the old application cause this 
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was— 

MR. PETRO: Old application being which one? 

MS. MASON: It was a different owner. 

MR. PETRO: When did we do lead agency? Members, we'll 
just do another motion to declare ourselves lead 
agency. 

MR. LANDER: So moved. 

MR. LUCAS: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion and a second that the New Windsor 
Planning Board declare itself lead agency for the RPA 
Associates site plan on the corner of Union Avenue and 
Route 32. Is there any further discussion from the 
board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO 
MR. STENT 
MR. LANDER 
MR. LUCAS 
MR. PETRO 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

MR. PETRO: Are there any other concerns with the board 
at this time before we schedule a public hearing? 

MR. STENT: Where are we at with the DOT? 

MR. SHAW: We, RPA has retained John Collins 
Engineering to prepare the improvement plans for both 
Union Avenue and 32. There's been numerous meetings, 
your chairman has attended some, Mark Edsall attended 
some, everybody's in agreement with respect to what the 
improvements are going to consist of and the design 
drawings are being prepared as we speak. They'll be 
submitted to the DOT probably in three weeks but we're 
very far along in the process, it's not an open-ended 
item, at least we don't view it as such. 

MR. PETRO: Anything else? 
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MR. STENT: I make a motion ve set RPA up for a public 
hearing. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board under its discretionary 
judgment here set RPA up for a public hearing. Is 
there any further discussion from the board members? 
If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO 
MR. STENT 
MR. LANDER 
MR. LUCAS 
MR. PETRO 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

MR. PETRO: What we'll do is you're requesting first 
meeting in September so that is going to be September 
9, so as long as you have all your paperwork in and 
it's completed and done properly, we'll put you on that 
agenda for a public hearing. 

MR. SHAW: Two other loose ends I forgot to mention to 
you, one is on this drawing which you have not seen 
before is a subdivision line, it's our intention to 
subdivide this retail piece from the remaining piece, 
what we'd like to do is come in with an application and 
subdivision plan to create that. 

MR. PETRO: Actual subdivision? 

MR. SHAW: Actual subdivision, it may be in two weeks, 
we can talk about whether or not it's appropriate to 
have a combined public hearing both for the site plan 
and the subdivision, if you feel this is appropriate 
but there will be enough time to coordinate that 
between now and September 9, if you feel that would be 
the best next step. 

MR. PETRO: Purpose of subdividing the property? 
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MR. SHAW: Financing purposes, if nothing else. 

MR. PETRO: I'm trying to think, are we still doing 
anything with the old PUD related to this? We're 
acting on new ground here, is that correct? 

MR. SHAW: New applications. Just take a step back, 
with Sky-Lorn, you did approve a subdivision cutting out 
the retail piece, that plat was never filed and the 
approval expired, all right, but there was a 
subdivision application and it was approved by this 
board for the same reason for financing purposes. 

MR. PETRO: Sure, if you are prepared and you want to 
be at the meeting in two weeks, that is fine. 

MR. SHAW: One last item for your thought and that is 
the intersection of Union Avenue and Route 32, as the 
chairman knows, I had a meeting with Mr. John Petro of 
the New Windsor Beautification Committee, for lack of a 
better organizational definition, and he thought 
something would be appropriate for this intersection, 
especially on this corner. He gave me some very rough 
sketches of pavers and benches and small retaining 
walls and evergreens and while it looked nice on paper, 
in my opinion, it doesn't work here. You'll see on the 
drawings that I submitted to you we made an attempt to 
show something at that intersection that something, 
some pavers, some benches and some landscaping behind 
it, but again, we don't feel that is an appropriate 
sitting area and that is the point that John Petro was 
trying to make, he thought that the town should have 
more sitting areas for people. My thoughts are this is 
a very busy intersection, first and foremost, secondly, 
at this intersection, you have two utility poles and a 
traffic pole, there is really nothing for anyone to see 
there and look at. What we'd like to do is to come in 
to this board with maybe a nice landscaping plan for 
the intersection but not something where residents of 
New Windsor could sit and rest and spend a day which is 
what John Petro envisioned for the property. So, I'm 
not looking for any input tonight from the board, 
unless you're willing to offer it but something to 
think about over the next couple of weeks because this 
is a very busy intersection for New Windsor we want to 
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do the right thing, but we don't feel having pedestrian 
traffic sitting there is the right thing, not with the 
traffic and utility poles. 

MR. LANDER: Liability wise. 

MR. PETRO: Anything else? 

MR. SHAW: That's it. 

MR. PETRO: We'll see you. 
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*AvR REALTY COMPANY• INVESTMENT BUILDERS • One Executive Boulevard • Yonkers, New York 10701 • 914/965-3990 

June 16, 1998 

Town of New Windsor 
Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: Planning Board Application 
Proposed Retail Center for AVR Realty Company (Now RPA Associates, LLC) 
Windsor Highway & Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 

Dear Sirs: 

Reference is made to Thomas Perna's letter dated June 8, 198 relative to the subject project and your 
request of June 10, 1998 for clarification from me. 

I, Allan V. Rose, having sole financial interest in AVR Realty Company, acquired the subject property 
as outlined by Tom. The property was subsequently conveyed "an internal conveyance" to RPA 
Associates, LLC. 

I fully agree and concur with the conveyance of all rights and escrows that AVR Realty Company had 
in the property and their being conveyed to RPA Associates, LLC. 

If you need any further information please feel free to contact Tom Perna at (914) 965-3990. 

Very truly yours, 

Allan V. Rose 
TFP:kd 
Sworn to before me this 

y<th*J^ 
Notary Public 

ROBERT BARNETT 
Notary Public, State of New York 

No. 60-4501488 
Qualified in Westchester County 

Commission Expires Fob. 28. 20&Q. 

s6*4f 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: New Windsor Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: June 9,1998 

SUBJECT: RPA Associates, Inc. Site Plan 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-90-56 
Dated: 8 June 1998 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-98-026 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 8 June 1998. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

Plans Dated: 3 June 1998. 

Fire Inspector 
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RPA ASSOCIATES INC. (FORMERLY AVR REALTY) SITE PLAN 
(90-56) ROUTE 32 

Mr. Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering appeared before 
' the board for this proposal. 

MR. SHAW: Good evening, for the minutes, with me 
tonight is Thomas Perner (phonetic) and Dan Simon of 
RPA Associates, these two gentlemen have firsthand 
knowledge of the project, so if you have any particular 
questions as to what's envisioned, they'd be more than 
happy to answer the question. I don't know, maybe it 
would be appropriate to go back probably around to 
1990, 1991, an application was submitted for this site 
by Sky-Lorn Development and was approved by this board 
for approximately 100,000 square feet of retail space 
in roughly the same area that is the buildings, the 
pond, the parking, et cetera, as you see on the plan. 
What they have done is we have downscaled that proposal 
to a total of 79,000 square feet. There will be five 
buildings, retail building number one as you'll see is 
10,000 square feet, retail building number 2 is a 
little over 9,000 square feet, and then the buildings 
in the back 15,000, 24,000 and 20,550. There's a least 
that has been executed for a tenant on retail building 
number one, this site is for real, *t is going to be 
built hopefully with this board's approval and with 
this board's blessing. We have come before this board, 
we have been before the workshop many times with 
respect to this parcel working out numerous details, 
such as the roadway, which is going to come off of 
Windsor Highway and access the property which is to the 
west and to the south of the new middle school 
building. We have been before the workshop, we have 
talked about traffic and maybe it's an appropriate 
point to stop and talk about that. We're in the 
process of preparing documents for submission to the 
New York State DOT for Windsor Highway and the Orange 
County DPW for Union Avenue, both are going to be 
widened, both to be widened at our expenses. And what 
I have tried to do is indicate as best I can on my site 
plan, even though I'm not preparing the traffic 
documents what improvements are going to be made. That 
being full notice on Union Avenue, there will be only 
right turn in and right turn out, no lefts in or out 
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will be permitted. 

MR. PETRO: Excuse me, you should probably make a note 
for the minutes and the other board members you did 
meet with the DOT? 

MR. SHAW: Orange County DPW, correct. 

MR. PETRO: You had a meeting with them, this is part 
of their desire. 

MR. SHAW: Absolutely, this has their blessing. In 
other words, I'm 95 percent sure that this 
configuration is going to be permitted by both 
departments. With respect to the improvements that are 
going to be on Windsor Highway, there's going to be a 
deceleration lane created to allow right-hand turns 
into the new town road. There will be left-hand turns 
permitted in both directions on Windsor Highway to 
enter Wall Street and to also go into our new road 
which will be access into our site and there will also 
be the appropriate turns to make right-hand turns 
coming out of the property or straight through to Wall 
Place if somebody feels that is appropriate. As I 
said, the design documents are being prepared and we 
realize the DOT and DPW is a long permit process and 
we're in the middle of it. The purpose of coming 
before this board tonight really is to introduce the 
project to you formally, to get some issues out on 
table that the board feels are appropriate to discuss, 
I'm not looking for approval tonight, believe it or 
not. 

MR. LANDER: That's something new. 

MR. SHAW: But — 

MR. PETRO: Are you doing this plan in phases? 

MR. SHAW: Yes, we are, what's going to happen as I 
said is that this building is signed with a lease, what 
we'll be submitting as part of this package is similar 
to what we did on Blockbusters Video, we did a site 
plan for the entire project and then a site plan of the 
first phase, if you remember which was the Jiffy Lube 
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building and the Blockbuster building and that is what 
we're going to do here. The first phase is going to 
consist of from this aisle to 32. 

MR. LUCAS: We see from a distance. 

MR. SHAW: First phase will consist of the entrance 
road coming off Windsor Highway, this aisleway 
everything from this aisle to Windsor Highway and also 
the access drive up to Union Avenue that will be Phase 
1. 

MR. LANDER: And the Union Avenue improvements? 

MR. SHAW: And the Union Avenue improvements, yes. 

MR. LUCAS: When you say that is, that all the parking 
that is there. 

MR. SHAW: It's going to be, basically it's going to be 
this. 

MR. LANDER: So you'll have enough parking for those 
buildings? 

MR. PETRO: We're going to review that as â  stand alone 
project. 

MR. SHAW: Correct, what will happen is we'll regrade 
the site to grade, in other words, if we're going to go 
in and move dirt we're going to prepare the site for 
the next three buildings, even though there are no 
building contemplated at this point in time until all 
the leases are signed, we'll get it to grade, we'll 
topsoil, we'll seed it and we'll get it stabilized so 
when the appropriate time comes and the tenants are 
ready to move, we're just going to dig footings. 

MR. ARGENIO: You need the dirt from the back of the 
site for the front of the site. 

MR. SHAW: And there may be a tad bit of dirt which 
will be left over also but cutting into the hillside 
and filling in the front primarily. 
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MR. ARGENIO: Where does the road go that goes to the 
top of the drawing ultimately? 

MR. SHAW: What's going to happen this parcel totals 86 
acres, all right, and what you have is this piece, you 
have a piece of land between the retail and the college 
buildings, okay, and that will be some type of 
residential development. And then you'll have the 
spine road which will go over the hill to the west and 
to the south of the middle school and I believe there 
is probably about 40 acres, 50 acres in that area which 
will also be residential housing. I have an overall 
plan with me, if you want to see it but again this has 
no approvals at this point in time, just a concept plan 
which we're developing and will come before this board. 

MR. LUCAS: Wasn't there a type of access road you were 
going to build when you came in before? 

MR. ARGENIO: We gave approval to clear it, did we not? 

MR. LUCAS: Have you done that? 

MR. SHAW: No, we haven't done anything with that, 
we're rethinking the timing of that, maybe it would be 
more appropriate to wait until we start moving earth to 
do this work. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Shaw, your drainage I'm sure is going 
to work from Phase 1 standpoint all the drainage in the 
front? 

MR. SHAW: No, not all of it is going to go to the 
front. What's going to happen is I can get that back 
drainage into the' pond from this aisleway back from 
this aisleway to the highway, I cannot get to the pond, 
that is going to be a free discharge to the 3 6 inch 
pipe which crosses Windsor Highway. The idea is to get 
as much as I can into the pond and to choke that back. 

MR. LANDER: That is going into the drainage system? 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. PETRO: 3 6 inch pipe under Windsor Highway now I 
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believe is pretty much at capacity now, is it? Have 
you done any downstream configuration? 

MR. SHAW: No, we haven't done any downstream, we're 
going to work on the basis that we're not going to 
increase the drainage, very simply with a pond we're 
going to collect it, hold it and not exceed the 
pre-development discharge rates. 

MR. PETRO: Even though you have more impervious area 
on the other section, you're going to take water away 
because all the top section is not going to go there 
anymore. 

MR. SHAW: Correct identical to Windsor Crest. Okay, 
they have a pond at the base of Windsor Highway which 
takes the water, holds it and let's it bleed out 
slowly. 

MR. PETRO: Do you agree? 

MR. EDSALL: The approach is correct as far as I'm 
concerned. One of the things Greg is putting some 
background information on to show that it complies with 
the original SEQRA approval. 

MR. SHAW: There will be a drainage report prepared and 
submitted. 

MR. ARGENIO: What's the slope in the back of these 
Phase 2, one on one or steeper maybe? 

MR. SHAW: These two here, this is a one on two. 

MR. LUCAS: Will that be like after the first 
excavation retaining wall or just be grade? 

MR. SHAW: Just going to be grass. What we're doing 
we're putting in this division swale which basically is 
going to cut off any water which will be flowing to 
this embankment, rerouted around the embankment so 
obviously, we don't have steep slopes and water 
combined. 

MR. PETRO: Greg, when you come back again with the 
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plan, can you put a phase line in for us please? 

MR. SHAW: Sure can. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Shaw, I'm happy to see the sidewalk 
out in front of this project. 

MR. SHAW: I couldn't come before this board without 
it. 

MR. LANDER: I appreciate that. 

MR. PETRO: Flag pole is where? 

MR. SHAW: That is to be designated by Hank Van 
Leeuwen. 

MR. PETRO: Did you ever look at the plan John Petro 
had given you for the corner? 

MR. SHAW: Yes, we did. 

MR. PETRO: Is it possible to be implemented in any 
way? 

MR. SHAW: It's too early to tell. What I wanted t© do 
was come before this board to get some feedback. We 
have sent the plans, our plans down to the landscape 
architect who will be preparing the landscape plan for 
your review. I wanted to see if the things that I am 
presenting before you are jelling and if they have, I 
will turn the landscape architect loose to generate his 
drawing and with that, try and incorporate that which 
is given t o — 

MR. PETRO: Who's on the New Windsor beautification 
Committee? 

MR. SHAW: Correct, we'll be looking at it shortly but 
I haven't done anything with it yet. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Shaw, are you these 9 foot spaces 
here? 

MR. SHAW: Yes. 
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MR. PETRO: Andy wanted to ask Mr. Shaw something. 

MR. KRIEGER: okay, first of all, where it says 
remaining lands on the top of RPA Associates, is that 
the same as RPA Associates LLC? 

MR. SHAW: Yes. 

MR. KRIEGER: Then they ought to be made consistent if 
it's LLC, it ought to be LLC. 

MR. SHAW: I'll revise my drawing. 

MR. KRIEGER: Are you Mr. Perner? 

MR. PERNER: Yes. 

MR. KRIEGER: You have a beneficial financial interest 
in AVR Realty Company, without telling me, do you have 
one? 

MR. PERNER: Well, the property, no, well, let me 
qualify AVR Realty Co. bought the property then it 
conveyed it into RPA. 

MR. KRIEGER: Who's part of AVR? 

MR. PERNER: Allen V. Rose and he's the A in RPA. 

MR. KRIEGER: Is there anybody else in AVR except Mr. 
Rose? 

MR. PERNER: No. 

MR. KRIEGER: Then in order to effect the two things, 
in order to effect the change, as is proposed in this 
letter, we need a letter signed by Mr. Rose because 
he's the one who's alienating his interests. 

MR. PETRO: Is that it? 

MR. KRIEGER: I'm sure Mr. Perner will be happy to 
accept it but we have to have somebody, we have to have 
an authorization for the guy who's actually donated. 
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MR. PERNER: It was simply a conveyance, I can give you 
a copy of the deed from AVR to RPA. 

MR. KRIEGER: This, yeah, but the deed is not going to 
give us the assignment of the rights in an escrows so 
we have been through this before. Mr. Shaw knows what 
I am talking about. The deed is going to tell us about 
the property and that is fine, that is half the battle 
but it's this other half. So basically, we need the 
same sort of thing, but we need something signed by Mr. 
Rose saying that A, he's the only, has the only 
financial interest in AVR because we have to have a 
signature from everybody who has an interest, if he's 
it, that's easy enough, it's got to say so and secondly 
if he's not going to be here, you probably should have 
his signature notarized or something so we know in the 
file we have some way because the reason we're doing 
this when it's all over, when we get around to 
returning it, the town doesn't want to be in the 
position of having returned money to you and have 
somebody else show up and say hey, Where's my money. 

MR. PERNER: No problem. 

MR. PETRO: Greg, I see you have an eight foot sidewalk 
around building number one, is that per their plan? 

MR. SHAW: I thought simply you may have 8 feet but two 
feet is going to be an overhang which is going to leave 
you at 6 feet. 

MR. PETRO: I think we talked about 6 feet but if you 
want 8 feet. 

MR. LANDER: I'd rather see it wider. 

MR. PETRO: Greg, as far as and I'm only one member, 
but a lot of times they somewhat agree with me is 
number 5, the planning board should determine that the 
new public hearing would be required for this revised 
plan. You should assume that we'll be looking for a 
public hearing because of a project of this scope and 
size and definitely what you need to do for public 
hearing tonight is to delineate the two phases, we 
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don't want to get people in here talking about the back 
building which when we're not even approving that, but 
let me ask you this, are we going to be approving the 
entire project or phase by phase? 

MR. SHAW: No.. 

MR. PETRO: Building phase by phase but the project— 

MR. SHAW: Correct. 

MR. PETRO: So forget what I said earlier then for the 
public hearing. 

MR. STENT: You say the entire project you're talking 
the entire 86 acres? 

MR. SHAW: No, just this here. 

MR. LUCAS: Why, would you want a public hearing? 

MR. PETRO: Yeah, we're asking for a public hearing. 

MR. LUCAS: He is going to phase this but we're going 
to have a public hearing for the whole project. 

MR. SHAW: Right, for the entire retail section. 

MR. LUCAS: Right. 

MR. PETRO: You have a pretty good list here from Mark. 

MR. SHAW: Okay. 

MR. PETRO: That is from 6/8/98 from the water 
department. 

MR. SHAW: One of the reasons why is that the water 
system, just to give you some quick feedback, you have 
the low pressure water system along Windsor Highway, 
it's a 20 inch main, but only got 45 or 50 pounds of 
pressure, you have the Snake Hill tank, which is the 
upper zone once that water main is brought down by the 
town, you're going to have about a hundred pounds on 
it. So what I am proposing to do because this isn't 



June 10, 1978 42 

immediately available for the two lower buildings, 
okay, I use the low pressure system which gives just 45 
or 50 pounds by the time the big buildings come on 
board, hopefully the main will be installed by the town 
now available to avail ourselves of the hundred pound 
pressure for the larger building, if that makes sense. 
Mark and I talked about a possible interconnection 
between the two systems to allow us to now take this 
system that is used for the two buildings on Windsor 
Highway, tap them into the high pressure system and 
disconnect it from the lower. Just makes good sense. 

MR. PETRO: And if it Town of New Windsor does not put 
in the Snake Hill line, what's the alternative plan to 
get water to the next part of the phase? 

MR. SHAW: At that point, I'll have to look to see what 
pressure is available for these building for fire 
fighting purposes. They are not going to use much 
water, you can put pumping units inside the buildings 
if pressure isn't high enough, but what we do need 
pressure for is for the sprinkler system so I'm going 
to have to look hard at what the pressure is going to 
be, if we have to use the lower system. 

MR. PETRO: Nothing on Union Avenue? 

MR. SHAW: No, not at that location. 

MR. PETRO: Again, you have a pretty good list in front 
of you from Mark that you can work off of. 

MR. SHAW: Mr. Chairman, is it possible to poll the 
board and see how they feel about the layout, we're 
going to go out .very aggressively into the lighting 
plan, landscape, erosion control, the phase plans and I 
would just appreciate it if the board felt that they 
thought that this layout as they see it is appropriate 
for this site or it's not appropriate, just so I can 
get some level of comfort as I'm spending my time. 

MR. PETRO: The retaining walls in the back to me would 
be some concern, it's going to be one on two slope as 
you said which is going to be quite high, looks like 
about 25 feet maybe in certain spots. 
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MR. SHAW: 313 to 38 7 about: that in its worst location. 

MR. PETRO: What are you planning on constructing these 
retaining walls out of? 

MR. SHAW: Just going to be earth, all right, but they 
are going to be planted with vegetation that will help 
retain the soil. 

MR. ARGENIO: Dirt, yeah, there's no retaining walls, I 
see a slope planted with some erosion control seed, 
crown vetch, a swale along the top to catch the water 
from running down the slope and eroding it and that is 
the end of it, is that correct? 

MR. EDSALL: Just for reference the one on two slope 
that Greg is referring to is the same size slope that 
is permitted on the town road. 

MR. PETRO: Maybe from the top, if some homes are 
built, people an roll down them. 

MR. EDSALL: One on two really isn't that bad, 
conceptually, does any member have any problem with the 
layout of this plan? 

MR. STENT: No. 

MR. PETRO: I want to talk about the storm water 
detention pond. 

MR. LANDER: That is something that we have to address 
because we don't want an ugly hole in the ground again 
on Route 32. I,thought maybe you know something that 
would aerate? 

MR. PETRO: Why can't you tie it into the one next door 
and eliminate that? 

MR. LANDER: He'd probably like to try and do that but 
that wouldn't work. 

MR. STENT: Maybe something with a bumper. 
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MR. LANDER: Little spray or little waterfall. 

MR. LUCAS: With a flag pole in the middle of it. 

MR. PETRO: You need a landscaping plan around it. 

MR. LANDER: I'm sure you want to make it attractive. 

MR. SHAW: The grades are ten feet deep, the water is 
not going to be ten feet deep. 

MR. LANDER: There is still going to be a ten foot hole 
there. 

MR. SHAW: All right. 

MR. LANDER: I'm sure you'll come up with something 
that will be pleasing to the eye and generate some 
water in the air. 

MR. PETRO: Thank you. See you next time. 
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RPA ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN 
(FORMERLY SKY-LOM/AVR SITE PLAN) 
NYS ROUTE 32 AND UNION AVENUE 
SECTION 4-BLOCK 2-LOT 21 
90-56 
10 JUNE 1998 
THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE CONSTRUCTION OF A 
TOTAL 79,050 SQUARE FOOT RETAIL BUILDINGS ON THE 
86.23 +/- ACRE PARCEL. THIS APPLICATION WAS 
PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AS PART OF THE SKY-LOM PUD 
AND SITE PLAN APPLICATION. 

As the Board may recall, this commercial/retail site was part of the Sky-Lorn Planned 
Unit Development which received an Environmental Impact review by the Town Board 
and Planning Board several years ago. As well, this site received a conditional site plan 
approval for 100,000 square foot of commercial/retail space. The Applicant has now 
submitted revised plans for the site and is working toward final approval of this revised 
format. 

In addition to approval from this Planning Board, the Applicant will require approvals 
from the Orange County Department of Public Works, New York State Department of 
Transportation, and Orange County Department of Health for various aspects of this 
development. The Board may wish to discuss with the Applicant, the status of the 
individual submittals and approvals. 

With regard to the SEQRA status of this application, the Town previously reviewed the 
overall impacts of the Planned Unit Development, including this site plan. An 
Environmental Impact Statement was prepared and findings adopted by the New Windsor 
Town Board. 
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REVIEW NAME: 
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PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 
PAGE 2 

RPA ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN 
(FORMERLY SKY-LOM/AVR SITE PLAN) 
NYS ROUTE 32 AND UNION AVENUE 
SECTION 4-BLOCK 2-LOT 21 
90-56 
10 JUNE 1998 

For this application, I recommend that the Board require updated evaluations of 
stormwater and traffic impacts and determine if the conditions are consistent with the 
previous findings of the Town Board. If they are consistent with same (with Town Board 
concurrence), I believe no further action is necessary'. If additional concerns are 
identified, SEQRA should be reopened. 

4. With regard to the site plans submitted, I have the following preliminary comments: 

a. The site plan package should be expanded to include landscaping, lighting and 
erosion control plans. 

b. The site plan striping plan should include painted stop bars for all cross lanes. 

c. It is recommended that the Applicant consider elimination of some of the smaller 
curbed islands, replacing same with striped islands. In addition, it is further 
suggested that the landscaping plan include a minimum of one (1) tree planting per 
curbed island. 

5. 

6. 

d. The access drive detail on Drawing 3 should be revised for 6" total pavement 
structure (4" base plus 2" top). 

e. The location of Catch Basin 26 should be revised, such that same is consistent 
with the future road, when extended. 

f. If a project sign is proposed, same should be located on the site plan. 

The Planning Board should determine if a new Public Hearing would be required for this 
revised site plan. 

At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of this application, further 
engineering reviews and comments will be made, as deemed necessary by the Board. 

Plannmg Board Engineer 
MJEmk A:RPA.mk 
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Shaw Engineering C o n s u l t i n g E n g i n e e r s 

7 4 4 Broadway 
P.O. Box 2 5 6 9 

Newburgh, New York 1 2 5 5 0 
[914 ] 561 -3695 

May 15, 1997 

Chairman James Petro and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Re: Retail Center On The Lands Of Allan V. Rose 
Windsor Highway and Union Avenue 

Gentlemen: 

I am writing this letter on behalf of my client, Allan V. Rose, who conducts business as A.V.R. 
Realty Company. Mr. Rose recently purchased the property located on Windsor Highway and 
Union Avenue which was formerly owned by the Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 
The property purchased by Mr. Rose total 86 acres and this represents the entire parcel that 
was granted a P.U.D. Special Permit from the New Windsor Town Board, less the acreage that 
was conveyed to the Newburgh Consolidated School District for their new middle school. 

The easterly portion of this property was granted Conditional Site Plan Approval by your 
Planning Board for a Retail Center in August of 1991. Having taken title to this property on May 
7 of this year, it is my client's intention to fulfill these conditions of approval which would allow 
him to apply for a Building Permit. 

At the time the Planning Board granted the Conditional Approval, there was no time limitation 
on fulfilling the Conditions. This changed on November 20, 1996 when the New Windsor Town 
Board passed Local Law No. 7-1996 which set 180 days as the maximum length of time to 
satisfy the Conditions of Site Plan Approval. With this expiration date quickly approaching (180 
days from adoption of the Local Law), my client is hereby requesting two 90 day extensions to 
fulfill the Conditions of Site Plan Approval. Two extensions will be required in order for my client 
to obtain Highway Work Permits from the Orange County D.P.W. and the N.Y.S.D.O.T. 



Town Of New Windsor Planning Board (Cont'd) -2- May 15,1997 

While Mr. Rose was not the formal Applicant at the time of the Conditional Site Plan Approval, 
he is the legal successor in title to the 86 acre parcel. To demonstrate the chain to title to Mr. 
Rose, I am enclosing a copy of the Title Report that was prepared on his behalf prior to the May 
7 purchase. 

My client thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SHAW ENGINEERING 

GJS:mmv 
Enclosure 

cc: Thomas F. Perna, A.V.R. Realty Company 
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10 April 1998 

MEMORANDUM 

D Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914) 562-6640 
e-mail: mheny@att.net 

D Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 
e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net 

Anniversary ^ 
I 1978 | 

% 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

George J. Meyers, Town Supervisor 
James Petro, Planning Board Chairman 
James Pullar, Town Highway Superintendent 

Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer 

AVR REALTY SITE PLAN 
UNION AVENUE AND ROUTE 32 
PLANNING BOARD PROJECT NO. 

I have been contacted by Philip Grealy, P.E. of John Collins Engineers, representing AVR 
Realty, in connection with a proposed project meeting for the subject commercial site plan. 
Mr. Grealy is scheduling a meeting with representatives of the NYSDOT, Orange County 
DPW, the Applicant, Shaw Engineering and his office, and he is requesting attendance by the 
appropriate town personnel. The scope of the meeting involves the State and County permits 
for the site plan, as well as general traffic discussions. 

If you are available to attend this meeting, please confirm same with my office. The meeting 
is scheduled for 23 April 1998 at 1:30 p.m., gathering at the Town Hall and following an 
overall review of the project, a site meeting will be held. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ilaoxAc A &^s<xQJ) 
Mark j! Edsarl, P.E. 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEsh "' ' Y : ! ; 

cc: Richard D. McGoey, P.E., Engineer for the Town 

a:avrmemo.sh 
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CORRESPONDENCE 

AVR REALTY SITE PLAN (FORMERLY SKY-LOM SITE PLAN) 
(90-56) CORNER OF UNION AVENUE & RT. 32 

Mr. Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering appeared before 
the board for this proposal. 

MR. PETRO: We have a letter I will read. "Dear 
Chairman Petro and Planning Board Members: I am 
writing this letter on behalf of my client, Allan V. 
Rose, who conducts business as A.V.R. Realty Company. 
Mr. Rose recently purchased the property located on 
Windsor Highway and Union Avenue which was formerly 
owned by the Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. The 
property purchased by Mr. Rose total 8 6 acres and this 
represents the entire parcel that was granted a P.U.D. 
Special Permit from the New Windsor Town Board, less 
the acreage that was conveyed to the Newburgh 
consolidated School District for their new middle 
school. During the past few months, this office has 
been preparing and evaluating concepts for the 
development of this parcel. The common thread to all 
of the development concepts is a proposed town road 
beginning at Windsor Highway and continuing west to 
that portion of the property that is south of the 
Epiphany Middle School. In order to finalize this 
task, my client requests permission from your board to 
clear and grub a 25 foot wide path within the proposed 
right-of-way. The purpose of this clearing operation 
is to allow a four wheel vehicle access to the 
southerly portion of the site. While tree stumps may 
be removed to provide this access, there will be no 
regrading. I am enclosing a copy of a Concept Plan 
solely to indicate the location of the proposed town 
road. The development indicated on this drawing is 
still tentative and is being submitted for 
informational purposes only. At your earliest 
convenience, please advise this office of your decision 
regarding the above clearing operation. Very truly 
yours, Gregory J. Shaw, P.E." Comments? Greg, you 
want to give us a quick overlay maybe? 

MR. SHAW: Yeah, just to bring you back few years ago, 
this was the former Sky-Lorn piece, from that the school 
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purchased this property and is now the new middle 
school. There is 83 or 86 acres left of this piece. 
This board granted conditional site plan approval back 
in 1991 for a hundred thousand square feet of retail. 
That approval this board gave an extension on maybe 
five months ago and that extension is just about ready 
to run out. We're going to be coming in with a new 
application for this new retail center, going to be 
about 80,000 square feet. So that is going to happen. 
In fact, my client has one tenant pretty well lined up 
for one of the buildings and he's talking with a second 
tenant for a second out building so the retail is going 
to happen. What we need to do is to generate a spine 
road to access the back piece, this is the only means 
by which we can access the rear piece cause we own it. 
This right now is nothing more than a right-of-way that 
allows us to travel it, substantial federal wetlands, 
but we cannot dedicate it to the town, we cannot 
service lots in this area off a right-of-way which we 
do not own now, it's got to be a town road. What we 
need to do is to finish up our plan, plus don't get 
hung up with the number of lots, the fact that these 
are single families or condos, these are still being 
studied. We do know we need access to get back there 
and the only thing we want to do is clear it 
sufficiently enough to get a four wheel drive up there 
so we can get make some good planning decisions and 
come back to this board with an application to develop. 
There's a good amount of leg work that has gone into 
this piece. We have been at workshop sessions with 
your consultants, we have met with your town engineer, 
your highway superintendent and as recently as 
yesterday, we met with your town supervisor regarding 
the development of that piece, we're going to come into 
this board with.an application, it's just in the 
meantime, we would like to be able to clear and not 
grade, clear 25 feet to access that rear piece. 

MR. LUCAS: Whose power? 

MR. SHAW: Central Hudson is right here, 150 and turns 
and crosses Union Avenue. 

MR. PETRO: The road I know there was some comment on 
the slope of the road that you needed that you talked 
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back and forth with the Superintendent of Highways a 
couple of times and they allowed you to go to 12 
percent. 

MR. SHAW: Town Code recommends a maximum of ten 
percent slope on a town road but they'll go up to a 12 
percent road with the statement that has to be 
acceptable to the town engineer and the town highway 
superintendent. We have had meetings with them and 
they have corresponded to us that a 12 percent road in 
this area would be acceptable, not entirely 12 percent, 
you have a piece here and small piece on the back side. 

MR. LUCAS: Any of that clearing visible from any 
residential areas? 

MR. SHAW: I really don't think so, maybe along Windsor 
Crest when you get up in this area, it may be, but 
again, this is a scale of one inch equals a hundred 
feet so maybe you're 250 or 300 feet here. 

MR. PETRO: Plus the side yard on your property? 

MR. SHAW: Yes and it is substantially wooded in this 
area. 

"MR. PETRO: Any comments Mark? 

MR. EDSALL: We know that they are planning on 
developing the area and it's inevitable you have to do 
the work. 

MR. PETRO: You're going to grub and clean it out, why 
did you come before the planning board, you really 
don't have application before the planning board. 

MR. SHAW: It's a gray area once you make application 
to the planning board, any clearing operations come 
before this board by virtue of the fact that we'd get 
approval for the retail center, and the approvals have 
not officially expired and what I did not want to do is 
make the mistake that the parcel to the north made many 
years ago that is the last thing I wanted. 

MR. PETRO: You agree if they didn't make planning 
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application they can take every tree off the property. 

MR. EDSALL: This way the board knows what's going on. 

MR. PETRO: Anybody have any problems? 

MR. LANDER: No. 

MR. PETRO: Any comments, yes or no, want to take a 
roll call or just have the chairman instruct you? I do 
want for the minutes to be noted that I own the 
adjacent property to the south of the proposal but have 
no involvement in it, at all. Let's do a roll call to 
go ahead and grub. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO YES 
MR. STENT YES 
MR. LANDER YES 
MR. LUCAS YES 
MR. PETRO YES 

MR. SHAW: Thank you. 



Shaw Engineering C o n s u l t i n g E n g i n e e r s 

7 4 4 Broadway 
P.O. Box S569 

Newburgh, New York 1 2 5 5 0 
[914] 561-3695 

March 9, 1998 

Chairman James Petro and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: Lands Of Allan V. Rose 
Windsor Highway and Union Avenue 

Dear Chairman Petro 
and Planning Board Members: 

I am writing this letter on behalf of my client, Allan V. Rose, who conducts business as A.V.R. 
Realty Company. Mr. Rose recently purchased the property located on Windsor Highway and 
Union Avenue which was formerly owned by the Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 
The property purchased by Mr. Rose total 86 acres and this represents the entire parcel that 
was granted a P.U.D. Special Permit from the New Windsor Town Board, less the acreage that 
was conveyed to the Newburgh Consolidated School District for their new middle school. 

During the past few months, this office has been preparing and evaluating concepts for the 
development of this parcel. The common thread to all of the development concepts is a 
proposed town road beginning at Windsor Highway and continuing west to that portion of the 
property that is south of the Epiphany Middle School. 

In order to finalize this task, my client requests permission from your Board to clear and grub a 
25 foot wide path within the proposed right-of-way. The purpose of this clearing operation is to 
allow a 4 wheel vehicle access to the southerly portion of the site. While tree stumps may be 
removed to provide this access, there will be no regrading. 

RECEIVED MAR 1 3 1998 



Chairman James Petro -2- March 9, 1998 
and Members of the Planning Board 

I am enclosing a copy of a Concept Plan solely to indicate the location of the proposed Town 
road. The development indicated on this drawing is still tentative and is being submitted for 
informational purposes only. 

At your earliest convenience, please advise this office of your decision regarding the above 
clearing operation. 

Very truly yours, 

SHAW ENGINEERING 

GJSrmmv 
Enclosure 

cc: Thomas F . Perna, A.V.R. Realty Company 



PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 12/12/90 PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 

Application 

^ FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

--DATE— DESCRIPTION- TRANS AMT-CHG AMT-PAID BAL-DUE 

12/03/90 APPLICATION FEE CHG 

12/03/90 APPLICATION FEE PAID 

TOTAL: 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 0.00 

AS OF: 12/12/90 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
Escrow 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
NAME: NEIGHBORHOOD RETAIL CENTER - DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 

APPLICANT: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

PAGE: 1 

—DATE— DESCRIPTION- TRANS AMT-CHG AMT-PAID BAL-DUE 

12/03/90 SITE PLAN MINIMUM PAID 

TOTAL: 

750.00 

0.00 750.00 -750.00 



COUNTY OF ORANGE 
Department of Public Works 

ROUTE I7M, P.O. BOX 509. GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10924-0509 
TEL: (914) 294-7951 FAX: (914) 294-1661 

Mary M. McPhillips Louis J. Cascino, P.E. 
County Executive Commissioner 

August 29. 1991 

Carl Scheiffer. Chairman 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor. New York 12553 

Re: Sky LOB - New Windsor 
Union Avenue. CR-69. Pt. 1 
Town of New Windsor 

Dear Mr. Scheiffer: 

Kindly be advised that I have reviewed the new entrance 
configurations to Union Avenue for the referenced Project and. 
following evaluation, find the same to be acceptable. 

I have disucssed the creation of an acceleration/deacceleration 
lane, on the South side of Union Avenue, between the two (2) curb 
cuts. I an of the opinion that this measure will contribute to a 
significant value of enhanced traffic safety. 

Our Department would appreciate input from your Board with 
respect to the acceleration/deacceleration lane or other areas 
which may be of concern. 

Very truly yours. 

William E. Duggan ( Y \ 
Senior Engineer \y>o 

WED/ljl 

cc: Mark J. Edsall. P.E. (Town Engineer) 
(Via FAX — 562-1413) 
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ShaW Engineering Consulting Engineers 

7 4 4 Broadway 
P. O. Box S569 

Newburgh. New York 1S550 
August 15, 1991 t9 1 4J 561-3695 

Chairman Carl E. Schiefer and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Ret Neighborhood Retail Center-Development Parcel 1 
Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 
Windsor Highway 

Dear Chairman Schiefer and 
Planning Board Members: 

As you are aware, your Planning Board is presently reviewing the Site Plan 
documents for the Neighborhood Retail Center of the Sky Lorn New Windsor 
Development Corp. This Retail Center is to be constructed on the first 
development parcel of the Sky Lorn property which was examined extensively 
during the Town's review of the DEIS, FEIS and Findings Statement. 

To assure your Board that this Site Plan incorporates the mitigating measures 
outlined in the above referenced environmental documents, I would like to 
take this opportunity to review the major environmental features of the 
subject project and the proposed mitigation measures. 

Traffic 

The Site Plan for the Retail Center is consistent with the above referenced 
SEQR documents and the Special Permit granted by the New Windsor Town Board 
in that it reflects three new highway penetrations, one on Windsor Highway 
and two on Union Avenue. Windsor Highway's north and south bound lanes will 
be improved with left turn storage lanes at the entrance to the Retail Center 
opposite Wall Street. The westerly penetration from the Retail Center onto 
Union Avenue will be for service vehicles only, and the easterly entrance 
onto Union Avenue for vehicular traffic will permit right hand turns only. 
While the SEQR documents address the need for a traffic signal at the Retail 
Center's entrance onto Windsor Highway prior to the build-out of all of the 
development parcels, it is not proposed for installation at this time until 
the NYSDOT determines that the traffic signal is warranted. 



Chairman Schiefer and ̂ ^ -2- ^ F August 15, 1991 
Planning Board Members 

Water System 

The design of the water distribution system for the Retail Center is 
consistent with the SEQR documents. This statement can be made based upon 
the fact that the system will be provided with fire hydrants, and the 
system's water lines will be "looped" to minimize dead ends. Also, the 
anticipated water demand of the Retail Center has not changed from the 10,000 
GPD demand as originally presented in the DEIS. 

Where the design of the water system deviates from the SEQR documents is in 
the size of the water mains as their diameters will be increased from 8 
inches to 12 inches. Also, as the infrastructure of the residential units to 
the west of the Retail Center is not proposed at this time, the Retail Center 
will not be able to withdraw water from the Snake Hill Tank. The Center's 
water system will be connected to New Windsor's water system via the existing 
20-inch water main on Windsor Highway. The Center's water system has been 
designed so that it can be connected to the future water system of the 
proposed residential units (Snake Hill Tank water system) which are planned 
west of the Retail Center. 

Sanitary Sewer System 

Consistent with the SEQR documents, the Retail Center will be serviced by a 
sanitary collection system consisting of 8-inch diameter sewer mains. The 
anticipated wastewater flow from the Retail Center has not changed from the 
anticipated 10,000 GPD. 

A minor deviation from the SEQR documents is that the point of interconnect
ion between the Retail Center sanitary system and Mew Windsor's sewer system 
has been changed from the northerly side of Union Avenue to the westerly side 
of Windsor Highway. The justification for this change is that the Union 
Avenue intersection, which was recently re-constructed, would have to 
excavated to permit the installation of the interconnecting sewer main. 
Utilizing the Town of New Windsor's sanitary sewer line on Windsor Highway 
will allow the installation of the interconnecting piping without disturbing 
any roadway surface. 

Please note that while the Site Plan's point of interconnection deviates from 
that presented in the SEQR documents, its routing through the existing 
downstream piping to the Sewage Treatment Plant is almost identical to the 
original discharge point. This is substantiated by the fact that the 
downstream piping of the two discharge points combine at the intersection of 
Daniher Avenue and Union Avenue, approximately 500 feet east of the site. 
From this location to New Windsor's Sewage Treatment Plant the downstream 
routing is the same regardless of the which discharge point is used. 
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Storm Water Management 

The Storm Water Management Plan of the Retail Center is consistent with the 
SEQR documents in that post-development storm water flows are limited to the 
flows generated by the project site in its undeveloped state. This is 
accomplished through the use of a storm water detention pond located in the 
southeast corner of the parent parcel. This pond has been designed to 
effectively detain the storm water flows with return frequencies of 5 years, 
10 years, 25 years and 50 years. The outfall chamber and piping has been 
designed to convey a storm with a return frequency of 100 years. The point 
of discharge of this detained stormwater is identical to that presented in 
the SEQR documents, that being the existing 36-inch storm drain crossing 
Windsor Highway. 

This detention pond will receive storm water from undeveloped lands of Sky 
Lorn which are west of the Retail Center in addition to the Center itself. A 
Storm Water Managment Report has been submitted to the Planning Board 
confirming that the Retail Center pond will have sufficient capacity to 
reduce storm water flows, which will be generated by the Center and its 
undeveloped uphill lands, to those storm water flows prior to development. 

While not proposed for construction at this time, a second detention pond 
will be built on Development Parcel Ho. 2 in order to effectively detain 
storm water flows generated by the ultimate build-out of the lands west of 
the Retail Center. This Storm Water Managment Report also confirms that the 
two ponds collectively will reduce post-development flows to their 
pre-development discharge rates after the ultimate build-out of the proposed 
residential units west of the Retail Center. 

We trust the information contained in this correspondence addresses the 
Planning Board's concerns regarding our compliance with the mitigating 
measures as outlined in the SEQR documents. If you wish to discuss the above 
subject matter in detail, we would be pleased to do so at your convenience. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SHAW ENGIHEERIBG 

GJSsmmv 

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. 
Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 
James Loeb, Esq. 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

4 BURNETT BOULEVARD 
POUGHKEEPSIE. N Y . 12603 

ALBERT J. BAUMAN FRANKLIN E. WHITE 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR COMMISSIONER 

January 6, 1992 

Dolph Rotfeld Engineering 
560 White Plains Road 
Tarrytown, New York 10591 

RE: HWP Application #80910004 
Route 32 (SH 9033) 
Sky Lom (Epiphany College) 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County 

Dear Mr. Rotfeld: 

We have reviewed the HIGHWAY ACCESS PLANS dated 8/2/91 for the improvements 
proposed at the Route 32 - Sky Lom Driveway-Wall Place intersection, the related 
SEpR documents, and the traffic signal warrant analysis prepared by Parish & 
Weiner dated 8/27/91 and offer the following comments: 

In general terms, we agree with the proposed driveway directly across from Wall 
Place, the northbound/southbound left turn lanes, and the southbound right turn 
lane on Route 32. We now offer the following comments relative to the ACCESS 
PLANS: 

Sheet 1 

1. The TYPICAL SECTION should include a Tack Coat and the 1J" Top Course 
over the entire pavement, including the shoulder on the east side of 
Route 32. The west side shoulder should be on a 3/4" foot pitch. 

2. Within the WORK LIMITS, the through lanes and the right turn lane should 
be 12 feet wide with the left turn lanes 11 feet wide and be dimensioned 
accordingly. 

3. A constant 6* shoulder should be provided along the west side of Route 
32. 

4. A minimum 2 foot full depth widening must be provided although the SWEL 
should be tapered from the existing pavement edge. 

5. The driveway to be removed should be scarified, topsoiled and seeded. If 
the 18" RCP is a driveway pipe, it must be removed. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 



Dolph Rotfeld Engineering 
January 6, 1992 
Page 2 

6. The southbound right turn lane should be extended an additional 100 feet 
with a 50 foot taper and be 12 feet wide with a 6 foot shoulder. Three 
right turn arrows will be required, as shown with two BWLL's beginning at 
the point of full width. 

7. The proposed R.O.W. line should be added 10 feet west of the new shoul
der. 

8. The flush median can be defined with a SYCL in lieu of the DYCL. 

9. The pavement marking note should be expanded to include the Epoxy re
quirement. Also, with the resurfacing, the removal note will not be 
necessary. 

10. A base line or center line stationing should be added for the full length 
of the improvement. 

11. A BWLL and left turn arrow/ONLY will be required at the point of full 
width after an 86 foot median taper. 

12. Show/identify all existing traffic signs and their status. 

13. Show all proposed utility and drainage work. 

SHEET 2 - Several comments noted on Sheet 1 are not repeated. 

1. Provide a 120' SWLL for the right turn lane, a 100' SWLL for the south
bound left turn lane, and a 150* SWLL for the northbound left turn lane. 

2. The new driveway must align with the perpendicular projection of the 
center line of Wall Place and have a minimum 75 foot tangent section on 
its approach to Route 32. 

3. The driveway section should have a 20 foot entrance, 8 foot median, and 
two 12 foot exit lanes. 

4. Pavement marking arrows will be required on the exit. The outside lane 
should be restricted to right turns by markings and signs. 

5. The STOP signs should be deleted and an additional R4-6C sign will be 
required on the west bullnose. 

6. Is the existing Wall Place approach capable of accommodating a detector? 
A DYCL must be provided for a minimum length of 50 feet. 
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Dolph Rotfeld Engineering 
January 6, 1992 
Page 3 

7. An arrow/ONLY and two BWLL's will be required at the beginning of the 
northbound left turn lane. 

Sheet 3 - Several comments noted on Sheet 1 are not repeated. 

1. A 495 foot transition will be required to return to the original align
ment. 

2. If the curbs at the Hilltop site are in place, reconstruction of said 
curbs will be required under this Permit. 

3. At the south end where the proposed markings must match the existing 
markings, the length of the remaining BYCL is critical to determine the 
need to eliminate the southbound passing zone. 

Sheet 4 - We did not review since it covers Union Avenue which is not our 
jurisdiction. 

Reiterating, we also reviewed the traffic signal warrant analysis submitted by 
Parish & Weiner. Undoubtedly, with full development, a traffic signal at the 
Route 32 intersection will be required. However, with the intended phase develop
ment, it is questionable at what point in time the need will be realized. Al
though our experience has shown that a 100,000 square foot shopping center would 
normally justify signal control, the fact that this site also has access to Union 
Avenue, the fact that the Route 32-Union Avenue intersection is already signalized 
(thus creating gaps in the southbound traffic flow), and the fact that 78% of the 
Route 32 exiting traffic has been projected as right turns, we will defer a 
decision on the signal until the need is apparent. 

All drainage considerations and the pavement section details must be reviewed/ 
approved by our Residency Office. 

As noted on the plan it will be necessary for the applicant to donate, at a $1 fee 
payment waived, right-of-way to the State of New York to allow a sufficient area 
outside the new pavement for placement of signs, for maintenance purposes, etc. 
We recommend the line be set 10 feet west of the new back edge of shoulder. 
Thereafter, the actual appropriation map must be prepared and approved by the 
Department prior to issuance of the Permit. Also attached herewith is a STATEMENT 
OF LAND DONATION FOR A HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT which must be completed by the owner 
and returned to this office. 

Due to the extent of improvements along Route 32, a consultant agreement for 
inspection may be required. We are currently reviewing this matter with the 
responsible parties and will advise you further when a decision is rendered. 
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Dolph Rotfeld Engineering 
January 6, 1992 
Page 4 

If we can be of further assistance, please advise 

Very truly yours, 

M. J. MIGNOGNA 
REGIONAL TRAFFIC ENGINEER 

B 

J. W. Wickeri 
Civil Engineer II (Traffic) 

MJM/JWW/tjh 
cc: Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
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INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: k September 1991 

SUBJECT: Sky Lorn of New Windsor Development Corporation 
Neighborhood Retail Center 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-56 
DATED: 18 August 1991 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-91-065 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 3 September 1991. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 14 August 1991; Revision 1. 

Robert F. Rodgers; OCA 
Fire Inspector 

RFR:mr 
Att. 

1 ^ 



Dolph RotfeM Engineering, P.C. 
CONSULTANTS & DESIGNERS 

560 White Plains Rd., Tarrytown, N.Y. 10591 • (914) 631-8600 

August 27 , 1991 

Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: SKY-LOM NEW WINDSOR CORP. 
Neighborhood Retail Center 

Dear Planning Board Members: 

Please be advised that plans for access to the site have been 
submitted to the NYSDOT and the Orange County Department of 
Public Works for their review. From my recent conversation, 
it appears that the configuration and location and location 
of site access to Route 32 and Union Avenue is acceptable to 
both of these Departments. 

Final plans and details are now being prepared to apply for 
permits to construct the necessary access driveways and 
improvements to the State and County roads. Copies of these 
plans, when complete in about two weeks, will be submitted to 
you and your engineer. 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

D Main OWc* 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914) 562-8640 

D Branch Office 
400 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

SKY-LOM PUD 
DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 SITE PLAN 
NYS ROUTE 32 AND UNION AVENUE (CR6) 
SECTION 4-BLOCK 2-LOT 14.2 (PART THEREOF) 
90-56 
28 AUGUST 1991 
THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
PARCEL 1 OF THE SKY-LOM PUD. COMMERCIAL RETAIL 
AREA OF 100,000 SQUARE FEET IS PROPOSED. THE 
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY DISCUSSED AT THE 
12 DECEMBER 1990, 23 JANUARY 1991, 24 APRIL 1991 
AND 12 JUNE 1991 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS. 

An item of significance which the Board requested the Applicant 
to address was a verification that the development complies with 
the approved stormwater management plan reviewed as part of the 
SEQRA FEIS. The Board should be aware that the Applicants 
consultants have submitted a narrative (dated 8/15/91) which 
outlines compliance. In addition, a Stormwater Management Plan 
specific for the neighborhood retail center has been submitted, 
which indicates that the facilities proposed for this project are 
in conformance with the design concept approved by the Town as 
part of the SEQRA review. Further, Section IV of the Stormwater 
Report indicates that the impact from the development will, for 
the 5, 10, 25 and 50 year storm frequency, decrease the impact 
off-site (i.e. the total proposed site runoff decreases from the 
"existing" conditions to the "proposed" conditions). 

Should the Board consider approval of this site plan in 
conjunction with a subdivision approval, it is recommended that 
the Planning Board Attorney verify that the appropriate 
cross-easements are granted, such that the temporary drainage 
(intercepting) swale and the stormwater detention area (with 
associated piping) can be constructed, maintained and utilized. 
In addition, access to the project is through an easement on the 
adjoining lot. 

Licensed in New York. New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
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PROJECT NAME: SKY-LOM PUD 
DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 SITE PLAN 

PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 32 AND UNION AVENUE (CR6) 
SECTION 4-BLOCK 2-LOT 14.2 (PART THEREOF) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 90-56 
DATE: 28 AUGUST 1991 

3. In connection with the previous comment, I recommend that the 
Board have the Applicant state, for the record in the minutes, 
that the intercepting swale and sufficient soil erosion and 
sediment control measures, as well as the stormwater detention 
basin, will be constructed as a first item in the site 
development. 

4. If the Board grants site plan approval for the project, it is my 
recommendation that they do so requiring that the Applicant 
indicate several dumpster enclosure locations to the rear of the 
main buildings and, in addition, add a note indicating that the 
dumpster enclosures will be of similar material construction and 
finish as the associated buildings. 

5. The Board should be aware that on 27 August 1991, I had the 
opportunity to review the proposed project with William Duggan of 
the Orange County Department of Public Works. Mr. Duggan 
indicated that he had reviewed the site plan, specifically with 
regard to the two (2) curb-cuts onto County Road No. 6 
(Union Avenue). Mr. Duggan indicates that the curb-cut locations 
and the configuration of the access (i.e. directional controls, 
etc.) are acceptable to his Department. Mr. Duggan further 
indicates that their Department is currently reviewing this 
matter in connection with the necessary permit for the 
construction work. The only item currently unresolved is the 
possible requirement to install an acceleration/deceleration lane 
between the two curb-cuts? that decision to be made by their 
Department, prior to issuance of the permit. Mr. Duggan 
indicated that he would welcome any input from the New Windsor 
Planning Board regarding the benefit of such a lane. Mr. Duggan 
indicates that he intends to issue a letter confirming the above, 
as soon as possible. 
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SKY-LOM PUD 
DEVELOPMENT PARCEL 1 SITE PLAN 
NYS ROUTE 32 AND UNION AVENUE (CR6) 
SECTION 4-BLOCK 2-LOT 14.2 (PART THEREOF) 
90-56 
28 AUGUST 1991 

6. The Board should also be aware that on the afternoon of 
27 August 1991 I had the opportunity to review the proposed 
curb-cut onto NYS Route 32 with Mr. Jeff Wickeri of the DOT 
Regional office. Mr. Wickeri indicated that the general location 
and configuration of the access onto NYS Route 32 is acceptable, 
with the final details of construction to be reviewed as part of 
the permit process. 

7. It is my recommendation that the Board accept the general layout 
of the accesses to Union Avenue and Route 32, as shown, advising 
the Applicant that a re-appearance before the Planning Board 
would only be required if a substantial change is made in the 
access layouts. 

8. Other than the above items, which are minor in nature relative to 
the complexity of this site plan, I am aware of no further 
engineering concerns regarding the project. 

Plani/ ing Board Engineer 

MJ] 

A:SKY4.mk 



PAULV. CUOMO. P.E. & ASSOCIATES 
Stewart Internationa.i Airport 
2005D Street. Building No. 704 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Phone No. (914)567-0063 

June 13. 1991 

Chairman Carl Schiefer 
Plarming Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor. New York 12553 

SUBJECT: Comments for Planning Board Public Hearing 
June 24. 1991 on Proposed Shopping Center 
Union Avenue and Route 32 

Dear Chairman Schiefer. 

I am a resident of 38 Keats Drive. New Windsor which is in 
the vicinity of the proposed shopping center at Union Avenue and 
Route 32. 

I am writing to state that the two curb cuts on Union Avenue 
for the shopping center should not be allowed. While the ap
plicant has appeared to have made a complete traffic study in
cluding the road grade, there is one factor that I know as a user 
of the road daily that also has to be considered. That factor is 
the limited braking power of heavy trucks on this road. On three 
occasions in the recent past. I have seen trucks lose their 
brakes on Union Avenue and crash into state road Route 32. Two 
access curb cuts will only intensify the problem of stops and 
slow downs for Union Avenue. 

In summary. I think the site in the interest, of traffic 
safety. should not have any access curb cuts on Union Avenue. 
All of the access to the shopping center should and can be 
handled from Route 32. 

PAUL V. CUOMO. P.E. 
Consulting- Engineer 

copy: Bill Duggan. P.E.. Orange County Dept. of Public Works 
Don Green, New York State Dept, of Transportation 

£////?/ ffl 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

New Windsor Planning Board 

1763 Town Hall 
r 

New Windsor N Y 

Sirs; 

You will recall statements made by myself and informed 

citizens relating to the Sky-Lorn statements as to compliance with requirements 

on proving the location of a burial site on Epiphany lands- The survey was made 

by reliable people but they were obviously given a limited contract and never 

dug deeper than one shoveo depth. We cannot refute recorded history that the large 

site does exist. There is the chance it may be found on state lands just west of 

the Sky-Lom line. We do not know. 

Much effort has been made since this hearing some while ago. 

We are very much obligated to demand full cooperation by Sky-Lom or any other pro-

jected developer to the satisfaction of all citizens and taxpayers. I can now offer 

information on a new service available to determine the location of bodies below 

the surface. This service has worked well in other areas and has solved questions 

long unanswered. I am told there is no need to excavate unless a later action is 

proposed to move the remains. If the Town and State authorities decide to demand the 

determined area be set aside for all time no excavating will be called for. 

We all well understand the best thing for all of us would be 

to prove out the exact site and it's limits and close the matter for all time. 

Letting it go as is will never settle the matter whatsoever. We well know just what 

action the State would take once any human remains are dug up by back hoes etc. 

We all remember the Commons debacle. 

I stand ready to assist if called upon. 

r~^-s%sincerely 

Donald C.Gordm / Government Historian 

June 4 1991 



v Washington's Last 
Cantonment 

BY JANET DEMPSEY 
The New Windsor Cantonment, located in the Hudson Valley not far from 

West Point, was the final winter cantonment of the Revolutionary War. Here in 
a 1,300-acre community of some 700 log huts, George Washington's 
Continental troops waited out the last months of the conflict. The town of New 
Windsor is situated on the west bank of the Hudson River south of the city of 
Newburgh. At the time of the Revolution, it was a typical 18th-century 
settlement of farms, grist and saw nulls, and churches. A few large landowners 
occupied choice sites with panoramic views of the Hudson Highlands. 

When the war broke out, New Windsor had its share of patriots who signed 
~ the "Pledge," joined the ranks of military, or enlisted in the continental 
regiments. Some served under two of New Windsor's famous sons, General 
George Clinton and his brother General James. 

Early in the war it was apparent that British strategy sought to capture the 
Hudson Valley and thus divide New England from the other colonies. To 
counter this plan, American fortifications were built at various points; two 
chains were placed across the river to obstruct enemy warships, and a chevaux-
de-frise crossed from New Windsor to an island in the river. 

: In 1777, New Windsor men saw action at Forts Clinton and Montgomery 
when the British came up the river to join forces with General John Burgoyne's 
army, coming south from Canada, After taking the forts, the British proceeded 
up the river (despite the obstructions), and burned the town of Kingston, the 
state capital. They returned to their base in New YoriiC% after learning of me 
American victory at Saratoga. -

A year and one half later, Washington established his headquarters m New" 
-Windsor for the summer. He was to return in 1782, his headquarters at the 
Hasbrouck House in Newburgh for the.remainder of the war. Daring this 
period, troops were stationed at camps on the east shore of the river, at West 
Point, and in New Windsor.. —,'_ " _ - -

"After the American victory at Yorktown (Ctoooer, 178f), Washington bad 
to maintain a strong presence in the Hudson Valley as a protection against the 
targe British force in New York City. In the fall of 1782 he concentrated the 
main Continental Army — some 10,000 strong — m New Windsor. The spot 

~ chosen was sparsely-settled land, well-wooded and with a sufficient supply of 
water, and at a safe distance back from the river. The troops began arriving in 
late October and spent the nod few months cxmmucting their hutt before winter 
set in. Coiond Timothy Pickering, the army quartermaster, has laid out the 
camp with the position of each re^iinents huts faciiuj the parade ground wM the 
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Washington's Winter Cantonment for 1763, map by Simeon DeWiit. 
From Erskine-DeWitt Maps, courtesy New-York Historical Society. 

: officers* quarters in the rear. There were three lines: the 1st and 3rd 
Massachusetts Brigades along an existing road, the 2nd Massachusetts Brigade 

- nearer the river, and the New York, New Jersey and New Hampshire regiments 
on the western perimeter. A map made for Washington by Simeon DeWitt 
shows the location of the Cantonment and the position of the various troops. 

Several descriptions of the New Windsor Cantonnienthavesurvrved.Oneis 
from a French officer, the Comte de Chasteflux, who was mucn inmressed. The 
winter quarters '*... are spacious, healthy, and weD built, (he wrote) and consist 

- m a row of log houses containing two chambers, each inhabited by eight soldiers 
- - „ . a second range of bairacksis destined for the non-commissioned officers.** 

Commented CasteHux: ". . . it wfll appear singular in Europe, that these 
-barracks should be buflt without a bit of iron, not even naik, whkh would 

render the work odious and difficult, were not the Americans very expert in 
_ putting wood together." ._ - ~ ___ ~ 

- In the general orders of the period, one can perceive the difficulties of 
_ — mamtaining an mactive-army threvgho^ the too* wiiUer n êmths. There were 

-_ strirt prnhihhiAtK ^pmKt-w^g^gmg m rtknrArty enndnrt, mriurting Wiring nf 

- the neighboring inhabitants, and swift punishment for any infractions. There 
were precise rules relating to camp sanitation and other housekeeping chores. 

V_- - - 53 



But idleness was a persistent problem, and Washington eagerly endorsed 
the suggestion of one of the chaplains to build a large structure on a hill at the 
center of the Cantonment, a multi-purpose facility which could serve a religious, 
social and administrative function. It took several weeks to construct the 
building with details from each regiment serving as masons and carpenters,. 
hewers of wood, and haulers of stones. By mid-February, the building was able 
to be used for divine service, and thereafter religious and social events were held 
there. - -

Contemporary records refer to the structure as.the Publick Building or the 
Temple. Wrote one of the generals: "Upon an eminence, the troops erected a 
building, handsomely finished, with a spacious hall, sufficient to contain a 
brigade of troops on Lord's days, for public worship, with an orchestra at one 
end; the vault of the hall was arched; at each end of the hall were two rooms, 
conveniently situated for issuing of general orders, for the sitting of Boards of 
Officers, courts martial, etc. and an office and store for the quartermaster and 
coinmissary departments. On the top was a cupola and flag-staff, on which a 
flag was hoisted..." This description is borne out by a sketch made by a soldier 
from Massachusetts. 

Spring rains inspired another project: that of constructing a causeway 
Unking the western huts with the administrative center on Temple Hill. And 
when the ground was sufficiently dry, the troops were called out for dairy drill. 

During the occupation of the New Windsor Cantonment, while 
Washington was attempting to keep his army together and in good condition, 
there were movements afoot which would have far-reaching consequences. 
Overseas, American and British diplomats were employed in the delicate task of 
negotiating a peace treaty. And back at the Cantonment, the officers' growing 
dissatisfaction at Congressional indifference to their petitions for arrearages in 
pay was brought to a head by the so-called "Newburgh Letters" which hinted at 
mutiny as the only means of redress. 

Informed of this matter, Washington unexpectedly attended a meeting of 
the officers. The date was March IS, 1783, the she: the Publick Building on 
Temple hill. Here he delivered an impassioned plea — urging the men to rdy on 
the good faith of Congress to. give them their just deserts; to trust in the 
democratic process for which they were fighting; and pledged his unceasing 
efforts in their behalf. By this speech, Washington set forth the precedence of 
civil over military authority, a cornerstone of the American system of 
government; ~ _ -— 

~ Before delivering his remarks, Washington took out a pair of spectacles 
(which he wore in private), commenting: "You must excuse me, gentlemen; I 
have grown grey in your-service, and now I find-myself becoming bond." 
According to an observer, this human touch was- as effective as the 
commander's speech, and his recommendations were adopted without a 
dissenting vote. - _ - ~ _. ' - _ _ _ ' 

-.The Cantonment was the scene of another momentous occasion when, on 
April 19th, the Cessation of Hostilities was" proclaimed at noon from the door of 
the Pubbck building. The subsequent disbanding of the army was less dramatic. 

I I I I 

Congress had no money to pay off the soldiers, so the men were simply 
furloughed, with payment deferred to some future date. The Cantonment 
became a scene of great confusion as various detachments departed, each group 
marched to a central point near their homes before disbanding. By the end of 
June, the Cantonment was almost deserted. In the fall, an auction disposed of 
most of the buildings, and the land returned to its former uses. 

For nearly a century the Cantonment was forgotten except in the memory 
of aged veterans or in family traditions. Then in 1883 came the centennial of the 
end of the War and interest in Revolutionary events revived. Historians tramped 
the fields in search of tangible clues to the Cantonment. A local congressman 
advocated preserving the Cantonment cemetery, traces of which could still be 
seen, but nothing came of his efforts. Instead several patriotic societies erected a 
fieldstone monument near the highway. 

For another half century, the Cantonment lay undisturbed until the 
bicentennial of Washington's birth in 1932 evoked a new surge in historical 
preservation. In recalling the places connected with Washington, interest was 
again aroused in the old campsite; and in 1933, the National Temple Hill 
Association was formed to preserve the center of the New Windsor Cantonment 
and make it a national shrine. 

One of the first discoveries of the new organization was an original hut 
from the Cantonment which had for years been an addition to a neighboring 
farmhouse. Donated by the owner, the building was dismantled and moved to 
the Cantonment where it was re-erected. Then archaeological excavations 
revealed the exact spot where the Publick Building had stood; this structure was 
carefully reconstructed from contemporary descriptions. With additional 
buildings and a trained corps of guides, the New Windsor Cantonment opened 
in 1965 as a living museum; its military re-enactments and other activities : 
attracted many visitors. 

Today the property is a state historic site where one can visit the original 
hut, the reconstructed Temple and a small museum containing documents and 
artifacts relating to Revolutionary War history. The National Temple Hill 
Association, although no longer administering die Cantonment, retains a strong -
interest m the site as wc& asm the preservation of the kx^Revohir^ i _ 
heritage before indifference and a rapkOy-growing community obliterate all -
knowledge of these places. __- / - " -

T h e hut sites of the 1st and 3rd Massachusetts Brigades have recently been -
excavated; this portion ofthe Cantonment is being developed by a local group-- ~ 
and is open to the public. Of special urgency is thcLneed to locale the cemetery^">\ 
where the remains of the Cantonment soldiers were interred, but investigations Y 
have faued to uncover anyevidence to date_. This ate, if discovered, wouW be a / 
valuable find. Then, m addition to the last Cantonment, New Windsor could J 
also boast of possessing' the last cemetery of the Revolutionary War. . ^/ 

; • • : • • : • : : , - ' • • v} / / . . 
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PLANNING BOARD : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK 

. . x 

In the Matter of Application for Site Plan/Subdivision of 

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 350 Bethlehem Road, New Windsor, NY 12553. 

On -ty£tf/9/ , I compared the — &£— addressed 
envelopes containing the attached Notice of Public Hearing with 
the certified list provided by the Assessor regarding the above 
application for Site Plan/Subdivision and I find that the 
addressees are identical to the list received. I then mailed the 
envelopes in a U.S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor. 

Mypa L. Mason, Secretary for 
the Planning Board 

Sworn to before me t h i s 

^ f M d a y of 7hfi£4w m l<tfV f 

Notary Public 
WOIiCIAA.BAHNHART 

f PuMfe, Sm» of New York 
W018A4904434 

id inOiango County ~ 
i Expirw Aueutt 31.19lL 

AFFIMAIL.PLB - DISC#1 P.B. 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

1763 

May 10 , 1991 

Mr. James Loeb, Esq. 
PO Box 1479 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Re: Tax Map Parcel 4-2-14.22 
Owner: Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 

Dear Mr. Loeb: 

According to our records, the attached is a list of all properties 
contiguous to the above mentioned property. 

The charge for this service is $75.00, minus your deposit of $25.00 

Please remit the balance of $50.00 to the Town Clerk, Town of New 
Windsor, NY. 

Si n c e r e l y , 

i.toKJi 'tfij 
LESLIE COOK 
Sole Assessor 

LC/cad 
Attachments 
cc: Myra Mason 



G u t h e i l , Douglas E. & Rosemary E. 
446 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

S 

Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Bockar, Arnold & Cecelia W. - Co-Trustees of The Bockar Trust ^^ 
398 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Rumsey, William & Jacqueline L. y/ 
Po Box 4 10 1 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Simpson, Evelyn 
368 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Lease, Ann / 
366 Union Ave. ^ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Dickerman, Richard M. & Margaret L. ^/ 
51 Ona Lane Ext. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Starr, Anne ^/ 
49 Ona Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Peace, Kenneth D. & Janice v / 
55 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Fringuello, Michael & Irene 
54 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Musante, Vito & Ana Barnes 
47 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Fringuello, Mary 
49 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

S 
Napolitano, Vincenzo & Filomen3 
51 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Valletta, Angelo R. & Antonia R 
53 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

y 

S 



•a ' 

n"a s/ . .Rodriquez, Edwin & Ma 
447 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Walsh, Edward P. & Joan L. y 
5 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Bennett, John F. & Hilda M.j/ 
3 Herbert Hoover Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Dunikowski, John V, Y 
15 Park Hill Dr. * 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Hanyan, Joyce Marie / 
17 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

LoGuidice, Luigi & Frances^/ 
19 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Kosanovich, Eli & Ethel T. y 
21 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Lastowski, Walter & Tina S 
23 Park Hil1 Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Decunzo, Anthony D. & Mary ^/ 
Po Box 263 
Vails Gate, NY 12584 

Kaplita, George A. & Barbara Ann 
27 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Clancy, Martin J. & Raissa 
29 Park H i l l D r . / 
New Windsor , NY 12553 

Jerome, Char les Waldrow & Ursula 
31 Park H i l l D r . 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Marino, Joseph & Brenda 
33 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Ehrenberg, Bernard A. & Mollie / 
35 Park Hill Dr. / 
New Windsor, NY 12553 



_, Oates, John W. & Marilyn \S 
'37 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Wasserman, Sheldon & Rhea C. ^/ 
39 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Brichter, Stephen H. & Patricia G. J 
41 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Copans, Kenneth G. & Joellen S. / 
43 Park Hill Dr. v 

New Windsor, NY 12553 

Nude! man, Rafael 
45 Park Hill Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Brennan, Jeremiah T. & Mary L. / 
22 Griffith Rd. v 

Riverside, CT 06878 

Antonelli, Frank G. & Barbara / 
360 Union Ave. ^ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

,/ Pillitteri, Vincent J. & Denise »/ 
356 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Pillitteri, Vincent & Carmella \/ 
354 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp. \/ 
c/o Tax Agent 
South Road 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12602 

Antonelli, Sr. Frank P. & John R. ^ 
170 Windsor Highway 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Bucciarelli, Michael & Angelina v/
/ 

3 Breezy Knoll Dr. 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

Barker, Joel C. & Nancy A. / 
187 Windsor Highway ^ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Wood, James & Rosalind M. / 
19 1 Windsor Hwy. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 



J. Evans, John S. & Mae H. 
•189 Windsor Hwy. v^ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Marullo, Joseph R. & Florence 
181 Windsor Hwy. \s 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Correa, Carmen 
Unionville Rd. PO Box 125 s 
Plattekill , NY 12568 

Heuman, Wolfgang & Alida A. / 
254 Parkway Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Heter, Daniel J. & Edna L. y^ 
197 Windsor Hwy. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Terrizzi, John s 
195 Windsor Highway ^ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Dept. of Audit & Control ^/ 
Land Claims Unit 
State Office Bldg. 
Albany, NY 12226 

Shedden, James F. & Carrie / 
204-210 Temple Hill Rd. RD2 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Hilltop Estates on Hudson y 
305 Broadway Suite 1200 
New York, NY 10007 

Petro, Jr. James R. / 
PO Box 928 ^ 
Vails Gate, NY 12584 

Maharay, Arthur 0. Jr. / 
238 Windsor Hwy. ^ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Martin, William P. & Cheryl y 
1 San Giacomo Dr. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Koch, Halvor E. & Lynne M. y 
436 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Trotta, Gerard R. & Emilia ^ 
438 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 



Ortiz, Frank & Carmen / 
& Cataldo, Philip & Mabel ^ 
c/o Ticor Realty Services 
South Wi nton Ct. 
Rochester, NY 14623 

County of Orange , 
255-275 Main Street 1/ 
Goshen, NY 10924 

Iorio, Vincent D. & Bettina / 
3 1 Keats Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Mr. James Lynch 
Continental Manor Homeowners Assoc 
186 Temple Hill Road, Unit 1307 
New Windsor, NY 12553 



ts Notice 



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

NOTICE IF 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 12, 1991 at 7:30 p.m. on the approval 

of the proposed Site Plan of a portion of Sky-lom New Windsor 

Development Corp. located at southwest corner of New York State 

Route 32 and Union Avenue. The Site Plan is on file and may be 

inspected at the Town Clerk's Office, Town Hall, 555 Union 

Avenue, New Windsor, New York, prior to the public hearing. 

Dated: May 20, 1991 BY ORDER OF PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN 



THIS MEETING IS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OP JOHN PAGANO 
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SKY-LOM DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION SITE PLAN (90-56) RT. 32 

James Loeb, Esq., Gregory Shaw of Shaw Engineering, 
William Hildreth of Grevas & Hildreth and Gary Warshauer 
came before the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. LOEB: Good evening, I'm here to speak with you 
about the Sky-Lorn project. My name is James Loeb and 
it's a pleasure to be back. Needless to sav, this is 
not the first time this project has been before vou. 
We are here tonight and I am going to ask at the 
conclusion of the presentation to set dates for two 
public hearings, one on the two lot subdivision and 
one on the site plan. So, there's no question, the 
Board I know has the authority in some instances to 
waive the public hearing on the site plan. One of 
the unique aspects of the zoning code in New Windsor 
as it deals with P.U.D.'s is that the public hearina 
on site plans is mandatory. I do not believe vou 
have the right to waive it so that we are specifically 
going to request that you have one. 

I'm accompanied tonight as I have been in the oast bv 
several of the design professionals, Oarv Warshauer, 
architect, Bill Hildreth, surveyor with particular 
reference to the subdivision and Greg Shaw and toniaht 
we are joined by Dolph Rotfeld (phonetic), professional 
engineer from White Plains. Dolph's particular area 
of expertise on this project deals with site access and 
that was a question that the Board discussed with us 
the last two times we were here. Dolph has been 
dealing both with the DOT on Route 32 and Oranae Countv 
DPW on Union Avenue and he'll review what has been 
accomplished in the last two months. You'll hear 
that we have addressed all the concerns that were set 
forth at the two meetings that we have had with you, 
one in December and one in January, when the plan was 
presented following the Town Board's granting of the 
P.U.D. approval. 

I have discussed with your counsel a procedure to 
follow on the subdivision and I think as Andv will 
tell you, we have come to a general agreement on how 
that would be handled with the developer's agreement 
which would be in place once the subdivision has been 
approved. I think that it would be appropriate to 
turn first to Gary Warshauer to let him not ao through 
the site plan with you aoain inch by inch unless you'd 
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like to but to show you those items which have been 
changed as your request. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Let me ask one question. Are we 
addressing the entire Sky-Lorn site or the shopping 
area? 

MR. LOEB: No, just, that's the only matter that is 
before you for site plan, just that and the reason 
both plans are up there is Bill, would you just show 
the Board, indicate the lot that we are aoin^ to 
break out, the commercial lot, which is the site 
plan there. 

MR. HILDRETH: That's down here frontinq on Route 37. 
The entire site, this lot was previously subdivided 
around the college property so this is another 
subdivision of that remaining parcel cutting out the 
retail. 

MR. SCHIEFER: This is not on the lot we are talking 
about, this part of the landscaping based on what I'm 
seeing, it stops at the end of the road. 

MP. LOEB: That's correct. 

MR. HILDRETH: That's correct, the lot line. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: That lot line is proposed lot line, 
correct here? 

MR. HILDRETH: This one here, that's correct. 

MR. SCHIEFER: This is not on the narcel they are 
discussing? 

MR. LOEB: That's correct. 

MR. SHAW: That's correct. 

MR. VAN LEEUV7EN: You can see the joa in the other plan 
there. 

MR. LOEB: Yes, that's correct. 

MR. SCIIIEFER: Okay. 

MR. LOEB: Gary, I think it's probablv better for you 
to oo throuqh the olan that's up there. 
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THIS MEETING IS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF JOHN PAGANO 

4-2 

MR. WARSHAUER: I'll address the issues that we had 
talked about at the last meeting and how the plan has 
changed and I'll answer anv questions regarding the 
overall plan. A major issue was circulation. The 
site plan has access and egress from the curb cut at 
Route 32 in and out at this point. There's access 
in from Union Avenue curb cut, the lower curb cut 
in and out only come down Union Avenue towards the 
east you can come into the shoppina center and coming 
out of the shopping center, you can only make a 
right turn on Union Avenue goina east. The access 
for service in the back of the shoppinq center is 
access in only from both directions but it's one-way 
circulation in off of Union Avenue. Then, all of 
the servicing behind the shoDping center, the trucks 
come back out and exit at the Route 32 curb cut and 
again, this drawing is just very diagramatical of 
these issues are addressed in detail in the nine 
drawings that were submitted. 

We also adjusted the parking lot. There was some 
concern about the orientation of the portion of the 
parking lot in front of the supermarket. This area 
here was oriented differently. We have changed the 
orientation so it works better in a perpendicular 
nature with the supermarket which was a suggestion of 
the Board, which actually worked out very nicelv. 

We also added the sidewalk that was requested along 
Route 32, this sidewalk nroposed within our propertv 
line. There was the issue whether it could be in 
the right-of-way or not. We took it out of the 
right-of-way. It's inside our property line and it 
also connects into the shoppino center and into the 
building. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Make Sky-Loin responsible for it. 

MR. LOEB: That's correct. 

MR. WARSHAUERr Basically, those were the issues that 
we addressed. We then developed the drawinas in more 
detail. We have provided a landscaping and liahtina 
plan and a signage plan. Just very quickly, the 
landscaping, the basic landscaping throughout the 
parking lot itself, we propose to be honey locust 
throughout the parking lot in the island area and we 
have highlighted with red maples at the entrance 
entries. 
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Crimson maples or Japanese maples? 

MR. WARSHAUER: Japanese red maples at the entries and 
we have also highlighted a Bradford Pears along the 
plaza and at focal points throughout and there is a 
combination of various ground covers. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: One tree you left out is Pin Oaks. 
That's Mr. Pin Oaks. 

MR. WARSHAUER: The plan also indicates liahtina. We 
have various types of lighting throughout the shonnina 
center. We have lights in the nlaza, we have lighting 
along the face of the building, we are adding, there 
are globes on the elevations of the buildinq that 
light, that will light the main plaza. We also have 
lights, 8 foot on poles that we are using in various 
areas of the plaza. It's not shown on this plan but 
it is on the detail plans highlighting the entries of 
the plaza. A.gain, these are scaled lights, about 
8 feet high that are pedestrian scale. We then have 
a light that we are using a more traditional parking 
lot light, 2 3 foot high standard parking lot fixture 
that's distributed throughout the parkina lot for 
that lighting. And then, there are various lighting 
that we have for within the walls we have spot lights 
that are lighting the signage. There's signaae along 
Union Avenue which is a stonewall with signaae on it. 
And that's lit with a ground spot. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I have just before we get away from 
the sidewalk, I notice we don't have sidewalks shown 
on Union Avenue and I think that was requested as 
part of this entire proposal some time ago. 

MR. LOEB: Dan, I'11 tell you that quite possiblv 
because I'm getting old I think the Board decided 
that they did not want them on Union Avenue side. 
They only wanted them on 32. They did not— 

MR. MC CARVILLE: No, must have been a different 
Board. 

MR. LOEB: I'm sure that it was— 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I know•a couple of times it slipped 
passed- me. I meant to bring it up. 

MR. LOEB: If you want Union Avenue--
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MR. SCHIEFER: It's not to late to request if we want 
them just ask them to do it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think we should wait and see what 
the people have to say. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Show us the change they have made. 

MR. LOEB: Particularly since we did nut them on our 
property not on the countv right-of-way so yes. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any objection? I know these two 
gentlemen's opinion, do we want sidewalks on Union 
Avenue? 

MR. DUBALDI: Absolutely. 

MR. LANDER: Certainly. 

MR. LOEB: They are right there, just can't see them. 

MR. WARSHAUER: There are existing stonewalls on 
Union Avenue that we want to preserve and we can work 
with them very nicely. Basically, that's the proposal 
I can go into more detail with the lightincr and the 
signage. There's a sign that we are proposina on 
Route 32 at that location and indication on the 
drawings we are proposing a tower in the format that's 
the character of the shopping center itself that 
will have the identity of the center which I don't 
know what they are goina to call it vet and then an 
area for various tenants, major tenants and that will 
be lighted. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You're going to have to go to the 
Zoning Board of Appeals to get that through. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's beyond what we normally allow. 

MR. EDSALL: We are checking to see whether or not 
the P.U.D. has separate rules on that. 

MR. BABCOCK: Right now, the different zones have 
different regulations. To my knowledcre, P.U.D. does 
not have regulations. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Go ahead. 

MR. WARSHAUER: We have felt that that would not be 
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more than 80 square feet of actual signage. 

MR. SCIIIEFER: I see a series of Darking spaces. Are 
they on the lot that you're going to propose or are 
they next door? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Thev are on the lot, you can see 
the jog on the other maD. 

MR. HILDRETH: If I may trace the property line. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I just wanted to make sure because you're 
counting them among that lot. 

MR. LOEB: They are on the lot, Carl. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I am getting suspicious of everything. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I can guess why too. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I have one additional question that's 
on that freestanding retail. They are both retail 
freestanding ones in the middle of the lot there that 
has no drive-in window. What I'm sayina do you folks 
look at retail as fast food? 

MR. LOEB: That would be part of what we might be 
presenting. But, I don't, I don't eliminate anything 
as far as I'm concerned retail would be including that. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: There's no drive-in window, riant? 

MR. SCHIEFER: If it's a bank or a fast food, there 
will be drive-in windows requested. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I'm not to crazv about freestanding 
fast food on a plaza of this nature and that's not the 
first time I have said that. 

MR. LOEB: I know that and I have responded the same 
way. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: You're beating around the bush. 

MR. LOEB: I don't knov; that I can sav that. 

MR. MC"CARVILLE: It's not on the plan. 

MR. V7ARSHAUER: The proposal at this ooint, the site 

-31-



• — — — — • - — : 

THIS MEETING IS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF JOHN PAC^NO 

4-24-91 

plan does not propose a drive-in window in that building. 
However, there are no tenants at this point for this 
project. I would guess that if nv client had a tenant 
who would want a drive-in window, I'd be back here. 

MR. LOEB: We'd have to come back in. I think the 
way, only way I can say it is I don't believe that 
that, this does give us a right for a drive-in window. 
It doesn't. If we need one, we know we must come 
back. I don't mean to dance it by that way. 

MR. SCIIIEFERr If you want a drive-in window, you must 
come back. 

MR. LOEB: Absolutely. 

MR. SCIIIEFER: You still don't like freestanding. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: No. 

MR. WARSHAUER: The circulation that's effected bv 
that is internal circulation. The external circulation 
still remains the same. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think at this point, we should set 
him up for a public hearing. 

MR. SCIIIEFER: You gentlemen feel you're far enough 
along to go to a public hearing? 

MR. LOEB: Yes, two of them though, please. 

MR. KRIEGER: One for the subdivision. 

MR. LOEB: Andy and I agreed they should be separate 
public hearings. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: If the subdivision is two lot 
subdivision, does it mean we have to have a public 
hearing? 

MR. KRIEGER: It's discretionary, what I'd suggest 
since you have to set him up for site plan public 
hearing, you can hold the subdivision public hearing 
at the same time, even though it's two separate 
applications, hold it at the same time. It puts the 
applicant to no increased difficultv and it's an 
efficient way to handle it. That way, if vou decide 
if the Board decides it should be best exercised in 
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requiring a public hearing on the subdivision, this 
would be an appropriate time to do it. And then, 
everybody would be clean. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I suggest that we act on the 
subdivision first and then act on the site plan. 

MR. LOEB: I'd be asking approval in that sequence. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Where the hell is all the storm 
water going to go? 

MR. LOEB: For that, I'd like to introduce Greo Shaw, 
Design Engineer. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You think there's goinq to be runoff 
because of the paving from the buildings? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: No, we're going to be able to 
spoon it off with a bucket. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Greg, vou're on. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I know you have storm water oonds , 
holding ponds in that area, right? 

MR. SHAW: Correct. The storm water manaaement plan 
for this retail center is consistent with that which 
was presented before the Town Board with the P.U.D. 
application in the SEQRA review. What we are proposing 
is to install a swale in roughly this fashion into a 
pond in the corner of the property so any water which 
is draining towards the east would be diverted into 
the swale and into the storm water retention pond 
before eliminating its impact on the retail center. 
The storm water which is being generated by the retail 
center itself, while not all of it, the majority of 
it will be discharging again to this pond. The only 
storm water that will not be going to the pond is 
those areas which are lower in elevation than the 
pond. Roughly, we are talking about this type of an 
area. We will be preparina a storm drainage report 
consistent with the reports that were previously 
done for the P.U.D. which will show that we have a 
zero increase in runoff after the development when 
compared to the existing flows which are beina 
generated by the development today. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You realize one thina, okay, and you 
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have been around quite a while. You did the other 
subdivision along side of it. We do have a major 
problem down there. 

MR. SHAW: Absolutely. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I don't want to add to that. 

MR. SHAW: We will be discharging into the State's 
drainage system and not only wili your consulting 
engineer be reviewing our drainage, to make sure we 
are not increasing the existing flows but that flow 
will be sent to the State for their review and anproval. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I know you don't need to be told but 
look at it carefully, Mark. 

MR. EDSALL: We have asked for the record that nrec 
submit supporting information to demonstrate that the 
development of this center will be consistent with the 
SEQRA action that the Town Board took and further 
that the impacts of this portion of the overall Droiect 
are addressed as part of the imDrovement for this 
project so it would stand alone. 

MR. SHAW: We are fully aware of that and we intend to 
comply with it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I know you will do it but on this one, 
I really wanted to--

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think next thing what we should do 
is discuss the subdivision first, actually we should 
really discuss do we want a public hearing on a two 
lot subdivision or don't we? 

MR. SCHIEFER: I cannot, I'll give you my opinion 
first, I cannot see a hearing on two lot subdivision. 
However, if you want to do what's been suggested, the 
two together, I have no problem with that. I cannot 
see two. 

MR. EDSALL: I would think that if you are going to 
hold a oublic hearing fine but don't hold them 
concurrent. It's two different amplications before 
the town. Hold them one after the other the same 
night.but they are two separate applications. 
Theoretically, vou can aporove one without the other 
so don't mix the two items. 

-14-



THIS MEETING IS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF JOHN PAGANO 

4-24 

MR. MC CARVILLE: We should have a public hearinq. 

MR. LANDER: Public hearing. 

MR. LOEE: We are perfectly prepared and I requested 
one. I have no desire to duck it. 

MR. DUBALDI: Public hearing. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Okay, we'll have two public hearinos. 
Hopefully, we can schedule them in the same evenino. 

MR. LOEB: I'd like to because I think if I mav be 
heard, Mr. Chairman, I think as soon as we start on 
one, the issues on the other will arise and I think 
if I could request that they not only be the sane 
evening but one after the other because they are really 
the same project and it would be foolish. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You'll be mailed a letter for the 
public hearings since you're an adjacent landowner. 

MR. DUBALDI: I'd like to see some speed bumns in 
the back because I know that's going to be used as 
a cut through. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can get into that later on. 

MR. LOEB: Not a problem. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We are not going to take any real 
action. We are going to get a public hearino. Are 
you people ready for us to schedule a public hearing? 

MR. LOEB: Yes. 

MR. SHAW: Yes. 

MR. EDSALL: I would say the second meetino in Mav is 
probably when they will be ready, the 22nd pending— 

MR. SCHIEFER: Anyone have a problem with that second 
meeting in May? 

MR. EDSALL: That would be the 22nd of Mav, assumina 
that they would be prepared. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We'll try to schedule a Dublic hearinc 
the second meeting in May. 

-35-



TOWN_OF_NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 
SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 

ITEM 

l.JC_Site Plan Title 
2.jT~Applicant's Name(s) 
3."^Applicant's Address(es) 
4._x Site Plan preparer's Name 
5._x Site Plan Preparer's Address 
6._X Drawing Date 
7._X Revision Dates 

8._X__AREA MAP INSET 
9.JC Site Designation 

10._x Properties Within 500 Feet 
of Site 

11.JJ Property Owners (Item #10) 
12.j PLOT PLAN 
13.j; Scale (1" « 50' or lesser) 
14 . x Metes and Bounds #. 
15 .jc Zoning Designation 
16.JJ North Arrow 
17.x Abutting Property Owners 
18.x Existing Building Locations 
19.x Existing Paved Areas 
20.x Existing Vegetation 
21.x Existing Access 6 Egress 

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 
22. x Landscaping 
23.x Exterior Lighting 
24.~x,_Screening 
25. x Access 6 Egress 
26._£_Parking Areas 
27. y Loading Areas 
28. x Paving Details 

(Items 25-27) 

29. x Curbing Locat ions 
30.jc_Curbing Through 

Sect ion 
3 1 . x Catch Basin Locat ions 
32 . x Catch Basin Through 

Sect ion 
33.JC Storm Drainage 
34., x. .^Refuse Storage 
35.N/_AOther Outdoor Storage 
36._x__Water Supply 
37._x Sanitary Disposal Sys . 

38 .JL Fire Hydrants 
39 .JJ Building Locations 
40 ._x Building Setbacks 
41._x Front Building 

Elevations 
42._x Divisions of Occupancy 
43.^ Sign Details 
44._x BULK TABLE INSET 
45._x Property Area (Nearest 

100 sq. ft.) 
46. x Building Coverage (sq. 

ft.) 
47._x Building Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
48.jc Pavement Coverage (Sq. 

Ft.) 
49 ._x pavement Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
50.X Open Space (Sq. Ft.) 
51. x Open Space (% of Total 

Area) 
52._x No. of Parking Spaces 
Proposed. 

53._X No. of Parking 
Required. 

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 f S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 
The Site Plan has been prepared in accordance with this checklist 
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinances, tp-^fBe best of my 
knowledge. 

By, 

Grego 

Date: 3/$<y%c 

Profess ional 
h a w , P . E . 



£PIPHANY_COLLEGE_PRgPERTY 
. NEIiHBQRHOQP_RgTttIL_CENTER 

B^J*QeQ*_Pt!9P©12t^_Qwr»e!2s_within_500_Fts of _Property_Boundary; 

SECTION BLOCK LOT OWNER/ADDRESS 

4 1 56 Shumskis, William M. 
48 Steele Rd., New Windsor, NY 18550 

4 £ 14.£ (Remaining Lands of Epiphany College Prop.) 
Sky-Lorn New Windsor Dev. Corp. 
430 Park five., NY, NY 100££ 

9 1 £5.4 Pleasant Acres Nursery Inc. 
151 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

IS 1 19 Buthakurn, Jaroon R. 
1£ Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

£3 Windsor Court Motel Inc. 
158 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

£4 Antonelli, Louis J. & Kathleen 
3 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

-* £7 Antonelli, Sr. , Frank P. ft John R. Antonelli 
170 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

£8 Cubito, Joseph F. & Rose Ann 
15 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

£9 Cubito, Joseph F. & Rose Ann 
15 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

30 De Leonardo, Joseph & Carmela 
1647 Roland Ave., Wantagh, NY 11793 

31 Cracolici, Gino & Ella 
£3 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

3£ Cracolici, Gino & Ella 
£3 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

33 Gonzalez, Jose & Jeanette M. Johnson 
£7 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

34 Mc Cullom, Bernard E. 
31 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

35 Mc Cullom, Bernard E. 
31 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

36 Baker, John III & Louise M. 
35 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

37 Baker, John III & Louise M. 
35 Hillside Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 



Epiphany College Property Neighborhood Retail Center 
Adjacent Property Owners, Con't page 2 of 6 

SEQIION 

12 

BLOCK 

1 

12 

£4 

LOT 

41 

42 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

OWNER/ADDRESS 

Brennan, Jeremiah T. ft Mary L. 
22 Griffith Rd., Riverside, Conn. 06878 

Antonelli, Frank and Barbara 
360 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pillitteri, Vincent J. & Denise 
356 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pillitteri, Vincent J. & Denise 
356 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pillitteri, Vincent ft Carmella 
354 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Pillitteri, Vincent ft Carmella 
354 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Central Hudson Gas ft Elect. Corp. 
284 South Ave., Poughkeepsie, NY 12602 

Antonelli, Sr., Frank P., John R. 
170 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Nycrest Corp. of America Inc. 
P.O. Box 35430, Louisville, Kentucky 40232 

Sar i ns ky , Leonard 
171 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sarinsky, Leonard 
171 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sar i ns ky, Leonard 
171 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Sarinsky, David ft Jacie 
298 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Bucciarelli, Michael ft Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr., Newburgh, NY 12550 

Bucciarelli, Michael ft Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr.^ Newburgh, NY 12550 

Bucciarelli, Michael ft Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr., Newburgh, NY 12550 

4 Bucciarelli, Michael ft Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr. , Newburgh, NY 12550 



Epiphany College Property Neighborhood Retail Center 
Adjacent Property Owners, Con't- . . - page 3 of 6 

SECTION BLOCK LOT OWNER/ADDRESS 

£4 1 5 Mitchell,John & Rose/veneziali,John & Louise 
228 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

6 Kessel, Edith 
230 James Ave. , New Windsor, NY 12550 

7.1 Barker, Joel C. & Nancy 
187 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

11 Evans, John S. and Mae H. 
189 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

IS Wood, James M. and Rosalind M. 
191 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

13 Wood, James M. and Rosalind M. 
191 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

14 Wood, James M. and Rosalind Pi. 
191 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

15 Wood, James M. and Rosalind M. 
191 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

16 Evans, John S. and Mae H. 
189 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

21 Marullo, Joseph R., c/o Boersma 
181 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 12550 

£2 Correa, Carmen 
Unionville Rd. , P.O. Box 125 
Plattekill, NY 12568 

23 Correa, John 
Unionville Rd., P.O. Box 125 
Plattekill, NY 12568 

24 Bucciarelli, Michael & Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr., Newburgh, NY 12550 

25 Bucciarelli, Michael & Angelina 
3 Breezy Knoll Dr., Newburgh, NY 12550 

£4 £ 1 Thiele, Rainer E. & Joan A. 
222 Daniher Ave. , New Windsor, NY 12550 

£ Yox, John J. and Annie M-
2£4 Damher Ave. , New Windsor, NY 12550 

3 Murphy, William V. and Marie C. 
228 Damher Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 



Epiphany College Property Neighborhood Retail Center 
Adjacent Property Owners, Con't page 4 of 6 

SECTION 

£4 

BLOCK 

£ 

£4 

LOT 

e 

8 

10 

11 

1£ 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

16 

17 

18 

19 

QWNER/ADDRESS 

Adams, Marion L. & Clinton W. 
£3£ Daniher Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Cocchia, Nicholas and Antoinetta 
£38 Daniher Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£S50 

Mc Cann, Cheryl Ann 
£4£ Daniher Ave., New Windsor, NY l£5SO 

Carroll, Marsha L. 
£46 Daniher Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Shupe, John M. ft Jeannette 
£4£ James Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Shupe, John M. & Jeannette 
£4£ James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ribeiro, Agostinho ft Matilde L. 
£39 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Ribeiro, Agostinho ft Matilde 
£39 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Adams, Dorothy M. & Truman D. 
£33 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mc Kee, Donald S. Jr. ft Diane Marie 
££7 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mc Kee, Donald S. Jr. & Diane Marie 
££7 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Mc Kee, Donald S. Jr. & Diane Marie 
££7 James Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Malinowski, Genevieve V. 
£93 Union Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Churnas, John and Antoinette 
£4£ Parkway Dr. , New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Kelly, Herbert and Julia A. 
£44 Parkway Dr. , New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Ponesse, Robert V. and Margaret A. 
£46 Parkway Dr., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Schettini, Angelo ft Carmela 
£48 Parkway Dr., New Windsor, NY 1£550 



Epiphany College Property Neighborhood Retail Center 
Adjacent Property Owners, Con't cape 5 of 

SECTION 

£4 

BLOCK 

3 

£4 6 

£4 

LQI OWNER/ADDRESS 

£0 Heuman, Wolfgang and Alida A. 
£54 Parkway Dr., New Windsor, NY 18550 

£1 Heter, Daniel J. and Edna L. 
197 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

££.1 Terrizzi, John 
195 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

££.£ Weinheim, Stephen & Barbara 
£3£ Wall St., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

£3 

£4 

£5 

18 

Macy, Helen 
£34 Wall PI., New Windsor, NY l£5SO 

Petro, Robert & Elisa A. 
£36 Wall PI., New Windsor, NY 12550 

Nott, Bruce W. Sr. & Marie A. 
Rte. 1, Box 460, Cold Spring, NY 10516 

Lego, Richard H. & Donna 
£35 Parkway Dr., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

Palone, Joseph M. & Shirley B. 
£36 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

19 Sheridan, Wm. H. & Rose F. 
£38 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

£0.1 Biasi, Herbert A. & Lenora A. 
£40 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

£0.£ Van-Leeuwen,Elizabeth Ann & Rieker, Evelyn A. 
Beattie Rd., Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

1 Manthey, Frank A. J. & Josephine 
£05 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

£ Manthey, Frank A. J. & Josephine 
£05 Windsor Hwy., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

3.£ Alexander, Allana K. Pitts 
£41 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

4 Pitts, Francis A. and Katherine 
£39 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

5 Ferguson, Harry J., Veronica 
£37 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 



Epiphany College Property Neighborhood Retail Center 
Ad4acent Property Owners, Con't.... page 

SECIION BLOCK LOT OWNER/ADDRESS 

£4 9 6 Hurley, John J. Jr. & Catherine R. 
£35 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 12550 

7 Twomey, Kevin M. & Barbara A. 
£33 Leslie Ave., New Windsor, NY 1£550 

35 1 41.1 Hilltop Estates on Hudson 
Suite 1200, 305 Broadway, NY, NY 10007 

41.£ Hilltop Estates on Hudson 
305 Broadway, Suite 1200, NY, NY 1OO07 

42.1 Windsor Square Associates Inc. 
19 Barrie Dr., Spring Valley, NY 10977 



STATE OF MCW YORK 
DEPARTHERT OF TRANSPORTA?XO* 

112 DICKSOU STREET 
WEWBURGH, «Y 12550 

Albert J. Baunan Franklin S. White 
Regional Director Conalssloner 

Harming ̂ Zoning Board 
Tovn of New Windsor 
55 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12553 

Dear 

RE.££y &*> A/e«s&~"*Mi* ^ 
06*~^, MAP. SECT. V LOTS^jAj^ 

We have reviewed this natter and please find oar connents 
checked belowi 

^C K Highway Work Pernit will be required. Tot Planning 
Boards and Building Departments. Please have owner of 
property obtain Highway Work Pernlts before signing of 
plans or Issue of Building Pernlts. 

Wo Objection 

Weed additional information Traffic Study 

•7^ Drainage Study 

r^ To be reviewed by Regional Office 

Does not affect W.T. State Dept. of Transportation 
ADDITIONAL COHHEMTS, (J* vJ>l I / fef+AiU, TUp**^ 4** &y* 

Donald Greene 
C.B. I Peraits 
Orange County 

DGipe 

Ctl X. EJsa// 
& Slnavu 



SKYLOME.PB 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Robert F. Rodgers, Fire Inspector 

DATE: 10 April 1991 

SUBJECT: Sky Lorn New Windsor Development Corporation 
Site Plan Review 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-56 
DATED: 2 April 1991 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-91-028 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 10 April 1991, with the following being noted. 

1.) Section 21012C - Water main lines less than twelve (12) 
inches on diameter in commercial areas are prohibited. Water 
mains shown on the site plan are eight (8) inches. 

When changed, this site plan will be acceptaed, however, at this 
time it is not acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 27 March 1991 

Robert F. Rodgersf^CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 
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Consulting Eng* 
744 Broadway 
P. O. Box 2SB9 

Newburgh, New York 1S550 
January 18, 1991 [914J 561-3B95 

Chairman Carl E. Schiefer and 
Members of the Planning Board 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Re: Neighborhood Retail Center-Development Parcel 1 
Sky-Loin New Windsor Development Corp. 
Windsor Highway 

Dear Chairman Schiefer and 
Planning Board Members: 

Pursuant to the Board's direction at the December 12, 1990 Planning Board 
meeting, I have located an area within the Shoprite Complex on Windsor 
Highway which has a pavement slope of 5%. 

I would be pleased attend a site inspection of this specific area with the 
Planning Board for the purpose of confirming that a parking area with a slope 
of 5% is satisfactory for a shopping center. 

Upon your selection of a date for this site inspection, please contact my 
office so that I can be present. 

Very truly yours, 

GJSrmmv 

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. 
Sky-Lorn New Windsor Development Corp. 
James Loeb, Esq. 
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SKYL2.PB 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM* Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 28 January 1991 

SUBJECT: Sky-Lorn 
Neighborhood Retail Center 
Site Plan Review 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-56 
DATED: 17 January 1991 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-91-005 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 28 January 1991, with the following being noted: 

1. A minimum of three (3) fire hydrants shall be located on the 
site at the designated areas as shown on the reviewed site plan. 
The water main lines shall be a minimum of twelve (12) inches in 
size. Section 21-12 D. 

2. A reflective highway marker to be installed in the roadway 
at all hydrant locations. Section 21-12 J. 

At this time, this site plan is rejected. 

PLANS DATED: l*t January 1991, Revision 1. 

J^^A__^t_L 
Robert F. Rodgers; 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr / 
Att. y 

kfarzhauer 
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SKY-LOM SITE PLAN (DISCUSSION) - (90-56) ROUTE 32 

James Loeb, Esq., Gregory Shaw and Gary Warshauer came 
before the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. LOEB: I am appearing for Sky-Lorn. We were here 
before you on December 12th. That evening we presented 
to you through Gary Warshauer and Gregory Shaw, the 
first phase of development at the project which is the 
commercial project located at the corner of Union Avenue 
and Route 32. The Board reviewed it in discussion and 
I was able to make several pages of notes of the 
comments that you made following that meeting. T*?e have 
had an opportunity to work with your engineer and our 
interested officials in the town to develop revisions 
in the plan which address the comments that came up at 
that meeting. And I have asked Gary and Gren to come 
tonight to review that plan with vou to show that we 
listened to what your concerns were and have made changes 
on the olan to incorporate those concerns. 

One additional item and I think you might as well brinn 
it up rather than having the Chairman brina it uo, the 
Chairman, tonight's Chairman indicated crreat concerns 
about the grade at the parking lot and we told you that 
we would prepare an exit and also nark an existina 
parkinq lot to show you where you could find a cross-
section of an existing shopping center narking lot with 
a grade that would be the maximum rrrade that we would 
have in our center. And we asked Bill Hildreth to no 
out and shoot grades for us and put a cross-section on 
the map. Ke also tells me there are markers there so 
that you can go out and see exactly where Pill has 
located that. And it's mv understanding* that at no noint 
will our finished grade exceed what you see at that 
location at that shopping center and I have not mentioned 
it by name but you can see it there what it is and I 
talked to Bill and verified today that they are, the 
flag is on"the wooden wall, vou can't see the oaint 
because of the snow but you can oo out there and take a 
look because I asked him today if it was marked so that 
nonengineering people could find the location and it's 
there. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: There's no slopes that's a 5% slone, 
I have got no problems with that. 

MR. LANDER: Where is the existina house here7 Is it 
on this? 

MR. V7ARSHAUER: It's not on the drawina but it's about 
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in this location. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: No, it's over here further right about 
in the middle. 

MR. LOEB: Suppose we review the revised site plan for 
the Board now that we have submitted to you the location 
plan showing the slope area. 

MR. WARSHAUER: At the last meeting, there were several 
issues of concern that were discussed. They related 
mostly to service access and vehicular circulation and 
pedestrian circulation within the oarkina areas and 
service areas of the project. 

We have made several corrections or several modifications 
to the drawings. One of them is the access into the 
service off of Union Avenue which has become an access 
only. We have noted it on the drawincr so that the 
circulation for service vehicles would come in only off 
of Union Avenue, have one-way circulation, service the 
back of the retail stores and the supermarket and then 
be forced to cowe out into the main access drive and out 
onto Route 32. So, the circulation is one-wav back into 
the main area of the parking to alleviate anv additional 
turning onto Union Avenue. 

MR. LANDER: Are we showing a riant turninc lane on that, 
on Union Avenue? Is that what that grav area is off of 
Union? 

MR. WARSHAUER: Up in lie re? 

MR. DUBALDI: The road itself, is that Union Avenue or a 
turning lane? 

IIR. WARSKAUER: This is Union Avenue cominc un. 

j'R. DUBALDI: No plans to build a turninc lane to go into 
the shopping center? 

MR. WA RS!!AUE R: No . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Have you gone to the State vet because 
last time you were here, we asked you to oo to the State 
and County to see what vou could come ur> with. 

MR. SHAW: We haven't none to the State. We thouaht we'd 
put this into the Board and the next sten would be to the 
regulatory agencies, both Countv and State and New Windsor. 

.MR. LOEB; I didn't think it was aooropriate to QO to the 

-17-



County or State until we came here. You asked us to make 
revisions in the plan. If this is generally acceptable 
then we are ready to go and do this. It seemed we had 
to go here first. 

MR. LANDER: Because of the grade on Union Avenue that 
the County in their ultimate wisdom will probably have 
you put in a right turning lane for this sized project, 
especially that grade is so steep there. Where is the 
Central Hudson entrance? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: It's about here. 

MR. LANDER: Give us some idea what nart of that hill 
that entrance would be on. 

MR. SHAV7: We don't have that information toniaht as 
far as where they are but we can add it to the drawinn. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Last time you were here, we discussed 
upper road, up here which is the worst one, okav, off of 
Union Avenue and you made that a one-way so that's the 
best we can do with it? 

MR. SIIAV7: Yes, that's the best we can do with it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have looked at it a counle times, 
you're probably ri ght. 

MR. LANDER: I'd still like to see— 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Town is noing to rake them put the 
acceleration lane in because that intersection is a busy 
intersection. 

MR. SHAW: They very well might. Once we oet some innut 
from the Board tonight, we'll talk to the Countv and 
find out what their preference is and thev sav richt hand 
turn lane so that's where it is at but acain, vou know, 
what we think is appropriate really takes a back seat to 
what they feel is appropriate. 

MR. LANDER: They might come back and tell you that 
nothing is needed there, just what, you know, v/hat I'm 
saying--

MR. SHAW: Yes. 

MR. LANDER: T-7here we might f e e l t h a t vou need 
d e c e l e r a t i o n l a n e a t t h a t p o i n t b e c a u s e of t h e 
s e c t i o n t h a t we have. 

a 
i n t e r -
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MR. SHAW: Keep in mind that this is just for deliveries, 
it's a loading and unloading area. The traffic for the 
supermarket and other retail stores will be accessing off 
Union Avenue on this curb cut and in this location this 
will just be for the deliveries for the aoods and the 
food to the stores. 

MR. DUBALDI: If I can make a recommendation to prevent 
it from being a cut-thru from Union Avenue over to 32, 
you might want to put some speed bumps in the back there 
because I know I would cut-thru there living near the 
site so I'd recommend putting some speed bumps there to 
not encourage people to cut through because I knov; you'd 
have that problem. 

MR. WARSHAUER: Another issue of concern was the issue 
of narking and the not only the gradincr of the parkina 
area but the general concern of circulation from a 
shoppers car to the supermarket and then back into the 
parking area of the car. What I have done is made a 
modification of the layout of the parkina lot. I have 
turned it so that in the area of the supermarket, the 
parking is now perpendicular to the supermarket that 
enables somebody more easily to come in, nark, walk down 
an aisle rather than have to ziq zac to and from the 
market with their shopping cars which was a verv valid 
point. 

.MP. VAN LEEUWEN: Are you croinq to nut some kind of a 
rail up down here so snooping cars cannot cross the 
highway? 

MR. WARSHAUER: There will be a curb, I haven't thoucrht 
in terms of a rail. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What I am trying to sav is that cart 
starts from here, it can cret quite a roll, either that 
or put in at least 12, 1 4 — I think— 

MR. WARSHAUER: Some of the supermarkets make it diffi
cult to get carts out of the supermarket area. We 
haven't gotten into the specifics of how. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Address that, come back and show us 
something. 

MR. LANDER: If there's a curb there. 

MR. WARSHAUER: There will be a curb. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You need a 12 inch curb there. 
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MR. LANDER: You still have the buffer inbetween here and 
the road. 

MR. V7ARSHAUER: We haven't, I haven't focussed on the 
actual functioning of the supermarket. It's possible 
that they may have ballards in here, thev don't let you 
get to far with the shopping carts. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He's going to address it. 

MR. LOEB: I think you're asking for details bevond what 
we thought. We wanted you to see the conceptual changes 
that we have made. We are ready to design but the 
concept plan has to be acceptable to vou. 

MR. WARSHAUER: There are several items that I have not 
shown at this point, signage, liahting, the areas of the 
cart storage which I'll aet into once we «et bevond that. 

MR. PAGANO: At this point, we seem to be iust into a 
lull. Anybody in the audience that would like to comment 
on this? 

MR. SHAW: One other thing I'd like to brinn out here, 
when we were here before this Hoard in December, vou had 
talked about sidewalks. I just want to point out that 
the sketch plan does show sidewalks on Windsor Hicrhwav 
from our most southern boundarv line across our entrance 
terminating at the intersection of Union Avenue Bnd 
Route 32 so that has been reflected on the plans as your 
wishes. 

MR. DUBALDI: You'll be upkeeping these sidewalks? will 
that be your responsibility? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We're going to have to aet into that 
later on. 

MR. LOEB: It's a case of whether the town is croincr to 
want to take those over. I don't think the town presently 
knows what it wants so we said fine, we'll nut the side
walks in, we have the capability of manaaina the sidewalks 
because this is part of the PUD, there will be the 
association and the association can maintain it. If at 
some point the town is going to take it over, fine but 
if not, we can maintain it and vou'11 notice and I just 
want to make sure that everybody remembers that the 
sidewalk ends at the next project so that when I come 
back in again, you'll remind me to put sidewalks in that. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We don't have to remind "ou, just <5.o 
it. 
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MR. LOEB: Okay, we have taken that into consideration 
in this plan and is it in the next plan? 

MR. SHAW: It will be. 

MR. LOEB: So that it's done. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Before the next meeting, it has to be 
on there. 

MR. PAGANO: Please give a map with more respective 
boundaries where Central Hudson is, what's across the 
street on 32, we need full perspective on it. 

MR. SHAW: What you have before you is the conceptual 
plan. The next step would get into the detailed 
engineering work and that's when vou see the more defined 
topo, existing cultural features that you can identifv 
and tie into, such as the deli accessway, Central Hudson, 
things like that v/hen we do get into the encrineerina, 
that information will be crenerated and presented to vou. 

MR. EDSALL: Just for the record, we have received police/ 
statement from, the DOT. They will require that if the 
sidewalks are constructed, that the Town Board by 
resolution indicate that they are responsible for the 
sidewalks so we have no choice. Thev have alreadv issued 
a policy statement to the town that anv sidewalk that 
they do not construct as part of the DOT improvement, 
if it is an improvement that the town is imorovinn as 
part of the project that the Town Foard rust take respon
sibility for the sidewalk. 

MR. LOEB: Is that true when the sidewalk is not within 
the DOT right-of-way? 

MR. EDSALL: It looks to me that that's within the DOT 
right-of-way . 

MR. V7\N LEEUWEN: We have to sit down with the Town 
Board. 

MR. EDSALL: While you're talking to the DOT— 

MR. LOEB: If that becomes a problem, we can put the 
sidewalks, I frankly thought that the sidewalks were 
going to end up on our property, not on the DOT richt-
of-way, just to avoid that problem because the strona . 
impression that I oot is that the town does not want to 
be responsible for maintaining the sidewalks so it's mv 
understandinc— 
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: W e ' l l go a long w i t h t h a t w i t h t h e S t a t e 
and w e ' l l ask you t o s i g n a c o n t r a c t w i t h u s . 

MR. PAGANO: T h e r e ' s a name f o r i t , A l fonse Gas tone 
( p h o n e t i c ) . 

MR. EDSALL: I f t h e a p p l i c a n t i s go ing t o do the—;the 
DOT may g i v e an o p i n i o n i f t hey f e e l i t ' s a p p r o p r i a t e 
or no t a p p r o p r i a t e i n t h e r i g h t - o f - w a y . 

MR. LOEB: We can s o l v e t h a t by s h i f t i n g t h e s i d e w a l k s 
on to our p r o p e r t y only i f t h a t becomes n e c e s s a r y . 

MR. WARSHAUER: I t becomes o f f t h e road b u t — 

MR. LOEB: T h a t ' s n o t a problem f o r us f o r d e s i o n . 

MR. EDSALL: You, t h e DOT may no t want them t h e r e so we 
may g e t ou r answer q u i c k . 

MR. LOEB: Yes . 

MR. KRIEGER* Before you no as far as proposed subdivision, 
I understand this is a site nlan application rather than 
nrenaring the memo that we discussed in final form, I 
think I would take your time and your client's money 
would be better spent if vou went ahead and preoared a 
draft that we talked about and we can work on that. I 
don't think we have to bombard each other with nemos. 

MR. LOEB: Fine, thank you verv much. 

- 9 9 -
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SKY-LOM - N.W. DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION SITE PLAN (90-56) 
ROUTE 32 

James Loeb, Esq. came before the Board representing 
this proposal along with Mr. Hildreth of Grevas & 
Hildreth. 

MR. LOEB: I have got a few things because this is an 
anniversary I want to say good evening and what a 
pleasure it is to be before you. Just a little bit of 
history, three years ago December, 19R7, this was before 
the Planning Board for the first time and many of you 
were there that evening and I just want to show you the 
scars from that night. The blood has stopped. Since 
then a lot of work has been done. The Planning Board 
was involved, the Town Board was involved, we have con
cluded the SEQRA process, the Board, the Town Board 
granted PUD approval for the site. The first step in 
the development of the PUD was taken when this Board 
approved the lot line change earlier this year on the 
college site to conform the boundaries of the collecre 
site to the boundaries of the PUD approval. Once that 
was done, the developer/owner believed that the next 
step was to create what we are calling for lack of a 
better term, a development parcel. It's a lot and 
that's why there's a subdivision plot on the board. vTe 
believe that the only way to handle a PUD of this type 
is to create development parcels so that we and vou 
have a parcel that we are workina on. The PUD approval 
plan shows the outlines of all those development parcels 
where this affords us an opportunity to create that lot 
and then to come in to you as we are tonight with the 
first site plan of the PUD develooment which is the 
commercial site on 32. This site was the one that the 
Town Board asked us franklv to start with in an effort 
to get rateables, we had hoped to combine it with 
residential at the same time. The residential market 
is, as you all know, relatively slow but there's sub
stantial interest in developina the commercial site at 
this time. The same group of consultants who are 
involved in the PUD approval will be involved from this 
point on on the site. 

Bill Hildreth is the surveyor who has prepared the sub
division, Greg Shaw is the engineering consultant and 
Gary Warshaur (phonetic), whom you met when we went 
through the approval with the plans, is the architect. 
Gary is responsible for the overall planning for the 
project and this is the first phase, the renderinas that 
are behind the plan and Gary's got a board that shows 
them, are consistent with overall scheme of the Droject 
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that you saw when we went through the DEIS. This is 
the first step, it certainly involves a lot of work on 
the part of the consultants. It will involve a lot of 
work on the part of the town as this is reviewed but 
we have to start development at some point and this is 
the logical place to start it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: The original idea we are going to put a 
strip mall in front, right? 

MR. LOEB: Well, I don't know if you'd call it a strip 
mall. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's far from being a strip mall, what 
I am seeing here. 

MR. LOEB: No commercial was on that corner, yes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Have you people gone to the State with 
this at all? 

MR. LOEB: I have to ask Greg. 

MR. SHAW: We had discussions with the State durina 
the DEIS phase and all those studies are incorporated 
in various documents which the town has. The next step 
is to get a footprint or at least oet along the foot
print process with the Planning Board before we go 
back to the DOT and start final thinas up so yes, we 
did have contact with them but it was a while ago during 
the SEORA review and once the footprint starts aettinc 
generated and firmed up, we'll be ooina back to the 
DOT and deciding what improvements are goinq to be done 
along Windsor Highway. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I understand thev want a turning lane. 

MR. SHAW: Yes, ultimatelv, yes when at what point of 
the project because now overall it's approximatelv 500 
units, very roughly and 100,000 feet, square feet of 
retail at what point do they want certain improvements, 
that is what they have to get back to us on. 

MR. LOEB: Depending, you know, how the State works and 
they'll tell us when they want one. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I'm just asking. 

MR. SHAW: We are not going to be aoing verv far until 
we touch base with them. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Just to protect vourself. 
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MR. LOEB: We have to have some idea that this general 
footprint which does echo the plan that we have been 
working with is all right before we go to the DOT. 
First thing they are going to say have you gone to the 
town and we'd like to be able to tell them ves. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Go ahead. 

MR. LOEB: Here is one colored up. It's easier to 
start at least with the subdivision to see how we get 
from there to the triangle. 

MR. HILDRETH: This subdivision was laid out in accord
ance with that plan, the idea was in creating this line, 
it makes much more sense if you look at this plan here 
was to stay 10 feet off the improvements on this piece 
of property and not to close off this portion on the 
other side of the road because we didn't want to create 
another lot by virtue of having something on the other 
side of a future town road. So, that is why the nature 
of it we have allowed for future right-of-way, we have 
shown an area on this map of 11.69 acres, that was 
arrived at by scaling from this map to our best abilitv 
with computers and high tech being what it is now, have 
a computer disc of this applied by the architect and I 
was able to more accurately access the area, the shape 
will not change. The area is actually going to be 12.1 
acres, it increased because of twisting this line and 
a couple of changes in the right-of-way but the basic 
shape is there. The change you won't see on this 
scaled map, I'm pointing it out to the Board because 
if they recognize a change, they'll want to know whv. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: is that aoing to be a town road? 

MR. HILDRETH: Eventually, yes. 

MR. LOEB: That is the spine road. Do you want to see 
the overall plan to refresh your recollection? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We are going to have a problem with 
the island, how is the town going to accept it? 

MR. LOEB: It's going to be the DOT who tells us any
way and they'll probably say no island too but— 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I think the island is a great idea. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Because he can't maintain it. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Skip's not going to be here 150 years 
from now. 
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MR. LOEB: Let's start with what we all like and let's 
see what they say. 

MR. PAGANO: I have real good question. If all studies 
that I have been involved with or I have read about 
everyone of them has always said never build a shopping 
center on a hill, it insures its failure and the failure 
rate of shopping centers that are on a hill where 
shoppers have to walk uphill to get to where they want 
to shop is phenomenal. It's just like it's an auto
matic failure. Shopping centers where they walk in or 
go down hill to the shopping center usually like the 
Newburgh Mall are successes. The Mid-Valley Mall failed 
until they leveled off the front and made it level area. 
White's in Middletown failed, it has never been able to 
grab it. And here you're going against all precedent 
and all everything else and I'm not telling vou your 
business, you can do it anyway you want. i can't believe 
you are going to put a shopping center on a hill against 
all advise. 

MR. LOEB: You guys can choose up sides. 

MR. SHAW: We may agree with you, if the shoDpincr center 
was placed further up the hill. If you turn around and 
take a look at the topo where we are aoina to be puttina 
this complex, it's relatively flat compared with the 
rest of the site, we'll have no more than 5% slope 
through the parking lot. 

MR. LANDER: Where is the house in relation to that? 

MR. SHAW: So from the house forward to Windsor Highway 
and again, it's a 5% slope behind the supermarket and 
the retail stores use it, it does get steep but up until 
that point, 5%, we can live with it, it's really not 
that steep. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I know my wife and several friends have 
stopped shopping at the new Shop Rite because of the 
sloped parking. You're asking for it here. 

MR. PAGANO: My wife can't shop there. We're trying to 
help you, we are not trying to, we are not against this 
but somehow or another, you have to make that a level 
parking lot to insure success. 

MR. LOEB: That is the point we have got to take into 
consideration. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That's their problem, not ours. 
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MR. PAGANO: Becomes our problem if the shopping center 
fails and we want to help you to make sure that is a 
success and there's book, many books that tell you you 
must have a level parking lot. The worst you can just 
go down here, fill up your basket and try walking to a 
car on different points of that parking lot and you'll 
see, you get a 90 pound woman trying to push a 150 pound 
basket and she's not going to hack it. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Several years ago, they came in, you 
showed freestanding retail space located just about 
where that one is now you're showing two retail or 
restaurant or banks freestanding. I'll tell you, I for 
one feel we have enough retail freestanding standing on 
top of Route 32 between the Cornwall line and the City 
of Newburgh line. I don't particularly care nor did I 
care for it in the original plan, the freestanding retail 
space. You're maxed out on your parking and the way it 
is laid out now, 550, 550, if you have to make one 
change, you're looking at changina the count around. 
You have a fast food located at the corner of Union 
Avenue and 32 is going to detract from the entire r>ro-
ject. You have got residential across the street which 
I don't know how long we'll keen it residential but as 
far as I'm concerned and of course I didn't take a look 
at how it works in up here but I'd go on record ricrht 
now that I don't find that particularly Dleasing and 
if you go back to your very first presentation, vou'll 
find those same comments. 

MR. LOEB: You're consistent. 

MR. WARSHAUR: In designing the shopping center, one 
of the things that we are trying to do is keep the 
marketing of a strip shopping center without having 
strip shopping center and by designing the buildings 
to break and by adding buildinqsin the front, what we 
are trying to do is to add more people spaces, add more 
landscaping to Route 32 rather than just have a vast 
parking lot and so from an architectual and a scale 
standpoint, I feel strongly that it's better architecually 
that way. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: If you're looking to put more land
scaping in, I suggest you cut back your parking or the 
size of the project. You're about an 85% density, if 
not 90 as it stands there and we are seeina a lot of 
green that's probably going to be other materials, I 
just think that that freestanding, that's up in the 
middle of the, that crossed area in the middle of the 
plaza, that may be a different story. I'm just sayina 
it looks, density is going to be built dense and when 
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you fill that with automobiles and everything else, it's 
going to be visually not appealing and you put that 
turning lane in you're going to have exactly a car's 
length between the turning lane and the cars that are 
parked about 8 foot. If you look at this dotted line, 
you're taking all this green area that's green over 
there and it's going to be paved area. You're talking, 
I bet what is your density on this, what is it, your 
coverage, your coverage? 

MR. WARSHAUR: I understand your question, we developed 
this plan in accordance with the PUD and the density 
are done for the overall site. We have not computed 
specific density for this. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: When you come in, would you have it? 

MR. WARSHAUR: I can create those numbers, yes. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: When you start taking those turning 
lanes out, you have got 80 some percent coveraqe. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We don't want to go for 90% coveraqe. 

MR. LOEB: You have to remember and I understand your 
concern, that although you are looking at one lot and 
one site plan, you cannot separate this from the overall 
PUD. It's difficult to take them one at a time and if 
we were going to build the whole thing, which nobody 
could ever do at one time, it tvould be different but 
this is part and parcel of what was approved for the 
entire project and I understand what you are saying and 
I accept it completely but it's difficult to take it 
out of the PUD and develop it but that's the only way 
we can all do it. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: What I'm saying is you're going to 
get what you're saying is you're going to give us some 
green space up above. 

MR. LOEB: No, it's part and parcel of the whole approved 
PUD. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They are going to put 600 houses plus 
some office space up there, it's qoing to 95% density 
across the board of the whole thing, it's goina to be 
tight, you put 600 units plus office units on top, you 
are going to be tight. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You approved 600 units. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: No, that's what they are asking for. 
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MR. SHAW: For the record, it's 537 units. 

MR. LOEB: We are going to take the 600. 

MR. SCHIEFER: That really looks nothing like the 
original layout here but as I said— 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: My complaint too is density, the 
layout is nice, I have no problem with the layout. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: More green on the end here. By the 
time you put the turning lanes in, you're going to 
have a car's length. 

MR. PAGANO: I want to see the stopping distance for 
a car or a truck on Union Avenue. It's just my aut 
feeling, I'd like to see somebody that's an expert 
give us an opinion on it. 

MR. LANDER: I slide down the hill all the time. I'll 
give you an opinion. 

MR. SCHIEFER: If that's all on a flat piece of land, 
it's lovely. 

MR. LOEB: Obviously, we understand our obligation to 
deal with the DOT to do what it is that they are going 
to require us in the intersection and on 32 but as I 
said, you have to start the plan review somewhere and 
this is the place. 

MR. SCHIEFER: DOT is involved in all three of those. 

MR. PAGANO: We need pitch grade, stopping distance and 
everything else. We have a slippery road, this is not 
going to be a normal thing. We have to address that in 
my opinion, I want to hear someone that is an expert 
give me an opinion that this is going to be safe. I'm 
not against it but I want to be told that this is safe. 
And not by the applicant. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The State is not going to tell you 
it's safe either. 

MR. PAGANO: We can insist on havina them aet some 
expert in and do this. They want to save the money, I 
can understand their being against this but, you know, 
we have to make a decision on this. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The ingress and egress is the State's 
problem, not ours. 
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MR. PAGANO: They are not going to check road traction. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Yes, they will. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: It's going to be a town road. 

MR. SCHIEFER: He is talking about this, this is not a 
town road, this is an entrance from Union Avenue. 

MR. PAGANO: I have no problem with this. 

MR. SHAW: The points you raised are very good points, 
they are concerns to us as well as you. A lot of them 
have been addressed in the DEIS phase again there's 
documents which New Windsor has. 

MR. PAGANO: Please don't cloud the issue. We have a 
slippery road with a high grade, don't change the issue, 
it's there, it's not going to go away and until that is 
addressed and I am going to be satisfied with it, I am 
going to keep insisting that this be cleared up. I am 
the person that lives here, I am going to be using this 
road everyday. I don't want to aet killed, I don't 
want my wife killed and I don't want my neicrhbors killed 
so somehow or another, you give us a study by an expert 
that knows what he's talking about, traction, road 
stepping distance and everything else. 

MR. SHAW: You're entitled to it and we'll provide it. 

MR. PAGANO: Thank you. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I question the necessity of the two 
exits onto Union Avenue so close together. 

MR. SHAW: One is for vehicle access which is the one 
that is closest to Windsor Highway. The second one is 
solely for loading. We have a loading zone in the back 
of the retail in the back of the supermarket where the 
tractor trailers will pull in. 

MR. PAGANO: Think of a 40 foot box coming out onto 
Union, he's going to block that road up, we've aot gas 
trucks coming up and down this hill loaded with fuel. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Here again, the sidewalks that have 
been repeatedly brought up in connection with this plan 
are nowhere to be seen here which is additional coverage 
that would be required all the way along Union Avenue, 
ail the way along Route 300, 4 foot sidewalks would be 
required and that is here again no taken into considera
tion so you see where I am coming back to with the 
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coverage ratio. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have a good suggestion for us all. 
I suggest that the whole Board gets together and walk 
that site and we know what we are doing with the eleva
tions . 

MR. SCHIEFER: I have no problem but I know this site. 

MR. PAGANO: I know this site. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: If we all go out there and discuss 
it and meet out there on a Sunday morning, we have to 
put sidewalks, you have no choice, okay, and we ao out 
there and we waik the land, you get a little better 
feel. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We are going to take a look at that 
portion. Any other comments? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I have no problem with that retail 
being down there. 

MR. LOEB: What we'd like to do while vou're doina that 
is we'd like to finish up making the changes in the 
subdivision plan now that Bill has the final coimoutations 
and at least get that created so we can start with what 
I think is the first step on this site plan. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You have to have the subdivision. 

MR. LOEB: And I think that will be the same method that 
we'll use when the residential is develooed, creating 
development parcels as each of the residential areas are 
created. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Where are you goinc to put a line into 
here? 

MR. HILDRETH: The one we are lookina at is now— 

MR. SCHIEFER: You are going to break that off into a 
separate lot? 

MR. LOEB: That is the only right way to do it is by 
subdividing it and creating a separate parcel. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Can you subdivide in a PUD? 

MR. SCHIEFER: There's been a PUD approval for one bio 
parcel now can you start breaking out lots? I just 
want the legal:, ty— 
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MR. EDSALL: That is what you do with single family 
houses. 

MR. PAGANO: I wish the applicant would let us know 
when he*11 have the traffic survey or the safety survey 
done on Union Avenue. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Before we vote on it, we are qoing to 
have it. 

MR. PAGANO: I want to get information before I vote. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Before we vote on it, we'll have it, the 
sooner he does it, the sooner we'll get an opinion. 

MR. LOEB: I can't respond to you tonight. I don't 
want to give you a date when I have heard this from 
you tonight. 

MR. PAGANO: I'm disappointed you haven't done it, 
that's why I'm annoyed. You have all driven down 
Union Avenue. Nobody has seen the danoer. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We are going to address it and we are 
not going to vote on it. 

MR. SOUKUP: Part of the DEIS hearinn as I recall was 
a schedule of development on a phasing of develooment. 
There was a set of groupings and they were kind of set 
up ^, B, C or 1, 2, or 3 or somethincr was the shoppincr 
center number 1? 

MR. LOEB: Shopping center mandated first with a resi-
dentail if we were going to do the regulations but the 
first thing the Town Board said is you must do the 
commercial. 

MR. SOUKUP: No tie-in to doing residential at the same 
time? 

MR. LOEB: They expected and hoped we'd be doing resi
dential but the market is not there. The first thing 
they said was that. 

MR. SCHIEFER: The Town Board said they wanted 
commercial first? 

MR. LOEB: That is my recollection. I want to look at 
my minutes. 

MR. PAGANO: I recall we were going to give you the 
strip mall if we made a deal with the buildina and 
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property. I don't remember the strip mall being all of 
a sudden by itself. 

MR. SOUKUP: A little bit further down the road, I'll 
let our attorney look at it too and that is, that sub
division creates a separate parcel allows transfer title 
and I'm not sure how we tie that back into overall PUD 
with the common use of the road, the sharincr of the 
costs, the retention basin, that is in the corner but 
isn't being built on your shopping center. I think some 
of those things need to be tied in and they may not all 
be on the lot that you are proposing to break out. 

MR. LOEB: If you want to get into that in a general 
fashion, I'm prepared to do that. Whatever you wish. 
I am prepared to speak to that specifically. 

MR. SOUKUP: Well— 

MR. SCHIEFER: Would you look at that? 

MR. KRIEGER: I do intend to do that. I am not prepared 
at this point. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I know a lot of things have to be done 
before any approvals have to be done, traffic study, etc. 

MR. LOEB: If you wish, I can speak to that now. 

MR. SOUKUP: Somewhere down the road, I am goina to 
ask for an answer to it or opinion or report or some
thing but I just feel that we start breaking it up in 
little pieces, we lose control and we may lose the con
cept down the road. 

MR. LOEB: I'm prepared to address it briefly tonight 
we'll all qo home, I don't consider a 12 acre development 
parcel a little piece number one. Number two, it will 
be broken up in development parcels, not in individual 
lots and absolutely there's every chance that portions 
of this would be sold to different developers. We anti
cipate that. The way it would be done and it's not 
unusual and it's no mystery is that if you were goincr 
to buy that front piece to develop it, you would buy it 
subject to all of the requirements contained in the PUD 
approval. You would understand and I have sketched this 
out already in one proposal that did not preceed that, 
if you bought it, the size of the infrastructure that 
you would put in your parcel would be determined by the 
engineer for the entire parcel, Greg, and reaardless of 
what your individual needs would be standina as a 
separate parcel without regard to evervbody else, doesn't 
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make any difference. You roust put in that which would 
it into the overall, same with the road drainage is 
obviously in our mind the key and that was where we 
started but if you were to buy and we have negotiated 
with several people, someday maybe in the spring, the 
market will come back, if you were to buy the next group 
of residential units, your requirements would be not to 
install what was needed for those alone but what would 
be needed for that part of the project as part of the 
overall PUD. 

I want you to know, can't tell you it's foolproof but 
we have spent a lot of time considering it and have 
worked out a proposal because we do not believe that 
one builder is going to build out this whole thing so 
we have kind of considered that. It's a question I'm 
delighted you asked because we anticipated it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any other comments right now we have got 
two, we have DOT, the safety on Union Avenue and slope 
in the parking lot, sidewalks. 

MP. SOUKUP: With the DEIS as far as phasing and 
scheduling and basic concept of the package. 

MR. SCKIEFER: That to me goes without sayina, it has 
to be in compliance with that. 

MR. SOUKUP: The plan is modified tc sell two front 
buildings and the DEIS showed on burldina. 

MR. SCHIEFER: This isn't what I expected, I expected 
a strip mall up front, maybe half that deep. 

MR. EDSALL: Just two basic comments. In the work 
session, technical work session, obviously we discussed 
the need to construct the infrastructure relative to 
the overall project as Mr. Loeb and Mr. Shaw have 
indicated. It's going to be my requirement or my 
request that they let us know as far as drainage what 
construction will be made relative to the detention 
basins, such that should be remainder of the project 
not be built out immediatelv, we do have facilities in 
place to protect downstream area from drainacre increase 
in intensity caused by the development of this mall. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Isn't this where the retention basins 
shall be? 

MR. EDSALL: Mr. Shaw is aware of that so it's somethina 
that is not ignored but it's been discussed in the work 
sessions, he's aware of it. Relative to sidewalks, 
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just to keep things moving so that is not forgotten in 
the future, if the sidewalks are to be within the State 
right-of-way, the applicant must go to the Town Board 
because unless the Town Board approves by resolution 
and notifies the State that they have accepted respon
sibility for the maintenance of the sidewalks, the 
State DOT will not allow the sidewalks to be put in. 
So, it's not this Board's right to require them in the 
State right-of-way. The Town Board must take respon
sibility for them. If the Town Board will not, the 
only way you can get sidewalks parallel to the road is 
to keep them out of the DOT's right-of-way and make them 
a private improvement. 

MR. PAGANO: DOT or county, this is a county highway. 

MR. EDSALL: 32 isn't county, I said 32, if it was 32, 
you are to go to the State and the State has by letter 
issued you a policy statement that Union Avenue, vou 
have to go to the Orange County DPW, it's Union Avenue 
is an Orange County highway. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That end of it isn't? 

MR. EDSALL: This portion is county highwav. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Other side of the red light is State. 

MR. EDSALL: The hill is a county road. 

MR. PAGANO: What is the county's DPWs opinion on side
walks? 

MR. EDSALL: You're going to need a permit to construct 
them rather than wait to the point where you ask for 
the permit and then they turn you down, do it now, State 
DOT policy is clear so what I ar sucrgesting is that thev 
proceed with both agencies so we don't have a oroblem 
later. 

MR. LANDER: It's their policy not to have sidewalks 
but we have them right over on Freedom Road. 

MR. EDSALL: If we construct them, it's their respon
sibility. If anyone other than the State constructs 
the sidewalks, in other words, if the town requires them, 
the State will not consider them a State sidewalk, this 
will become sidewalks of the responsibility of the town 
and unless the town by resolution advises the State that 
they are accepting that responsibility, the State will 
not allow them to be constructed. 
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MR. LANDER: What r e s p o n s i b i l i t y does t h e S t a t e have on 
t h e s i d e w a l k on Freedom Road? 

MR. EDSALL: Did they c o n s t r u c t i t ? 

MR. LANDER: Yes. 

MR. EDSALL: It's fully theirs. What the State wants 
to do even plowing the roads seems to be in question 
this year but it's their sidewalk, the bottom line is 
it's the State's sidewalk. If it's not put in by the 
State, it's the town's sidewalk and they want the town 
to formally take responsibility otherwise it's not 
going in. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I sugaest in this case that we put 
the sidewalks on your property inside the State right-
of-way so we don't have that problem and they should 
maintain them. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You're taking a lot of their stuff away. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You have to have it there. 

MR. SCHIEFER: If you can put the sidewalks on your 
property off the State right-of-way, that's fine. 

MR. EDSALL: I'm bringing the point up now so we can 
take care of it now. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The drainage from this parcel is that 
going to go into this holding pond here? 

MR. SHAW: Absolutely then to the intersection of Union 
Avenue and 32 where it will cross 32 via a 36 inch storm 
drain which is presently in place but this will be storm 
water retention for the retail area construction. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The State is going to want to look at 
that too. 

MR. SHAW: Just to make one more comment on that, that 
pond will be sized not only for the retail area but will 
also be sized to handle the residential units up above 
when they get constructed. When the next development 
parcel which may be those residential units to the west 
of the retail get constructed, we do not want to go back 
into the retention pond and start working. It will be 
sized properly today not only for the retail but every
thing tributary to it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: These interconnecting roads, if it's 
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a PUD, the developer usually owns the road. 

MR. LOEB: When this plan was reviewed originally, that 
is what I think I would call a spine road was to be a 
town road. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Town road is going to a cul-de-sac. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: No, it's not going to a cul-de-sac. 
I am not going to go for accepting the road because if 
it's a PUD, the property owners take care of the road. 

MR. LOEB: I don't care, okay, the town asked for it to 
be there. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We are not going to render any decision. 

MR. LOEB: We are not asking for anv. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any other subjects? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: There's going to be a lot more. 

MR. PAGANO: There's the sidewalks, one of the things 
all the roads are clear in other words there are no 
parking lots or parking areas that back into the main 
roads and this is something I like. 

MR. SCHIEFER: You have our concerns. 
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Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, KY 12550 
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(This is a two-sided form) 

Date Received., 
Meeting Date 
Public Hearing, 
Action Date I 
Fees Paid 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, SUBDIVISION PLAN, 
OR LOT LINE CHANGE APPROVAL 

1. Name Of Project neighborhood Retail Center - Development Parcel 1 

- . .. Sky-Lorn New Kindior „. *„.»*«-, -^-^ 
2. NaiMt Of Applicant Sevelopnent Corp. Phone (212)832-2600 

Address *30 Park Avenue, New York N.Y. 10022 

(Street No. * Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 
Sky-Loa Hew Windaor _ 

3. Owner of Record Development Corp. Phone(212)832-2600 

Address A30 Pa^ Avenue. New York N.Y. 100?? 

(Street No. a Name)(Post Office)(State)(Zip) 
Hertbautr .Nelluel 

4. Person Preparing FlanWarahauer Phone (914)592*4466 
Architecti, p.c. 

AddreSS 22 S,w Mill Rivif Ro«d Hiwthotnt H.Y. 10532 
(Street No. a Name) (Post Office) (state) (Zip) 

5• Attorney' •*>»•• *»' t»oeb Phone (914)565-1100 

Address 1 Corwin Court* P.O. Box 1479, Newburgh, N.Y. 12550 
" — " ^ ^ " ^ v a m ^ i _ ^ M ^ J b a i M . — M . B ^ ^ ^ i ^ w a i 

(Street Nc. a Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 
6. Person to be notified to represent applicant at Planning 

Board MeetingQ»ry p. Warshauer, A.I.A, phone(914)592-4466 
(Name i 

7* Location: On the west Side Of H.Y.8. Ht. 32 
(Street) 

at feet tout P. weet corner 
(Direction) 

Of Union Avenue intersection 
(Street) 

m m _ .To bt determined 
8. Acreage of Parcelhj. r~r-ffT.. 

aubdivialon. 
10, Tax Hap Designation: Section * 

,9. Zoning District p ? p 

BlOCk 2 Lot 14.2 

11. This application is for Site Plan Approval 
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12. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variance or a 
Special Permit concerning this property? New Windsor Town Board 
granted a PUD Special Permit. 
If so, list Case No. and Name 

13. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership Remaining portion 
Sec t ion 4 Block 2 Lot (s) 14.2 

Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates 
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the 
liber and page of each conveyance into the present owner as 
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit 
shall indicate the legal owner of. the property, the contract 
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was 
executed. * ' 

IN THE EVENT OP CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all 
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning 
more that five percent (5%) of any class of stock roust he 
attached. 

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT 
(Completion required ONLY i f applicable) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 
SS.: 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
being duly sworn, deposes and Bays 

that he resides at UJJ_ 
in the County of and State of. 
and that he is (the owner in fee) of 

(Official Title) 
of the corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises 
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized 

to make the foregoing 
application for Special Use Approval as described herein. 

1 HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TRUE. 

Sworn before me this ^ 
(Ownet/fc Signature) 

_ 3 Q . day of |V)QwvrV0%_r 1WJ2 y Jo— rMJb~-
^____ '(Applicant's Signature) 

Notary Public ^ (Title) 

turn 



UNIT 

TYPE 

A 

B 

c 

0 

D2 

E 

E2 

F 

n 

G 

H 

a OF 

BEORMS 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2*DEN 

2*D£N 

i 

3 

3 

3 

3 

SUMMtf* 

# OF 

BATHS 

1 

2*1 /2 

2*1 /2 

2*1 /2 

2 *1 /2 

2 *1 /2 

2*1 /2 

2*1 /2 

2*1 /2 

2*1 /2 

2 *1 /2 

AREA 

940.00 

1200.00 

1230.00 

1400.00 

1400.00 

1540.00 

1540.00 

1/25.00 

1/25.00 

1950.00 

1950.00 

2300.00 

* 

# OF 

UNITS 

60.00 

60.00 

60.00 

52.00 

12.00 

60.00 

10.00 

68.00 

53.00 

33.00 

17.00 

vyt. oo 

EDU * 

FACTOR 

0.33 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

0.50 

1.00 

1.00 

1.00 

1.00 

EDU * 

COUNT 

19.80 

30.00 

30.00 

26.00 

6.00 

30.00 

5.00 

68.00 

53.00 

33.00 

17.00 

52.00 

COMMENTS 

LOUER LEVEL FLAT 

MID-LEVEL FLAT 

UPPER LEVEL fLAT 

PLUS DETACHED GARAGE 

PLUS DETACHED GARAGE & BASEMt.M 

PLUS GARAGE 

PLUS GARAGE & BASEMth l 

PLUS GARAGE 

PLUS GARAGE & b A S E H U ' 

PIUS DETACHED GJ 

PLUS DEIACHtD GARAGE | BASEMtNl 

MOUSES ON 1 0 , 0 0 0 S . F . LOTS 

DENSITY 

TO!AL 

-RHOOD RETAI 

'.-" 

BU1LD1N'. 

• 

. 

' 

EDU * 

291.53 

136.90 

426.43 

1074.00 

75.00 

550.00 

1699.00 

PROVIDED 

EDU * 

369.80 

^ 

100000.00 S.F. 

15000.00 S.F. 

35 M i ! 

1074.00 

75.00 

550.00 

1699.00 

2.00 

10.00 

12.00 

602,62V S . f . 

C11.3X) 

1,475,328 S.F. 

(27.7%) 

3,253,551.4 S.F-

, 

-
t L 

\ 
I 

• 

1 

' 

cS-
f*^t*0£se sr-pK-r/chJ 

vJ JLLLvJE. 
N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELC PMENT CORPORATION 

MATTHEW J. 
WAP5HAUER 
ARCHITECTS 

J 



LDINGS 

COLLEGE 
N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

MATTHEW J. 
WAP5HAUER 
ARCHITECTS" 

K a \J T 
<b'^^ 

mm^mmmmmmm 

• I f | £?£> a \ 
\Z V&c 8>^ 



m n m i l H H 

COLLEGE 
N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION i ' 

MATTHEW J. 
WARSHAUEPv 
ARCHITECTS 

K o u -r fl" 

\s 
\t I . 

•M* ^ ^ M M M f t M H ^ 



P'!l mmimmmmmmummmmi »mmmmi^m*mmmmiimim • HI...LH 1)1! i p W I W l l l W f 

^ r -i' 

furtf 

U X i l N D 

a.. 4 

MA J 

• 

i. \iXsCeiO ^v,.. . - / A p p L i ^ J -

NOTES 

411 ftM*4 Wfr. •tw psUvib 
col 

Shaw Engineering 

/4<a BJ 

Consulting Engineers 

h N Y 1 

N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

EPIPHANY COLLEGE PROPERTY 
SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

file:///iXsCeiO


SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR, DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

-mi 



— 

I — ' 
- I ¥f " * - **•<**, +W*+4' 

- * - ^ H A S T i R 

0 * * ™ HWTER BEDRt BEDROOM 

5 
I t t f 

iT I I 

h jvuvij 

tt^\^ 

MASTER BEDROOM 

E_ 

r 

BATH 

LA 0 

yvuYL 

3 S*THR00M 

N^n 
BEDROOM 

t^-rx ir-e* 

o 

VP 
BATHROOM 

m 
% , 

Q MR I I I 

rsA/1 

SW * 

^ 

) 
MASTER 
OATH 

* ? — T > xr-r -

H A ' ' ! 1 

i f r • IT 

T * * 

BEOROOM 
i ? - r x t * S 

yvuvu 

— , . . _ j 

^ \ i — BATHROOM 

ROOF 

X A ^ 

BEDROOM 

z = x 

i r 
MASTER BEDROOM 
i j ' - f x ift' r 

c 
MASTER ~ ^ 
BATH . — 

U - J 

MARTfP 
BATH 

P 

u 
VE 

BATHROOM 

ru 
±= 

SW i 

\A/H 
BEDROOM 
i ? ' - rx ir-6* 

UA\ 

' f ' i t 
' 

MASTER BEDROOM 
l?'-rx IB' r 

0 

I *ftft 

3E XN 
jn/ry y v u Y i 

oy 
P = n 

BATHROOM 

~s» 

\>y\ 
BEOROOM , 

i?'-r x 1V-6 

£. K J-I -r* i t f e ^ n- • 

MASTER BEDROOM 

lr-r x is- r 

FT71 

MASTFR 
BATH 

Ur\fl 

r - T 

BATHROOM S 
/t m 

1\A/ 
BEDROOM 

i?'-rx ii'-r 
nnr>f 

; 

GARAGE ROOF 

GARAGE ROOF GARAGE ROOF 

SECOND FLOOR PLAN 

1 f 
GARDEN LJ 

I * \ > ii i I 

. 

iWl -̂D-g*" 

a 
a 

i 
i i 
i i 
i i 

V\ 

• V 

KITCHEN 

0 
BREAKFAST 

RlTIO 

• c * ^ 

< GARDEN GARDEN GARDEN GARDEN 

U V RM / DIN RM 
l V - r X 17'-6* 

UV RM / OIN RM 
l4'-&-X 17*-6* 

a 

UK.) 

'. AO 

oE5 
KITCHEN 

0 
BREAKFAST 
r - r x 7'-6 

a T x ur-r 

DIN M i RATIO 

I 
I I 
I i 
» I 

N 

D 

r̂* Ei-
i i 
l I 
l i 

KI'CHEN 

^u 
^ > BATI 21/1 

f% " 

GARAGE 

2i*-rx w-r 

. 

* 

wro 

DIIIN* P*TIQ 

WJS W$ *+"-« ̂  

r - Q 

KITCHEN KITCHEN 

DINNG HftllU 

P"̂  
a 

c |—E3-

GARftGt 
2i*-rx i2*-r 

T T 

. 
1 

m 

rap 
1 

LJ V 

J 

: 
• 

\1 

0(0 

WTO 

LJV RM / DIN 
i * - r x i 7 ' - r 

• 
sn\ u 

KITCHEN 
^r 

wrv; 

DXUNI PITIO 

J 

GARAGE 

2i-rx lZ'-r 

DINNG PA! It) 

I I 
I I 

I I 

. 

GARAGE 

2r-rx t2'-r 

FIRST FLOOR PLAN 

E 

J 

ri 

FRONT 

WOOO TFlM 

- C / V O S - M B N I T Wis iDcw 

RIGHT LEFT 

REAR 

-r oc-]- e>e> 

N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

I 

EPIPHANY COLLEGE PROPERTY 
SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

MATTHEW J. 
WAP5HAUER 
ARCHITECTS^ 

drawing t i t le 

TYP. BUILD. PLANS 
& ELEVATIONS 

(UNIT TYPE D) 

_ 
• ' — •—— 

— . 

&CUH3 I dutb 

awing no. 

pro 

6 
...i w »n • *W^MB 

• j j — 



•*••• **mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm\ 

K , * r - f « 7 * * ^ 

GARAGE 
ROOF 

MRAG1 
ROOF 

GARAGE 
ROOF 

SECOND FLOOR PLAN 

v fe. fi * 

' W l > ' > , 

J 

p™% 

GARDEN 

LR/DR 

u 

T=rr-5 

GARDEN 

LR/DR 
1<»'X22' 5 

^ ^ ^ > ^ 

i . 

! 

GARDEN 

s 

=3 iZli, 

is • 

LR/DR 
1R'X22' 

^f^ 

GAftAGF 

VlE 

ast 

LR/DR 
1S'X22' 

• c 

s - v > =*££ 
^ 

> 
LR/OR 
l¥X22 

ok) 

BREAKFAST 

7' -8«X8'-B' 

STOflftfif 

LR/DR 
1 ^ X 2 2 ' 

JL 

,u 

OH I 

0.0 

QH 
7 , ^ r 

«. 
KITCHEN 
7-8*X12'-B* 

K 
> 

BREAKFAST 

7 ' - e , X B ' - B , 

STORAGE 

U 
GARAGE 

. 

< — — 

•Am 

FRONT 

LEFT RIGHT 

W REAR 

FIRST FLOOR PLAN 

T o c y d 6 

N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

EPIPHANY COLLEGE PROPERTY 
SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

MATTHEW J. 
WAPSHAUER 
ARCHITECTS" 

drawing t i t le 

TYP. BUILD. PLANS 
& ELEVATIONS 

£) 

ate 

g MO. 

cuie 
l / B ' 1 * ! ' Y" 15 Sfet-i l 

7 
• " • M M P W W M M H a i l l l H M l W 



wmmmmmmmmmmBmm 

SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

m •• • MIL 



1 

* = r z=t 

OFFICE 

SIDE ELEVATION 
(opp side similar) 

SECOND FLOOR PLAN 

A^fMAiq £>m*lGl-E- f - ^ P 

v / S ^ i C ^ L - vs/«=>0 *»VO\^X«3 

FRONT & REAR ELEVATIONS 

FIRST FLOOR PLAN \\ , o c ^ ' 
•HUH 
M M M M 

N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

EPIPHANY COLLEGE PROPERTY 
SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

MATTHEW J. 
WAPSHAUER. 
ARCHITECTS* 

— M M I ^ ^ ^ H 

Of owing t i t l e 
i 

OFFICE BUILDING 
PLAN&ELE 

1/fVl 
dote pi 

dr owing no. 

11 • ^ ^ ^ ^ • ^ • • • • • i ^ • i ^ ^ n * 

9 
i 



if m& 
- $ * *&£* 

•tf 

/ ^VXi?<;> v SET & 

3 v,- ^ 
<•'?.. n^-7 . 

^ 
' T V V ' ' 1 ^ 

PARTIAL ELEVATION 

M S L ^ ^ f * 
3 ££>UiC^fcfe 

« - * £ > T U C O O « / * \ C^tL b ^ i C - r \ 

1/8"-V-0 

"C?T fti*l*v*?t«M& £ *w*ch £*? 

f 
N E W W I N D S O R N E W Y O R K 

EPIPHANY COLLEGE PROPERTY 
SKY LOM NEW WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

MATTHEW J. 
WAP5HAUER 
ARCHITECTS* 

II 

•^PaFD 

di uwlny 11+le 

RETAIL 
FLOOR PLAN 
& ELEVATION 

AB tiHUwJN 

dot© 

>T awing 
i 

no. 

10 



tfttjtfffHf 
I Mi y 

* - — I . nj g MLAM j g ._m » i:; i 
ORANGE COUNTY NEW YORK 
P*10|« Nu ! 

(Mill W» " " f - • ! 

TOWN OF N t W WINJ 

IK.U6* r«» M " 

,-. ^ 
run lUmtuMU 



' " J » 

•^.NEWBURGH 

A 23.1 

l0 4Atd 

/ 106 2 
134* 

21.3 / , 
'10AM 

g f—a^m 

10 

r-ioo' |l 

39 

£106.1 1 

4JI 
4 . 4 A(CJ 

4M 
4 4 « 0 

art 
108 

i « . * * . . 

107 

HA 

48 * 
2A 

4 * 2 

/ / *s <D 
3 8 2 

i t * 

201 
ISA 

V 

35 
fcAAiC)1 

StCTlOH 

32 
1M 

W SECTION 19 

I 13 

•I . . . i . . . A i (tMM 

12. 
2 a* 

S i t itCTION 12 

! " • 100' 

14 
SJ A 29.21 

* ? A * C ) 

2 * 
41 4 A 

SECTION Zl 

12.1 

4MU 

24 
J » A 

•& 
213 

^y^^feS _̂... 

SECTION £4 

S E C T I O N 3ft 

AU. M « . M t . N *LMUW: U.»ik«.i 
M i jOASWulA «Hlt>Ul MHf K i . i k . l l 

i I H 
• - >»• at mm 

I J "UkK,MS O N U 

| m y ^ " n > $ ORANGE COUNTY NEW YORK 

., . , . .. . 
..,;.,_. 

Mult i,v i ftftfcalblll 
S»t»>w * f '--

%?v 

http://Ki.ik.ll


•962 

SECTION 4 

J L M N V 

m *t h y 8EHVICE 
p 9 i A I I 0 1 

* - • - » • • < • 

* UK lAX HMPQUM ©Nil 

hut l U M U I U ' W WUivtlMlU 

SECTION t 

i 

SECTION • 

SECTION 4 

SEC HON £4 

AU NiwftMifi » « * **•* 'fiff 5j.*C I 

t i g 
1- . . . . * - . * !• •>' « ^ ! Oi J 

. . . . 
1 » iT i i •* « r - - 1 • »i"" " T ^ — 1 : 1 
[ , . ,,-.. ; ] 

t Nl . 

- » t * » 

-1 :. . . 1 tP 

ORANGE COUNTY-NEW YORK 

Lwitwt Pht t l» '_ JtUUNV i 4 



Ww:^mm\-

1 

* L i V A . U tftTC " « l " i 

II(^< n»» u ••_» »y 

fQ$ IAX puNHgtiU Quur 
J U U & 4 

ORANGE COUNTY-NEW YORK 

U>i* »> r twt i 

t j . i tf( b u y J L & l A? 

TOWN Of NEW 

St « I IM H* . i f " -

& « t j 



At HO * f H V i C C 

• 

i OK IAA P U W i ^ t S ONUT 

IUWN Oh NJ A WINJ252&" 

v»'t 



— 

s 
TB1&2TT, 

g^lff 

215 

2TO 

J&3ZL 

3' HM9M BLACT 
VINYL C-HAfN 
LIMC FCNCF 4 o m . r r CONTOCX 

STRUCTURE 

3 ; ANTI-SEEP 
COLLARS 

• 12' or;. 
6; 
55 

ELEV 2Tfc.<» 

ELEV 2 1 4 3 0 

FINISH
ES* A T * 

5' HI<9H & ACK 
VINYL CHAIN 
LINK ro*e 

<v-
WATTK QUALITY / 

STORM MATER 
DETENTION BASN No. I 

15" OWFfrE 
ELEV. 2TO.T5 

OUTLET PgX?L 
HS>. ELEV 2be>5 

2 £ 0 

C LEGEND 

* * 2' CONTOUR 

IO' CONTOUR 

BOUND AI*Y 

-~% ADJ. PROPERTY LINE 

* X CHAIN LINK FENCE 

L 
BRASS ABOVE 
ELEV 2 1 5 0 

2T5 

REED CANARY 
ORASS BELOH 
ELEV. 215.Q 210 

4m PVC OUTLET 
PIPE 

BASIN BERM COMPACTED 
TO A <&% DENSITY 
(ASTM I551J 

260 

BERM / BASIN OUTLET PIPING DETAIL 
SCALE. VERT, p . 4 1 

HORIZ. r * 2 o i 

3 ' - * " 

POLYPROPYLENE PLASTIC 
STEP • 12" OC. TYPICAL; 

I «—=-> ' 

3 6 " OUTLET 

FABRICATED STEEL CA(SE 
^EPOXY C O A T E D ; IN/ BARS 
AT & OJC., HORIZ. 4 VERTICAL. 
SECURE HITH EXPANSION 
BOLTS TO FACE OF WALL. 

PIPE 9 1.15 Sfc 
5LCPPE •4" PVC OUTLET 

PIPE 

CONC. ANCHORS 
AS REOUIRED t 

2" DIA. ORIFICE 
IN END CAP 

PRECAST CONCRETE 
CHAMBER 

2" DIA. PREFORMED 
HOLE FOR SECURITY 
CHAIN AND LOCK 

TOP OF BERK 
ELEV 2 t a 5 0 

\ 

TOP OF BERM. 
ELEV. 21».50~" 

ALUMINUM PARALLEL BAR (SRATE W/ 
FRAME EMBEDDED INTO CONCRETE 

4 ' -0 " WIDE 
HEIR OPENING 

* = = * 

W ELEV 26 
J4S: 4" PVC OUTUgT H P f 

INV 266 .50 

OMAJC H/ NON-SHRINK 
a«OUT (TYRCAtJ 

6* L A Y B * OF 
CWSMGD STONE 

l (_<L. 2* DIA. ORJFICE 
IN END CAP • 
ELEV 2bl3Q 

mr? 

/ 

ALUMINUM PARALLEL BAR ORATE W/ 
FRAME EMBEDDED INTO CONCRETE 

i H i i i m i i i i i i i i i n i - r 

\ 

Jfcw 

JK_J 

ABRICATED STEEL 
CASE 

(SRATE ELEV 216.00 

OH HIDE HEIR 
INV. ELEV 214.50 

BLACK VINYL COATED STEEL 
CHAIN LINK FENCE FABRIC, 2 
MESH SIZE, <=! <SAU©E HIRE. 

BLACK VINYL COATH? LINE 
POST • \QA O.C. MAX 

TOP RAIL 

• 15" ORIFICE 
INV. ELEV. 2TO.T5 

' 3t>" OUTLET PIPE » I 
\ \H BACK6R0UNP I 

O 
\ 

. TbtOO 

A PPTTDM OF j j ^ P 
™ INV. ELPV. 2 6 6 5 0 

PLASTIC FILTER CLOTH, 
2 0 - 6 O MILS. THICK, ORAB 
STRENGTH qO-120 lbs., SHALL 
CONFORM TO ASTM D-ITT7 
AND ASTM D~I6£2 

BLACK VINYL COATED 
eATE OR END 

POST 

LOH FLOW CHANNEL DETAIL 
NOT TO SCALE 

FINISH ORADfc 

12" <P CONC 
FOOTING (TYPJ 

i6" • CONC. 
FOOTING (TYPJ 

HEL.I COMPACTED 
fcAKTH 

ELEVATION 
SECTION A A 

PLATER QUALITY / STORM WATER DETENTION BASIN No. I CHAIN LINK PENCE 

OUTLET CONTROL STRUCTURE 
W TO 5CAL£ 

NOT TO SCALE 

7 4 4 8 ro«»*«y 

onsuit ing i I 

N * * & r a h N.Y 12QOO 

UMAUlHUKUU> AiltkATlQM OH AfiOJTftQN 10 THIS DOCUMLNI ft A WXAHUN OF 
-UN 7208-2 OF TH£ NfcW YORK SlATE tOUCAllON L A * . 

I-KUW 1H£ UHtONAL OF THib (XXXJMtM WTHQU! A f ACttftHU: O IHfc 
ANL) AN OMONAi MP OK tMtoOSbtU ^ A * Of M l 

bHAU HOI fil C0*8lDfc*£D VAO) IROt COP.. 

OOPVKKJWI 2003 ShA* I M i N S m t 
^t>ct 

w w H M n n i M i M i i i M M n M 
• H H M I M B M 

>U 

• ' ii i ( i 

iMMMMMMNMaMMMIlMM^ 

U A i i 

Drown By. ^ f t i J* 

Ch*ck#d By: VV, ^ 

Scu.e 

uuu if- ̂  wW^ 
MMHMHMHMHMIMI 

• u n n i n n M i 

^ r o 
"'^WATER QUALITY / 5T0RM WATER 

INTENTION BASIN No. I 
PLAN # PETAIL5 

Project 

^ N t y S G * * Hie^HHAT 

t A K i 

IATC6# LLC 
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