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SECTION1
INTRODUCTION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION (Figure No. 1)

This study has been prepared to evaluate the potential traffic impacts of the redevelopment of
the former Tarkett property. The property is located south of NYS Route 94 on Tarkett
Drive in the Towns of Cornwall and New Windsor, New York. The Project calls for the
three existing buildings, totaling 256,892 sq ft, to be renovated for general light
manufacturing/warehouse space reoccupancy. The site location is identified on Figure No. 1.

A design year of 2009 has been utilized in this report to evaluate future traffic conditions.

SCOPE OF STUDY

This study has been prepared to evaluate the existing and future traffic conditions at the
intersection of NYS Route 94 and Tarkett Drive. In the course of completing this study, data
regarding existing roadway and traffic conditions were collected by representatives of John
Collins Engineers, P.C. In addition, historical data including data from the NYSDOT were
also referenced. Detailed turning movement traffic counts were conducted at the intersection
to establish the existing traffic volumes for the weekday peak hours. The existing traffic
volumes were then projected to a future design year utilizing a background growth factor of
3% which was developed based on historical information from the NYSDOT and to account
for traffic from other planned or proposed developments in the area. These projected traffic

volumes represent the design year No-Build Traffic Volumes.
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Estimates of the site generated traffic volumes for the proposed developmeﬁt were computed
utilizing information published by the Institute of Transportzitio_n Engineers (ITE). These
volumes were then added to the 2009 No-Build Traffic Volumes to obtain the 2009 Build

Traffic Volumes with a completion of the project.

The Existing, No-Build and Build Traffic Volumes were then compared to roadway capacities
to determine the existing and future Levels of Service and traffic operating conditions. Based

on the results of the analysis, recommendations for improvements were then made.




Page 3
SECTION I
EXISTING ROADWAY AND TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

A DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING ROADWAY NETWORK

Detailed field inspections of the roadways in the vicinity of the site were completed. At the
time of the surveys, information regarding existing roadway geometrics, type and location of
traffic control devices and existing traffic flow characteristics were identified. As mentioned
previously, the site will be served by an access connection to NYS Route 94, a description of

this and Tarkett Drive follows:

1. NYS Route 94
NYS Route 94 is a state highway which runs generally in a northeast/southwest
direction throughoui Orange County. The roadway originates at an intersection with
NYS Route 9W in the Town of New Windsor and continues in a southwesterly
direction. It intersects with NYS Route 32 and NYS Route 300 east of the site. It
continues as a three lane roadway passing the site. Immediately west of Tarkett Drive
there is a signal controlled railroad crossing located just prior to the NYS Thruway
underpass. The roadway continues in a southwesterly direction through other
portions of Orange County including the Towns of Blooming Grove, Chester and
Goshen. It intersects at an interchange with NYS Route 17 and then continuing south
into New Jersey. In the immediate vicinity of the site, the roadway consists of one

lane in each direction and has a posted speed limit of 45 mph.
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2. Tarkett Drive
Tarkett Drive is an existing roadway that services only the Tarkett property. It

intersects with NYS Route 94 at an unsignalized intersection and continues south to

the site.

2006 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES (Figures No. 2 and 3) _

Detailed traffic count data for the intersection of NYS Route 94 and Tarkett Drive was
collected by conducting turning movement traffic counts. The AM count was performed on
Tuesday, June 20, 2006 from 7:OOAM.— 9:00AM and-the PM count was performed on

Monday, June 19, 2006 from 3:00PM — 6:00PM.

These counts were also compared to other historical data and were summarized for the
weekday AM (7:00-8:00AM) and PM (4:30 — 5:30PM) peak hours to identify current

volumes for these intersections. The resulting 2006 Existing Traffic Volumes are shown on

Figures No. 2 and 3.
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SECTION III
EVALUATION OF FUTURE TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

2009 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES (Figures No. 4 and 5)

The 2006 Existing Traffic Volumes shown on Figures No. 2 and 3 were projected to a future
2009 design year, by utilizing a background growth factor of 3% per year. This growth factor
was developed based on historical data and was used to also account for other potehtial
development traffic in the area. The resulting 2009 No-Build Traffic volumes for the

weekday AM and PM peak hours are shown on Figures No. 4 and 5.

SITE-GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES (Table No. 1)

In order to determine the traffic which will be generated in association with the
redevelopment of the site, information published by the Institute of Transportation engineers

(ITE) as contained in their report entitled Trip Generation: 7" Edition, 2006 was referenced.

Utilizing this data, the peak-hour trip generation rates and corresponding site-generated traffic
volumes were estimated and are shown in Table No. 1. It should be noted that the
redevelopment of the site should result in a better distribution of traffic to and from the site
since the types of uses should result in less “peaking of traffic” as compared to that

experienced at the shift change of the former Tarkett operation.

ARRIVAL AND DEPARTURE DISTRIBUTIONS (Figures No. 6 and 7)
An arrival and departure distribution was developed based upon a review of the existing
traffic volumes in order to assign the site-generated traffic volumes to the roadway network.

The anticipated distributions are shown on Figures No. 6 and 7, respectively.
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D. 2009 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES (Figures No. 8,9, 10 and 11)

Utilizing the arrival and departure distributions, the site-generated traffic volumes were added

to the roadway system and site driveways. The site-generated traffic volumes are shown on

Figures No. 8 and 9. These site-generated traffic volumes were combined with the design

year No-Build Traffic Volumes to obtain the 2009 Build Traffic Volumes, which are shown

on Figures No. 10 and 11 for the AM and PM peak hours, respectively.

E. DESCRIPTION OF ANALYSIS PROCEDURES

In order to determine existing and future traffic operating conditions at the study area
intersections, it was necessary to perform capacity analyses. The following is a brief

. description of the analysis method utilized in this report:

The unsignalized intersection capacity analysis method utilized in this report
was also performed in accordance with the procedures described in the 2000
Highway Capacity Manual. The érocedure is based on total elapsed time from
when a vehicle stops at the end of the queue until the vehicle departs from the
stop line. The average total delay for any particular critical movement is a
function of the service rate or capacity of the approach and thé degree of
saturation. In order to ideniify the Level of Service, the average amount of

vehicle delay is computed for each critical movement to the intersection.

Additional information concerning signalized and unsignalized Levels of Service can be found

in Appendix “D” of this report.
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F. RESULTS OF ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS (Table No. 2)
Utilizing the procedures outlined above, a capacity analysis was conducted at the intersection
of NYS Route 94 and Tarkett Drive, utilizing the existing, No-Build and Build Traffic
Volumes. The results of the capacity analyses are summarized in Table No. 2. Based on a
review of the results of the field inspections and the analysis results, the fdllowing

recommendations are made.

1. Along the south side of Route 94 looking west of Tarkett Drive, the existing
vegetation within the Route 94 right-of-way should be pruned to ensure adequate
sight lines for exiting vehicles. In addition, if the railroad siding is no longer active,

the applicant should pursue a possible “exempt” posting.

2. The warning signing and beacon assembly located on the Route 94 approach west of

Tarkett Drive should be upgraded and reactivated.

3. To improve on site access for emergency vehicles, Tarkett Drive should be reviewed
with the Town emergency services personnel about potential cross connections of the

internal roadways.
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G. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
With the completion of the above improvements, the capacity analysis indicate that the
proposed redevelopment of the Tarkett Property will not result in a significant negative traffic

impact on the adjacent roadway, and safe and efficient operation will exist.

Respectfully submitted,
S

309.TIS
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TABLE2

 LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY TABLE

2006 EXISTING

- 2009 NO-BUILD

1 NYS ROUTE 94 &

TARKETTDRVE

“WwB | As8l | ANes

ne | B3z | Eiie

ABS)
‘B[139]

¥ Alé.q A
B{12.0]

Nosi
" C[18.1]

NOTES:

THE ABOVE REPRESENTS THE LEVEL OF SERVICE AND VEHlCLE DELAY IN SECONDS c [162] FOR EACH S
APPROACH AS WELL AS FOR THE OVERALL INTERSECTION FOR THE SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS R
SEE APPENDIX "D" FOR DESCRIPTIONS OF LEVELS OF SERVICE ‘ AT
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TABLE 1

HOURLY TRIP GENERAT!ON RATES (HTGR) AND ANTICIPATED

SITE GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES

ENTRY EXIT
TARKETT PROPERTY REDEVELOPMENT ,
CORNWALL / NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK HTGR* VOLUME HTGR* VOLUME
(266.892 SQ. FT.) 7
PEAK AM HIGHWAY HOUR \ 0.45 116 0.09 24
PEAK PM HIGHWAY HOUR 0.11 28 105

0.41

NOTES:

1}* THE HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES (HTGR) ARE BASED ON THE DATA PUBLISHED BY
THE INSTITUTE OF TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) AS CONTAINED IN THE TRIP GENERATION

HANDBOOK, 7TH EDITION, 2003.

.

JCE JOB 309



TABLE 2

LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY TABLE

2006 EXISTING 2009 NO-BUILD 2009 BUILD
AM PM AM PM AM PM
1 NYS ROUTE 94 & UNSIGNALIZED
TARKETT DRIVE WB Al8.8] Al8.5) A8.9) Al8.6] Al9.5] AB.7]
NB B[13.2] B{11.6] B{13.9] B{12.0] C[18.1] D{25.4]
NOTES:

THE ABOVE REPRESENTS THE LEVEL OF SERVICE AND VEHICLE DELAY IN SECONDS, C [16.2], FOR EACH .
APPROACH AS WELL AS FOR THE OVERALL INTERSECTION FOR THE SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS.

SEE APPENDIX "D" FOR DESCRIPTIONS OF LEVELS OF SERVICE.

JCE JOB 309
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HCS+: Unsignalized Intersections Release 5.2

TWO--WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

alyst: RGD
Qency/Co. : JCE
te Performed: 7/25/06
Analysis Time Period: AM PEAK HOUR
Intersection: NYS ROUTE 94 & TARKETT DRIVE
Jurisdiction:
Units: U. S. Customary
Analysis Year: 2009 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES
Project ID: 309AMNBL
East/West Street: NYS ROUTE 94
North/South Street: TARKETT DRIVE
Intersection Orientation: EW Study period (hrs): 0.25

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Major Street: Approach Eastbound ] Westbound

Movement 1 2 3 | 4 5 6
L T R | L T R

Volume 581 1 11 411

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 645 1 12 456

Percent Heavy Vehicles - - 5 - -

Median Type/Storage Undivided / '

RT Channelized?

Lanes 1 0 1 1

Configuration TR L T

’stream Signal? No No
inor Street: Approach Northbound . Southbound
Movement 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
L T R | L T R

Volume 1 8

Peak Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 1 8

Percent Heavy Vehicles 5 5

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Flared Approach: Exists?/Storage No /., /

Lanes 0 0

Configuration LR

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
Movement : 1 4 |7 8 9 | 10 11 12
Lane Config L | LR |
v (vph) 12 )
C(m) (vph) 925 415
v/c 0.01 0.02
95% queue length 0.04 0.07
Control Delay . 8.9 13.9
A B
roach Delay : 13.9

Approach LOS B




HCS+: Unsignalized Intersections Release 5.2

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

nalyst: i RGD
Qency/Co. : JCE
ate Performed: . 6/20/2006
Analysis Time Period: PM PEAK HOUR
Intersection: NYS ROUTE 94 & TARKETT DRIVE
Jurisdiction:
Units: U. S. Customary
Analysis Year: 2006 EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES
Project ID: 309PMEX1
East/West Street: NYS ROUTE 94
North/South Street: TARKETT DRIVE
Intersection Orientation: EW Study period (hrs): 0.25

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Major Street: Approach Eastbound Westbound

Movement 1 2 3 | 4 5 6
L T R | L T R

Volume 463 1 1 674

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF. 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 514 1 1 748

Percent Heavy Vehicles - -~ 5 - -

Median Type/Storage Undivided /

RT Channelized?

Lanes 1 0 1 1

Configuration TR : L T

stream Signal? No . No

¢

nor Street: Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
L T R | L T R
Volume 0 6
Peak Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 Y
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 0 )
Percent Heavy Vehicles 5 5
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
~ [Flared Approach: Exists?/Storage No  / . /
Lanes 0 0 .
Configuration LR
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 4 | 7 8 9 | 10 -11 12
Lane Config . L | LR |
v (vph) 1 6
C(m) (vph) 1035 555
v/c 0.00 0.01
95% queue length 0.00 0.03
Control Delay 8.5 11.6

S i A B-

proach Delay 11.6

Approach LOS B




HCS+: Unsignalized Intersections Release 5.2

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

alyst: RGD
‘ency/Co e JCE
ate Performed: 7/25/06
Analysis Time Period: AM PEAK HOUR
Intersection: " NYS ROUTE 94 & TARKETT DRIVE
Jurisdiction:
Units: U. S. Customary
Analysis Year: 2009 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES
Project ID: 3092MNB1
East/West Street: NYS ROUTE 94
North/South Street: TARKETT DRIVE .
Intersection Orientation: EW Study period (hrs): 0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street: Approach Eastbound Westbound
Movement 1 2 3 | 4 5 6
L T R | L T R
Volume 581 1 11 411
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 -0.90 0.90 0.90
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 645 1 12 456
Percent Heavy Vehicles —= - 5 - -
Median Type/Storage Undivided /
RT Channelized?
Lanes 1 0 1 1
Configuration TR L T
Qstream Signal? No No
inor Street: Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
L T R | L T R
Volume 1 8
Peak Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 1 8
Percent Heavy Vehicles 5 5
Percent Grade (%) - 0 0
Flared Approach: Exists?/Storage No / /
Lanes 0 0 :
" Configuration LR

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service.

Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 4 | 7 . 8 9 | 10 - 11 12
Lane Config L | . LR |
v (vph) 12 i 9
C(m) (vph) 925 ~ 415
v/c 0.01 . 0.02
95% queue length 0.04 0.07
Control Delay 8.9 13.9
A B -
roach Delay 13.9

Approach LOS B




HCS+: Unsignalized Intersections Release 5.2

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

Analyst:
ency/Co.:
ate Performed:

Analysis Time Period:

Intersection:
Jurisdiction:
Units:
Analysis Year:
Project ID:

RGD
JCE

7/25/06

PM PEAK HOUR :

NYS ROUTE 94 & TARKETT DRIVE

U. S. Customary

2009 NO-BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES

309PMNB1
East/West Street:
North/South Street:

NYS ROUTE 94
TARKETT DRIVE

Intersection Orientation: EW Study period (hrs): 0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street: Approach Eastbound Westbound
Movement 1 2 3 | 4 5 6
L T R | L T R
Volume 505 1 1 735
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 561 1 1 816
Percent Heavy Vehicles - - 5 - -
Median Type/Storage Undivided /
RT Channelized?
Lanes 1 0 1 1
Configuration TR L T
‘stream Signal? No No
inor Street: Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
L T R | L T R
Volume 0 7
Peak Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 0 7
Percent Heavy Vehicles 5 5
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach: Exists?/Storage . No /
Lanes 0 0
Configuration LR
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 4 | 7 8 9 | 10 11
Lane Config L | LR |
v (vph) 1 7
C(m) (vph) 995 521
v/c 0.00 0.01
95% queue length 0.00 0.04
Control Delay 8.6 12.
S A B-
proach Delay 12.0
Approach LOS B

)




HCS+: Unsignalized Intersections Release 5.2

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

alyst: RGD
iency/Co. : JCE
te Performed: 7/25/06

Analysis Time Period: AM PEAK HOUR

Intersection: NYS ROUTE 94 & TARKETT DRIVE

Jurisdiction:

Units: U. S. Customary

Analysis Year: 2009 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES

Project ID: 309AMBD1 ,

East/West Street: NYS ROUTE 94

North/South Street: TARKETT DRIVE

Intersection Orientation: EW Study period (hrs): 0.25

Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments

Major Street: Approach Eastbound Westbound

Movement 1 2 3 ] 4 5 ©
L T R | L T R

Volume 581 36 92 411

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 645 40 102 456

Percent Heavy Vehicles - - 5 - ~-=

Median Type/Storage Undivided /

RT Channelized?

Lanes 1 0 1 1

Configuration TR : L T

‘stream Signal? No No

1inor Street: Approach Northbound Southbound

Movement 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
L T R | L T R

Volume 8 24

Peak Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 8 26

Percent Heavy Vehicles 5 5

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Flared Approach: Exists?/Storage No / . /

Lanes 0 0

1 Configuration LR

Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service

Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 4 | 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
Lane Config . L | LR ]

v (vph) 102 34

C{(m) (vph) 895 308

v/c 0.11 0.11

95% queue length 0.38 0.37

Control Delay 9.5 18.1

4 s : A c
roach Delay 18.1

Approach LOS C




HCS+: Unsignalized Intersections Release 5.2
TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY
alyst: RGD
ncy/Co.: JCE
te Performed: 7/25/06

Analysis Time Period:
Intersection:
Jurisdiction:

Units:
Analysis- Year:
Project ID: 309PMBD1
East/West Street:
North/South Street:

PM PEAK HOUR
NYS ROUTE 94 & TARKETT DRIVE

U. S. Customary

2009 BUILD TRAFFIC VOLUMES

NYS ROUTE 94
TARKETT DRIVE

Intersection Orientation: EW Study period (hrs): 0.25
Vehicle Volumes and Adjustments
Major Street: BApproach Eastbound Westbound
Movement 1 2 3 | 4 5 6
L T R | L T R
Volume 505 9 21 135
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 561 10 23 816
Percent Heavy Vehicles - -- 5 - -
Median Type/Storage Undivided /
RT Channelized? .
Lanes 1 0 1 1
Configuration TR L T
‘stream Signal? No No
inor Street: Approach Northbound Southbound
Movement 7 8 9 | 10 11 12
L T R | L T R
Volume 32 80
Peak Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90
Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 35 88
Percent Heavy Vehicles 5 5
Percent Grade (%) 0 0
Flared Approach: Exists?/Storage No / /
Lanes 0 0
Configuration LR
Delay, Queue Length, and Level of Service
Approach EB WB Northbound Southbound
Movement 1 4 I 7, 8 9 | 10 11 12
Lane Config L | LR |
v (vph) 23 : 123
C{m) (vph) 987 297
v/c 0.02 0.41
95% queue length 0.07 1.95
Control Delay 8.7 25.4
A D -
Groach Delay 25.4
Approach LOS D
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STANDARDS



LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

Level of Service (LOS) for signalized intersections is defined in
terms of control delay, which is a measure of driver discomfort,
frustration, fuel consumption, and increased travel time. The
delay experienced by a motorist is made up of a number of facto:s
that relate to control, geometrics, traffic, and incidents.
Specifically, LOS cri£eria fbr traffic signals are stated in terms
of the average control delay per vehicle, typically for a 15-
mipute analysis period. The criteria are given in Exhibit 16-2
from -the 2000 Highway Capacity Ménual publishéd by the

Transportation Research Board.

EXHIBIT 16-2

LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

, CONTROL DELAY
LEVEL OF SERVICE PER VEHICLE
(LOS) (S/VEH)

<10
>10-20
>20-35
>35-55
>55-80

>80

HEODOQWD




(0] A describes operations with low control delay, up

to 10 seconds per vehicle (s/veh). This LOS occurs when
progression is extremely favorable and most vehicles arrive during
the green phase. Many vehicles do not stop at all. Short cycle

lengths may tend to contribute to low delay values.

‘LEVEL OF SERVICE B describes operations with control delay greatef
than 10 and up to 20 seconds per vehicle (s/veh). This level
generally occurs with good progression, short cycle lengths, or
both. - More venicles stop than with Level of Service “A", causing

higher levels of delay.

LEVEL OF SERVICE C describes operations with control delay greater
than 20 and up to 35 seconds per vehicle (s/veh). These higher
delays may result from only fair progression, longer cycle lengths,'
or both. Individual cycle failures may begin to appear at this
level. The number of vehicles stopping is significant at this
1evel,=though many still pass through the intersection without

stopping.

LEVEL OF_ SERVICE D describes operations witﬁ control delay greater
than 35 and up to 55 séconds per vehicle (s/veh). At Level of

Service D, the influence of congestion becomes more noticeable.
Longer delays may fesuit from some combination of unfavorable
pfogression, long cycle léngths, and high v/c ratios. Many
vehicles stop, and the proportion of vehicles not stopping'
declines. Individual cycle failures are noticeable.
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LEVEL OF SERVICE E describes operations with control delay greater
than 55 and up to 80 seconds per vehicle (s/veh). 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.

LEVEL OF SERVICE F describes operations with control delay in

excess of 80 seconds per vehicle (s/veh). This level is considered
unacceptable to most drivers, often occurs with oversaturation, .
that is, when arrival flow rates exceed the capacity of the groups.
It may also occur at high v/c ratios wAitnA many individual cycle
failures. Poor progression and 1long cycle lengths may also

contribute significantly to high delay levels.




LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

The Level of Service (tOS) for unsignalized intersections is
determined by the computed or measured control delay and is defined
for each minor_ﬁovement. Control delay is defined as the total
elapsed time a vehicle stops at the end of the gueue to the time
the vehicle departs from the stop line. This total elapsed time
includes the time required for the vehicle to travel from the last-
in-queue peosition to the first-in-queue position, including
deceleration of vehicles from free-flow speed to speed of vehicles
in queue. Average control delay for any particular minor movement
is a function of the capacity of the approach and the degree of
saturation. The Level of Service Criteria are given in Exhibit 17-2
from the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual published by the

Transportation Research Board.

EXHIBIT 17-2

LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR CRITERIA
FOR UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS

AVERAGE
LEVEL OF SERVICE | CONTROL DELAY
(LOS) (S/VEH)

0-10
>10-15
>15-25
>25-35
>35-50

>50

HEOOwY>

The Level of Service Criteria for unsignalized intersections are

"somewhat different from the criteria for signalized intersections.
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JOHN COLLINS
ENGINEERS, P.C. e musormnonmonssss

=====]] BRADHURST AVENUE « HAWTHORNE, N.Y. * 10532 ¢ (914) 347-7500 ¢« FAX (914) 347-7266 =====

MEMORANDUM
N\
TO: Mark Edsall, P.E.
FROM: Philip J. Grealy, Ph.D., P.E.
DATE: December 19, 2006

SUBJECT: Response to Comments
PROJECT: No. 309

o e ok e o g e o ok ok ok e ok ok ok o ok ok ok o ok ok e ok ok ok ok ok Ak ok ok ok e ok ok ok ok ok ok

Comments on Traffic Study Vail Gates Business Park (Tarkett Redevelopment)

The following items are in response to your comments regarding our traffic report and your

request for additional information.

1. Page 3 has been corrected to indicate the terminus of Route 94 in the Town of
New Windsor.

2. Page 5 — The Table No. 1 has been updated to include the ITE trip classifications.

3. Page 5 — While data are not available to us on the exact trip generation of the
former Tarkett operation, estimates of the traffic volumes were computed for the
former use based on the comparable ITE Land Use and these are shown in Table
1-T. Note that due to the former shift operation, it is likely that the peak volumes

were even more concentrated.

4. Page 6 — Other development traffic was accounted for as part of the growth

factor utilized in the analysis. This would account for such projects as the




Page 2

Chestnut Woods, Cornwall Commons and other miscellaneous developments

traffic in the area.

5. At this time, the removal of the railroad crossing on Route 94 will not occur
since it is controlled by CSX. However, since this crossing is not active, we are
pursuing the possibility of getting an “Exempt” posting which would not require
school buses to stop (see information attached from the NYSMUTCD Section
220.3 regarding this).

6. A conceptual plan has been prepared for access improvements in addition to Item
5 (see Figure No. 1A). These will also be coordinated with the New York State
Department of Transportation as part of a Highway Work Permit.

7. The sight distances at the entrance drive are shown on Figure 1A. The sight
distance improvements will ensure that the sight lines are kept clear during all
times of the year. This distance is consistent with the NYSDOT stopping sight

distances.

8. The traffic volumes shown in the trip generation tables reflect passenger cars and
trucks based on available ITE data.

309.memo.Edsall




TABLE 1

HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES (HTGR) AND ANTICIPATED
SITE GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES

ENTRY —EXT
TARKETT PROPERTY PASSENGER | 'PASSENGER
NEW WINDSOR,NEW YORK HTGR* VOLUME CARS TRUCKS HTGR* VOLUME CARS TRUCKS
LIGHT MANUFACTURING/WAREHOUSE
(256,892 S.F.)
PEAK AM HOUR 0.45 116 110 6 0.09 24 23 1
PEAK PM HOUR 0.11 28 27 1 0.41 105 100 5

NOTES:
1) * THE HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES (HTGR) ARE BASED ON THE DATA PUBLISHED BY THE INSTITUTE

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) AS CONTAINED IN THE TRIP GENERATION HANDBOOK, 7TH EDITION
, JANUARY 2003. LAND USES 120 AND 150.

12/19/2006 JOB NO.309




NYS THRUWAY

UPGRADE EXISTING
FLASHING BEACON

CLEAR EXISTING
VEGETATION IN
THIS AREA

UPGRADE SHOULDER
AND IMPROVE
EXISTING RADUS

EXISTING
RAIL CROSSING

s RUTES

INSTALL NEW
PAVEMENT MARKINGS

ACCESS ROAD
SIGHT DISTANCES

LOOKING LEFT LOOKING RIGHT
360° 450" +

P

NOTE: LINE DIAGRAM NOT TO SCALE

TARKETT PROPERTY
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

JOHN COLLINS ENGINEERS, P.C.
HAWTHORNE, NEW YORK

CONCEPTUAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

PROJECT NO. 309 DATE: DECEMBER 2006 FIG. NO. 1A




TABLE1T

HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES (HTGR) AND ANTICIPATED
SITE GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES

FORMER TARKETT USE
ENTRY EXIT
FORMER TARKETT USE PASSENGER ~|PA
NEW WINDSOR NEW YORK HTGR: | VOLUME CARS TRUCKS | HTGR* | VOLUME CARS TRUCKS
MANUFACTURING
(256,892 S.F.)
PEAK AM HOUR 0.55 142 131 1 0.18 42 39 3
PEAK PM HOUR 0.26 67 62 5 047 120 110 10

NOTES:

1) * VOLUMES REPRESENT ESTIMATES OF FORMER USE BASED ON THE HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES (HTGR) DATA PUBLISHED BY THE
INSTITUTE TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) AS CONTAINED IN THE TRIP GENERATION HANDBOOK, 7TH EDITION, JANUARY 2003. FOR
MANUFACTURING LAND USE 140.

12/19/2006 JOB NO.309




CHAPTER V  UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES , § 220.1

PART 220
RAILROAD CROSSING SIGNS
(Statutory authority: Vehicle and Traffic Law, § 1680{a); TﬂnMﬂm Law, § 14{18))
Sec.
220.1 Railroad crossbuck sign
220.2 Tracks sign
220.3 Exempt sign
2204 High speed trains sign
2205 Increased train traffic sign
2206 Tracks out of service sign

Historical Note
Part (§§ 220.1-220.4) filed June 29, 1983 eff. July 1, 1983.

§220.1 Railroad crossbuck sign.

White
Black legead
R18-1
Sign No. Panel Size Letter Size and Series
R10-1C Rear 48" x 9" 54"-D
Front 48" x 9" 5%°-D

(a) Application. This sign is for use as the “sign board” required by section 53 of the
Railroad Law to be placed at railroad-highway grade crossings (see section 200.4[¢] of this Title).
It shall be used at all crossings, except where the Department omensportanon authorizes its-
omission or a different installation.

(b) Location. (1) The R10-1 sign shall be located on the right side of the roadway in
advance of the crossing, facing approaching traffic in each direction. A supplementary sign
may be placed on the left side of the roadway in advance of and/or beyond the crossing.

(2) The R10-1 sign should be located as close to the crossing as practicable. However, it
should be at least 12 feet from the nearest track center line, measured perpendicular to the track.
(c) Height. The lowest point of the R10-1 sign should be at least seven feet three inches

above the near edge of roadway.

(d) [lllustrations. Figures 240-2, 263-33, and 279-8 through 279-11 of this Title show
examples of railroad crossbuck sign use.

- (e) Supplemental and related devices. Tracks sign (see section 220.2 of this Part); exempt
sign (see section 220.3 of this Part); high speed trains sign (sce section 220.4 of this Part);
increased train traffic sign (see section 220.5 of this Part); tracks out of service sign (see section
220.6 of this Part); railroad advance warning signs (see section 235.8 of this Title); railroad-

02-28-2005 2115 Transportation




§220.1 TITLE 17 TRANSPORTATION

highway grade crossing markings (see section 262.19 of this Title); and railroad flashing signals,
gates, and traffic control signals (see sections 277.6 through 277.8 of this Title).

Historical Note
Sec. filed June 29, 1983; amds. filed: March 26, 2001; Feb. 18, 2005 eff. March 9, 2005.
Amended (e).
§220.2 Tracks sign.
‘White backgreund
Biack logend
TRACKS
a2
Sign No. Panel Size Letter Size and Series
R10-2C Top 9"x9" 5%"D
: Bottom 27" x 9" 4D .

(a) Application. The R10-2 sign shall be used to supplement the railroad crossbuck sign
(see section 220.1 of this Part) where a railroad-highway grade crossing consists of two or more
tracks, including sidings.

(b) Location. The R10-2 sign shall be placed immediately below the R10-1 sign.

(¢) Height. The bottom of the R10-2 sign should be at least six fect above the near edge of
roadway.

(d) IHlustrations. Figui&s 279-8 through 279-11 show examples of tracks sign use.
(e) Supplemental and related devices. Railroad crossbuck sign (see section 220.1 of this
Part).
Historical Note
Sec. filed June 29, 1983; amd. filed March 26, 2001 eff. April 11, 2001. Amended (c).

§220.3 Exempt sign.

White
_ Black legend
Ri-3
Sign No. Size Margin Border Letter Size and Series
R10-3C 24" x 12 % %" "D

(a) Application. This sign is for use at railroad-highway grade crossings where the statutory
stop nommally required for certain vehicles by section 1171 of the Vehicle and Traffic Law has
been legally waived. It is intended for use at abandoned crossings, infrequently used crossings,

2116 Transportation 02-28-2005
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CHAPTER V UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES § 2204

and others where the statutory stop requirement is judged unnecessary. It may be used only where
authorized by the Department of Transportation.

(b) Location. Where used, the R10-3 sign shall be placed in combination with the railroad
crossbuck sign located on the right side of the roadway. It may also be used with supplementary
crossbuck signs on the left side of the roadway.

(c) Height. The R10-3 sign shall be installed beneath the R10-1 sign. Where an R10-2 sign
is used, the R10-3 shall be installed beneath it. Where a railroad flashing signal is used, the R10-3
sign shall be installed below the signal background panels. The bottom of the R10-3 sign should
be at least six feet above the near edge of roadway.

(d) Supplemental and related devices. WS5-15 exempt sign (see section 235.9 of this Title).

Historical Note
Sec. filed June 29, 1983; amd. filed March 26, 2001 eff. April 11, 2001. Amended (b)-(c),
added (d).

§220.4 High speed trains sign.

White backgreumd
Biack legend

Letter Size and Series
Sign No. Size Margin Border Line 1 Line 2 Line 3

R10-4C 24"x 24" »" %" 4"-D 4*.D 4"-D

(a) Application. This sign is for use at railroad-highway grade crossings where it is deemed
necessary to inform motorists that trains may approach at unusually high speed. It may be used
only where authorized by the Department of Transportation. It shall not be wsed at crossings
where R10-3 signs (see section 220.3 of this Part) are used.

(b) Location. Where used, the R10-4 sign shall be placed in combination with the railroad
crossbuck sign located on the right side of the approach roadway. It may also be used with
supplementary crossbuck signs on the left side of the roadway.

(c) Height. (1) WhereanR10-1 sign is the only other device used, the R10-4 sign shall be
placedlmmedxatelybeneathm'I‘llebouomoftbeRlMsxgnshmﬂdbcaﬂustsxxfeaabovc
the near edge of roadway.

(2) Where an R10-2 sign is also used, the R10-4 sign shall be placed beneath it. The bottom
of the R10-4 sign should be at least five feet six inches above the near edge of roadway.

(3) Where a railroad flashing signal is used, the R10-4 sign shall be placed below the signal
background panels. The bottom of the R10-4 sign should be at least five feet six inches above
the near edge of roadway.

Historicai Note
Sec. filed June 29, 1983; amd. filed March 26, 2001 eff. April ll,Z(l)l.Anw(b),added
(c)-

02-28-2005 ' 2117  Transportation
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170

1170. Obedience to signal indicating approach of train. (2) Whenever any
on driving a vehicle approaches a railroad crossing under any of the
umstances stated in this section, the driver of such vehicle shall stop not less than
en feet from the nearest rail of such railroad, and shall not proceed until he can
o safely. The foregoing requirements shall apply when:
An audible or clearly visible electric or mechamml signal device gives waming
1e immediate approach of a railroad train;
\ crossing gate is lowered or when a human flagman gives or continues to give
mal of the approach or passage of a railroad train;
\ railroad train approaching within approximately one thousand five hundred feet
1e highway crossing emits a signal audible from such distance and such railroad
n,byrcasonofnsspeedormmwstosuchcm&mg,lsmmnndmtehamd or
railroad train is plainly visible and is in hazardous proximity to such crossing.
Nopasonslmﬂ&wemyvdncleﬂm@gammd,mmda’anycmmggateor
ier at a railroad crossing while such gate or barrier is closed or is being opened or
=d. Every person convicted of a violation of this subdivision shall for a first conviction
:ofbepmndndbyaﬁmofnmlasﬂmtwohmdmdﬁﬂydoﬂatsmrmtdmfm
fred fifty dollars or by imprisonment for not more than thirty days or by both such
and imprisonment; for a conviction of a second violation, both of which were
mitted within a period of eighteen months, such person shall be punished by a fine of
less than three hundred fifty llarsmmeﬁnnﬁvelnmdmddollmorby

fred fifty

» than one hundred eighty days or by both such fine and i

1. Any person convicted of a violation g_f this ml;?s while driving any vehicle
passengers under eighteen years of age, any camrying passengers, any

wl %us or any vehicle carrying explosive substances or-flammable liquids as a

0 or part of a cargo, shall, upon conviction of a first offense, be guilty of a class

risdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction of a second or subsequent offensc

mitted within five years of the priot offense, be guilty of a class E felony.

wny person convicted of a violation of this section in an accident which

es physical injury, as that term is defined pursuant to subdivision nine of section

0 of the penal law, serious physical injury, as that term is defined pursuant to

livision ten of section 10.00 of the penal law, or death to another person, shall

uilty of a class E felony.

Nothing contained mmwmummmmmumnm

1y violation, crime or other offense otherwise required or permitted by law.

171. Certainvehide:mutmpltuﬂnﬂrudgndemm (a) Thedriver
1y bus carrying passengers, of any school bus, of any motor vehicle with a groms.

clewm@tmngofgxuwrﬂnnm

444

i Wﬂhmmﬂnmm

§ 1172

chlonnconsacargotank,whcthcrloadedoremptymedmuansponhazmdous
materials, as ﬁnedmsectmnﬁvehundmdonc-aofﬂmchapterofanymotor
vehicle required to be marked or placarded by either the United States department of
transpottation or the New York state department of transportation regulations or any
vehicle camrying explosive substances or flammable liquids as a cargo or part of a
cargo, of any cmwler—type tractor, stum shovel, dermick, roller, or of any equipment
or structure having oftenorlessmﬂmperhouroravemcal
bodyorloadclﬁranoeofkssthan inch per foot of the distance between any
two adjacent axles or in any event of less than nine inches, measured above the level
surface of a roadway, before crossing at grade any track or tracks of a railroad, shall
stop such vehicle within fifty feet but not less than fifteen feet from the nearest rail
ofsuchmltoﬁandwinlesostoppedshanhstmandlookmbothdxmcnonsakmg
such track for any approaching train, and for signals indicating the approach of a
umn,exwptashemmﬁupmwded,andshaﬂnmwmwdlmulhecandososafely
After stopping as herein and upon proceeding when it is safe to do so the
driver of any said xcleshallcmonlymsuchgwoftbcveh:clematthcrewlll
be no necessity for changing gears while traversing such crossing and the driver shall
o oy e e S
o stop at any a police ofticer or a traffic-
control signal or sign directs traffic to proceed. po
(c) Every motor vehicle used in commerce with a gross vehicle weight rating of
greater than ten thousand pounds not subject to the requirements of subdivision (a)
of this section shall upon a railroad grade crossing, be driven at a rate
ofspwdwh:chwmpemmmdnmorvelncletobestoppedbefmruchmgﬂw
nearest rail of such crossing, and shall not be driven upon or over such crossing until
due caution has been taken to ascertain that the course is clear.

(&) In addition to the ofsubdwmons () and (c ofl.h:ssecuon,the
driver of a commercial vehicle must check street crossings ‘within a
business or residence district.

§1172.Stnp:igmmdyieldﬁ;u. (a) Except when directed to proceed by a

pohceotﬁocr,everythofavemmpxwhmgampmgnslﬂlstopataclmrly.

marked line, but if none, then stop before entering the crosswalk on the
nmsrde the intersection, or in the event there is no crosswalk, at the point nearest
the intersocting roadway where the driver has a view of the hing traffic on
the intersecting roadway before the intersection the right to proceed
shllbesub]ecttothepmmomofsechonelevenhmxﬁedfoﬁy—two
(b) The driver of a vehicle approaching a yield sign if required for safety to stop
shall stop at a clearly marked stop line, but if none, then shall stop before éntering
the crosswalk on the near side of the intersection, or in the event there is no
where the driver has a view
of the approaching traffic on the “intersecting roadway before entering the
nmanMngmmMsMﬂumwmmcmmmome
eleven hundred forty-two.

445
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PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

. OF: 09/13/2007

ESCROW

)R PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32

LISTING OF PLANNING BCARD FEES

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

-DATE-- DESCRIPTION-~--—-=""7

1/30/2006 REC. CK. #17074
2/13/2006 P.B. MINUTES
2/13/2006 CORDISCO - ATTY FEE
y4/25/2007 P.B. MINUTES
15/09/2007 P.B. MINUTES
38/30/2007 P.B. ENGINEER

09/12/2007 REC. CK. #011494

TRANS

PAID 750.00
CHG 70.00

CHG 490.00

CHG 49.00

CHG 35.00

CHG 847.60

PAID G150

A, Lo oub bacrow.

PBEDL Filen
Vails Gate Business Center LLC

460 Getty Avenue
Clifton, NJ 07011 778~ 340 -0x02

et s At

TAY

| mne TOWN OF NEW
555 UNION AVENDE >
| NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553

M 31 3M1EM2e"

e

Wil 21 MOoarnanas et 18 Mt

TOTAL: 1491.60 1491.60 0.

TD Banknorth
295 Cliftory Avenue 021201503
Clifton, NJ 07011 4240926927

DATE
CHECK
K 1O ANOUNT

09/07/07 011494 $t741.600

MUNDRED FORTY-ONE AND 60/100 DOLLARS **+** ittt bkt

na

PAGE: 1

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

S S ————

e



Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553
(845) 563-4611

RECEIPT
#699-2007

09/13/2007

Vails Gate Business Center

460 Getty Ave
Clifton, NJ 07011

Received $ 125.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 09/13/2007. Thank you
for stopping by the Town Clerk's office.

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you.

Deborah Green
Town Clerk




PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 09/13/2007 PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32
NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC
“DATE--  DESCRIPTION---~----- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
08/30/2007 APPROVAL FEE CHG 125.00
09/12/2007 REC. CK. # 011493 PAID 125.00

TOTAL: 125.00 125.00 0.00




PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 09/13/2007

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTLONS
STAGE:

- FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

- -DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE--~~~--=--~=-—- ACTION-TAKEN----
09/12/2007 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED
05/09/2007 P.B. APPEARANCE APPROVE COND
12/13/2006 P.B. APPEARANCE RETURN

PAGE: 1

STATUS [bpenr; Withci]
A [Disap, Appr]

CORNWALL TO BE L.A. - SIMULTANEOUS SUBMISSIONS BETWEEN NW

AND CORNWALL

10/04/2006 WORK SHOP SUBMIT




Tgwn of New “ﬁndsor

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

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD
August 30, 2007

T.M. DePuy Engineering and Land Surveing, P.C.

2656 Route 302

Middletown, NY 10941

ATTN: THOMAS DEPUY, PE/LS

SUBJECT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER (06-32)

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

Please contact your client, the applicant, and ask that payment be submitted
in separate checks, payable to the Town of New Windsor, as follows:

Check #1 — Approval Fee........cccooviiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiniinnes $ 125.00
Check #2 — Amount due over Escrow Posted................... $ 741.60

The plans have been signed by the Town of New Windsor Planning Board at
this time and are ready for release upon receipt of the above checks.

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

Very truly yours,

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

MLM




PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 08/30/2007 S o PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

APPROVAL

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-3Z2

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

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

08/30/2007 APPROVAL FEE CHG 125.00

TOTAL: 125.00 0.00 125.00




PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR )
AS OF: 08/30/2007 , ' PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES A
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-588
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

-~-DATE-- DESCRIPTION---~----- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
11/30/2006 REC. CK. #17074 PAID 750.00
12/13/2006 P.B. MINUTES CHG 70.00

12/13/2006 CORDISCO - ATTY FEE CHG 490.00

04/25/2007 P.B. MINUTES CHG 49.00

05/09/2007 P.B. MINUTES CHG 35.00

08/30/2007 P.B. ENGINEER. CHG 847.60

TOTAL: 1491.60 750.00 741.60




Aug 29/2007 D., Loeb, Heller, Kennedy, Gogerty, Gaba & Rodd. Page: 1
Client Ledger

ALL DATES . .
Date Received From/Paid To Che# General Bld |~~——=-===e= Trust Activity =~eec=ceea- 1
Entry # Explanation . Rec# Repts Disbs Fees Inv# Acc Repts Disbs - Balance
12132 TOMN OF NEW WINDSOR -
6044915 VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK- SITE PLAN PB# 06-32 Resp Lawyer: JRL
Oct 20/2006 Town of New Windsor 024225 87.50
51809 PMT - PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT
Dec 12/2006 Lawyer: DRC 0.20 Hrs X 175.00 - - 35.00 2216 -
39771 REVIEW M EDSALL'S COMMENTS PB# . ~ .
06-32 .
Dec 13/2006 Lawyer: DRC 0.30 Hrs X 175.00 o 52.50 2216
39860 ATTEND PLANNING BOARD MEETING
PB# 06-32
Jan 9/2007 Billing on Invoice 2216 0.00 2216
44713 FEES 87.50 -
Apr 25/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.10 Hrs X 175.00 17.50 3551
66632 REVIEW TOWN ENGINEER'S
COMMENTS PBi 06-32
Apr 25/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.40 Hrs X 175.00 70.00 3551
66633 ATTEND PLANNING BOARD MEETING
PB# 06-32 :
May 9/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.10 Hrs X 175.00 17.50 3839
69625 TELEPHONE CONFERENCE W/ M
BABCOCK PB# 06-32
May 9/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.10 Hrs X 175.00 . . 17.50 3839
69626 REVIEW OCDP 239 REPORT 2B¥
06-32
May 9/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.80 Hrs X 175.00 140.00 3839
69627 AGGREGATE TIME SPENT FOR SITE
PLAN APPROVAL RESOLUTION PB#
06-32
May 9/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.50 Hrs X 175.00 87.50 3839
69628 AGGREGATE TIME SPENT REVIEWING
AND REVISING THE DRAFT LETTER
TO THE PLANNING BOARD AND
REVIEWING VARIOUS EMAILS PB#
06-32
May 9/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.10 Hrs X 175.00 17.50 3839
69631 REVIEW LETTER FROM NYSDEC RE
STORM WATER PB# 06-32
May 9/2007 Lawyer: DRC 0.20 Hrs X 175.00 35.00 3839
69632 ATTEND PLANNING BOARD MEETING
PB§ 06-32
May 16/2007 Billing on Invoice 3551 0.00 3551
69823  FEES 87.50
May 25/2007 Town of New Windsor 010197 87.50
72003 PMT - PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT .
Jun 12/2007 Billing on Invoice 3839 0.00 3839
75379 FEES 315.00
Jun 25/2007 Town of New Windsor 010452 315.00
78638 PMT - PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT
f————— UNBILLED [ BILLED ————— | |——— BALANCES ——— |
TOTALS CHE + RECOV + FEES = TOTAL DISBS + FEES + TAX - RECEIPTS = A/R TRUST
PERIOD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 490.00 0.00 490.00 0.00 0.00
END DATE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 490.00 0.00 490.00 0.00 0.00
fj—— UNBILLED I BILLED BALANCES i
FIRM TOTAI CHE + RECOV + FEES = TOTAL DISBS + FEES = A/R TRUST
PERIOD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 490.00 0.00 0.00
END DATE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 490.00 0.00 0.00
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A3 OF: 08/30/2007

JoB: 87-36

WEN WINDSOR PLAMNING BOAND (Chargeable to Applicant)

TASK: 6- 32
FOR ALL WORK OM FILE:

DOLLARS
TASK-NO REC --DATE-~ TRAM EMPL ACT DESCRIPTICN-~--=-==- RAYRE ERS. TIME BILLED
6-32 308517 10/04/06 WS ERSSLER TARKETT 115 .00 .60 69.00
6-32 315919 12/05/06 MC VG BUB PK W/GA 115.00 0.10 11.50
6-32 315910 12/06/06 MR VG BUS PRK BITE PLAM 115.00 0.50 57.50
6-32 315913 12/07/06 MC VG BUS TRAFFIC ISSUR 115.00 0.30 34.50
6-32 315915 12/07/06 MR VG BUS PK SIYR PLAN 115.00 ©.40 46.00
6-32 315938 12/07/06 MC VG BUS PK W/GA 115.00 0.20 23.00
6-32 317837 12/22/06 MC VG BUS PK W/MICEKLE 115.00 0.20 23.00
264.50
6-32 317168 12/22/06 BILL 06-3206 ~172.%0
-172.50
6-32 368712 PD/CR  06-3206 D 01/09/07 172.50
6-32 327536 03/01/07 TIMRE MIR AA NYSDOT REF VO BUS PR 119.00 0.40 47.60
47.60
6-32 328511 03/15/07 BILL 07-844 ~138.60
~139.60
6-32 369422 PD/CR 07-844 D 03/28/07 139.60
6-32 334601 04/19/07 TIME MIR MC VG BUS PK MEMO 119.00 0.70 83.30
6-32 335592 04/23/07 TIME MIE MR VG BUS PK COMMENTS 119.00 0.20 23.80
6-32 335602 04/24/07 TIME MIE MM VG BUS K 119.00 0.30 35.70
6-32 335610 04/25/07 TIME MIE MC VO BOUS PK W/GA 119.00 0.10 11.90
6-32 335611 04/26/07 TIMRE MJE MNC OGA DISC VG TRAFF ISS 115.00 0.40 47.60
6-32 337010 04/30/07 TIME MJE HNC GREALY:VG POS PK TRA 11$.00 0.30 35.70
6-32 337030 05/04/07 TIME MIE NC VG BUS PK W/t 119.00 0.30 35.70
6-32 337031 05/04/07 TIME MJIJE MC TC REY MICHELE B:V3 119.00 0.30 35.70
6-32 338203 05/08/07 TIME MIXE MR VG BUS X S/P 119.00 0.40 47.60
6-32 338210 05/08/07 TIME MIR PM MYC GA/EAD RVN PROJ 119.00 0.20 23.80
6-32 338216 05/08/07 TIME WIR MC OCDP REV & EMC MM 119.00 0.30 35.70
6-32 338430 05/09/07 TIME MIE Mi VG Bus PK APPD 0.00 0.10 0.00
6-32 338700 05/09/07 TIMBE EAD MR VAILS GATE BUS PRK 119.00 0.30 35.70
452.20
6-32 339784 05/23/07 BILL 07-13353 -452.20
-452.20
6-32 370470 PD/CR 07-1353 PD 06/11/07 452.20
6-32 349395 07/20/07 TIME MJE MC VG BUS PK C/0O PLAM 119.00 0.50 59.5%0
6-32 3493%6 07/20/07 MJE MC TC/IM DEPUY:ARP 118.00 0.20 23.80
- R SR
R SE——
TASK TOYAL 847.60 -764.30
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REGULAR_ITEMS:

VAILS_GATE_BUSINESS_PARK_(06-32)

MR. ARGENIO: Vails Gate Business Park. This
application proposes the redevelopment of the former
Tarkett facility with general manufacturing, industrial
processing and self-storage. The plan was previously
reviewed at the 13 December, 2006 and 25 April, 2007
planning board meeting. To refresh the board's memory,
this is the one that Cornwall took lead agency on and
Mr. Wolinsky is here to represent this. Give us a
brief summary of where you are and we certainly have
comments here from Mark.

MR. WOLINSKY: This is the existing Tarkett
manufacturing facility which has applied for an
adaptive reuse which will break it down into some light
manufacturing, some warehousing and storage. As you
you point out, Mr. Chairman, that has been extensively
reviewed by the Town of Cornwall and as most of the
property is in that town and recently the Town of
Cornwall has issued a negative dec and its approval for
the project. I understand that the project was before
this board last month, the approvals from Cornwall have
occurred in the intervening time period and we're here
this evening before you hopefully to finish up the
process, it has been referred to the County, the County
signed off in February with an approval letter.

MR. ARGENIO: I have in my hand the negative dec from
Cornwall which came through I think today.

MR. CORDISCO: Well, it was adopted Monday night.

MR. ARGENIOQO: I received it today on my e-mail so
comment 2 of Mark's comments, plans have received
significant additions and corrections as part of the
ongoing Town of Cornwall Planning Board review, that
board adopted SEQRA negative dec resolution, okay, I
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didn't realize Mark got that in his éomments, okay.
MR. DENEGA: Revised that as of this afternoon.

MR. CORDISCO: If I could expand on additional
procedural status of this, if you recall this planning
board waived public hearing with a condition that the
Town of Cornwall public hearing when those notices went
out--

MR. ARGENIO: New Windsor residents are notified.

MR. CORDISCO: That's correct. That was done, there
was a public hearing before the Town of Cornwall and as
Mr. Wolinsky points out, the plans were referred to the
County Planning Department and the County Planning
Department picked up on the fact that it was across
municipal borders and the report that came back
referenced the fact that it was both in the Town of
Cornwall and Town of New Windsor. And so I think that
the requirements of the General Municipal Law have been
satisfied in this regard.

MR. ARGENIO: We don't have to submit to the County?
MR. CORDISCO: No, you do not.

MR. ARGENIO: At least something makes sense tonight.

I don't have any problem with this application. I want
to hear from the other board members. My main concern
was traffic and Phil Greely of John Collins was here at
the last meeting and he certainly allayed the concerns
that I had but again, Neil or Howard?

MR. SCHLESINGER: There was an issue with the sight
distance by the Thruway landscaping to the left to the
west of the driveway.

MR. WOLINSKY: That's right, the traffic study
recommended that an area, a triangular area be cleared




May 9, 2007 43

of vegetation, that's been incorporated into the
approval resolutions and we would certainly have no
problem with 1t being a condition.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Matters so that the landscaping can't
grow back, it's supposed to be cleared so I don't know
how it's going to be addressed.

MR. WOLINSKY: It will have to be maintained.

MR. ARGENIO: So Mr. Wolinsky that area when you
visually look to the left is going to be cut down, when
I say cut down, the grade will be lowered, is that
correct?

MR. WOLINSKY: I'm not sure, I'm not a hundred percent
sure.

MR. ARGENIO: I'm almost positive, let's just make a
little note of this, just check this, the topo on the
plan to the left of that entrance showed the grades
being changed there last time somebody in this room up
on this dais probed that question quite thoroughly last
time as I recall.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I did.

MR. ARGENIO: Yes.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Cause that's been a problem there as
long as I can remember, if they don't cut that hill
down the little knoll.

MR. GALLAGHER: Mentioned regrading it.

MR. ARGENIO: Yes, he did mention that.

MR. CORDISCO: Yes, I believe that those changes have
been shown on the plans.
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MR. WOLINSKY: Yeah, the negative dec refers to removal
of vegetation but I don't have the actual grading plan
with me.

MR. CORDISCO: The written resolution that I have
prepared for this board's consideration requires that
they post bonds or other form of security to ensure
that the off-site improvements are made.

MR. ARGENIO: So if it's not done we have a bond in
place to compel them to do it and it's in the minutes
now it's certainly in the minutes.

MR. WOLINSKY: That's fine with us, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ARGENIO: Very good, Mr. Wolinsky. Anybody else?
Dominic, do we have to, we have to vote to accept the
negative dec, is that correct?

MR. CORDISCO: You should vote to rely on the Town of
Cornwall's negative declaration cause they did the
coordinated review, as you recall, so I think you don't
have to adopt one, you can adopt the Town of Cornwall's
if you so choose.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make that motion.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded that
the Town of New Windsor Planning Board adopt the
negative dec declared by Cornwall. If there's no
further discussion, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE

MR. BROWN AYE
MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
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MR. ARGENIO AYE

MR. ARGENIO: What else do we need to do?

MR. CORDISCO: Grant site plan approval.

MR. ARGENIO: Even though they're--

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: So moved.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it.

MR. ARGENIO: motion has been made and seconded that
the Town of New Windsor Planning Board offer final
approval to the Vails Gate Business Park former
Tarkett. No further discussion, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. BROWN AYE
MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE
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VAILS_GATE_BUSINESS_PARK_ (06-32)

MR. ARGENIO: Vails Gate Business Park, this is for
discussion. Mr. Phil Greely from John Collins is here
and Tom Depuy for whatever reason, we'll find out in a
minute. This is the Tarkett site, guys, most of this
site is in Cornwall and if I could just jar everybody's
memory a little bit. Essentially, what we said on this
let the Town of Cornwall be lead agency, let them
review this thing because the only thing we're
concerned about is traffic. So what we told them was
go do your bit with the Town of Cornwall, go through
your approval process. When you start to get close,
please come back and see us and let us know where
traffic's at and give us an update and let us know how
you're doing but don't do it after your final approval
so these folks are here.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You've got to have our approval.

MR. ARGENIO: These folks are here so Phil, I'll give
it to you.

MR. GREELY: Mr. Chairman, Phillip Greely, John Collins
Engineers. We had prepared a traffic study for the
reuse of the property, the Town of New Windsor and
Cornwall both forwarded the information to the New York
State Department of Transportation because Tarkett
Drive of course intersects with Route 94. DOT
responded back, they reviewed the application, there
were certainly improvements that we proposed at the
entrance to Tarkett Drive as you know intersects with
94, there's a separate left turn lane on 94 for
vehicles turning into the property, there are
essentially three improvements that we recommended.
Number one, was some additional paving within the
right-of-way to improve the ability to turn off 94 into
Tarkett Drive, the pavement is in poor condition right
there. Number two is to improve the sight lines,
they're as you exit from Tarkett Drive under the
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Thruway there's a slope and vegetation in that area
which we have a detail which shows the regrading and
the clearing to improve that sight line. And then the
third point is as you're heading eastbound on 94 just
before the Thruway structure there's a warning sign
that's in place, it was there when Tarkett was
operating.

MR. ARGENIO: What is it warning for?

MR. GREELY: It's indicating the access drive ahead,
it's a standard black yellow warning sign with flashing
beacons, plant entrance ahead, that has to be upgraded
to current standards, you know, one of the beacons is
functioning, the other one isn't today so those were
identified as improvements. DOT reviewed that,
conceptually approved that there was a letter I think
sent back to Mark from DOT, we have to get of course
the work permit to do that. In terms of the traffic
study and what was looked at here we looked at the
former use of the property in terms of traffic
generation, we did not have actual counts of the
facility but based on the square footage and the shift
operation the proposed reuse here will actually spread
the traffic out a little bit more, you won't get that
real peaking, you know, that you would have with the
former use with the factory there so that's a benefit
from a traffic standpoint. There would be slightly
less peak hour traffic generation, you know, from this
facility and that's pretty much where we are, what
we've looked at and where we are in the process with
the DOT and Town of Cornwall.

MR. ARGENIO: How close are you with Cornwall?

MR. GREELY: I think we're hoping at the next meeting
to get our approvals from them. We've gone through
several meetings and addressed all their concerns,
including some site plan concerns. I think we're
pretty much up to date on addressing all the site plan
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issues within the Town of Cornwall.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: For years and I've been here for a
long time, okay, we've had trouble, a lot of trouble
with sight distance there on the left-hand side as
coming out of Tarkett.

MR. GREELY: Right in this area.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What do you propose?

MR. GREELY: That's where we're proposing to grade back
the slope as you're exiting Tarkett Drive, you look
over the rail tracks, there's a slope here and there's,
it's not too bad right now in terms of the vegetation
that's there but there's brush in there so in a matter
of a couple weeks it's going to be worse than it is
now.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Because the people that live there
fought us tooth and nail.

MR. GREELY: Well, the area within the right-of-way of
the highway there's an area there that we can grade
back, that's what we're proposing within the
right-of-way to grade that back and to cut the
vegetation that's there because it's just brush but it
impedes the sight lines.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What are you going to put in place?

MR. GREELY: Well, we have to show the detail plan to
DOT but as I said in concept they have agreed with it
based on the material that's there, some of which is
rock, we'll probably try to put something, crown vetch
or something that's low cover that stabilizes the slope
but does not impede the sight lines.

MR. ARGENIO: Nothing grows through crown vetch.
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We've had problems for years, we've
tried to rectify, there's a woman living there, she
wouldn't budge but you do have it rectified. ’

MR. ARGENIO: Let me ask you a direct question. Are
you going to increase traffic to a level higher than
what the traffic level was when Tarkett was
operational?

MR. GREELY: No, as part of our study and some of the
followup information Mark asked for we actually
prepared a table that showed a comparison and we on a
peak hour basis we'll actually have less traffic, not a
lot less but there will be, right now, of course, you
have no traffic from this going through the Five
Corners but in comparison if you re-occupied and
Tarkett came back in there we would have less peak hour
traffic, I think we're probably within 10, 15 cars of
that but still less than what would be there before.

In round numbers to give you an idea, you know, in the
afternoon rush hour you have well over 3,000 vehicles
passing through the Five Corners, okay, we're looking
at generating somewhere around 80 to 90 vehicles that
would go through the intersection so what's that, it's
about probably around two to three percent but again it
would be less than what Tarkett would have generated at
its full occupation of this facility.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: At 5 o'clock at night?
MR. GREELY: Right.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What's going to go into this
building, do you have any idea?

MR. GREELY: There are some uses that have been already
identified, basically light manufacturing, warehouse

type uses.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: How big is the building?
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MR. GREELY: 1It's 225,000 square feet, I think 224.
MR. DEPUY: Actually, three buildings.

MR. ARGENIO: Mark or I should say Dominic, they need
our final approval on this before they can go ahead
with this project, is that correct?

MR. CORDISCO: That's correct.
MR. ARGENIO: Formal approval?
MR. CORDISCO: That's correct but--

MR. SCHLESINGER: Being that Cornwall's lead agency,
whose fire approval do they get?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They have to have ours first.

MR. EDSALL: 1I'll tell that because it spans the line
early in the process I brought Ken Schermerhorn from
New Windsor Fire Office, Inspector's Office together
with Gary Vinson and they worked together to solve all
the issues so that's all been taken care of early on.

MR. CORDISCO: Because the Cornwall Planning Board is
lead agency, they have directed at this point that
resolutions be prepared for their May meeting but they
haven't formally adopted them yet so there's been no
negative dec at this point, since they're lead agency,
this board can't act until SEQRA's concluded. This
board could if it's satisfied with the answers tonight
direct me to prepare resolutions for its next meeting
and hopefully at that point Cornwall will have acted
and this board can act.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I thought we had to act first then
they act?
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MR. ARGENIO: No, they're lead agency.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You're right, sorry.

MR. ARGENIO: I will be frank with you, I want to think
about the traffic thing a little bit, that's my opinion
but there's four other people here, I'm not twisted up
about it, Phil, but I just would like to think about
it, that's all. Certainly I have for the record I have
done work professionally in the past with Phil Greely
and he's probably one of the most competent traffic
engineers in southern New York based upon experience
but I would like just the opportunity to think about it
a little bit. Anybody else have any thoughts on this?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I agree you.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Come up with a significant
evaluation, I'd probably want to know how many
employees Tarkett had, what their shifts were, if
you're going to compare apples to oranges you want to
have some information.

MR. ARGENIO: Neil, as Phil stated he did prepare a
comparison and give it to Mark and gave it to Mark and
I'm sure Mark has reviewed it and quite honestly that's
what I want to think about.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I thought he said he didn't have
figures.

MR. GREELY: What I indicated was we did not have exact
traffic counts because when we were brought on board it
was already vacant so what we did was based on the
historical information we had in terms of employees,
size of buildings and published data published by the
Institute of Transportation Engineers came up with the
numbers so the point was that it wasn't actual counts.

MR. SCHLESINGER: You don't have traffic counts but
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have an idea of what is going on?

MR. GREELY: Traffic projection based on what was there
and that category of use, that type of factory
operation and that's how we do it and that's the best
method you have.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: When Tarkett was in this and it was 5
o'clock it was a zoo but this way the traffic comes out
more slowly.

MR. EDSALL: It's distributed.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: So you don't get it all at one time.

MR. ARGENIO: I don't have anything else. Anybody else
have anything else? Thank you.

MR. DEPUY: We had some original data that indicated
110 people at the maximum shift which was given to Phil
at the time so that, you know, the information that he
has is, you know, from the actual.

MR. ARGENIO: Very good.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We've had a lot of accidents there
too.

MR. ARGENIO: Thanks, guys.




NEGATIVE DECLARATION

VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK - RE-USE OF FORMER TARKETT
MANUFACTURING PLANT

LEAD AGENCY,
TOWN OF CORNWALL PLANNING BOARD, COUNTY OF ORANGE

Please take notice that, according to the provisions of Article 8 of the Environmental
Conservation Law and the New York Code of Rules and Regulations Part 617.7(d), the
Town of Cornwall Planning Board has adopted a Negative Declaration for the project
named below. The Planning Board is serving as Lead Agency for Coordinated Review of
this Type I Action, having circulated notice of its intent to potentially Involved Agencies
on November 20, 2006, along with the Full EAF and other project information, and having
received no objections within 30 days thereof.

Name of Project: Vails Gate Site Plan
Action Type: Type | Action
Action Type: Type | Action

Location: 1215 Route 94, partly in Town of New Windsor
Zoning District: PIO (Planned Industrial Office) Town of Cornwall
C (Design Shopping) Town of New Windsor

Tax Map Parcels: Section 4, Block 3, Lot 1.1 (Town of Cornwall)
Section 69, Block 4, Lot 3 (Town of New Windsor)

Summary of Action:

The site in question is the former Tarkett floor covering manufacturing facility,
located on a total of just under 36 acres of land, 29.1 of which are situated in the
Town of Cornwall and 6.8 of which are in the Town of New Windsor. The site
takes its sole access from NY State Route 94 in the Town of New Windsor, east of
the NY State Thruway and east of an unused rail line that is owned by others. The
facility consists of three existing buildings: (1) Building 1, the 224,178 square-foot
manufacturing facility with eleven loading docks, lying wholly in Cornwall; (2)
Building 2, a 14,328 square foot building that is divided by the municipal
boundary, and (3) Building 3, an 18,388 square foot building lying wholly in
Cornwall. There is an existing large, partially paved parking area that is divided
by the municipal boundary, and internal access and circulation drives. The site is
served by municipal water and sewer. A portion of the site consists of state
Freshwater Wetland CO-11 and its regulated 100-foot Adjacent Area, and there are
also areas of federal jurisdictional wetland on the site, the boundaries of which
were located on the field and appear on the surveyed plan.

The applicant is proposing to re-use the site for a mix of uses including
warehousing, general manufacturing, and self-storage. The intent is to divide the
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existing structures for the use of multiple tenants for such uses. The applicant is
seeking land use approvals for the re-development of the site as a coordinated
entity, because the site has functioned and must continue to function as a single
entity due to the existing access and other site limitations.

The Planning Board designated this action as Type I due to the proximity of the
historic 1755 Edmonston House in the Town of New Windsor.

Reasons Supporting Negative Declaration:

Based on its consideration of the available information, the Lead Agency Town of
Cornwall Planning Board finds there would be no significant adverse
environmental effects associated with granting conditioned site plan approval to
this site plan approving the re-use of the total 246,210 square feet of the former
Tarkett manufacturing plant for a mix of 37.4%light manufacturing (for a total of
92,176 square feet light manufacturing), 61.1% warehousing (for a total of 150,390
square feet of warehousing) and 1.5% mini-storage (for a total of 3,644 square feet
of mini-storage). The Town of Cornwall Planning Board acknowledges that the
overall site functions as a single cohesive site and its own land use approvals are
conditioned on action by the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, in addition
to the receipt of approvals by other permit-granting agencies. The Lead Agency’s
SEQR Negative Declaration is based on the following reasons:

Traffic and Transportation

= Layout, Access:

The site’s sole road access is already existing and lies within an 58.3-foot strip of
frontage on the south side of NYS Route 94 located in the Town of New Windsor.
At the unsignalized site driveway, the highway consists of one travel lane in each
direction, with an additional center turning lane at the westbound approach,
serving the site’s driveway and adjoining driveways. The existing driveway
intersects with the highway just east of a railroad grade crossing, which itself is
located east of the NYS Thruway overpass over Route 94. The site is located west
of the complex signalized intersection of NYS Routes 32, 94, and 300.

. Traffic Study:

The applicant conducted a traffic study to evaluate the potential traffic impacts of
the site re-development. Data was collected on existing “No-Build” year 2006
traffic conditions for the site driveway for existing weekday peak hour conditions,
and future conditions were projected to the “Build” year 2009 using a 3% growth
factor to account for general traffic growth. Traffic projections from other large
pending projects in the area, such as Chestnut Woods and Cornwall Commons
were included. Historic traffic data were also referenced.
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Site-generated traffic volumes were projected to be 116 vehicles entering and 24
exiting the site during the AM peak hour, with 28 entering and 105 exiting during
the PM peak hour. This projection was btased on the mix of projected land uses
within the site. The traffic study projected that most of the traffic (70%) arriving to
and departing from the site would be towards the northeast.

The traffic study showed that the existing operating Levels of Service (LOS A) for
the Route 94 intersection at existing site driveway for both AM and PM peak
hours for Westbound turning movements were LOS “A”, and future projected
LOSs both with and without the project were unchanged. Existing northbound
turning movements at this same intersection were LOS “B” for both AM and PM
peak hours. Future 2009 LOSs without the project remained unchanged, but with
the project, the AM peak hour LOS declined to “C” while the PM peak declined to
LOS “D”. Although the future northbound turning movements with the project
will experience increased delays in both morning and evening peak hours, neither
reaches a level of significance that would require mitigation.

= Pedestrian Traffic

No off-site pedestrian traffic is anticipated at the site, since the site location is
already industrial/commercial in nature, and the proposed re-uses of the site are
consistent with that non-pedestrian-oriented character. There is no pedestrian
network provided along the nearby state highways in the Town of New Windsor.
The only pedestrian provision incorporated onto the plan is an internal cross-
connection between the large on-site parking area leading towards the largest
building on the site.

= Traffic Issues and Concerns
The traffic study had incorporated several recommendations, including:

1. completion of certain intersection-related improvements: the need to clear
existing vegetation be cleared within the south side of the Route 94
NYSDOT right of way looking west, in order to improve existing sight lines
at the driveway, along with other improvements such as pavement
markings and shoulder improvements, as well as re-activating and
upgrading the warning sign and beacon on Route 94 west of the access
drive. A conceptual improvement plan was provided showing these
conceptual improvements; all these improvements are located in the Town
of New Windsor and are under the jurisdiction of NYS DOT. Completion
of this work will provide adequate sight lines at the existing driveway.

2. the study further recommended that if the existing rail siding were no
longer active, the applicant should pursue an “exempt” posting. Although
the CSX, the owner of the inactive rail siding, will not remove the siding; it
still may be possible to post the rail crossing as “exempt” from the typical
stopping requirements for school buses.
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3. review of internal site plan layout with municipal emergency services for
internal cross connections.

= Mitigation Measures

1. DOT has registered no objections to the Conceptual Improvement Plan
prepared for the site drive/intersection improvements. These are an
integral part of the project plans and will be coordinated with DOT’s permit
approval requirement through the Town of New Windsor Planning Board
as part of the land use approval process in the Town of New Windsor.

2. The plan has been reviewed by municipal emergency services, and the plan
is accessible to the same with no objections.

Based on the preceding facts, the Lead Agency finds that the action will result in
no significant harmful traffic, traffic safety or other transportation impacts.

Water Resources

With respect to potable water resources, the site is served by existing municipal
water supplies and sanitary sewer service, and the level of consumption that
would be expected by the proposed re-use would not be expected to be
significantly great. Warehousing and mini-warehouse uses consume incidental if
any water or sewer, and light manufacturing uses are not characterized by
significant water or sewer consumption. In any case, if the site specific interior
uses in the Town of Cornwall, other than the portion of the mini-warehouse
building that is divided by the municipal boundary, should exceed the use
thresholds approved by the Planning Board and based on such use, require
greater water or sewer consumption than anticipated in this Negative Declaration,
the Town of Cornwall Planning Board has the opportunity to evaluate the specific
individual future use through amended site plan approval. The only building uses
in the Town of New Windsor are a portion of a mini-storage use, which consumes
negligible water or sewer resources.

Fire hydrants are shown in appropriate locations throughout the site.

. Surface Water Drainage & Flooding- Issues, Impacts, Mitigation Measures

The site contains both State and Federal jurisdictional wetlands. A portion of State
Freshwater Wetland CO-11 extends into the site on both its east and western sides
in the Town of Cornwall. The site plan proposes no new activities that would
involve disturbance of wetland CO-11, but some site improvements on the west
end of the site involve disturbance in the regulated 100-foot Adjacent Area. Strips
of additional pavement needed for improved site circulation and emergency
services access, convenience parking and truck access to various portions of the
manufacturing facility (Building 1) being internally divided, and a portion of two
proposed stormwater management ponds are proposed to be located in the
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regulated buffer area for CO-11 and will require DEC permit. Because the existing
developed site already lies partially in the buffer of CO-11, with even a small
portion of the existing manufacturing Building 1 and Building 3 lying in the
buffer, a certain amount of buffer disturbance is unavoidable. Because the site is
no longer able to be used for a single large manufacturer with a large workforce,
the Town of Cornwall Planning Board required additional parking spaces to be
provided near to the buildings, recognizing that in the absence of such
convenience parking spaces, future site users might otherwise have the potential
to impede emergency services and truck circulationl. The two proposed
stormwater management ponds are located as far outside the buffer area as
possible, but the ability to site these is limited by other existing features such as
existing rail sidings and the wetland itself. In any case, the Lead Agency finds that
the provision of the stormwater management ponds will help to protect surface
water quality, improving the quality of surface water runoff over existing site
runoff conditions. In balance, then, the Lead Agency finds that the proposed
action would not create any significant harmful impact on surface water resources.

Federal jurisdictional wetlands also exist on the site, and these have been
identified in the field by Mike Nowicki on July 21, 2006. No disturbances to the
federal jurisdictional wetlands are indicated; therefore no impact is expected in
this regard.

As noted above, stormwater management plans are incorporated into the site plan
and will incorporate "Best Management Practices" as recommended by the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation as indicated in their
Stormwater Management Design Manual. These will require review and approval
by DEC. The project plans will not result in any significant increase in impervious
area, and in fact overall the plan will reduce the existing impervious area on the
site due to existing impervious surfaces that are being removed. Therefore the
plan will not cause or exacerbate any drainage or flooding problems, nor will it
change any existing drainage patterns.

. Other Water Quality Issues - Test Wells, Remedial Investigations- Issues,
Impacts, Mitigation Measures

The site is the subject of on-going Remedial Field Investigations (RFI) stemming
from activities carried on under the previous site use. The site was used for
manufacturing floor coverings, and there were areas used for things such as
storage of drums or underground tanks on the site. The Lead Agency has been
informed that the on-going RFI, and any remedial measures that must be
undertaken as a result of that study, is the entirely the responsibility of the
previous owner and this study is proceeding under the jurisdiction of the

1 The reader should refer to the section on Planning & Zoning in this document for further
evaluation of the parking issue.
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NYSDEC as a separate action that was underway prior to this land use application
being made to the Towns of Cornwall and New Windsor Planning Boards.
Because the RFI and any subsequent remedial measures are the responsibility of
the previous owner and are under the jurisdiction of the NYSDEC, the Lead
Agency’s SEQR review role in regard to this site activity was necessarily limited to
the consideration of those Areas of Concern that might be affected by the
proposed site plan. To that purpose, the Lead Agency evaluated an overlay of the
RFI Areas of Concern on the proposed site plan, and was able to determine that
the any new exterior site elements that are required on current site plan creates no
potential conflicts with any of the Areas of Concern. This conclusion of no impact
applies to the entire site, both in the Town of Cornwall and the Town of New
Windsor. Where the RFI plan shows monitoring wells located in areas that will be
subject to traffic circulation, they will be located in a reinforced, capped pit that is
accessible for test purposes. No further consideration is needed in this subject
area.

Vegetation, Wildlife, Land Disturbance

As noted in the project description, the action involves the re-use of an existing
industrial facility, and there will be limited land disturbance associated with this
re-use. The new land disturbance that will be created relates to the need to
provide for full truck and emergency services circulation on both sides of the
manufacturing plant, to create some convenience parking and access to the
buildings and to create stormwater management ponds in compliance with
current regulatory requirements. Virtually all of the areas that are being altered
pursuant to the site plan have been historically disturbed, having either been
graveled circulation surfaces, or having been the site of demolished railroad
sidings, motorhouse and accessory structures, or purposes. Any currently
vegetated areas that are being disturbed are adjacent to existing buildings or at the
edge of currently paved or disturbed areas. There is no vegetation of wildlife
habitat of any significance present on the site, confirmed by DEC inventory.
Accordingly the Lead Agency concludes that the action will result in no significant
harmful impacts either to vegetation, wildlife, or land disturbance.

Vegetation being cleared in the Town of New Windsor along Route 94 will benefit
traffic safety by protecting sight distance at the site driveway. This will be
required by NYSDOT for its permit approval and this improvement is
incorporated in the plans.

Planning and Zoning, Community Character

The site is divided by the Town of Cornwall/Town of New Windsor municipal
boundary and includes land within two districts, PIO (Planned Industrial-Office)
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in Cornwall and C (Design Shopping) in New Windsor. The site consists of
approximately 35.9 acres of land, 29.1 of which are situated in the Town of
Cornwall and 6.8 of which are in the Town of New Windsor. The character of the
site area is primarily industrial and commercial, consistent with the character of
the existing developed site.

The applicant is seeking approval for a change of use from the previously existing
general manufacturing use, which constitutes a special permit use in the Town of
Cornwall. The existing site development already exceeds Cornwall's zoning
requirements development coverage limits for the PIO district, but the proposed
plan does not increase the degree of non-conformity due to the amount of
impervious area that is being removed elsewhere on the site. The bulk
requirements for the proposed mix of uses are identical with the current bulk
requirements applying to the existing use. The Lead Agency understands that the
site use complies with the Town of New Windsor zoning requirements; in any
case, both Planning Board approvals must be contingent upon approval of all
required agency approvals and permits.

Based on the size of the existing buildings, and the way that the Cornwall Code
establishes parking requirements for certain land uses, the existing number of
parking spaces falls short of the Town of Cornwall’s parking requirements,
though the existing parking spaces have been adequate to meet the needs of the
previous user’s employee needs at its maximum shift. Based on the mix of uses
proposed at the site, the applicant has shown that the number of required spaces is
actually lower than the number of currently existing spaces; therefore, no
additional parking spaces are required. However, the Town of Cornwall Planning
Board required that the plan be revised to re-locate a number of parking spaces
closer to the buildings served. The existing parking spaces are located in a single
centralized area that is remote from the buildings it serves. While this existing
layout was suitable for a single large employer, it is not well suited for multiple
different new users of the same building square footage. Because of the proposed
shift in usage, with the building proposed to be divided for a mix of users, the
Cornwall Planning Board determined that it was necessary for the various users to
be able to park convenient to their businesses, in order to avoid the likelihood of
parked cars obstructing fire truck access within the site. The revised plan shows
an appropriate re-allocation of parking spaces to meet the needs of the new site
uses. The plan also includes modifications to the modified remaining central
parking lot to enhance its accessibility to pedestrians.

The Planning Board was concerned about the possibility of portions of the existing
central parking lot being taken over for long term parking or storage of large
vehicles or equipment such trailers, boats, construction equipment, motorhomes,
buses, storage cubes, shipping containers, or any other objects. No such use of the
parking lot area has been requested as part of this application, nor is any such use
being authorized. In order to prevent such mis-use, the applicant has offered a
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yper’s agreement to the town(s), in order to allow the police department(s) to
the site and enforce parking restrictions and preserve fire lanes, as well as
hibit the storage or parking of vehicles, objects or equipment as described

The Lead Agency also notes that a gate restricting un-authorized access
: re~established as part of this plan. The plans show a six-foot high swinging
link gated fence being re-established on the New Windsor portion of the
drive; this requires approval from the New Windsor Planning Board.
ver, for purposes of this Negative Declaration, the Lead Agency notes that
:ation of the gate is far enough removed from the highway so that it will not
e fire truck or other truck access to the site, nor will it block the highway.
ency services personnel will be provided with access. Preventing
ricted access to the site will reduce the need for enforcement.

ant to Section 239 of General Municipal Law, the plans were referred to the
e County Planning Department, which recommended approval on February
7

on the offer of the developer’s agreement, which must be approved by the
attorney(s), and based on the gated access, this action would create no
igated planning-related concerns.

al Resources

the Town of Cornwall Planning Board circulated its notice of intent to seek
Agency status, NYS OPRHP reported that there was an archeological site in
jacent to the project area, and recommended completing a Phase I
logical survey for areas of new disturbance. In March, 2007, BTK Associates
tted a Phase IA Cultural Resource study for the site. The report indicated
d previous archeological testing had been done on the site, and that previous
d fill operations and other site disturbance associated with the existing site’s
uction in the 1960’s have eliminated any archeological potential in most of
operty. The report stated that the only portions of the site that were
dally sensitive for prehistoric resources were the south and east portions of
operty, and of these, the only possible impact had been in the vicinity of
sed Stormwater pond 2. However, the plans were subsequently revised to
etely avoid any disturbance of these potentially sensitive areas, so that the
that are the subject of this action clearly avoid disturbance of any potential
toric resources.

hase I-A report stated that a historical archeological site has been reported
ated with a historic building on Route 32, and another prehistoric site has
-eported near the Moodna Creek, but both of these sites are far to the east of
oject site, and neither would be affected in any way by the action. There is
toric structure in the vicinity of the site. This action had been designated as
[ due to the proximity of the historic 1755 Edmonston House in the Town of
Windsor. However, the new site disturbances that are proposed as part of
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this project are primarily in the Town of Cornwall, far separated from the
Edmonston House. And although the sight distance improvements that are
proposed at the site access in the Town of New Windsor are near to the
Edmonston House, the Lead Agency notes that the effect of these improvements is
to re-establish the full functionality of the existing site entry features. The minor
sight distance clearing and other improvements are nearer to the project site, on
the same side of the road as the project site, and will have no effect on the
Edmonston House. The warning beacon already exists and would merely be
reactivated. In summary, nothing in this land use application would change the
appearance or character of the historically significant Edmonston House or its
current industrial-commercial environment.

No further action is necessary in this regard.

Other Impacts

Solid waste generation from the proposed re-use has been provided for on the site
plan; dumpsters are located around the site and will be served by private carting
service. The gated site access will prevent these dumpsters from being mis-used.

Energy consumption from the site is not anticipated not pose any unique or
excessive impacts in terms of either volume or type, for re-use of the existing
structures. In particular, warehousing and storage components of the site re-use
will use negligible amounts of energy. .

No cchool children will be generated by the proposed use, so no harmful school impacts
would be created.

The Lead Agency considered possible health and safety impacts from the
proposed site re-use. However, the Lead Agency finds that such concerns are
primarily under the jurisdiction of other agencies. For example, with respect to
internal building fire safety, this matter is be under the jurisdiction of the New
Windsor Fire Inspector and the respective municipal building inspectors. Both
municipal Planning Boards’ site plan approval is still subject to any necessary
requirements of these officials. So too, to the extent that the Remedial Field
Investigation under the jurisdiction of the NYSDEC involves any interior building
requirements, these would be under the jurisdiction of the municipal building
inspectors in coordination with NYSDEC. For purposes of this Negative
Declaration, therefore, the Lead Agency finds that the site plan adequately
provides for emergency services access and circulation, and further that there is no
site work associated with any identified Area of Concern that will affect the ability
to implement the site plan. Therefore, there will be no harmful health and safety
impacts resulting from approving this site re-use, subject to all other agency
approvals and requirements.

No other potentially significant harmful environmental impacts are identified.
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Date Adopted: May 7, 2007

Agency Address: Town of Cornwall Planning Board
Town Hall — 183 Main Street
Cornwall, New York 12518
Tel.(845) 534-9429

Contact Person: Neil Novésky, Planning Board Chaiﬁnan

involved and Interested Agencies toAreceive this mailing

v/Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue ‘
New Windsor, New York 12553

NYS OPRHP

Field Services Bureau ~ Peebles Island
PO Box 189

Waterford, NY 12188-0189

NYS Department of Transportation — Region 8

SEQR Unit (via electronic transmission: rd:llman@dot state.ny.us))
4 Burnett Boulevard

Poughkeepsie, NY 12603

NYS DEC Region 3

21 South Putt Corners Road

New Paltz, NY 12561

Orange County Department of Planning
124 Main Street

Goshen, NY 10924
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RESOLUTION GRANTING SITE PLAN APPROVAL
FOR A BUSINESS PARK

Vails Gate Business Park
PB #06-32

WHEREAS, an application was made to the Planning Board of
the Town of New Windsor for approval of a site plan by Vails
Gate Business Center, LLC (the “applicant”) for a project
described as the “Vails Gate Business Park”;

WHEREAS, the subject site consists of 35.9 acres of land
and comprised of one tax map parcel in the Town of New Windsor
identified on the tax map as section 69, block 4, and lot 3 (SBL
69-4-3) and one tax map parcel in the Town of Cornwall
identified on the tax map as section 4, block 3 and lot 1.1 (SBL
4-3-1.1); and

WHEREAS, the site 1is currently developed with three
existing buildings: (1) Building 1, a 224,178 square-foot
manufacturing facility with eleven loading docks, 1lying wholly
in the Town of Cornwall; (2) Building 2, a 14,328 square foot
building that is divided by the municipal boundary, and (3)
Building 3, an 18,388 square foot building 1lying wholly in
Cornwall.

WHEREAS, the action involves a request for a site plan
approval for a mixed re-use of the existing buildings on the
site. Specifically, the applicant seeks approval to re-use the
total 246,210 square feet in the buildings on the site for a mix
of 37.4% light manufacturing (for a total of 92,176 square feet
light manufacturing), 61.1% warehousing (for a total of 150,390
square feet of warehousing) and 1.5% mini-storage (for a total
of 3,644 square feet of mini-storage). The applicant seeks
to internally divide the existing structures for the use of
multiple tenants for such uses. The action requires the re-
development of the site as a coordinated entity, because the
site has functioned and must continue to function as a single
entity due to the existing access and other site limitations;
and

WHEREAS, in the Town of New Windsor, the applicant seeks
site plan approval authorizing the redevelopment of a portion of
Building 2 (10,564 square feet) contained in the Town of New
Windsor to be utilized as self storage; and




WHEREAS, the applicant has submitted a fully executed long '
form Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF”) pursuant to the New
York State Environmental Quality Review Act (“SEQRA"); and

WHEREAS, the Town of Cornwall Planning Board conducted a
coordinated SEQRA review for this project which requires, among
other things, site plan approval from the Town of Cornwall
Planning Board for that portion of the site located in Cornwall;
and

WHEREAS, during the course of the Planning Board’s review
of the Applicant’s proposed site plan layout, the Planning Board
received and considered comments from the public as well as the
Town's consultants; and

WHEREAS, the Town of New Windsor Planning Board waived the
public hearing; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Cornwall Planning Board conducted a
public hearing, notice of which was sent to property owners in
the Town of New Windsor; and

WHEREAS, the application and related materials were
submitted to the Orange County Planning Department (“OCDP”) for
its review pursuant to the requirements of the General Municipal
Law § 239-m, and OCDP responded on February 9, 2007 recommending
approval; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Board has carefully considered all of
the comments raised by the public, the Board'’s consultants, and
other interested agencies, organizations and officials,
including those presented at numerous meetings of the Board as
well as those submitted separately in writing; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has submitted a proposed site plan
consisting of 10 sheets, prepared by T.M. Depuy Engineering and
Land Surveying, P.C. dated September 25, 2006 and last revised
on April 12, 2007; and

NOW, THEREFORE, the Planning Board finds that the applicant
has satisfied the requirements of Town Code § 300-86 and
approves the site plan subject to the following terms and
conditions:

1. The Planning Board has reviewed and relies on the SEQR
negative declaration adopted by the Town of Cornwall
Planning Board;




Fleasc
Ta ke
Note =7

2. The applicant shall pay all outstanding fees due the
Town for review of this application;

3. The applicant shall make any required revisions to the
site plan to the satisfaction of the Planning Board
Engineer and Planning Board Attorney;

4. The applicant shall secure all necessary permits,
approvals and authorizations required from any other
agency, if required;

5. The applicant shall post security for all off-site and
on-site improvements in form and amount acceptable to the
Town; and

6. The applicant shall submit proof of satisfaction of
the foregoing conditions and submit a site plan for
signature within 360 days of the date of this resolution.
The Planning Board hereby grants the two (2) ninety (90)
day extensions as authorized by Town Code § 300-86(E) (1).
This approval will expire on May 3, 2008. No further
extensions can be granted.

Upon motion made by Member )il eewwen , seconded

by Member  Schlesige , the foregoing resolution was
adopted as follows:

Dated: May 9, 2007

Member, Daniel Gallagher Nay Abstain Absent

Member, Howard Brown y Nay Abstain Absent

Member, Neil Schlesinger Nay Abstain Absent

Member, Henry Vanleeuwen Nay Abstain Absent

Chairman, Genaro Argenio Nay Abstain Absent

Alternate, Henry Schieble Aye Nay Abstain Absent

New Windsor, New York

/" l /",
Gefiaro Arégfiij:§39irman
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Filed in the Office of the Town Clerk on this |0 day
of May, 2007.

%&M bresnt
Deborah Green
Town Clerk
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33 AIRPORT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 202
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
PC .
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL (845) 567-3100
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. FAX: (845) 567-3232

E-MAIL: MHENY(@WMHEPC.COM
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. mrea pa)
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (v a n WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS:
MIE@MHEPC.COM
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (nv, ki1 2 PA)
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. myara)

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
DISCUSSION COMMENTS

The project listed below is on the Planning Board agenda for an informal discussion. The information provided below is
provided in a gencral manner and is not the result of a complete review of plans or the discussion matter; as such, the
comments below should be considercd general, informal and potentiaily incomplcte at this time. Further review will be
made only if so directed by the Planning Board.

SUBJECT: VAILS GATE
REASON FOR DISCUSSION:  UPDATE THE BOARD ON PROGRESS WITH TOWN OF
CORNWALL P.B.
1. The applicant has a current application before this Planning Board, as well as the Town of

Cornwall Planning Board (since the property is split with the Town Line). Cornwall’s Planning
Board is the Lead Agency under SEQRA.

The applicant has appeared at the Town of Cornwall Planning Board at several meetings, and
currently has complied with all comments and requests of that Board and the Cornwall
consultants. The Cornwall Planning Board authorized the Attorney to prepare the necessary
resolutions for a “neg dec” and conditional site plan approval. They are scheduled for the
Comnwall meeting of 7 May 2007 for approval action.

2. The applicant has requested this appearance with the New Windsor Planning Board to update
this Board on the progress and plan modifications made with the Cornwall Board, and as
importantly, review the traffic aspect for this site’s access to NYS Route 94 (just east of the
NYS Thruway overpass).

3. The Board should discuss this matter with the applicant, and if acceptable, authorize the
Attorney to prepare the necessary resolutions for consideration at a May Planning Board
meeting.

REGIONAL OFFICES
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Town of New Windsor

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

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

1 March 2007

Mr. Richard Dillmann, P.E., Regional Traffic Engineer
NYS Department of Transportation, Region 8

4 Burnett Boulevard

Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 12603

SUBJECT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK SITE PLAN (FORMER TARKETT FACILITY)
NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NO. 06-32

Dear Mr. Dillmann:

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has received an application for site plan approval of
an amendment to the use of the former Tarkett site located off NYS Route 94 (just west of Vails
Gate) within the Town. The project spans the Town Line, and also involves a concurrent
application to the Town of Cornwall Planning Board (their App. No. 06-17). The Planning Board
has determined that the applicant will be required to obtain a Highway Work Permit from your
Department since certain access and safety improvements are depicted on the plans.

We are forwarding herewith a copy of the plans submitted with the application for your review
and comment. We request that you notify the Planning Board of any concerns regarding this
application, which should be considered by the Board during their review of the project. We will
share all comments and coordinate with the Town of Cornwall Planning Board.

It is not the intent that these plans be considered the plans required for the Permit application,
as these will be the responsibility of the applicant following site plan approval from the Town.

We look forward to your input regarding this application before the Board.
Very truly yours,

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

Mark J. Edsall, P.E., P.P.
Engineer for the Planning Board

MIJE/st
NWO06-32-NYSDOT-Ref-03-01-07.doc




LEGAL NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that the Planning Board of the Town of Cornwall, County of Orange,
State of New York, will hold a public hearing at the Town of Cornwall Town Hall, 183 Main
Street, Cornwall, New York, on February 5, 2007, at 7:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as the
matter can be heard, on the approval of a proposed site plan of the lands of Vails Gate
Business Park, LLC, located at 1215 NYS Route 94. The property is identified as Town of
Comnwall Tax Map No. 4-3-1.1 and Town of New Windsor Tax Map No. 69-4-3.

The map of the proposed site plan is on file and may be inspected at the Town of Cornwall,
Town Clerk’s Office, Town Hall, 183 Main Street, Cornwall, New York 12518, and Town of
New Windsor, Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New

York 12553, prior to the public hearing.

Dated: January 9, 2007

By Order of the Town of Comwall Planning Board
Neil Novesky, Chairman

TADOCS\8044:001\1648144.WPD
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VAILS_GATE_BUSINESS_PARK_(06-32)

MR. ARGENIO: Last thing on the agenda is Vails Gate
Business Park tonight and this is the former Tarkett
property folks over on 94 near the Thruway. This
application proposes redevelopment of the former
Tarkett facility 36 acres of land, general
manufacturing industrial processing and self-storage.
The plan was reviewed on a concept basis only. How you
doing folks? Can I have your name please for the
record?

MR. WOLINSKY: My name is Larry Wolinsky, I'm with the
firm of Jacobowitz & Gubits. This is Jeff Kessler,
he's the property owner.

MR. ARGENIO: Tell us what you folks want to do.

MR. WOLINSKY: I'm going to try and cover as best 1
can. So as you mentioned, this is known as the Vails
Gate Business Park. The applicant is seeking a site
plan amendment for the redevelopment of the Tarkett
industrial building, site is divided by municipal line,
most of the property here is in Cornwall, okay, and the
front portion here is in New Windsor. I'm sure many of
you are familiar with it. The applicant has already
appeared before the Town of Cornwall Planning Board
several times, the planning board in Cornwall has
declared its intent to be lead agency for the
environmental review, a circulated notice to that
effect and you should see that as part of your records.

MR. ARGENIO: And we do have that.

MR. WOLINSKY: The first building on the property as
we're moving in from the state highway is this building
right here, most of that building is in New Windsor and
they're proposing to divide that into some self-storage
units, mini-warehouses, and mini-warehouse, this is,
that portion is not design shopping district and
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mini-warehouses are permitted there, the second
building which is in Cornwall is the large building
that you're familiar with, we're proposing to divide
that into a number of tenantable spaces but to be used
for the exact same use that it was previously used for.

MR. ARGENIO: You're going to make tile in there?
MR. WOLINSKY: No.
MR. KESSLER: It was manufacturing and warehouse.

MR. WOLINSKY: When I say the same use, I'm talking
generic fashion for the zone.

MR. SCHLESINGER: But what you're going to do is have
15 tenants that may be making other products or
whatever it may be?

MR. WOLINSKY: Correct.
MR. KESSLER: Or might be doing warehousing.

MR. WOLINSKY: Correct, there's been a traffic study
that's been prepared for this by Phil Greely, John
Collins Associates, that's part of the SEQRA
documentation and that's currently under review and in
Mark's comments which I do have a copy.

MR. ARGENIO: Let me interrupt you for one second but
I'm going to tell you this right now so you can hear
it, we're going to vote on the SEQRA thing, the lead
agency thing and as far as I'm concerned, Cornwall can
take it, I want the traffic information here.

MR. WOLINSKY: Yeah.

MR. ARGENIO: I want to see it, I want a presentation
by the--
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MR. WOLINSKY: Okay.
MR. ARGENIO: When the time comes.

MR. WOLINSKY: You want Phil to come here and give you
the presentation?

MR. ARGENIO: This is a smoking hot issue in our town
and it's important to the residents of this town, it's
important to me and it's important to these people who
sit here.

MR. WOLINSKY: I agree with you a hundred percent, no
problem.

MR. ARGENIO: Go ahead.

MR. WOLINSKY: Pretty much that's it, I mean, we're
working with, as we're working with both towns we're
working with the fire departments in both towns to make
sure that area's covered and essentially we're here
tonight to get your comments, one of which you just
gave us and then also from a procedural standpoint to
just have the board acknowledge that Cornwall will be
handling the lead agency aspects for the SEQRA review
and then we'll continue to work in the workshop setting
in cleaning up Mark's comments from his memo and
getting the plans in shape before we come back to you.

MR. ARGENIO: 1I'll accept a motion that the Town of New
Windsor Planning Board accept Cornwall being lead
agency under the SEQRA process.

MR. GALLAGHER: So moved.
MR. MINUTA: Second it.
MR. ARGENIO: Motion has been made and seconded that

the Town of New Windsor Planning Board accept formally
that Cornwall will be the lead agency under the SEQRA
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process. No further discussion, roll call.

ROLL CALIL:

MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. BROWN AYE
MR. MINUTA AYE
MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
MR. ARGENIO AYE

MR. WOLINSKY: Essentially, we're done. Any other
comments that you have that you want to give us that we
can take into consideration, again, we have Mark's
letter, these are very much as he pointed out the same
comments that we received in the Town of Cornwall, we
have to go through a process to clean it up.

MR. ARGENIO: That traffic is important to us, I don't
want to beat you to death with it, but I'm going to
tell you I want Phil here with his dog and pony show, I
want to see it, I want to see the level of services,
trips generated before, trips generated subsequent to
and as I said not cause I want to be difficult but it's
a real smokin' hot issue in this town. When the
Hannafords went up, I sat on this board, Neil, were you
here?

MR. SCHLESINGER: Yes.

MR. ARGENTO: Neil and I can tell you this room was
full and there was only one issue they were concerned
about.

MR. WOLINSKY: You may not remember me.

MR. ARGENIO: I do remember you, one issue and one
issue only and your engineer was Creighton Manning?

MR. WOLINSKY: That's correct.
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MR. ARGENIO: You know what, they knew what they were
doing more than the state, they took what the state
couldn't get right and they made it right. If you
remember my comment at the time I looked at your
traffic engineer, tall guy, I don't remember his name,
and I said this better not be smoking mirrors cause
you're going to be back here again and he got it right.

MR. WOLINSKY: That was a huge issue on that project.

MR. ARGENIO: I don't want to kill you with it but I
want to hear from Phil.

MR. CORDISCO: Two minor points and I think as Mark
pointed out they should make simultaneous submissions
to both Cornwall and New Windsor in the sense that
there may be appearances necessary in Cornwall because
perhaps most of the issues are being reviewed by
Cornwall but I think both towns should have the same
set of plans.

MR. ARGENIO: Wait a second, let me just, when you say
simultaneous, maybe I'm not understanding what you're
saying, Dominic, simultaneous submissions, what exactly
do you mean by that?

MR. CORDISCO: If they're submitting revised plans to
Cornwall, I think revised plans should also come here
but they don't necessarily need to be on our agenda.

MR. ARGENIO: T don't want to see every time you go to
Cornwall I don't want to see you, I don't want to see
you.

MR. WOLINSKY: We don't want to see you either, I
understand.

MR. ARGENIO: What I want to see is I want to see when
they're to a point with Cornwall where this thing is
almost at fruition or it's at fruition I want to see
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you then and I want to see Phil here and Joe and Howard
and you and me and Neil are going to have to talk about
the traffic to make sure we understand the impact on
your town and that's how we'll do it but I don't want
to see you 12 times, work it out with them.

MR. WOLINSKY: We'll copy you.

MR. ARGENIO: How does that work with a public hearing
on this?

MR. CORDISCO: Well, you could have a joint public
hearing but this is--

MR. ARGENIO: You know what I want to do, that's
exactly what I want to do, I want Cornwall to have a
public hearing because they're going to have it and
it's going to be required and I want you folks to do a
mailing to the people in New Windsor, have it down
there.

MR. CORDISCO: The mailing that would be the most
prudent way to do it.

MR. ARGENIO: I think Cornwall will have the public
hearing and include the New Windsor folks within the
500 feet or however it works in the mailing, let them
go to Cornwall because the bulk of this is in Cornwall.
The only issue that we really have here in my
estimation is the traffic issue. Do you have a problem
with that?

MR. WOLINSKY: No, with one caveat and again, I'm not
the person handling it in Cornwall but there has been
some discussion about the possibility of public hearing
may not be necessary under the regulations there but--

MR. CORDISCO: I actually think it's the reverse, New
Windsor has the ability to waive the public hearing on
site plan, Cornwall does not.
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MR. WOLINSKY: Well, okay, wherever we have it we'll
notice New Windsor.

MR. DENEGA: The only comment--
MR. ARGENIO: 1Include Neil in the mailing.

MR. DENEGA: You may just want to consider whether or
not any of the board here may want to be present at the
public hearing, I'm not sure if Dominic--

MR. SCHLESINGER: I'm going to get a letter.
MR. ARGENIO: You guys want letters too?

MR. BABCOCK: Why don't they do one to the Town of New
Windsor Planning Board, Myra will pass it out.

MR. ARGENIO: Let me give you some feedback here. My
confidant, two of my confidants will be at that public
hearing, one is Mark Edsall and the other one is
Dominic Cordisco. I don't intend to, I can get
feedback but sir do notify Myra who will notify these
members.

MR. WOLINSKY: Because you're an adjoining municipality
we're legally required.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I want to make sure that the required
residents get notification of the public hearing.

MR. ARGENIO: I just told him that.
MR. WOLINSKY: We just said we'll acknowledge that,
we'll notify the New Windsor residents as part of the

Cornwall hearing.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I have another question. What's the
facility all the way to your left, lean-tos?

A’?’;i”ﬂ T
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MR. WOLINSKY: It's an existing building that will be
divided, same use divided into five tenanted spaces.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I don't know what you mean by
lean-to. :

MR. BABCOCK: That's a shed roof type thing on the
front.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Is that going to be enclosed?

MR. WOLINSKY: 1It's an enclosed building.

MR. KESSLER: 1It's a pole barn.

MR. SCHLESINGER: The type of building is called a
lean-to but all the, each cubicle will be a
self-contained?

MR. KESSLER: Right.

MR. MINUTA: That's currently a habitable building?

MR. KESSLER: Yes.

MR. SCHLESINGER: You need to address the traffic flow
there as well.

MR. WOLINSKY: Yes, absolutely internal circulation.
MR. SCHLESINGER: Fire department.

MR. WOLINSKY: Yes and we're meeting with both New
Windsor and Cornwall Fire Department.

MR. ARGENIO: You folks have, I'm not going to go
through the items but there's a lot of items they're on
the plans that need to be cleaned up and the reason I'm
not going to get too twisted up about them is cause
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Cornwall is going to review this fairly closely.

MR. WOLINSKY: You know, Mr. Chairman, when you're
dealing, you know, it's an engineering challenge when
you're dealing with an existing facility and you're
doing their rehab so we'll get it right.

MR. KESSLER: We're having a workshop session tomorrow
with them.

MR. ARGENIO: 1It's going to be a construction challenge
to whoever makes the improvements, I understand, I
agree.

MR. MINUTA: Real qﬁick, big picture this site existed
as manufacturing for Tarkett, are we changing that?

MR. KESSLER: Manufacturing and warehouse is, in other
words, they made tiles and they warehoused tiles.

MR. MINUTA: And you're doing what, the same?

MR. KESSLER: We're going to bring in tenants to do the
same thing, either manufacture or warehouse.

MR. MINUTA: Same use and occupancy?
MR. WOLINSKY: Same use and occupancy, yes.

MR. CORDISCO: I have only one minor and he can do the
that, I wanted to share with the board, the Cornwall
Planning Board had made a request that Mr. Kessler see
whether or not CSX which has the railroad spur that
goes passed there would actually remove the railroad
across Route 94 because it hasn't been used in many
vears and they made that request, my understanding is
that CSX said not in their lifetime.

MR. ARGENIO: You'll see Jesus before you see that. I
don't mean to be blunt but you'll see Jesus before you
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see that.

MR. CORDISCO: It was a valid reguest, it hasn't been
used, it's mandatory stuff for school buses, it adds to
congestion, it made, seems to make that request but
they did follow up but it's not within their power to
do it.

MR. ARGENIO: Thank you, Dominic. Anybody else have
any comments on this application? We'll see you folks
again. Remember traffic.

MR. WOLINSKY: Thank you.
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JERRY'S_STORAGE_-_DISCUSSION

MR. SCHLESINGER: And the cther question I had is with
Jerry's Storage building, we were talking about the
existing storage building on the corner that Jerry
built, that he sold, I guess?

MR. BABCOCK: That's correct.

MR. SCHLESINGER: I believe that Jerry said or somebody
said that unfortunately the landscaping died and it's a
little bit of a more of an eyesore than it was when
Jerry had it. All right, how do we enforce that?

MR. BABCOCK: We can take care of that.

MR. SCHLESINGER: We make an effort to_require people
to have landscaping for obvious reasons and then it
dies and we're wasting everybody's time.

MR. MINUTA: If I may, other towns post a bond on the
landscaping for one to two years and what happens is if
the landscaping dies within that time, the bond is in
place for that landscaping to be replaced. Now
typically if you're going to plant landscaping it's
going to die within the first year it's going to die so
that's the way they handle it, the bond is removed
after the two years.

MR. BABCOCK: We're in the process, we're going to do
something about that, I think you talked to me, I got
to be honest with you, I can't tell you I don't
remember whether I sent somebody there or not but my
intention was we're going to send somebody there, we're
going to tell them to straighten it up, if he doesn’'t
do it the way that we enforce it we give him a
violation of a site plan, site plan calls for trees.

MR. SCHLESINGER: More work for your office.

3
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MR. BABCOCK: We'll get them to take care of it.

MR. GALLAGHER: On the same subject for the site plan
wasn't that also when they put the two extra buildings
they didn't keep the same conformity with the peak.

MR. BABCOCK: Myra, could you make a note for me?

MR. MINUTA: There's no conformity there with what they
put up new, what they did is the first shot everything

is homogeneous and cohesive.

MR. SCHLESINGER: Who put up the next, the building,
Jerry or the new owner?

MR. BABCOCK: New owner.

MR. MINUTA: He was approved for the site.
MR. BABCOCK: We'll send somebody out there.
MR. ARGENIO: Thank you. Motion to adjourn?
MR. SCHLESINGER: So moved.

MR. MINUTA: Second it.

ROLL CALL

MR. GALLAGHER AYE
MR. BROWN AYE
MR. MINUTA AYE

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL (848) 567-3100
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. FAX: (845) 567-3232
E-MAIL: MHENY(@MHEPC.COM
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PROJECT NAME:
PROJECT LOCATION:
PROJECT NUMBER:

DATE: _
DESCRIPTION:

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK

(REDEVELOPMENT OF TARKETT SITE)

OFF NYS ROUTE %4

SECTION 69 - BLOCK 4-LOT 3

06-32

13 DECEMBER 2006

THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE REDEVELOPMENT OF THE
FORMER TARKETT FACILITY (APPROX. 36 ACRES TOTAL LAND
AREA) WITH GENERAL MANUFACTURING, INDUSTRIAL
PROCESSING, AND SELF-STORAGE. THE PLAN WAS REVIEWED
ON A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY.

1. The project spans the Town of Cornwall — Town of New Windsor line, and will be the subject
of a concurrent review by the Cornwall Planning Board (Cornwall Application 06-17).

The property is located in the C Zoning District of the Town. The use proposed in the New
Windsor portion of the site is Mini-Warehouse, which is use A-6 of the zone. The bulk
information shown on the plan requires several corrections. The applicant should refer to the
current bulk tables and correct the plan.

2. It is my understanding these are the same plans as submitted to the Cornwall Planning Board.
(if they are not, the applicant should insure that the sets are identical on an ongoing basis since
both boards will be asked to co-stamp and co-sign one approved set). The following comments
are similar to those provided to the Cornwall Board on December 4%:

o Plan Legibility — the plans are difficult to follow, doing a poor job in distinguishing
what is existing vs. what is proposed as part of the application.

Existing pavement edges vs. proposed edges of pavement should be defined. It would be
helpful if the plan clearly call out proposed widths in areas where driveways are to be
widened, or shifted. As well, the plan should address what is to be done to areas where
pavement is presumably to be removed (ie topsoil and seed 7).

* 111 WHEATFIELD DRIVE ~ SUITE ONE * MILFORD, PENNSYLVANIA 18337 * 570-296-2765 *
®* 540 BROADWAY ° MONTICELLO, NEW YORK 12701 °* B8B45-794-3399 °*



mailto:mheny@mhepc.ccm
mailto:MJK@MHmRC.COM

e On-Site Parking — parking calculation for the overall site must be confirmed vs. the
specific uses identified in each Town. With regard to the parking layout as depicted,
note the following comments:

- The handicapped spaces depicted on the plans do not meet State Code
requirements relative to access aisles and signage. (detail is also incorrect).

- Parking space typical detail is duplicated on sheets SP5 and SP6. The dimensions
indicated on detail sheet SP6 are incorrect. The details should specify minimum
aisle widths.

- I question if the parking, as it is distributed, and where it is located (relative to
the buildings themselves) will be functional.

- A paving detail is provided on the detail sheet, although it is noted that it is
difficult to determine where new paving is to be installed. Also, for areas which
are to be widened, is the entire width to receive a top course?

o Stormwater — Once the issues regarding plan clarity are resolved, we will complete our
detailed review of this aspect of the application.

o Fire Protection — As the Cornwall Board was advised, the New Windsor Fire
Inspector’s Office and the Cornwall Building Inspector have noted concerns regarding
the sprinkler systems of the buildings. This issue and the fire lane identification, will be
subject to further input.

o Details — Notwithstanding the fact that details are provided for fencing, lighting,
bollards, guide rails, sidewalks, paving, etc., I am not clear by looking at the plans where
such improvements are proposed.

3. We have received a traffic impact study for the project. Our initial review comments are as
follows:

o Page 3 — please note that Rt. 94 terminates in the Town of New Windsor (not in the City
of Newburgh).

e Page 5 — please indicate under B and in Table No. 1 the ITE classifications and trip
generation rates for the associated prior use and proposed uses.

¢ Page 5 — please quantify the volume of traffic that was associated with the prior Tarkett
use during full operation (for comparison purposes to the proposed site plan uses). The
existing traffic volumes are obviously not representative of the operational Tarkett site.

e Page 6 — under D please advise if any proposed (but not built) projects in New Windsor
and/or Comwall have been considered. List any such projects.




e General — we understand that the Cornwall Board’s request that you seek removal of the
railroad siding/crossing of Rt. 94 has been disapproved by CSX. Please investigate
alternatives to improve the access conditions. ,

¢ General — a concept plan should be prepared to depict the possible improvements at the
site access. An eastbound deceleration lane at the site entrance should be considered.

e General - in connection with sight distance improvements mdncated, please provide
actual current and improved (after clearing) sight distances for the site entrance, and
compare the same to the recommended standards of NYSDOT. -

¢ Site Generated Traffic Volumes — please indicated the relative amounts of passenger car
and truck type traffic anticipated for the site, as well as comparative numbers for the
prior use. .

4. The Cornwall Planning Board has indicated their intent (desire) to assume the Lead Agency
position for the project. Consistent with prior applications split by the Town line, since the
majority of the use is in Cornwall, I recommsend this Board formally (by resolntion) concur
with Cornwall being the Lead Agency under SEQRA.

5. Our review will continue as the plans are modified, and we will continue to coordinate with the
Comwall Planning Board.

Respectfully Submitted,

NWO06-32-13Dec06.doc
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~ 555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4631
Fax: (845) 563-3101

Assessors Office

January 18, 2007

Vails Gate Business Park
Former Tarkett Building
Vails Gate, NY 12584

Re: 69-4-3 ZPB #: 06-32 (5)

Dear Vails Gate Business Park:

According to our records, the attached list of property owners are abutting and across any street

of the above referenced property, also please be advised your property is also abutting to the
town of Cornwall.

The charge for this service is $25.00 minus your deposit of $25.00.

There is no balance due.

Sincerely,

ol 1@

J- Todd Wiley, IAO
Sole Assessor

JTW/rah
Attachments

CC: Myra Mason, Zoning Board




69-1-2

GEORGE &

THERESA HOPKINS

PO BOX 31

VAILS GATE, NY 12584

69-1-4.4, 69-4-2.2

NEW YORK CENTRAL LINES
C/0 CSX

500 WATER ST. (J-910)
JACKSONVILLE, FL 32202

69-4-2.1

CORNWALL COAL & SUPPLY
PO BOX 520

CORNWALL, NY 12518

69-4-4.1, 69-4-4.2

VAILS GATE REALTY INC.
1067 RT. 94

NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553

69-4-6.2

WEST POINT TOURS, INC.
PO BOX 125

VAILS GATE, NY 12584




New York State Department of Envnronmental Conservatlon : o - '

Division of Water, Region 3 -

100 Hillside Avenue ~ Suite 1W, White Plalns, New York 10603—2860
Phone: (914) 428-2505 » FAX: (914) 428-0323 - '
Website: www.dec.state.ny.us

Denise Sheehan
Commissioner

s RECEVED

- o JaNT 2 2007
Thomas DePuy, P.E., L.S. * o ~ A
T.M. DePuy Engineering and Land Surveymg, PC. a EUI‘LDFNG DEPABTMENT
2656 Route 302 '

Middletown, NY 10941

RE:  Vails Gate Business Center Stormwater Pollution Prevcntxon Plan
Town of Comwall and Town of New Windsor
SPDES General Permit for Construction Acttvxty, GP-02-01

Dear Mr. DePuy:
We have received the erosion and sediment control plan for the above referenced project. Please

note that a full Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan is required for this site.
If you have any questions, I can be reached at the above phone number, extension 354.

Sincerely;

atalie Browneﬂ/bw\-e
Environmental Program Specialist

cc: Town of Cornwall Building Department
Town of New Windsor Building Department
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Lol lazigd sebrmizazid detwtire -l v lornand?
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Town of New Windsor
- 555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553
(845) 563-4611
RECEIPT
#0933-2006

12/04/2006

Depuy Engineering

Received $ 125.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 12/04/2006. Thank you for
stopping by the Town Clerk's office.

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you.

Deborah Green
Town Clerk




PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 12/04/2006

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

ESCROW
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION---------

11/30/2006 REC. CK. #17074

TRANS

PAID

TOTAL:

PAGE: 1

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

750.00

-750.00



P.B.#0L-32

. L ME.

STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.
REGION EIGHT : -
. -4 BURNETT BOULEVARD .
POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORK 12603
www.nysdot.gov

ROBERT A. DENNISON I, PE. ASTRID C. GLYNN
REGIONAL DIRECTOR ACTING COMMISSIONER

March 26, 2007

Mark Edsall
Planning Board Engineer
Town of New Windsor
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553
Re: SEQR 07-0041
Vails Gate Business Park
Route 94

Dear Mr. Edsall:

The SEQR unit has completed its review of the information submitted regarding the subject project.
The Department conceptually agrees with the proposed improvements to the existing driveway. A
detailed engineering review will be done during the Highway Work Permit review process The applicant
should be directed to contact the Departments local permit inspector to initiate the detailed review
process.

Siby Zachariah
Permit Inspector
112 Dickson Street
Newburgh, NY 12550

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at (845) 575-6040
Very t;uly yours,

Glenn Boucher
Regional SEQRA Coordinator

cc S. Zacariah, Permit Inspector, Res 8-4
Phif Grealy, John Collins Engineers



http://www.nysdot.gov

AS OF:

PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ,
12/13/2006 . _ PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS '

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

ORIG

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

DATE-SENT AGENCY - === == == m e e DATE-RECD RESPONSE----------

11/30/2006 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 12/11/2006 UNDER REVIEW
11/30/2006 MUNICIPAL WATER / /
11/30/2006 MUNICIPAL SEWER / /
11/30/2006 MUNICIPAL FIRE 12/07/2006 DISAPPROVED

NEED A 30 FT. FIRE LANE FOR BUILDING 2 NOTE: THIS OFFICE
APPROVES SITE PLAN SECTION IN THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ONLY

11/30/2006 NYSDOT /] /




PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 12/13/2006

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS
STAGE:

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 6-32 :

NAME: VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK PA2006-988
APPLICANT: VAILS GATE BUSINESS CENTER LLC

--DATE~ - MEETING-PURPOSE-~~~-=--=~=-==- ACTION-TAKEN

10/04/2006 WORK SHOP SUBMIT

4 o

PAGE: 1

STATUS [Open, Withd]
0 [Disap, Appr]



TO: Genaro Argenio, Planning Board Chairman

FROM:  Kenneth Schermerhorn, Asst. Fire Inspector
SUBJECT: PB-06-32

Vails Gate Business Park

SBL: 69-4-3

DATE: December 7, 2006

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-06-054

A review of the above referenced site plan has been conducted and is
unacceptable for the following reason:

1) Need a 30 ft. Fire Lane for building # 2

* Note: This office approves site plan section in the Town of New
Windsor ONLY !




Town of New Wlndsor

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

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET @ -
X
TO: HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT N \Nm“@“»
P.B. FILE #06-32 DATE RECEIVED: 11-30-06 TAX MAP #69-w“~“\

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA

BY:12-11-06 TO BE ON AGENDA FOR THE 11-13-06 PLANNING BOARD
MEETING.

THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR:

VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK
Applicant or Project Name

SITE PLAN- - XXX, - SUBDIVISION , LOT LINE CHANGE
SPECIAL PERMIT

HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE:

[l APPROVED:

Notes:

[0 DISAPPROVED:

Notes: Under advisement.

Signature: %‘4 |21 <6

Reviewkd by date




‘ 0 Main Office
33 Airport Center Drive
Suite #202 )
New Windsor, New York 12553
1pe (845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL o : o-malk mheny@mhepc.com
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. mmm m“'osm“.“"
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. nvara Mitford, Pennsylvania 18337
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. swvang (570) 296-2765
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (v, nvaPa) e-mail: mhepa@mhepc.com
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. nivara ’
Writer’s E-mail Address:
mje@mhepe.com

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION ~
RECORD OF APPEARANCE | joo ¥

ALLAGE OF: /&«///MZ/K A~ PIBAPP.-NQ.: : -
WORK SESSION DATE: f/ Ocf OF  rpromer new_X_ow

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: _ 10711‘ RESUB. REQ'D: A t( G{{/
PROJECT NAME: Eé’ <rle~ | .
REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: |, /.iﬁ oy ol

MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT:  BLDG INSP. FREINSP. 0  Ke
ENGINEER Z PLANNER
P/B CHMN OTHER
ITEMS DISCUSSED: TND CHECKLIST: PROJ ECT
' JYPE
f[l ~Est ( pq(/&v/](u"“ ab, u?l DRAINAGE _ _
A’ “SITE PLAN
‘R &p L : DUMPSTER
_ | | SPEC PERMIT
3o HKrort  (pnes . SCREENING o
’ X P LL 3
'ic (acadexf - Deek Garech.. LIGHTING o
| (Stroctiign) SUBDIVISION
Q V ’L*‘Yc\-u [o 749»»03 LANDSCAPING
OTHER
BLACKTOP

- "Iih (o CAN é‘ F ﬂ ' ROADWAYS |
(/’}Ov\e,, Dbmg.gﬁx)ﬁ_m *  APPROVAL BOX

b,p [ f hiva N ZBARGEmL Y

Recommended Mtg Date

WorksessionForm doc 9-02 MJE



mhenyQmhepc.com
mailto:ewnaifcmhepa@rnnepc.com

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4689

PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION

TYPE OF APPLICATION (check appfopriate item):

Subdivision Lot Line Change Site Plan X __ Special Permit

Tax Map Designation: Sec. _69 _ Block_4 Lot_3

BUILDING DEPARTMENT PERMIT NUMBER: PAROOL - PLFP
: MUST FILL IN THIS NUMBER

1. Namef)fProject Vails Gate Business Park

2. Owner of Record V@ils Gate Business Center LLC Phone 973-340-0202

Address: 260 Getty Avenue Clifton New Jersey 07011
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)

3. Mame of Applicant Vails Gate Business Center LLC Phone 973-340-0202

Address: 460 Getty Avenue Clifton New Jersey 07011
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
T.M. DePuy Engineering
4. Person Preparing Plan_& Land Surveying, P.C. Phone 845-361-5421
Address: 2656 Route 302 Middletown New York 10941
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
5. Attorney Jacobowitz & Gubits, P.C. Phone 845-778-2121
Y Address 158 Orange Avenue, PO Box 367 Walden, New York 12586
: (Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
6. Person to be notified to appear at Planning Board meeting:
Thomas M. DePuy
T.M. DePuy Engineering 845-361-5421 845-361-5229
(ﬁames yingrF.te (Phone) (fax)
7. Project Location: On the____South side of NYS Route 94
(Direction) (Street)
8. Project Data: Acreage 6.8 Zone c School Dist. Newburg”}?
4 ' RECEVED |
PAGE 1 OF 2 TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
( PLEASE DO NOT COPY 1 & 2 AS ONE PAGE TWO-SIDED) NOV 3 0 2008
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NOV-27-2008 HON 12:10 PM . FAX N,

SSHRE

"
v

ol 1y, :

NO: -27-2006 KON 11:35 At PUY ENGINEERING J 846 3B1EZ ' P @2
]
1
l

( |/ " 1 ‘)-.\

[ - ' i
9. ls thix property within Amculmnl District contaimqg a farm operation or within Sor) feet
of a farm operation kT\ad inan Agncumml Distrion? Yo, _No____ _

*This information 'cen be verdied in the Amg]- s Office.
' *ifyon arswer ye1 U question 9, pleas= complets the attadud M;multural Data
Statement.

10. Detai!eddescﬁpﬁon‘ufé’m;ect. (Use; Size, Number of Lats, etc.) RedeVQlOP’f‘e“t of
'3 portion of Building 2 (10,564 SF) contained in the

~Towun of New Wi

17, Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Gvintcd my Vanm:s Tor this property? yer_....N0_5
1 Has a Special Permit p{wmuslybecn gnmcd for this propcrm yob—_no. X

I¥' THIS APPLICATION )Y SIGNED BY mom: ommmn THE PROPERTY OWNER,
A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY STATEMENT PROM THE QWNER
WUST BE SUBMITTED, AT THE TIME OF Avmmnqu , AUTHORIZING THIS
APPLICATION. _

STATEOFNEWYORK) @ * -

COUNTY OF ORANGE) |

i
THR UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BBING DULY SJW ORN, DEPOSES ANR STATES
THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS CONTAINED IN THIS
AFPPLICATION AND SUPFORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND
ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNQWLEDGE AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT
FURTHERACKNOWIE@ESKBSPONSIBHII‘YTDTHE FOR ALL FEES AND COS "8

ASSOCIATED WITH THE ?.B'WBW OF THIS APPLICATION,

4
i

SWORN BEFORE ME T{-ﬂS

g™ 270" payor Y D\lvaw('zo_Q_G

ARCHANA THAKAR
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY

MY, COMMI ONEXP¥RESSEPT30 9
’ &jog_&@ m.

Y PU: L!C :

X

ekl ottt st

(AGBNT'S SIGNATURE)

i -
flmgiPﬂnt Agent's Name as Signed

L X
u*umnnnunnvmnnnvu#nnunuununun-bm-rnﬂww"ﬂwnt-hwn

TOWNUSEONLY: i« - 1
l Lo : ‘
. ,

1 _ !

DATE APPLICA’I’ION &BCEWBD APBLICA’I’ION NUMBER
S L : ‘ _
l . PAOBZOFZ; s U —
! ’ 1o RECEIVED
S TOWN OF NEW WINGSOR |
: Hoo
1
!

P. 01/01

ndsor proposed fdor utilization as self storage.

i NOV 3 0 2006
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NOV-£7-2006 MCN 41 F SR B2 oo,
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NOV-27-20068 MON 03:31 PM FAX NO P 01/0i
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[
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AGENT/OWNER PROXY STATEMENT
(foa;profassional_ representation)

5 for submittal to the:
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

Jeffrey Ressler} . .deposcsmdsaysthntbcmides

{OWNER) f .

ar 625 Navaho Trail Dr., rranklin, NJ °74l7mtheCountyof Berg-n
~ (OWNER'S ADDRESS) ' .

and State of__New Jersey i .. and that he is.che owner of praperty tax may)
A R . "

(Sec.  Block__ - Lot i .
designation number(Scc.___69 | Block_4 __ Lot 3___) which is the premises described in

the fonegomg application and n;n he dnignuu

(ApntName&.Addms)
Thomas 4. DePuy: T.M. Del?'uyl Eng:.neer:.ng & Land Surveying. s.C,
2656 Routs 302, Middletown,! New York 10941 .

 ( Name & Address of P’qofeuioml Repreaemva of Owncr and/or Agcm)
as his dgent to mak:e the atw;h?d apphcaﬂon. - o )

- THIS DESIGNATION SHAIL DE EFFECTIVE UNTIL WITADRAWN BY THE OWNER IR
UNﬂL TWO (2) YEARS FRQM THE DATEAGREED 10, WHICH EVER IS SQONER.

J

.z ]

v

l}‘ “J,’a

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS:! - kx ,
- ‘Hf\ L I (MUST BE NOTARLIED
" &' nay or NQVENbL_200L,)
ARCHANA THAKAR o P
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY Agent'y Signanure (If Applicable)

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES SEPT. 30, 2009°

NOTARYBUBLIC ~ - . Professional Reprosenrative’s Signatuns

THIS FROXY SHALL BE YOID TWO (2) YEARS AFTER AGREED TO BY THE OWNER
| - o

.= :
i R e

~ RECEWED |
TOMN OF Npa vy agx-\geq(

i
i
} NOV 3 0 2008

ENGINZEER hFU{!‘i"“fJ j
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Ny Y




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST

ITEM

* 1. & Site Plan Title

2. — ___ Provide 4" wide X 2" high box (IN THE LOWEST

for use by Planning
Board in affixing Stamp of Approval. (ON ALL PAGES OF
SITE PLAN). (gfgpwggs ook, w7 T OF
ol endle )

SAMPLE:

—

>( Applicant’s Name(s)

3
4 X - Applicant’s Address

5. X Site Plan Preparer’s Name

6. ¥ Site Plan Preparer’s Address

7. X Drawing Date

8 X Revision Dates

9. )é Area Map Inset and Site Designation
10. X Properties within 500’ of site

1. X Property Owners (Item #10)

12. X Plot Plan

13. X Scale (1" = 50' or lesser)

14. X Metes and Bounds

15. ;é Zoning Designation
16. X North Arrow

17. X Abutting Property Owners

18. é Existing Building Locations

19. X Existing Paved Areas

20. X Existing Vegetation

21. k Existing Access & Egress : N

RECEWVED |
| TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR |

N
PAGE 1 OF 3 V3o 2008
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35s.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40
4].
42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.

50

51.
52.
53.

2{ Landscaping

X Exterior Lighting

A Screening

bid Access & Egress
-4 Parking Areas

z Loading Areas

X‘ Paving Details (Items 25 - 27)

). 4 Curbing Locations
> Curbing through section

)g' Catch Basin Locations

e Catch Basin Through Section
k_ Storm Drainage

At

Refuse Storage

- Other Outdoor Storage

X Water Supply

X Sanitary Disposal System

X Fire Hydrants

X Building Locations

X Building Setbacks

¥ Front Building Elevations

x Divisions of Occupancy

@DRN(’O Sign Details

A Bulk Table Inset

X Property Area (Nearest 100 sq. ft.)
x Building Coverage (sq. ft.)

Zﬁ Building Coverage (% of total area)

_i_ Pavement Coverage (sq. ft.) O%?VO//UG INT
* Pavement Coverage (% of total area) (‘ '@‘7‘0//1/6 / v7,)

—t

Open Space (sq. ft.)

B Open Space (% of total area)
No. of parking spaces proposed i e s T ——
— X No.of parking spaces propo RECEWED
._X___ No. of parking spaces required TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR §
PAGE 2 OF 3 NOV 3 0 2006
YA m | ENGINEER A PLANNIEG: |
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’ . .

REFERRING TO QUESTION 9 ON THE APPLICATION FORM, AIS THIS PROPERTY
WITHIN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM OPERATION OR WITHIN
500 FEET OF A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT,
PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING:

54. Z; i Referral to Orange County Planning Dept. is required for all

applicants filing AD Statement.

55. M A disclosure Statement, in the form set below, must be inscribed on
all site plan maps prior to the affixing of a stamp of approval, whether
or not the Planning Board specifically requires such a statement as a
condition of approval.

APrior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property on this site which is wholly or
partially within or immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm operation, the
purchaser or leasee shall be notified of such farm operation with a copy of the following
notification.

It is the policy of this State and this community to conserve, piotect and encourage the
development and improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, and other
products, and also for its natural and ecological value. This notice is to inform prospective
residents that the property they are about to acquire lies partially or wholly within an

t agricultural district or within 500 feet of such a district and that farming activities occur
within the district. Such farming activities may include, but not be limited to, activities that
cause noise, dust and odors.

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience of the Applicant. The Town of New
Windsor Planning Board may require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval.

PREPARER’S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

TP‘{E PLAT FOR THE PROPOSED SITE PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE
WITH THIS CHECKLIST AND THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ORDINANCES, TO THE

BESTOFMY K WLEDGE.
///2 7/ L

Dat

K ¥ X PLEASE NOTE: 3 % % % ¥

THE APPLICANT OR THEIR REPRESENTATIVE IS RESPONSIBLE TO KEEP
TRACK OF ALL EXPIRATION DATES FOR ANY AND ALL APPROVALS
GRANTED TO A PROJECT. EXTENSIONS MUST BE APPLIED FOR PRIOR
TO EXPIRATION DATE.

smecsenena T = n=~_=-.-g=-r:—*’

“RECEIVEQD
TOWM (IF NEW WINDEOR
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1416-2 (9/95)— 7¢ () : @
617.20 SEQR
Appendix A :
State Environmental Quality Review

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project
or action may be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequent-
ly, there are aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasureable. 1t is also understood that those who determine
significance may have little or no formal knowledge of the environment or may not be technically expert in environmental
analysis. In addition, many who have knowledge in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting
the question of significance.

The full EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured-that the determination
process has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible enough to allow introduction of information to fit a project
or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project
data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides
guidance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-
large impact. The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the
impact is actually lmportant

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCF —Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: O rart1 00 Part2 Part 3

Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting
information, and considering both the magnitude and rmportance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the
lead agency that:

[0 A. The project will not result in any large and important mpact(s) and, therefore, is one which mll not
have a significant impact on the environment, therefore a negahve declaration will be prepared.

0O B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant
effect for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required,
therefore a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.* ‘

O C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact
on the environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared.
* A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions

VAILS GATE BUSINESS PARK

Name of Action

Town of Cornwall Planning Board

Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (If different r’r;m resmh =1
TOWN OF NEW winned
Date J NOV 3 0 2006
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@:2r7 1—proJECT INFORMATEIN

Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed mav have a significant effec:
on the environment. Please complete the entire form. Parts A through E. Answers tc these questions will be considered
as part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional
information you believe will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve
new studies, research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work 1s unavailable, so indicate and specm'
each instance.

NAME OF ACTION . .
Vails Gate Business Park

LOCATION OF ACTION (Inciude Street Address, Municipality and County)
1215 Route 94, New Windsor, NY 12553

NAME OF APPLICANTISPONSOR . BUSINESS TELEPHONE
Vails Gate Business Center LLC (973) 340~0202
ADDRESS
460 Getty Avenue
CITY/PO 7 STATE ZIP CODE
Clifton . NJ 07011
NAME OF OWNER (I different) BUSINESS TELEPHONE
{ )
ADDRESS
CiTYIPO STATE ZIP CODE

DESCRIPTION OF ACTION  pedevelopment of three industrial/commerical buildings
(the former Tarkett facility) for General Manufacturing Industrial
Processing in Buildings 1 and 3 and self storage in Building 2, located
in the Town of Cornwall(4-3-1.1) and Town of New Windsor (69-4-3) on
35.9 acre parcel.

Please Complete Each Question—Indicate N.A. if not applicable
A. Site Description

Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.

1. Present land use: DOUrban X Industrial KiCommercial OResidential (suburban) DRural (non-farm)
OForest OAgriculture OOther

2. Total acreage of project area: 35.9 acres.
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION
Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) 8.4 acres 8.8 acres
Forested 7.2 acres 1.2 acres
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) 0 acres 0 acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) 5:8 acres 5.9 acres (1)
Water Surface Area (1), (2)  acres (1), (2) acres
Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) 0.5 acres 0.5 acres
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 13.4 acres 13.1 acres
Other (Indicate type)_Federal wetland (delineated) 0.5 acres 0.4 acres (2)

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? Fill
a. Soil drainage: {IWell drained _______ % of site XModerately well drained _100 _ % of site
DPoorly drained _ ___ _ % of site
b. If anv agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS

— HLarﬁ,%ésirEﬁTlﬁ"‘System? _Q_Lil___ acres. {See 1 NYCRR 370). (1)includes 2.6 acres open water

4. i‘f@w?‘?@wﬂcﬁ' iNREDBGings on project site? XvYes ZNo (2)includes 0.1 acres wetlands
i oa. What is depah tg bedrgck? (in feet)
LoV i U =
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10.
1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

1.

Approximate percentage of, prop.i project site with slopes: %10-10% !___v % X10-15% 10 %

T)15% orgreater ___________ %

Is project substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or the National
Registers of Historic Places? Yes ZINo

Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? Yes RINo
What is the depth of the water table? ___2 __(in feet)

Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? [Yes &No

Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? OYes KINo

Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered?
OYes KINo According to T.M. DePuy
ldentify each species

Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations)
Oves XiNo Describe _T-M. DePuy

Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area?
OvYes KiNo If yes, explain

Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?
OYes RINo

Streams within or contiguous to project area; __tributary to Moodna Creek H-89
a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary __Moodna Creek

Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area:

a. Name ho name b: Size (In acres)
Is the site served by existing public utilities? RiYes CONo
a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? AYes [INo
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? CIYes XNo

Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA,
Section 303 and 3042 OYes KiNo

Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 6172 IYes @No

Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? OYes KINo

Project Description
Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate)

a. Total contiguous acreage-owned or controlled by project sponsor ﬁ.__3_5_’_.9__._ acres.
. Project acreage to be developed: _ 13-4 acres initially; _13.1  acres ultimately.

22-8  acres.

. Project acreage to remain undeveloped
. Length of project, in miles: n/a (If appropriate)

b

C

d

e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed fl/_a_“f_‘id_e%;elo?me"t)
f

g

h

. Number of off-street parking spaces existing 220 . proposed __220 .
. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour ____.1_9_6__ (upon completion of project)? ;;e}ﬁggg peak
. If residential: Number and type of housing units: N/A
One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium
Initially
é]i{'i‘r}?;éﬁzct:;vza

{
1ain] YT AL @ﬁ existin .
rhrirfé‘ns:o F_’}m rééff sgest ROORESE sgucture _gl_._helght; 352 width; 622 length.
§ Linear Jieet o\; fEage afong a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 58.3 it

3

v
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2. How much natural material (i.rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from' site? _O _ tonsjcubic yards
3. Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? KlYes ONo ON/A '
a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed?
b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reciamation? Ryes ONo
c. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? AvYes TNo

Grass area

. . . . *
4. How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? _*see belgue

5. Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project?
CYes #No

6. If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction 12 _ months, (including demolition).

7. If multi-phased: §/p

a. Total number of phases anticipated _________ _ (number).
b. Anticipated date of commencementphase1 _____~~ month ______ vyear, (including demolition).
c. Approximate completion date of finalphase _________month ______ year.

d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? OYes ONo
8. Will blasting occur during construction? JYes &No

9. Number of jobs generated: dufing construction ___30_____; after project is complete 50
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project < 0
11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? DOYes KINo If yes, explain

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? RlYes ONe

a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount 2,240 GPD
T. New Windsor Sewer System

b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged

13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? [Yes @No Type

14. Will surface area of an existing water body increasé or decrease by proposal? OYes XNo
Explain i
15. s project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? [Yes [BNo

16. Will the project generate solid waste? AvYes ONo
6

a. If yes, what is the amount permonth ___~ __ tons

b. If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? Byes ONo

c. if yes, give name Dunmore ; location -__Dunmore, PA

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? OYes EINo
e. If Yes, explain

17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? OvYes ANo
a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? ______ __ tons/month.
b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years.

18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? OYes EANo

19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? (JYes KINo

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? OYes XINo
21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? AYes INo
If ves , indicate type(s) Electric i“*“’*’“";ﬂéegm__g” =
“an R .. .. . - n/a P i v u. .P'\;:’, ’lr‘u‘; i&q\@mi
22, If water supplv is from wells, indicate pumping capacity _ /2 gallonsiminute. TOWN ¥ 4
> - . , 2,240 3
23. Total anticipated water usage per dav __</<%Y  gallons/day. 3 OV 3 0 2006
24. Does project involve Local. State or Federal funding? “Yes 2ANo £i
- 24 H
if Yes. explan ‘,_EL}Q NEER & PLARRING |
*Redevelopment will result in less 1r4nperv1ous & an increase ‘of-grouiid cover.

t




25. Approvals Required: . Submittal

Type Date
City, Town, Village Board JdYes &No
City, Town, Village Planning Board RYes [INo T. Cornwall & New Windsor _
City, Town Zoning Board Oves ®No
City, County Health Department [OYes [ENo
Other Local Agencies {(OYes [@No
Other Regional Agencies OYes [R@No
State Agencies @Yes [ONo NYSDEC Wetland Buffer
Federal Agencies OYes [@No ACE permit may be required
C. Zoning and Planning Information
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? Klyes [ONo
If Yes, indicate decision required:
[Ozoning amendment Dzoning variance - [Ispecial use permit [Osubdivision Rsite plan
Onew/revision of master plan [Oresource management plan Oother

) PID-Planned Industrial Office (Cornwall)
2. What is the zoning classification(sjof the site? __¢ . pegign Shepping—{(New-Windsor)

o

3. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?

n/a

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site?

n/a

5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permutted by the proposed zoning?
n/a

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? KiYes ONo

7. What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a % mile radius of proposed action? -
Commercial / Industrial

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a % mile? KlYes ONo
9. If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? n/a

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? n/a
10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? OYes ANo

11. Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police,
fire protection)? CYes &INo

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? OYes ONo
12. Will the proposed action resuit in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? Ryes ONo

a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? xlYes [ONo
(traffic study submitted)

D. Informational Details

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or3 By-adyerse
impacts associated with your proposal. please discuss such impacts and the measures which you p ?ﬁ{?\ﬂiﬂﬁg’?ﬁ“wﬁ
avoid them.

1
i
i

pOV 3 (2006
E. Verification

I certify that the informationsprovided aboyve is true to the best of my knowledge. %t\ SWNEER L PLARE by
% < Date

,i\pplicantlSponjj{Na e -

Signature ' [ﬁ Title _ﬁé Z W/

If the action is.ih p(Z oaStal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding

with this assessment. _ {;
. i

o e aspe
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Part 2—”0JECT IMPACTS AND THEIR m\GNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General Information (Read Caretully)

e |n completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been
reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst.

The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold of
magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and
for most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples andfor lower thresholds may be appropriate
for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

* The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and
have been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question.

The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each question.

In identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumlative effects.

Instructions (Read carefully)

a. Answer each of the 20 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.

c. If answering Yes to a question then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of the
impact. If impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. if impact will occur but
threshold is lower than exampie, check column 1.

d. Identitying that an impact will be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant.
Any large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. Identifying an impact in column 2 simply

asks that it be looked at further.

e. If reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3.

. If a potentialily large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in the project to a small to moderate

impact, also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This
must be explained in Part 3.

-

1 2 3

Small to | Potential | Can impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
IMPACT ON LAND Impact Impact | Project Change
1. Will the proposed action result in a physical change to the project site?
ONO  [IYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 )
® Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 O O Oyes ONo
foot of length), or where the general slopes in the project area exceed :
10%.
* Construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than 0 O Oyes [ONo
3 feet.
* Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. O (] Oves [CINo
* Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within (] d Oves [INo
3 feet of existing ground surface.
* Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or involve more ) U Oyes [No
than one phase or stage.
® Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 O ] Oves ONo
tons of natural material (i.e., rock or soil) per vear. :
* Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. D O Ovyes [ONo
* Construction in a designated floodway. 3 0 Cyes  [ONo
¢ Other impacts i (i Yes INo
:g_ﬂf'ﬁ\t%tﬁﬁeh;‘an?énect to if:ny unigue or unusual land forms iound on
| Thesrer e YT izeological formations, etc JONO  TYES
*iSpeciiic iand,.forms: - = “Yes No
3 LUV Ay b
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Small to .| Potential | Can lmpact’Be
IMPACT ON WATER ) Moderate Large Mitigated By
3 Will proposed action affect any water body designated as protected? impact Impact | Project Change
(Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL)
TNO  {IYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 :
* Developable area of site contains a protected water body. 4 O Oves No
¢ Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of a O O Oyes ONo
protected stream. .
¢ Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water body. [ 0 Oves [ONo
* Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland. (] O Oyes [ONo
¢ Other impacts: O O OyYes [ONo
4. Will proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body
of water? ONO  DOYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
¢ A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water [ O Oyes [ONo
or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.
* Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area. O O Oyes [CNo
¢ Other impacts: (] (W] Oyves [ONo
5. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater ,
quality or quantity? ONO  OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action will require a discharge permit. ' =+ O Oyes [INo
* Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not O (] Oyes [No
have approval to serve proposed (project) action.
* Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45 [ O Cyes [No
gallons per minute pumping capacity.
* Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water O O Oyes [ONo
supply systemn. .
* Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater. O O Oves ONo
* Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently a a Oyes [ONo
do not exist or have inadequate capacity.
* Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per O O Oyes [ONo
day.
* Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an O ] Oyes [ONo
existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious visual '
contrast to natural conditions. -
* Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical ] O Oves [ONo:
products greater than 1,100 gallons. .
* Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without water O O Oyes [ONo
andfor sewer services.
* Proposed Action locates commercial andfor industrial uses which may 0 i ves [No
require new or expansion of existing waste treatment andfor storage
facilities.
* Other impacts: i S Yes {INo
0. iﬁ’ﬁrﬁyg;ébﬁ”éﬁg'&ﬁﬁ):);alter drainage ilow or patterns, or surface
H ronwar GHAICEOR - —
SR GO M Y Wi i ZNO  YES
%xamplef that would_applv o column 2
XTI ! “ L . — —_— —_— —_—
* -opose‘éi"\ctiog «.&8[}&3 cha/{ge flood water flows. — — .Yes -_No

1 a
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1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
Impact Impact | Project Change
¢ Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion. ] W] ‘Oyes ONo
s Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. ] O Ovyes DONo
* Proposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway. ] O Oves ONo
* Other impacts: O O Oves OnNeo
IMPACT ON AIR
7. Will proposed action affect air quality? ONO  [YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given ] O Oyes [ONo
hour.
* Propased Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of [ O Oves [No
refuse per hour.
* Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 lbs. per hour or a O O (Ives [ONo
heat source producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
* Proposed action will allow anincrease in the amount of land committed O ] Oves CINo
to industrial use.
¢ Proposed action will'allow an increase in the density of industrial ] l Oves [INo
development within existing industrial areas.
* Other impacts: O O Oyes [CINo
IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
8. Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered
species? ONO  [JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 :
* Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal O O Oyes ONo
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site.
* Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. O O Oyes [ONo
* Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other O O Oyes [ONo
than for agricultural purposes.
* Other impacts: O (] Oves [ONo
9. Will Proposed Action substantially affect non-threatened or
non-endangered species? ONO  OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or U O Oves [ONo
migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species.
® Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres O O Clves  ONo
of mature forest (over 100 vears of age) or other locally important
vegetation.
IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES
10 Wil e~ Pr‘b‘m fgc*rgn éitfec tagricultural land resources?
oropant 1 NEW WING ':DR‘ ZNO  IYES
Exan[ples that would aoply to célumn _ . _
* The mdposed ‘action Yoiuildsever, éross or limit access to agncultural e - ~_Yes _:No
land flnéluoes rrop)and havneids &)asture vinevard. orchard, 2tc.]
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1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By

Impact Impact | Project Change
* Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of O U Oves [ONo
agricultural land.
* The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres 0 0 Oves OwNo

of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultutal District, more
than 2.5 acres of agricultural land.

* The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of agncultural 0 O Oyes ONo
land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain lines, outlet ditches,
strip cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm
field to drain poorly due to increased runoff)

s Other impacts: 0 O Oyves ONo

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources? [INO  [JYES
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.20,
Appendix B.)
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different from 0 O Ovyves [No
or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether
man-made or natural.
* Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of O O Oyes [ONo
aesthetic resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce their
enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource.

* Project components that will result in the elimination or significant [ O OOves [ONo
screening of scenic views known to be important to the area.
e Other impacts: O O Ovyves [ONo

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic, pre-

historic or paleontological importance? ONO  [YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or substantially 0 0O Oyves ONo

contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or National Register
of historic places

* Any impact to an archaeologlcal site or fossil bed located within the O O Clyes [ONo
project site.

* Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for O O Clyes [lNo
archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory. '
e Other impacts: O (] Ovyes UONo

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION
13 Will Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing or
future open spaces or recreational opportunities?

Examples gha{ vvoul v=to-column 2 TNO  ZYES
s The :)e(rnanentg_'\_a é Lf)ﬁ'" ture recreational opportunity. ; ; ;Yes ;:No
s A ma,drr’ﬁdbtuon Bf an’ open sgace important to the community. - - —'Yes _iNo
* Other .’mpacts <A nan : = ~Yes ~No
3 TSy Lous
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IMPACT ON.CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS

14. Will Proposed Action impact the exceptional or unique character-
istics of a critical environmental area (CEA) established pursuant to

subdivision 6 NYCRR 617.14(g) ? DONO  LIYES
List the environmental characteristics that caused the designation of
the CEA.

Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action to locate within the CEA?
* Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource?
* Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the gquality of the resource?

* Proposed Action will impact the use, function or enjoyment of the
resource?

* Other impacts:

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

15. Will there be an effect to existing transportation systems?
ONO  [JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Alteration of present patterns of movement of people and/or goods.
* Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems.
* Other impacts:

IMPACT ON ENERGY

16. Will proposed action affect the community’s sources of fuel or
energy supply? ONO  OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

* Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of

any form of energy in the municipality.

* Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy

: transmission or sup Iv svstem to.serve more than 50 single or two familv
y 2Pt
'esmerices Br QLQI‘?. X ﬁwa;or < onercxai or industrial use.
N a0
. ‘)ther -1 AR R IHECR
P RSN T o T POl }
"h, voog) 3} CULY %

PO Lol T SURIP! L

o
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Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
Impact impact Project Change
O O Oyes OnNo
O O Ovyes - ONo
(] O Oyes [ONo
O 0 Oyes ONo
(] O COyes ONo
N (] Oyes ONo
O 0 OvYes OONo
O O Oves CINo
o o Tives TINo
_ - “Yes INo

= — “Yes .

: _No




® ’—q 2 3

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
17. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result Moderate Large Mitigated By
of the Proposed Action? ONO - OIYES Impact Impact | Project Change
Examples that would apply to column 2 .
* Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive 5 C Oves [CiNo
facility.
* Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day). O O Oyes CNo
* Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local O O Oyves [ONo
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.
* Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a (] O Oyes [ONo
noise screen.
e Other impacts: (] O Oves [DONo

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

18. Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?
ONO  OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

* Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous O [ OYes [INo
substances (i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, etc.) in the event of
accident or upset conditions, or there may be a chronic low level
discharge or emission.

¢ Proposed Action may result in the burial of “hazardous wastes” in any O O Ovyves [CINo
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating,
infectious, etc.)

* Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquified natural .0 O COyes [INo
gas or other flammable liquids.

* Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance O O Oves [INo
within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous
waste.

e Other impacts: (] O COvyes Cino

IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD
19. Will proposed action affect the character of the existing community?

* Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment.
e Other : L

ONO  [OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 ,
* The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the O ] Oyes [CINo
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.
* The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services O O Ovyves [ONo
will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project.
* Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. O] 0O Oves [DONo
" e Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. ] [ COyes [CNo
* Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures O ] COyes [No
or areas of historic importance to the community.
¢ Development will create a demand for additional community services O 04 Cves CONo
{e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) :
» Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects. i 0 LJYes UINo
— = = ™
L H !Yes ' INo

“'Yes i_'No

I

ZNO  LIYES
d_as. avpot ntial large impact or if you cannot determine the magnitude of impact, proceed to Part 3

11 gf‘@m’f)g
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20, s there' or ts there llkelyl}tqbe pinhc controversy related to potential adverse environmental impacts?




ATTACHMENTS

Flood Hazard Area Development Permit Application Form.

B. Certificate of Compliance

I Thomas M. DePuy hereby certify that the
property or properties mentioned in this application is/are not/located in a
flood zone.

PLEASE NOTE: *IF PROPERTY IS NOT LOCATED IN A FLOODAZONE, PLEASE

SIGN ABOVE VERIFYING THAT.
PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION

IF PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN A FLOOD ZONE, PLEASE
COMPLETE THE ATTACHED PAPERS AND RETURN SAME
WITH PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION.

| RECEWED |
TONNOF REX WHDSOR |

; NGV 3 0 2008
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SURVEY AND PARCEL INFORMATION NOTES: ZONING DATA TABLE N/A = NOT APPLICABLE, N/R= NO {COULATION \ % // SR | U
DWG TITLE i TOWN OF CORNWALL - PLANNED INDUSTRIAL OFFICE (PI0) TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR — DESICN SHOPPING (c) \ / / } 2151312/ 3\ 3|8
- 1. MAP REFERENCE: "TARKETT, INC, MAINTENANCE SHOP ADDITION, 10, SUBJECT TO RIGHT=OF=WAY AND EASEMENT TO CONSTRUCT AND REQUIREMENTS SITE REQUIREMENTS /£
SP1 | BOUNDARY AND ZONING INFORMATION EES do TOWNS OF CORNWALL AND NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY, N.Y., MAINTAIN AN ASPHALT ROAD NOT LESS THAN 20' WIDE OVER EASEMENT — SRS i L — — LI LR S PR | /] g
sp2 | EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN SITE PLAN" DATED JANUARY 21, 1992, PREPARED BY PANY & LENTZ OF LIBER 1326 OF DEEDS, PAGE 258 AS DESCRIBED IN LIBER 1408 OF R ARFA 80,000 S.F, 1,267,508 SF (20.1 AC) 40,000 S.F, 206,208 SF (6.8 AC) Lb- /
- - . ENGINEERING COMPANY, - DEEDS, PAGE 44. g SRR L o i e - : A L 1 b L TN R st \/—- s
SRo | SITEPWAN A Bl s 2. MAP REFERENCE: "SURVEY OF PROPERTY, KESSLER PROPERTIES, SECTION {1, SUBIEAT 10 BLEGTAIG & 0AR TRANSMISEIGN LINES EASEMENT GRTIGN 10 2, LOT WDTH 400 FEET 576.8 FEET 200 FEET 48,9 rcm > <{‘ / p
SP4 | SITE PLAN B 68 BLOCK 4 LOT 3 (NEW WINDSOR), SECTION 4 BLOCK 3 LOT 1.1 CENTRAL MUDSON GAS & ELECTRIC CORP, FOR PURCHASE OF 40' WIDE " e e : P S L Ry e — R \ / ; / = @
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hes HYDRANT (EXIST INV INVERT MINI— 3,644 ! 2z i et [
B R:RROAD <TRACK) ) SR INI-STORAGE 3844 . 4 spaces BUILDING 1 85.4 FEET EXISTING ZONING: PIO — PLANNED INDUSTRIAL OFFICE (T. CORNWALL) u a3
A D 8 3 o SIDE YARD BUILDING 2 50 FEET 310.3 FEET - - C — DESIGN SHOPPING (T. NEW WINDSOR) & =Y
> —> —> —> DIVERSION SWALE LP LOW POINT Al
P AREA LIGHT POLE LSE: LOWEST SEWER ELEVATION (INV) BUILDING '3 400.4 FEET b5 PN s o PROPOSED USES: MINI-WAREHOUSE _ n czg N
£ Y ) s
RO ROOF /FOOTING DRAINS MH MANHOLE SHIFT PARKING PROVIDED 110 SPACES PER SHIFT X 2= 220 SPACES * HpRRAnOERIeS L0 O S . 1X 2 =200/ SRACES 0% BOTHARIDERYARPR LRl pIN ALY INDUSTRIAL PROCESSING C USE A 0
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EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN

SCALE: 1" = 80'

1. EXISTING CONDITIONS SHOWN HEREON WERE OBTAINED FROM A SURVEY MAP TITLED
"SURVEY OF PROPERTY KESSLER PROPERTIES SECTION 689 BLOCK 4 LOT 3 (NEW i
WINDSOR) SECTION 4 BLOCK 3 LOT 1.1 (CORNWALL) COUNTY OF ORANGE, NEW YORK'
PREPARED BY HERITAGE [AND SURVEYING, R.C. DATED JULY 31, 2006. STRUCTURES
SHOWN HEREON THAT HAVE BEEN REMOVED SINCE THE DATE OF THE SURVEY, HAVE
BEEN LABLED "REMOVED SUMMER 2006"

2. INDUSTRIAL PROCESS MACHINIERY INSIDE OUTSIDE THE BUILDINGS ARE BEING REMOVED
AND SALVAGED FROM THE PROPERTY

3. EXISTING FEDERAL AND NYSDEC WETLANDS SHOWN ARE BASED UPON ORANGE COUNTY
WATER AUTHORITY MAPPING AND DATA CD'S, AND ARE AS SHOWN ON "SURVEY OF
PROPERTY CITED ABOVE. ACTUAL LOCATION OF WETILAND BOUNDARY MAY VARY FROM
THOSE BOUNDARYS SHOWN PENDING FIELD DELINEATION.

4. WETLANDS LABELED "A" AND "B" WERE DELINEATED BY
MICHAEL NOWICKI OF ECOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS ON JULY 21, 2006.
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