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October 8, 2003 32 

CELLULAR ONE SITE PLAN (03-29) 

Ms. Eva Billed and Mr. Kevin Brennan appeared before 
the board for this proposal. 

MR. PETRO: Proposed telecommunication equipment on 
existing tower with accessory building. This is 
something that we approved maybe a year or two ago and 
you're going to add on to it? 

MS. BILLECI: Actually, it's an existing tower that's 
probably about 3 0 years old. My name is Eva Billeci 
with Chazen Engineering representing Cellular One. The 
Site is actually at the corner of Toleman Road and 
Route 207, but it's the southwest corner of the 
intersection, it's the tall guy wire tower up on the 
hill. 

MR. PETRO: Not the new one? 

MS. BILLECI: No. 

MR. LANDER: This is on Lester Clark's property. 

MS. BILLECI: It's WGNY. 

MR. KARNAVEZOS: It's up on the hill, if you make a 
left onto Toleman, it's on your right-hand side. 

MS. BILLECI: It's an existing facility, WGNY owns this 
facility and operates from it. Currently, Cellular One 
is proposing to co-locate on this guy wire tower, 
they're proposing to place antennas at an elevation of 
approximately 173 feet above ground level and they're 
also proposing to place an accessory building 12 x 20 
at the base of the tower to power the antennas. 

MR. PETRO: How big is the building? 

MS. BILLECI: 12 X 20, there's an existing building on 
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the facility that's about 288 square feet and Cellular 
One is proposing, this is a separate structure. 

MR. LANDER: Is there a generator being housed? 

MR. BRENNAN: They have a generator in the current 
building and they've said they'd allow us to connect to 
this generator so we'd have no need for a generator. 

MR. LANDER: Going to use the same access road? 

MS. BILLECI: Yes, we're .going to improve the access 
road. 

MR. LANDER: Is it gravel now? 

MR. BRENNAN: Probably 20 years ago. 

MR. LANDER: How many times do you have somebody going 
in there? 

MS. BILLECI: Once a month, right? 

MR. BRENNAN: With the new technology, we monitor from 
the central office and unless there's a reason to go 
there, we probably go there once every three months, 
that's not to say our men don't go by and check but 
it's all alarmed, we monitor from our central office. 

MR. PETRO: Gentlemen, I want to make everybody aware 
that the applicant is here for the referral to the 
zoning board so we're not going to do a full blown 
review of this as far as the site plan is concerned but 
they're going there because there's two or three 
problems, evidently, it's not in the proper zone, 
although you're increasing more than 3 0 percent. 

MR. EDSALL: The problem is and it took some 
investigation, I talked to Mike and the Town attorney, 
after we met at the workshop, the zone across the 
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street permits the communication towers, unfortunately, 
the zone line goes down on that road so it's R-1 on the 
other side, the tower that's there is a conforming use 
because it's a radio or television tower which is 
different than a telecommunications tower in this 
zoning ordinance so that tower's allowed but it's 
non-conforming because the lot is not big enough, 
they're not allowed by use, the other lot is allowed by 
use, but it's not a big enough lot as currently exists, 
we're sending it over for an interpretation or 
variance, so whatever the zoning board may interpret 
that that since it's an existing tower, your 
co-location doesn't create a new use because it may be 
there already, I don't know but the ZBA is going to 
have to deal with whether or not it's allowable or not 
and if you need a variance, see what you need and give 
it to you. 

MR. BRENNAN: You realize I want to clarify that it's 
just not a radio tower, you're aware of that? 

MR. EDSALL: On that existing tower? 

MR. BRENNAN: Yes, that tower has been for years the 
FAA tower, it monitors Stewart, there's information for 
the fire department, emergency service on that, it's 
not just a radio tower. 

MR. EDSALL: Well, that this is in that same 
classification that's permitted it says public 
utilities and all different communications but it 
specifically doesn't have this cell tower 
telecommunications. 

MR. AR6ENI0: Mark, the code speaks to different types 
of towers, is that because of height? 

MR. EDSALL: No, it just, what happened was the code 
when it was originally written cell phones didn't 
exist, so it didn't mention them. When they added cell 
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phone towers into the code, they called it a different 
thing and created different requirements. 

MR. BRENNAN: The other part of the code says you 
should go to existing facilities. 

MR. EDSA.LL: Exactly, and the bottom line is the code 
tries to tell these type users to co-locate, don't put 
up all new towers, they're doing what we ask, but on 
the other hand, the zone line runs down the middle of 
the road and messes it all up. 

MS. BILLECI: We assumed it's a minimal action because 
it's a small building and antenna's on the existing 
tower so we're hoping to have a simple process. 

MR. LANDER: It is, except you're in the wrong zone. 

MR. PETRO: Let me ask you this, wouldn't you rather 
just take it down? I guess we'll go to the ZBA, that 
refers us there and they meet the alternate weeks. 
Correct? 

MR. LANDER: We'll refer you to them, I guess. Make a 
motion. 

MR. BRENNAN: The tower that's there now that just 
recently has been approved, that's why we couldn't 
understand why that was built because it's too low, the 
tower barely sees over the, it's only 14 0 or 15 0 foot 
tower, doesn't even see over the hill with that 
existing so it really didn't make any sense to—that 
tower was built from what we understand from talking to 
Nextel, they built that tower, the company that built 
that tower did not want to co-locate on anyone else's 
tower, so they built it on their own but we have always 
done what the municipalities ask us to co-locate and if 
that tower across the street would work for us, we 
would definitely go there and perform but the tower is 
built too low, the power next to it is. 
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MS. BILLECI: We get 15 0 feet higher just from topo and 
the available space on the tower. 

MS. BILLECI: Can I get a copy of the comments? 

MR. LANDER: We're going to make that motion and that 
will send you to the ZBA, we're going to make it 
denial, not a denial, we're going t o — 

MR. PETRO: Okay, motion for final approval? 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the 
Cellular One of New Windsor. Any further discussion 
from the board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. MASON NO 
MR. LANDER NO 
MR. KARNAVEZOS NO 
MR. ARGENIO NO 
MR. PETRO NO 

MR. PETRO: At this time, you have been referred to the 
New Windsor Zoning Board for your necessary variances. 
If you are fortunate and receive those variances, you 
can once again appear before this board for further 
site plan review, you can do that. At that time, you 
need to put all the variances granted on the plans so 
we can understand what was going on there, make sure 
everything's put down a hundred percent so we can read 
it. 

MS. BILLECI: Okay, thank you. 
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• The application/plan should address lot size issues (relative to ice-M or failure), as per 
Code Section 48-21M (10). 

• The plan should provide fencing in accordance with Code Section 48-21M (17). As 
currently proposed, the new elements are not fenced. The height of any existing fences 
should be verified. 

Respectfiilly Submitted, 

MaA/.Edsall,P.E.,P.P. 
ig Board Engineer 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS; 

CELLULAR ONE SITE PLAN (03-29) 

Neil Alexander, Esq., Ms. Eva Bllleci and Mr. Kevin 
Brennan appeared before the board for this proposal. 

MR. PETRO: Cellular One site plan on Toleman Road 
represented by Chazen. Proposed telecommunication 
equipment on existing tower with accessory building. 
You've gone to the zoning board, is that correct? 

MR. ALEXANDER: That's correct. 

MR. PETRO: Reason for going to the zoning board and 
you have it on the plan. Go ahead. 

MR. ALEXANDER: Good evening, my name is Neil 
Alexander, I'm with the law firm of Cuddy & Feder LLP. 
Also with me tonight is Eva Billed with Chazen 
Engineering and Kevin Brennan from Cellular One. To 
answer your question first is we obtained a use 
variance with regard to the development of a wireless 
facility on this property in a residential zone. 

MR. PETRO: Just briefly, this tower already exists, 
it's there and you're just adding to it all? 

MR. ALEXANDER: Exactly. 

MR. PETRO: You're going up how much further? 

MR. ALEXANDER: We're not increasing it, it's a 224 
foot tower. We're looking to put six antennas 
approximately at the 17 3 foot mark. The antennas are 
roughly 48 inches by eight inches by six and a half 
inches, they'll be mounted on a triangular platform. 
Just to show you on the plan I think it's in the other 
plans, what's up there right now I think this does a 
nice job, since there are a lot of different antennas 
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up there and guy wires, this is the installation that 
Cellular One's looking to put, that gives a perspective 
of the scale, and what we believe to be a minimal 
visual impact, given the existing structure that's 
there at grade, there's already a 3 00 square foot 
L-shaped building. What we're looking to do is put in 
our own pre-fabricated 12 x 20 foot, excuse me, 12 x 20 
foot equipment shelter. The way we would configure it 
we'd use it as an outside wall to the existing 
structure and create the most minimal amount of need 
for additional fencing. We'd also fence in per the 
recommendations of staff the entrance to our equipment 
shelter so it would become effectively a fully enclosed 
compound area. And the existing road as you all may be 
aware is not in the greatest repair so we're proposing 
to put down Item 4, oil and shale grading improvements 
were not possible rather because of the fact that we 
only have a 15 foot wide entrance point. 

MR. PETRO: Stay within the easement, correct? 

MR. ALEXANDER: Exactly, that's the problem. 

MR. SCHLESINGER: What type of equipment is in the 
shed? 

MR. ALEXANDER: It's a computer and electrical 
equipment cabinets, the facility's completely unmanned, 
no sewage, no waste water equipment, cabinets have 
alarms built in so if something goes wrong, it sends a 
signal, maintenance technician would come out. 
Assuming no emergency situation, maintenance 
technicians will come out quarterly and it's generally 
an hour to two hour visit. That's about it. 

MR. SCHLESINGER: Tower is supported by support wires 
and everything? 

MR. ALEXANDER: It has existing support wires, we 
provided a structural report. There will be an 
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additional need to bolster those support wires. We 
also did provide recently Chazen provided you one of 
their co-consultants, a tower failure, the way these 
guy wire structures work, they basically implode, they 
don't fall out, an upside turning event doesn't occur 
because of the guy wiring, I think it was Mid State 
Consultants. 

MS. BILLECI: Tower Craft Engineering. 

MR. ALEXANDER: Basically provided you that the fall 
zone is 60 feet. 

MR. PETRO: We have all the documentation from Tower 
Craft Engineering, PC verifying what the gentleman is 
saying about the falling. X think couple of the 
members had asked for some information on if the tower 
should fall where it would and how it would fall, 
basically falls in on itself? 

MR. BRENNAN: Yes. 

MR. ALEXANDER: Exactly. 

MR. PETRO: Okay, this is a public hearing. 

MR. BRENNAN: Can we have, excuse me, we want to make 
one correction, it's 9 antennas, three each sector, not 
two each sector so I'd like the record to note on our 
application it's 9. 

MR. PETRO: On the 2 8th day of October, 2 003, 2 0 
addressed envelopes containing the notices were mailed 
out. If anyone is here who'd like to speak for or 
against the application be recognized by the Chair, 
come forward, state your name and address and your 
concern. Is there anyone here who'd like to speak? 

MR, PACELLA: Yeah, I live at—Carl Pacella, I live at 
5 Vance Lane, which is behind it, Vance is here and 
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Toleman's here, but the tower's right in my back yard. 
My one questions with the regular phone line, not the 
cordless, but the regular one, I'm already getting 
interference, the radio station coming through the 
regular phone line. Am 1 going to get any interference 
from this stuff? 

MR. BRENNAN: Absolutely not. 

MR. PETRO: His problem has nothing to do with your 
apparatus. 

MR. BRENNAN: Our signal is broadcast in the old UHF 
frequency at the 850 megahertz frequency and I 
don't—where are you getting the interference? 

MR. PACELLA: Regular phone line, not the cordless but 
the regular one. 

MR. BRENNAN: No, he would not have any interference 
with us because the two have absolutely nothing to do 
with each other. 

MR. PETRO: You're saying it's not poss.ible? 

MR. BRENNAN: We verify if he ever had a problem, we 
would bring an engineer out there and verify that it's 
not us, we would— 

MR. PACELLA: I have only been there two years. 

MR. BRENNAN: If it's existing now, it would not be us 
because we're not there turned on so we'll turn it on 
and turn it off and prove to the gentleman or anyone 
else that we're not the ones creating the interference. 
That's not to say that the FM tower might be creating 
some problem but I'm not an engineer to handle that 
part of it. I doubt it. 

MR. PACELLA: I guess that's the only thing I had. 
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really, it's not going to affect, it's not like regular 
electricity power line so it's not going to do anything 
to us, right? 

MR. ARGENIO: That's what they're telling us. 

MR. PETRO: Okay. 

MR. SCHLESINGER: You'll know down the road. 

MR. PETRO: Thank you. Any other comments? Motion to 
close the public hearing. 

MR. ARGENIO: I'll make it. 

MR. KARNAVEZOS: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board close the public hearing for 
the Cellular One proposed co-location on existing tower 
on Toleman Road. Is there any further discussion from 
the board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE 
MR. MASON AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 
MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: At this time, I'll reopen the application 
back to the board members for any further review. 
Mark, you have number 3 here, you want to go over that 
real briefly? 

MR. EDSALL: Three was basically just confirming that 
we've got a decision from the Zoning Board on file, 
Andy and Mike can confirm since they were at the 
meeting that they received their use variance. I also 
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understand that it was determined that it was not a 
special permit, obviously, because they have received 
the use variance, so the record should probably be 
clear that this was not a mandated public hearing, it 
was just a site plan public hearing, not one related to 
a special permit. 

HR. ALEXANDER: Right, we had asked for the public 
hearing ahead before the decision so last thing we want 
to do is preclude the public from having an opportunity 
to speak. 

MR. EDSALL: As far as my comments go, they have 
answered all the issues relative to the structural 
integrity of the tower. They'll need to get a building 
permit when they make the modifications to the guy 
wires, they have submitted information on that, it's on 
our file but Mike will need a copy with the permit 
which is normal procedure. The road is fine. I've 
gong over that with the applicant and as they said, 
they are doing everything they can do, the idea of 
putting oil and chip is that may improve the tracks to 
get up the steep hill rather than just have loose 
gravel. 

MR. PETRO: I just asked Hyra also as far as lead 
agency is concerned, I would have thought that we would 
have taken lead agency. She informs me that we did 
not, the public is here because you requested a public 
hearing. 

MR. ALEXANDER: Right, I think if I may speak to SEQRA 
just quickly, the zoning board did an uncoordinated 
review relative to the request for interpretation and 
use variance, we provided them with a short form EAF to 
make that determination, we have provided your board 
with the full EAF so if you want to, and a short, too. 

MR. PETRO: Motion for lead agency. 
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MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency 
for the Cellular One of New Windsor proposed 
co-location on existing tower on Toleman Road. Is 
there any further discussion from the board members? 
If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE 
MR. MASON AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 
MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: We've already had a public hearing so at 
this time, I'd entertain a motion for negative dec. 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board declare a negative dec for 
the Cellular One of New Windsor application. Any 
further comments from anybody? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE 
MR. MASON AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 
MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR PETRO: We've seen this a number of times, you have 



November 12, 2 003 11 

the necessary variances and they're put on the plan as 
Nark has requested. I don't think we have anything 
else to go over. 

MR. EDSALL: Add the condition that they submit the 
normal bond estimate for the site improvements. 

MR. PETRO: So noted. Is there anything else from any 
of the board members. If not, I'll entertain a motion 
for final approval. 

MR. ARGENIO: Make a motion for final approval subject 
to the bond estimate that Mark just mentioned. 

MR. SCHLESINGER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval subject 
to the bond estimate for Cellular One of New Windsor on 
Toleman Road. We have Highway approval on 10/2/2003 
and fire approval on 10/5/2003. Is there any further 
comments from anybody? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. SCHLESINGER AYE 
MR. MASON AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 
MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: Thank you. 

MR. ALEXANDER: Thank you very much for your time. 
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BrerYian, Constance 

11/25/2003 

Received $ 100.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 11/26/2003. Thank you for 
stopping by the Town Clerk's office. 

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you. 

Deborah Green 
Town Clerk 
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NAME: CELLULAR ONE NEW WINDSOR PA2003-1036 

APPLICANT: CELLULAR ONE C/O KEVIN BRENNAN 

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

09/30/2003 REC. CK #25018 

10/08/2003 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

10/08/2003 P.B. MINUTES 

11/12/2003 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

11/12/2003 P.B. MINUTES 

11/20/2003 P.B. ENGINEER 

11/24/2003 REC. CK. #3207 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

PAID 

'OTAL: 

35.00 

22.50 

35.00 

36.00 

636.50 

765.00 

750.00 

15.00 

765.00 0.00 



PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 11/25/2003 PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 

APPROVAL 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-29 
NAME: CELLULAR ONE NEW WINDSOR PA2003-1036 

APPLICANT: CELLULAR ONE C/O KEVIN BRENNAN 

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

11/20/2003 SITE PLAN APPROVAL CHG 100.00 

11/24/2003 REC. CK. #3205 PAID 100.00 

TOTAL: 100.00 100.00 0.00 
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CHRONOLOGICAL JOS STATUS REPORT 

AS Of: 11/19/2003 

JQi: t7>56 

NEW WINDSOR PLAIIKINa BOARD (Chargeable to AppllQant) 

1ASK: 3- 29 

FOR WORK DONE PRIOR TC: 11/19/2003 

TASK-NO REC -DATE- TRAN EHPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TIME 

PAGE: 1 

CLIENT: NCWUIN • TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

30LLARS 
EXP. BILLED BALANCe 

3-29 
3-29 
3-29 
3-29 
3-29 
3-29 
3-29 
5-29 
3-29 

3 29 

3-29 

S-29 

3-29 

3-29 

3-29 

3-29 

239609 

245001 

244204 

246469 

246472 

24^74 

247268 

2472*9 

247270 
247271 

247279 

24«291 

24829S 

249879 

24942S 

249866 

09/03/03 

10/07/05 

10/08/03 

10/15/03 

10/15/03 

10/16/03 

10/20/03 

10/20/05 

10/21/03 

10/21/03 

10/21/03 

10/29/93 

10/29/03 

11/10/03 

11/12/03 

11/19/03 

TINE 

TINE 

TINE 
TIME 
TINE 
TINE 
TINE 
TIME 
TINE 
TIKE 
TIME 
TIME 

TIME 
TINE 
TINE 
TIME 

NJE 
NJS 
nji 

HUE 
NJE 
NJE 
NJE 
NJE 
MJE 
KJE 
MĴ  
NJE 
NJE 
NJE 
NJE 
NJE 

W$ 
HC 
MM 
WS 
MC 
MC 
MC 
MS 
MC 
PN 
MC 
WS 
MC 
HC 
HM 
HC 

CELL ONE 

CELL ONE 5/P 

CcK One Dis>2BA 

CELL ONE S/P 

CELL ONE 2BA REF 

EHC/HM RE CELL Cm 
CROTTr RE CELL 1 APP 

N ALEXANDER RE CELLi 

NM RE CELL 1 ISSUES 

HTOaT/ATTY RE CELL 1 

CELL 1 NOTICES W/MM 

CELL ONE 

EMC/NN RE CELL ONE 

CELL ONE S/P 

eel( one APPO 

Cost E&t & Meno 

95.00 

95. CO 

95.C0 

95. CO 

95.00 

95.00 

95.00 
95.C0 

95.CO 

95.CO 

95.00 

95.00 

95,00 

95.00 

95.00 

95.00 

0.40 
0.50 

0.10 

0.40 

0.40 
C.30 

0.50 

0.20 

0.30 

1.50 

0.30 

0.40 

0.30 

0.50 

0.10 
0.50 

TASK TOTAL 

38.00 

c7,50 

9.50 

38.00 

38.00 
28.50 

47.50 

19.00 

28.50 

142.50 

28.50 

38.00 

28.50 

47.50 

9,50 
47.50 

636.50 0.00 o.co 636.so 

GRAND TOTAL 636.50 0.90 0>00 636.50 

TOTfiL P.02 
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P . 0 3 

Caoovaii CooanxuiCikut inc. 
FO Bax 872 

Warvriok. NY 10990 
fioiie (845) 986* JOOO FAX (845) 987< 2200 

November 12,2005 

CelluiarQne 
l3S51Rt.55 
taOrangeviile. hV 12540 
AueotiOQ: Kev 
R£; Site impTDveliCfit list for New Windsor Job 

^5'^^ 

EXISTING I:»U1|HWAY: lostaU leve] coutve of grave} md {fern #4 on 
existiog 250 Unelr feet, 10 feet wide driveway, Resut£KCc ar^ with oil aod 
chip, asperplaii$[ 

Labor <& Msitcnal: $ 5^46.00 

PROPOSED DRll̂ jEWA Y AND TURN AROUND: Iiistali level couine of 
gravel and Item #1 in proposed giiavel driveway aod tufnaromid area. 
Driveway to be iq feet wide up to tmnaround »s per plans. 

Labor & Material; 2,500.00 

FOUNDATION: fxcovate md mstall 12'X 20' slab 
4,000 PSI eoticref and #4 BAR.« See $P2 Detail 4 as p«r̂  

Labor 4& 

EUECTRICAL: ciaagiag overhead service £rotm last po: 
service in die ftcil|y, as per plaos. 

Labor & Material 

FENCING: Install 12' feoce with gate, as per plans. 
Labor & Material 

NOV 1 7 2003 

n I in^i I !• I i ^ w 

JkmmUm9£mmEUL 

TOTAL: $Jfi^fii(6M 

5 \AX l;o^Ji 
L'^O 

A It f^ TOTPL P . 0 1 



PREVIOUS 

DOCUMENT 

IN POOR 

ORIGINAL 

CONDITION 



RESULTS OF PB. MEETING OF: ""TPf^/S^TT^^^^O /^^ ^D/13 

PROJECT: 

LEAD AGENCY: 

AUTHORIZE COORD. LETTER: Y_ 
TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y ^ I N 

N. 

M)_AS)^2J^0TE: KSJ^£L 
CARRIED: Y i /^N 

NEGATIVE DEC: 

M ) A S ) ^ V O T E : A^N_d 
CARRIED: Y 

PUBLIC HDEARING: WAIVED: CLOSED: 

yi)^ S) l<L VOTE: A.3^N 6 SCHEDULE PJL: Y. N_ 

SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y 
SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y 

REFER TO Z.BA-: M)_ -SX ^0TO: 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: Y N 

N 

APPROVAL: 

M) yf S) 3 VOTE:A__Sj^__A 

NEED NEW PLANS: Y V ^ N 

CONDITIONS - NOTES: 

APPROVED '.jjJmt '113. 

^y^P ^.dS-jL. /LIMJ OLAA/J:/^ £JOJVJ>1 y^^ySy)J^ypjr^^ 

'l^laz^ /JCL/?J^^/»/2^ A-r? jO-^/.^ 

, ̂ £^ (U4^, £^S^^/Z 



AS OF: 11/12/2003 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-2 9 
NAME: CELLULAR ONE NEW WINDSOR PA2003-1036 

APPLICANT: CELLUIiAR ONE C/0 KEVIN BRENNAN 

PAGE: 1 

DATE-SENT AGENCY 

ORIG 09/30/2003 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

ORIG 09/30/2003 MUNICIPAL WATER 

ORIG 09/30/2003 MUNICIPAL SEWER 

ORIG 09/30/2003 MUNICIPAL FIRE 

ORIG 09/30/2003 NYSDOT 

DATE-RECD RES PONSE -

10/02/2003 APPROVED 

/ / 

/ / 

10/06/2003 APPROVED 

/ / 



AS OF: 11/12/2003 

STAGE: 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS 

3-29 
CELLULAR ONE NEW WINDSOR PA2003-1036 
CELLULAR ONE C/0 KEVIN BRENNAN 

PAGE: 1 

STATUS [Open, Withd] 
O [Disap/ Appr] 

--DATE-- MEETING-PURPOSE 

10/08/2003 P.B. APPEARANCE 

09/03/2003 WORK SHOP APPEARANCE 

-ACTION-TAKEN-

REFER TO ZBA 

SUBMIT 



PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 11/12/2003 PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD SEQRA ACTIONS 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-2 9 
NAME: CELLULAR ONE NEW WINDSOR PA2003-1036 

APPLICANT: CELLULAR ONE C/0 KEVIN BRENNAN 

DATE-SENT ACTION DATE-RECD RESPONSE 

ORIG 09/30/2003 EAF SUBMITTED 09/30/2003 WITH APPLIC 

ORIG 09/30/2003 CIRCULATE TO INVOLVED AGENCIES / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 LEAD AGENCY DECLARED / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 DECLARATION (POS/NEG) / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 PUBLIC HEARING HELD / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 PRELIMINARY APPROVAL / / 

ORIG 09/30/2003 / / 



PLANNING BOARD: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
COUNTY OF ORANGE: STATE OF NEW YORK 

In the Matter of the Application for Site Plan / Special Permit for: 

CELLULAR ONE P. B. #03-29 

Applicant AFFIDAVIT OF 
SERVICE 
BY MAIL 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
) SS: 

COUNTY OF ORANGE ) 

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age and reside at 67 
Bethlehem Road, New Windsor, NY 12553. 

That on the 28TH day of OCTOBER, 2003, I compared the 20 
addressed envelopes containing the Public Hearing Notice pertinent to this case 
with the certified list provided by the Assessor's Office regarding the above 
application for site plan/subdivision/special permit/lot line change approval and I 
find that the addresses are identical to the list received. I then placed the envelopes 
in a U.S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor. 

Sworn to before me this 

iQ^dav of /^/r^^^<^fM^ ,20(93 

C ^ ^'^C%Uy^ 
Myra L. Mason, Secretary 

JENNIFER MEAD _ _ 
Notaiy Public. State Of New Vbfk 

NO.01ME6050024 
Qfjalified In Orange County 

Commission Expires lO/dO/ilQCXeu. 



1769 

Town of New Wmdsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor. New York 12553 
Telephone: (845) 563-4631 

Fax: (845) 563-4693 

Assessor's Office 

October 27,2003 

Chazen Engineering 
21 Fox Street 
Poughkeepsic. NY 12601 
Attn: Suzanne Cossa 

Re: 29-1-27.51 

Dear Ms. Cossa: 

According to our records, the attached list of property owners are within five hundred (500) feet 
of the above referenced property. 

The charge for this service is $35.00, minus your deposit of $25.00. 

Please remit the balance of $10.00 to the Town Clerk's Office. 

Sincerely, 

J. Todd Wiley, lAO 
Sole Assessor 

JTW/lrd 

CC: Myra Mason, ZBA 



29-1-26.11 & 29-1-92 
Rock Tave5^ Village LP 
400 UaMar Drive 
Stony l»oint, NY 10980 

29-1-30 
Peter & Lisa Lawrence 
3 Vance Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-27.1 
David & Mildred Perez 
539 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-31 
Gary & Lynn Boyce 
1555 Little Britain Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-27.2 
Jay & Diane Oldham 
551 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-62 
William & Phyllis Eich 
538 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-27.3 
George & Iga Gottlieb 
561 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern. NY 12575 

29-1-63 
Ronald & Deborah Eaton 
530 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-27.41 
Raymond Czumak 
18 Schofteld Lane 
Cornwall, NY 12518 

29-1-64 
Scott & Ann Miller 
141 Bruynswick Road 
NewPaltz,NY 12561 

29-1-57.52 
Mary Czumak 
18 Schofleld Lane 
Cornwall, NY 12518 

29-1-91 
Stowaway Self Storage VU, LLC 
580 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-28.1 
Unitarian Society of Orange County 
9 Vance Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

52-1-15.1 
Craig & Carrie Callahan 
527 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-28.21 
Joseph & Lucy Feola 
11 Vance Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

52-1-58.1 
Lonnie & Lawrence Richardson 
521 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-28.22 
Joseph & Florinda Sabella 
PO Box 27 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

52-1-58.2 
Gerald &. Debra Lorraine 
515 Toleman Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

29-1-29 
Carl & Kristi Pacella 
5 Vance Road 
Rock Tavern, NY 12575 

52-1-58.3 
Patricia Naf 
C/o Elaine Dominquez 
229 Conklintown Road 
Goshen, NY 10924 



LEGAL NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF 

NEW WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York will hold a PUBLIC 

HEARING at Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York on 

NOVEMBER 12, 2003 at 7:30 P.M. on the approval of the proposed 

Site Plan/Special Permit for CELLULAR ONE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

FACILITY CO-LOCATION ON TALL STRUCTURE IN R-1 ZONE 

Located at 535 TOLEMAN ROAD - NEW WINDSOR, NY 

(Tax Map #Section 29 ,̂ Block J , Lot 27.51) . Map of the proposed project is on 

file and may be inspected at the Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 555 

Union Avenue, New Windsor, NY prior to the Public Hearing, 

Date: OCTOBER 27, 2003 

By Order of 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

James R. Petro, Jr., Chairman 
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CHAZEN I^^INCERING &. LAND SURVCYING^., P.C. 

OisUti!litiiiUJ OXlli^- 21 i'oK Sirti!, I'ofJ^^hh-ipsic N-jw Yvrk 12601 North Ojumry Offstv 
p-.-vx.; iy,t.) ilS'-tiJ^c F/ior.e- (S45) 454^9^0 Fire (\USj 4S4-402f} Khon?:(5lS)«:2-051-? 

'v.-f.7/r;'jujj/iAit;'>/<.y;-'t'/H't-'»«''-7;j!/'#(i'>.ti'»7 

Orot-y*. C'sn.ty lAjlict- Wch: «^v.'w.thizcncoinpar.{c<.c<.T,i 
P:V-HK> (Ri^; ^'.7-1 n ' 

Novc-mbor (l 200.'$ 

Chairman Jamcs Pctro and 
Members of the Planning Board 
Town of'IsV.v̂ f Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor. Now York 12550 

Chairman Lawrence Torley and 
MnmherH i>f the Zonintj Board of Appeals 
Town of New Windsor 
n.S5 Union Avpnne 
New Windsor, New York 12ii.jO 

Re: Cellular One Neiv Windsor Proposed Co-LocatioTi on Existing Toum-
53o Tolcman. Road: Section 29, Block /, JM 27.01 
MHK hhiginepT Proji^ct Number: 03-29 
TCCJobUlOo'83.00 

Dnar Chairman PoLro: 

'CHH Applic^ani, Cellular One. appe::ued before yoiu* Board on October 8, 2003. 
at which linio the Town Engineer, Mark Ed.sall. provided his conirnent.s to our 
application in his October 8, 2003 leller tmd ih^ Planning Board provided their 
<;ommrin̂ 4̂ vHrhally. In addition, the applicant was referred to the Zoning Board of 
Appeals for «n intt-rpi'c.tatiou and /or variuncc, us ihe ZBA may Uociti appi'oprtato. 

The Applicant afnioared before the ZBA on October 27, 2003 to solicit 
commcnt.s and was scheduled to appear again before the ZKA for a Public I fearing? 
on November 10, 2003. 'I'he Ai)])licant is also scheduled to appear again before the 
Pkinning Board for a Public Hearing on November 12. 2003. This Inner wUI serve 
as our written resijons^e to commeiits received from the Town Engineer, Planning 
Board, and I he ZBA. 

'l\)wn Knuinenr. MilE, Comments dated October 8. 2CK>3: 

1, Comment - The plan, should indude informxilion, regarding the access 
drixip.wny and parking, alao relative lo etnergcncy access, as is required by code 
cU-ctiotwi -iii-Ul M(if), (IQ) aivd (JO). 

7HF 
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Ml. JuiisOiVcUO. Cbainnnn 
Mr L-»viTHnre Ti>f I«y. ChHiniiHR ^ ^ 
Nc.v.-tnbcrfi,->()U:t ^M 

, TAgo 2 

;H?JJZIf C0M?WJI3S tfees: p.003/008 

Rosponso - A.s i>hown on the plans prepared by The Ohti/en (Companies (TCC) 
entitled CelU:lor One WGNY Co-Location dated O/lO/Oa, last revised 
10/30/03 (huhmitt^d on 10/81/03), the M<M;esH diivfcway fuid pai^king area has 
hee-Ti .^hown on Detai l 1/SPl on Sheet 8 P 1 . P» r̂ disc;ussions wi th the Town 
Engineer during the Workshc^i mealing held on October 29, 2003, the 
Applicant has agreed to improve the existing driveway by in.sl.HllinK ?i 
leveling: coursH of t r ave l (NYSDOT sub-base txjurse type 4) and then 
resurfrtcinff with oil and chip. In addition, thu Applicnni will install gravol 
leading fiom the top of the drivewuy lo the feicility. and will install a jiarkin):*; 
space / t.urn«n)un(l an^n. Outside of chc proposed ii^avel area i.s plenty of 
cleared space for additional parkinjL,^ if necsfiisary; however, a Cellular Ont* 
technician 'will only vinit ihi^j site appi*oxinTately once each quar ter . As 
diKiriiHHHd during the Workshop, access lo the subject parcel is over a 15 wide 
tax parcel identified as Section 2U, Block 1, Lot 27.52. No 
fillerrjlioiifi to the grade of thft drivHw;iy are proposed a s the dnvewrjy is 
existing, and en^- {.orr«Kpondiug grading would need u> be limited to th is li> 
r ight of way, which is, therefore, not feasible. 

2- Conunenl TfiCj^icin should include some indicotion regarding topography, as 
is required by Code Seat ion 48 21M(9). 

Response - i^er tiiHc-ufivSionft with the Town Kn^^meer diuin?? the October 15 
and 29, 2()C»3 Workshops, the AppHttant. because no other 3in:vey information 
Wr'iî  available, agreed lo .s-how 20' contour 'iXivwi^y inforinaiion a t obtained 
from the Oran«?e (.'ounLy Water Authority, dated 1997. Tlu.^ hac? been .shown 
on deLriil 1/SPi on Sheet S]*l. 

Comment - The appiiculiun/plan should addjeaa lot size issues (relative' tu 
ict:-full ur failure), as per Code Secliaii 48-21 M (30). 

Respond - A.s indic/jLeJ in the attached letter from Towerki-aft E n ^ n e e r i n ^ , 
P.(^ shmipedby a N c w Y o r k S t . a l e Lu:en.scd P.E., dated ivfovember G. 20011, 
any potential failure would be limiled lo the area immediately 
Hurn;unding the tower. Ice-l'i-ill, and therefore also fnilure, it; not a n issue O.JJ 
adjacent parcelH are, a t a minimum., more than 70' away. 

A Coinmenl Hie plan should ptuvide fencing in accordance wllii Code Section 
4%21 M (17). Ay. currently proposed, the neiv elenierJs arc not fenced. The 
height of any existing fences should hfj verified. 

Response - Althouji^h the proposed (?eilular Cue building is an unmanned, 
Im^ked. building tha t has wn alarm and is monitored remotcK, the Applicant 

>:.i>iOi09-IOI'U .ItMrt) -.t^J-'s'-rrirnc l l 1*.I3.4«<. 
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Mr. 'Sxmi"* Pf.fn:, Cliniruiau 

has agreed to (nncM in access to tha buihlinf^ >\ti shown on detail 1/SP2. Th« 
revised layout. fihow\s the propojjed Cellular One cable bridge / ice bridge 
over Ihe roof of the «xisling WGNY building to the existing tower 
that is currently enclosed within a fenced area. The height of the existing 
fence Kurrounding this area has been identified on the phms HB 6' liigh as 
shown on detail 1/SP2 on Sheet SP2. The height of the pn)pofted fence i? also 
()* higjh as detailed on the plans. 

Plannintf Board conimepirs from October 8, 2003 Planning Hoard Meetiuu: 

L Comment - lohy co-locate on the radio towei and not the cxi.<iting Ne^xlel 
telecommunications tou.er across the streets 

KesT>onsc - As documented in the Radio tVe<iuency Plots prepared by 
Ceiliilar One Radio Frequency (RK) Knginecr, Dan Hubbard, submitted on 
October 20, 2003 to the Zoning Board of Appeals, the radio tower, based on 
topography and i.he available lease hei^hi on the tower, provide-? for iKjttcr 
RF coverage than the Nextel monopolc. Plea-se note thai, the available lease 
hei^fht on the radio lower is 173' above j^round level (.agl) while the available 
lease height on the monopolc is only 15K)' aj>l. Al»o note that the base ground 
elevation of the radio tower is approximately 5»30' above mean .̂ ea level 
(amsl), while the monopole jiround elevation is only approximately 460' umsl. 
'i'heroforc, Cellular One gains approxiinalely 143' in height by cij-locaiing on 
the radio tower vcrstis the Nextel monopole (as illustrated on the attached 
Ime of sight diagram), and ultimately achieves creator RF covera^e-

^. Comment. - Does the .7' separalion between ihe proposed building and the 
KxisUng buiJdinf^- meet applicable building and fire Ctxiea'^ 

Response — Both the existiriK and the proposed buildings are non 
combustible. Throu<4h discussions with the Town Engineer at the Or.iobcr 29, 
2003 Workshop, and his disi-.ussions with the Building Inspector, the 
Applicant has agreed to shift the propo.sed buildint^ -JO that it piainiains 0* of 
separation from the o>d.st.]nfcj buihlinjx. The new layout i.s shown on detail 
1/SP2 on Sheet SP2. 

ZBA comments from October 27. 2003 ZDAMeetintr: 

1. Comment ~ PleQue provide detail regaidin.g how the retrofit recommended in 
ihe structural analysis wHl be completed. 

.\>i iOW.' l<;rtti--ll!l'il-1.r:Ttrs".5'f» Wi ! I-1-II: d-w. 
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MI. .'-iCivvt'<:-oci>'iWl(>.v', C.'hhirm.sn ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
N'cvcti'bcrC. 2(fO,) ^ J P ^ ^ 
TAK*- « 

ii'..\sponsc TCC prepared :J fowfer Structural Analysis dated LSej)t.«ml>er 8, 
2(){Yxi that wa? provided to the Planning Board on September 12, 2003 nnd iho 
ZBA on Octulxrir 20, 2()();3. This analysis indicates that reJrofil, of tho existing 
tower structure is ne<;eHs«ry lo increase its capacity to adequately .'5U])|>ort the 
proposed Cellul.jr One telecommunications equipment. Tlie Structural 
Analysis rew)mm«nds rcplacuig the guy cables and provid^H a table of the 
<::-ililt> sizes, required. CeUulur One'fi contractor. MidState 
Communications haK provided a letter, attached, dated Novemljer 4, 2003, 
which details the mennfi and methods to replacement of the yuy wires as 
recommended in the Tower Structural Analysis prepared by TCC. 

^. Comment - why not vo-lvcxile on the exhtinji Ncxtc-l tnujt>r? 

Response - nee Planning Board ResponsK #1 above. 

3. Comfn^nt - if the. lower were to Up over, would it fall on. adjacent propertie^^ 
and how far away i$ the nenrcM re^idencer 

Response - Please sec Town Kngineer Comnient #3 above. In addition, per 
our dirtcuf^sion* diurin^ the Board meeting, we have- reviewed anriMl mapping 
and determineii the mtare^jt house is approximately 170' +/- away. 

If you have any qiicfition* or comments, plerise feci free to contact me. We 
look fcjT-H'Mrd to meeting with you al. the November 10̂ "̂  and 12̂ ^ Public TfoMrings. 

Sincerely, 

(•ji-rx > :̂ • lU^ .^ i 

Ev;i L. Bilieci 
Client Manatrer 

eib 

cc: 
MarkJ . Kdsall, P.E.,P.r 
Michael Babcock- Buiidmji Inspector 
Kelly Ulxiit, AICP- Cha/en 
Kevin Brcnnan., PM- Cellular One 
Neil J. Alexandt)r. Esq.- Cuddy & H'eder, LLP 

> -.I-J jV»-lftlff .) ' .;!)Ml i^-i!*—' PTJ. f..- H - » f . . ' . i « 
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TOWERKRAFTENGJNEEFmG, P.C. 
DESIGN ANO ANAI.YSfS OF COMMUNICATION STRl'Cl UKKS 

Nov 0 6 , 2003 

Ms, Suzanne Cozza 
The Chazen Companies 
21 Fox Street 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601 

Subject: fall Radius - 220* Guyed Tower 
Site: New Windsor^ IQY 
Towerkraft Kng No, 4 67 7 

Dear Ms, Cozza: 

I am writing this letter in reference to your rê quest for our 
opinion of the fall radius of the 220* guyed tower located at New 
Windsor, NY. You have perforfued a structural stress analysis on 
this tower and state that after the prescribed modificationa have 
been performed it will meet the requirements of ANSI/TTA/EIA 222-P 
(222-F) for Orange County, NY. 222--F is the nationally recog-ized 
design standard for steel c;:>mitiunications structures and is intended 
to set the minimum criteria for the design/analysis of these 
structures. 222-F has a long history of reliability. I am a 
meniber ot the cormriittee that publishes this standard and it's core 
philosophy is that its first and foremost priority is to safeguard 
and maintain the health and welfare of the public-

It is rare to encounter a failure of a guyed type conu'nunication 
tower. Statistically almost all failures occur in concurrence with 
natural disasters or human error. If in any unlikely event a 
localized failure were to occur the tcwer would most likely 
implode, collapsing on itself dup. to the vertical forces applied to 
the tower by the guy wires. Historical information on failed guy 
towers indicates the approximate average distance of debris (fall 
radius) from the base of the tower is 30% of the tower height which 
would be approximately 66ft for this tower. I have personally 
investigated two separate guyed tower failures and have on file 
photographs showing that in both cases the fall radius was 
approximately 25%. 

Thank you for this opportunity to wcrk with you and if you should 
have any questions do not hesit̂ i*?̂ ^̂ "̂;w£ĵ itĉ ct me. 

Sincerely, 

ALVIN fCRAFT, P . E 
TOKSKKRAFT ENGINEERING 
NEW YORK P . E . * 0 7 1 3 6 7 

37.3NTOSKARASTKF.BT • ALLIANCE, .NH 69301 - PHONE 0 0 8 ) 762-5002 • FAX fr OS.) 762-14^9 
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Communications 

Novembar4»2003 

Dobson Cellular 
Axtehiitm: Kevin Brennan 
341 Route 55 
LaGrangeviUev NY 12540 

RE: New Windsor Rc<3uy. 

Mid-State Commmiicationa & Blwtrosjic^, Xuc hereby subimts tlie following iwirrativc a$ 
an jllustxatioxi of our practices while pet̂ Lttizmig guy wire replacements. 

Mid-State C&E Proceduir: 
• Install tsilaporary guy wires on the tower nsxt to the existing guys o» eadb 

leg 
• Attach vk anchor guy to the anchor head with the use of a steel choker. 
• Unng a cablc-,g)np, bri?]^ the temporary $uy v^p to the-same amour.t of 

tenjiion as the existing gu>'. 
• Reliovd tension off of (he existing guy with the tumbucklc, remove from 

the anchor guy, and remove guy ^ m tower. 
• Install the ntw gî y wire to the aochOr head, wid verify tension with a 

tensioii-xDeter. 
• Using a transit, shcOt the See and leg to verify tower is plumb with tiie 
. ncwguyattadwd-* 

• Remove the tecipomy gay wire, azul repeat procedure for all three guy 
wires bei£\g rcpltjed. 

• Once all guys are rqilaccd, tc-sboot the tower to verify tower is still 
plumb. 

Mid-State C&£ pstiotroi the above proocduros .^hile maintaiiaiiig the strtiotuial integrity 
of the tower> aM meetingEIA. 222F sp^ificadions at all tbnes. 

Mid-StMe CdtE, hic. appreciates the o^ostumty to provide Dobson Cellular with tbfi 
above outluje. Should you have any questions, you may contact mc at (315) 736-3061 
ext206. Thank you. 

Sinccrdy, 

Scott M. Musacchio 
Director of Engrneering/OpeTations 
Senior Vice Prcsidftit 
t>o&S0iTC<na)uC'jy^licem*ntOttt]int 

» CLfiA*^ ftOAD, ORISKAWV. NEW YOR!̂  13424 E - M i l r>»iis'.5.t5 5m:<»*ttcC«»>tT\.ooni 
=F;CE (315) 7SS-3Cei • FAX {315) TSU-SSSO Website; *WA.m.d«t»cornrr,.ooTi 

WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS 



CHAZEN ENGINEERING & LAND SURVEYING CO., P.C. 

C<vUal District Office 21 Fox Street, Poughkeepsie, New York 12601 North Country Office 
Phone: (518) 235-8050 Phone: (845) 454-3980 Fax: (845) 454-4026 Phone: (518) 812-0513 

Email: poughkeqisie@chazencompanies.com 
Orange County Office Web: www.chazencompanies.coni 
Phone:(845)567-1133 

October 14, 2003 

Mark Edsall, P.E., P.? 
McGoey, Hauser and Edsall 
Consulting Engineers P.C. 
33 Airport Center Drive, Suite 202 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Sent Via Fax: 
(845) 567-3232 
(845) 563-4693 

Re: Cellular One New Windsor Proposed Co-Location on Existing Tower 
535 Toleman Road; Section 29, Block 1, Lot 27,51 
MHE Engineer Project Number: 03-29 
TCC Job # 10383,00 

Dear Mr. EdsaU: 

In accordance with the Town of New Windsor Town Code Section 48-21(M)(4), 
last revised 3-15-03, on August 15, 2003, Cellular One submitted a shared use 
appHcation to the Town of New Windsor Building Inspector (Building Permit No. 
PA2003-1036) requesting approval for co-location of six antennas and associated 
equipment on the existing WGNY radio transmission tower located at 535 Toleman 
Road. The existing structure is an approximately 224 foot tall guy wired tower, 
which currently supports existing radio transmission and emergency 
communications equipment. The site is situated in the R-1 Zoning District. 
According to the Town of New Windsor Town Code, "Public Utihty, radio and 
television transmission antennas and rights of way" are permitted by Special 
Permit in the R-1 Zone. Under Sections 48-21-(M)(l), (3) and (4) of the Town Code, 
entitled Telecommunications towers, shared use of existing tall structures and 
existing or approved towers shall be permitted, and are preferred to the 
construction of new towers. 

THE 

RECEIVED 
TOWNOFNEWWINDSOF 

Chazen Engimcrlng & Land Surveying Co.. P.C. ^ \ a > r r - Chosen Environmental Scn'ices, Inc. 
EnviroPUnAssociatts.lnc. C C J M P A N I E S TclePlan Associates, Inc. 

OCT 1 6 2003 

BKatNEERI^PLANNiNG 

mailto:poughkeqisie@chazencompanies.com
http://www.chazencompanies.coni


Mr. Mark EdsaU. P.E. ^ ^ ^f 
October 14. 2003 
Page 2 

Based on our discussions with the Town of New Windsor in response to our 
Building Permit AppUcation, the AppHcant was advised to appear before the Town 
in the form of a Planning Board work-session on September 3, 2003. Based on the 
discussion at the work-session, Cellular One was scheduled to appear before the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board on October 8, 2003, such that the Planning 
Board could make a decision under Section 48-21-(M)(4)(b) whether the application 
required a Special Permit and whether a Public Hearing was required. 

At the October 8, 2003 Plsoming Board meeting, the Applicant was provided 
with correspondence dated October 8, 2003 from you, which recommended that the 
AppHcant appear before the Town of New Windsor Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) 
for an interpretation and/or variance. According to your letter, 

"the property is located in the R-1 Zoning District of the Town. The 
telecommunications use is not permitted in the zone; however, the 
application does not involve a new telecommunications tower, but 
rather co-location on an existing radio tower. To make the issue more 
confusing, it appears that the existing lot is non-conforming 'Tsulk-
wise". The proposed new building is also greater than the 30% 
threshold referenced in 48-24(B)(3)." 

Our review of the Zoning Code and Wireless Law differs from your analysis. In 
short, it is our understanding that this appHcation is clearly a permitted use, which 
requires, at most. Special Permit Approval from the Town of New Windsor Planning 
Board. 

Premise: 

According to Section 48-21(M)(l), the purpose of the 
Telecommunications Section of the Code is to, among other items, 
"minimize the total number of telecommunications towers in a 
commimity bv encouraging shared use of existing and futiire towers, 
and the use of existing tall buildings and other high structures: and to 
minimize adverse visual effects from telecommunications towers by 
requiring careful sitting, visual impact assessment and appropriate 
landscaping." 

It is our understanding that the tower at 535 Toleman Road is 
permitted in the R-1 Zoning District. According to the Town of New 
Windsor Town Code, "PubHc Utility, radio and television transmission 
antennas and rights of way" are permitted by Special Permit in the R-
1 Zone. Further, the tower was constructed prior to the Town of New 
Windsor Telecommunication Law, which was adopted on 4-7-99. 

X:MM0300-lMOO\103«l\LMteis\>4HE I0-i4-03.doc 



Mr. Mark EdsaU, P.E. ^ ^ ^ 
October 14, 2003 
Pages 

3. . According to Section 48-21(M)(3)(b), Applicants proposing to co-locate 
on a previously approved telecommunications tower do not require a 
Special permit but are subject to Site Plan review by the Planning 
Board. 

4. According to 48-21(M)(4) at all times, shared use of existing tall 
structures and existing or approved towers shall be preferred to 
the construction of new towers. 

5. According to 48-21-(M)(4)(b) if an appHcant proposes to co-locate on an 
existing tall structure, if modifications are deemed insignificant by 
the Planning Board, the Board shall grant a Special Permit without 
further review under this section. 

6. Although the current structure does not meet the current bulk 
requirements for a tower, imder Section 48-21-(M)(4')(c). the Planning 
Board has the authority to waive or modify the setback or lot area 
requirements in the event that thev are not deemed necessarv for the 
safety or other vaHd planning purposes for the site. 

In accordance with the requirements of the Town of New Windsor Town Code, 
the applicant has researched all existing or approved towers within a 2 mile radius 
of the needed service area and determined that, even though other existing tall 
structures exist, co-location on the WGNY tower is the only existing tall structiure 
that will provide the needed service. 

In view of the materials submitted so far, the applicant believes its shared use 
appHcation is complete and satisfactory, and entitled to a Special Permit. It is also 
Cellular One's position that no interpretation of the Zoning Code or Wireless Law is 
required nor is approval for an expansion of a non-conforming use required as the 
Planning Board has the authority to approve "as is" the existing lot dimensions. 

We respectfully request that the interpretation by the ZBA be waived and we 
return to the regularly scheduled Planning Board Meeting on September 22, 2003. 
However, if you feel the interpretation is still required, we respectfully request to be 
placed on the next scheduled ZBA Meeting of October 27, 2003. 

X:MM0300-l0400\10381\LeOew\MHE 10-I4-03.doc 



Mr.MarkEdsall,P.B. ^f B 
October 14. 2003 ^ 
Page 4 

Cellular One and its consultants look forward to meeting with you on October 
15, 2003, and to expeditiously developing its wireless infrastructure in the Town of 
New Windsor in accordance with the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

Sincerely, 

Eva L. BiUeci 
Client Manager 

KEL/elb 

cc: Chairman James Petro and Members of the Planning Board 
Andrew Krieger, Esq.- ZBA Attorney 
Michael Babcock- Building Inspector 
Kelly Libolt, AICP- Chazen 
Kevin Brennan, PM- Celliilar One 
Neil J. Alexander, Esq.- Cuddy & Feder 

X:\lM0300-l0400M0381\Lettei3N\QIE 10-14̂ >3.d9c 
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617.20 
Sta te E n v i r o n m e n t a l Qual i ty 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. Frequently, 
there are aspects of a project that are subjective or xmmeasiureable. It 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 Componen t s : The full EAF is comprised of three parts: 

P a r t 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. 

P a r t 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur fi-om a project or action. I t 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. 

P a r t 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the 
impact is actually important. 

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 

Identify t h e P o r t i o n s of EAF comple ted for th is project : • P a r t i a Part 2 o Par t 3 

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

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

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 negat ive dec la ra t ion will be prepared .* 

C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant 
impact on the environment, therefore a posi t ive dec la ra t ion will be p repa red . 

A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only vahd for Unlisted Actions. 

Proposed Cellular One Wireless Faali ty 
Name of Action 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
Name of Lead Agency 

Mr. James Petro 
Print or Type Name of Responsible OfBcer in Lead Agency 

Planning Board Chairman 
Title of Responsible OfBcer 

Date 

Page! The Chazen Companies 
October 16.2003 



PART 1 - PROJECT INFORMATION 
Prepared by Project Sponsor 

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect on 
the environment. Please complete the entire form, Pairts A through E. Answers to these questions wiU be considered as 
part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and pubhc review. Provide any additional 
information you beUeve will be needed to complete Par ts 2 and 3. 
I t 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 reqviiring such additional work is imavailable, so indicate and 
specify each instance. 

NAME OF ACTION Proposed Cellular One Wireless Facility 

LOCATION OF ACTION 535 Toleman Road 

NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR Cellular One BUSINESS TELEPHONE 
(845) 483-8114 

ADDRESS 153lRoute 55 

CITY/PO LaGrange STATE 
NY 

ZIP CODE 
12540 

NAME OP OWNER (if different) Sunset Crest Realty Corp./ WGNY 
C/0 Robert Maines 

BUSINESS TELEPHONE 
(845) 561-2131 

ADDRESS PO Box 2307 

CITY/PO Newburgh STATE 
NY 

ZIP CODE 
12550 

DESCRIPTION OF ACTION The Applicant is proposing to install 9 panel antennas on an existing radio tower at 
approximately 173 (+/-) feet above ground level (agl) and place an associated unmanned 12'x 20' equipment 
building at the base thereof. ____^__ _ _ _ _ _ „ . ^ 

P lease Complete Each Quest ion - Indica te N.A. if no t appl icable . 

A, S i te Descr ip t ion 
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas. 

1. Present Land Use: a Urban 
D Forest 

2. Total acreage of project area: 

a Industrial 
D Agricultural 

0.074 (+/-) acres' 

n Commercial • Residential • Rviral (non-farm) 
• Other (Radio Tower and Telecommunications Tower) 

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE 
Meadow or Brushland (Non-Agricultural) 
Forested 
Agriculturad (includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) 
Wetland (freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) 
Water Surface Area 
Unvegetated (rock, earth fill) 
Roads, buildings and other impervious surfaces 
Other (Gravel and dirt driveways) 

What is predominant soil type(s) on project site: (MdB)^ 
a. Soil drainage: a Well drained % of site 

PRESENTLY 
acres 

AFTER COMPLETION 
acres 

a Poorly drained 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

0.000 f+Macres 
0.074 (+/-^acres 

• Moderately well drained 

acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 
acres 

0.005 (+/-)acres 
0.069 f+/-)acres 

100 %ofsi 
% of site 

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the 
NYS Land Classification System? 0 f+M acres (see 1NYCRR 370). 

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? 
a. What is depth to bedrock? > 60 feet- inches^ 

D Yes No 

Page 2 The Chazen Companies 
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5. Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes: 0-10% 81 % • 10-15% 19 % 
a 15% or greater % 

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

7. Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural 
Landmarks? 

8. What is the depth of the water table? 1 .5-2.0 (in feet)® 

9. Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? 

10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? 

11. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as 
threatened or endangered? 
According to Site is currently developed 
Identify each species: 

12. Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e. cliffs, dunes, or other 
geological formations) 
Describe: 

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

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the commxinity? 

15. Streams within or contiguous to the project area: None^ 
a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary: 

a Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

a Yes 

D Yes 

n Yes 

16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguouo to project area: None^° 
a. Name: b. Size (in acres): (+/-) 

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? 
a. If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? 
b. If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? 

18. Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law 
25-AA, Section 303 and 304? D Yes 

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated 
pursuant to Article 8 of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 617? a Yes 

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste? D Yes 

B. Pro jec t Descr ip t ion 
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate) 

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor: .074 (+/-) acres. 
b. Project acreage to be developed: 0.074 (+/-) acres initially; 0.074 (+/-) acres ultimately. 
c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped: 0.00 (+/-) acres. 
d. Length ofproject in miles: NA. (if appropriate). 
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of e:q}ansion proposed: NA. %. 
f. Number of ofif-street parking spaces existing: NA. proposed: N A . . 
g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour: ___jO__"P,Af. peak (upon project completion), 
h. If residential, number and type of housing units: 

One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominimn 
Initially N.A. 
Ultimately N.A. 
i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 12' X 20' equipment building 
j . Linear feet of firontage along a public thoroughfere project will occupy is: 15 feet.^^ 

• No4 

• No5 

• No7 

• No 

• No8 

• No 

• No 

• No 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

• No 
D No 
D No 

Noll 

Noi2 

Noi3 
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4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

How much natural material (i.e. rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the site? 0 cubic yards. 

Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? 
a. If Yes, for what intended purpose is site being reclaimed? 
b. WiU topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? 
c. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? 

Use on site. 
Yes 

Yes 
Yes 

How many acres of vegetation (trees, shirubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 0.000 (+/-) acres . 

a Yes 
Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally important vegetation be removed 
from site? 

If single-phase project, anticipated period of construction: L months. 

If multi-phased: NA. months 
a. Total number of phases anticipated: (number). 
b. Anticipated date of commencement of phase one: month, 
c. Approximate completion date of final phase: month, 
d. Is phase one functionally dependent on subsequent phases? 

year. 
year. 

8. Will blasting occur during construction? 

9. Number of jobs generated - during consfaruction: 
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project: 

.; after project is complete: 0_ 

11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? 
If Yes, explain: 

12. Is surface Uquid waste disposal involved? 
a. If Yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount: 

Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged: 

13. Is subsurface hquid waste disposal involved? 

14. Will surface area of an existing body of water increase or decrease by proposal? 
If Yes, explain: 

15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100-year floodplain? 

16. Will project generate soUd waste? 
a. If Yes, what is the amount per month? tons 
b. If Yes, will an existing solid waste fadhty be used? 
c. If Yes, give name: .location: 
d. WiU any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? 

If Yes, explain: 

17. Will project involve the disposal of soUd waste? 
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 and pesticides? 

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

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? 

21. WiD project result in an increase in energy use? 
If Yes, indicate type(s): Electricity for the equipment building (200 amp service) 

22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity: NA. gallons/minute 
23. Total anticipated water usage per day: N.A. gaUons/day*' 

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? 
If Yes, explain: 

o Yes 

D Yes 

a Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

• No 

D No 
D No 

No 

No 

Noi« 

No 

Noi7 

o Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

• No 

• No 

• No 18 

• No 

a No 

D No 

No 

D Yes 

D Yes 

D Yes 

• Yes 

• No 

• No 

• No 

a No 

No 
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25. Approvals Required: Type Submittal 
€ i ^ , Town, Village, Board a Yes • No 
City, Town, Village, Planning Board • Yes a No Site Plan/Special Permit 
City, Town, Zoning Board D Yes • No 
City, County Health Department o Yes • No 
Other Local Agencies • Yes o No Building Permit 
Other Regional Agencies • Yes D No GML 239M 
State Agencies D Yes • No 
Federal Agencies n Yes • No 

C. Zoning a n d P l a n n i n g In fo rmat ion 

1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? • Yes n No 
If Yes, indicate decision required: 
D zoning amendment n zoning variance • special use permit D subdivision • site plan 
D new/revision of master plan o resource management plan a Other 

2. What is the zoning classi£cation(s) of the site? Riural Residential (Rl) 

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

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? N A . 

5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning? 
N.A. 

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land 
use plans? • Yes a No 

7. What are the predominant land uses and zoning classifications within one-quarter mile? 
Zoning: R l . AP & OLI L a n d Use: Rural Residential. Airport, and Office and Light Industry 

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a 
quarter mile? • Yes*^ D No 

9. If the proposed action is a subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? NA. 
What is the minimum lot size proposed? ___^^__^^____ 

10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? D Yes • No 

11. WiU proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, 
pohce, fire protection)? a Yes • No 
a. If Yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? D Yes a No 

12. Will proposed action result in the generation of traffic signifilcantly above present levels? D Yes • No 

D. INFORMATION DETAILS 

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse impacts associated with your 
proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or avoid them. 

E. VERIFICATION 
I certify that the information provided here is true to the best of my knowledge. 

AppUcant/SponsorjSf^e: _ _ Cellular Ona Date: October 16. 2003 

Signature: ^ • C 5 ^ ^^^oCO'C^k^entSoT Annhcant) Title: / ^ J . l ^ ^ mCt^CL^^ 
L. BiUeci. Chazen Companies) 

If t h e ac t ion is in t h e Coastal Area, a n d you a r e a s t a te agency, comple te t h e Coastal Assessment F o r m before 
p roceed ing wi th th i s assessment . 
X:\l\10300-10400\l0339\Seports\EAFPait 1 reformatted 101S03.doc 
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Endnotes 

1 The reference to 0.074 (+/-) acres refers to the lease portion and access drive of the 1 (+/-) 
acre parcel and the 10' wide access drive over the 15' Right of Way. 

2 According to the Orange County Soil Survey Users Guide, USDA Soil and Water 
Conservation Service, 1981, the site primarily contains the Mardin Grvelly Silt Loam 
(MdB). The MdB soil series is a moderately weU drained, gently sloping soil. 

3 According to the Orange County Soil Survey Users Guide, USDA Soil and Water 
Conservation Service, 1981, the site primarily contains the Mardin Grvelly Silt Loam 
(MdB). The Mdb soil series has a depth to bedrock of > 60 inches. 

4 According to The National Register of Historic Places, Orange County, New York, Orange 
County Department of Planning, 1990, and a review of the National/State Register 
Listings in Orange County received 6/29/2000 from the Office of Parks, Recreation, and 
Historic Preservation. 

5 According to data from the U.S. Department of Interior. 

6 According to the Orange County Soil Survey Users Guide, USDA Soil and Water 
Conservation Service, 1981, the site primarily contains the Mardin Grvelly Silt Loam 
(MdB). The Mdb soil series has a depth to water table of 1.5 - 2.0. feet 

7 According to the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Division of 
Water Technical and Operational Guidance, Series (2.1.3), Primary and Principle 
Aquifer Determinations, Table 1, 1990, and the Atlas of Eleven Selected Aquifers in New 
York, U.S. Geological Survey in cooperation with the ^]YS Department of Health, 1982. 

8 The site is currently developed. 

9 According to NYCRR Title 6, Chapter 10, Article 10, Par t 862, Section 862.6, Item 239, 
and the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Stream Map, 
Maybrook Quadrangle, the proposed site does not contain nor is contiguous to a NYS 
classified stream. 

10 According to the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation New York 
State Freshwater Wetlands Map, Maybrook Quadrangle, the project • area does not 
contain nor is contiguous to a State designated wetland. According to the National 
Wetlands Inventory Map, Maybrook Quadrangle, the project area does not contain nor is 
contiguous to a Federally designated wetland. 

" According to the map entitled Orange County, New York, Orange County Real Property, 
the site is not located within an Agricultural District, 



Endnotes 

12 According to the Critical Environmental Area Designation, Orange County 
Environmental Management Council, March 3, 1997, and Critical Environmental Areas 
document received from the NYSDEC on July 13, 2000, last updated Jime 3, 1999. 

13 According to the report Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites in New York State: 
Region 3, prepared by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, 
Division of SoHd and Hazardous Waste, April 2001. 

i'*A Cellular One technician will visit the site approximately once every three months for 
monitoring purposes. No additional traffic is anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project. 

"This figure represents the linear road frontage of 15 (+/-) ft along Toleman Road. 

i«Blasting is not expected to be required. However, if necessary, blasting will be performed 
in compliance with all State and Local Requirements. 

"The proposed equipment building will be unmanned and will not require water or the 
disposal of Hquid or solid waste. 

18 According to the National Flood Insurance Program Flood Insurance Rate Map, Town of 
New Windsor, New York, Community Panel No. 3606 28 0005 B, the project site is not 
located within a 100-year floodplain. 

" Properties in the surrounding area are serviced by other pubHc utilities, including 
Nextel Communications. 
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Appendix B 

State Environmental Quality Review 
Visual EAF Addendum 

SEQR 

Cellular One, Town of New Windsor, New York 

This form may be used to provide additional infomnation relating to Question 11 of Part 2 of the 
Full EAF. 

(To be completed by Lead Agency) 

Distance Between 
Project and Resource (in Miles) 

0-1/4 1/4-1/2 1/2-3 3-5 5+ 

D 

D 

• 

D 

D 

D 

D 

n 

D 

VISIBILITY 

1. Would the project be visible from: 

• A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available 
to the public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation 
of natural or man-made scenic qualities? 

• An overlook or parcel of land dedicated to public 
observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural 
or man-made scenic qualities? 

• A site or structure listed on the National or State 
Registers of Historic Places? 

• State Parks? 

• The State Forest Preserve 

• National Wildlife Refuges and state game refuges? 

• National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding 
natural features? 

• National Park Service lands? 

• Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic 
or Recreational? 

• Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such 
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak? 

• A governmentally established or designated interstate 
or inter-county foot trail, or one fonnally proposed for 
establishment or designation? 

• A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as 
scenic? 

• Municipal park, or designated open space? 
• County road? 

• State? 
• Local road? 

2. Is the visibility of the project seasonal? (i.e. screened by summer foliage, but visible during other 
seasons)? aYes O No 

3. Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year during which the 
project will be visible? 

• Yes D No 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

n 

D 

D 

O 

n 
D 

D 

D 

D 

a 

D 

D 

n 
D 

• 

D 

a 

D 

D 

n 
D 

n 
n 

n 
n 

D 

D 

D 

n 
n 
n 

n 
n 

n 

n 

n 

D 

n 
• 
• 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

n 
D 

D 

n 
D 

D 

D 

n 
D 

D 

a 

THE 

Chazm 
\X:\1\10300-10400\10381\Reports\EAF Par12 Ql l.doc 

October 17. 2003 

COMPANi \NiES 

file:///NiES


; 

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT 

4. From each item checked in question 1, check those which generally describe the surrounding environment. 
Within 

*1/4 mile 1 mile 
Essentially undeveloped D O 
Forested • • 
Agricultural D D 
Suburban residential • D 
Industrial D D 
Commercial Q Q 
Urban D D 
River, Lake. Pond D D 
Cliffs, Overlooks D D 
Designated Open Space D D 
Flat D D 
Hilly • • 
Mountainous D D 
Other n n 
NOTE: Add attachments as needed. 

5. Are there visually similar projects within: 
*1/2 mile BYes DNo (Nextel Monopoie- Toleman Road) 
*3 miles BYes DNo (water tank with cellular antennas, Stewart Airport) 
*31/2 miles BYes DNo (Monopoie. Coldenham) 
* 4 miles BYes DNo (Cellular lattice tower, Deans Hill Road) 
* Distances from project site are provided for assistance. Substitute other distances as appropriate. 

EXPOSURE 

6. The annual number of viewers likely to observe the proposed project is: 5.175*(Averaqe Annual Daily 
Travelers). 

NOTE: When user data is unavailable or unknown, use best estimate. 
* As referenced from NYS Department of Transportation 2002 Traffic Volume Report for Route 207 in Orange 

County. 
CONTEXT 

7. The situation or activity In which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is 

FREQUENCY 
Holidays/ 

Activity Daily Weekly Weekends Seasonally 
Travel to and from work B p D D 

Involved in recreational activities D D D D 

Routine travel by residents • D D D 

At a residence B n D n 
At worksite • D D D 
Other 

\X:\1\10300-10400\10381\Reports\EAF Part2 Q11.doc 
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Figure 1 
Existing view as seen from Figure 1 

Figure la 
View of proposed 9 panel antennas 

superimposed onto the photograph of Figure 1 
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Figure 2 
Existing view as seen from Figure 2. 

Figure 2 a 
View of proposed 9 panel antennas superimposed 

onto the photograph from Figure 2. 

THF 

Cha^n 
COMPANIES 



RESULTS OF P 3 . MEETING 0F:_ 

PROJECT: 

i ) ^0^3 

_P3. # /03-S19 

LEAD AGENCY: 

AUTHORIZE COORD. LETTER: Y_ 
TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y N 

NEGATIVE DEC: 

N_ M)_SI 
CARRIED: Y 

VOTE: A 
N_ 

N 

M) S) VOTE: A N. 
CARRIED: Y N 

PUBLIC HEARING: WAIVED:. 

M) S) VOTE: A N 

CLOSED: 

SCHEDTJLE PJL: Y N 

SEND TO 0,C. PLANNING: Y 
SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y 

REFERTOZ.BA.: M). 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: Y N 

il_S)irL. Vefe:Aj£l .N_^ 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE:A 

NEED NEW PLANS: Y N 

N APPROVED: 

CONDITIONS - NOTES: 



Town of New Windsor 
555 Uition Avenue 

New Windsor, NY 18553 
(845)563-4611 

SECEIPT 
••44-SM5 

Chasen ^itfineerintf & Land -^3-59 

10/92/2003 

Received $ 100,00 for Planning Board Fees, on 10A>2/2003. Thank you for 
stopping by the Town CIerk*s office. 

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you. 

Oeborah Green 
Town Clerk 



AS OF: 10/02/2003 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD PEES 
ESCROW 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 3-2 9 
NAME: CELLULAR ONE NEW WINDSOR PA2003-1036 

APPLICANT: CELLULAR ONE C/O KEVIN BRENNAN 

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

0 9 / 3 0 / 2 0 0 3 REC. CK # 2 5 0 1 8 PAID 

TOTAL: 0 . 0 0 

7 5 0 . 0 0 

7 5 0 . 0 0 - 7 5 0 . 0 0 

h |V 

{0 [ ^ 0> 



CHAZEN ENGMEERINQ & U M D MarBANK 
8UR 

iiiJiUiiiJ 

BUFFALO. MY 50-706a'2213 7 25002 
21 FOX S t . W 6 ) 

TO 

POUQHKEEPSie. NY 12801 

One Hundred and 00/100 Dollars 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR NY 12653 

CHECK DATE September 11, 2003 

S SECURITY FEATURES MCLUOEO. DETAILS ON BACK. S 
ALTHOPiygn amjATUtlE 

mm^ 
••0 2 5 0 0 2«- i: 2 2 I i709 , 3 2«:E, lOOOOOOO l 3i«B 30-

CHAZEN ENGMEEfUNG ft LAND 

gi RM( ST.^::^Q iH-mmy 

POUGHKEEP^ETNY 12601 " 

MftTBANK 
BUFFALO. NY 50-7063G213 7 

PAF 

TO 

25018 

CHECK DATE September 18. 2003 

Seven Hundred Fifty and 00/100 Dollars 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR NY 12553 

AMOUNT 

3 SECURITY FEATURES INCLUOED. DETAILS ON BACK. a 
aiiTUnoncn 

mmm^ 
"•0 2 50 IB"* i: 2 2 13 706 3 2i:6 lOOOOOGO l 3I,B 3if 

'6 i'^ 9 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
RICHARD D. McGOEY. P.E . (Kr*PA) 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER. P.E. (MVANJ) 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 94y. NJ« PA) 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. (NY&PAJ 

OMainOflice 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite «2Q2 
Um Windsor. New York 12553 
(8^567-3100 
e-mair inhenyi@mhepc.com 

O RegkMMI Office 
507 Broad Street 
Mifbrd, Pennsyfvania 18337 
(570)296-2765 
e-mal: mhepa^gmhepc.com 

Writer's E-maU Address: 
mje^thepc. com 

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION 
RECORD OF APPEARANCE 

O W N J VILLAGE OF: \\ltu} \jij}^h^O/l^ P/BAPP.NO. OL W 
^ 

WORK SESSION PATE: PROJECT: NEW OLD 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REOUESTEP 

PROJECT NAME: (\ I k CM-

REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: 

MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT: 

A/t> RESUB. REO'D: Ye^ 
^ 

£^A t /Ie/f4k\^^ A 

BLDGINSP. 
ENGINEER 
P/BCHMN 

.̂ C 

ITEMS PISCUSSEP: 

'— & V < f^ \^ i^n.. ^ Ofn^Cixd\(i^ ^ 

S> ^f^^^ f^^^ 

-" 4 ^ H ^ ^ v̂̂ -̂ê JVy. re^'h^^A 

C av^u^ 

Ik J. V G.ikj -̂  A i ' 

FIREINSP. 
PLANNER 
OTHER jOlirf 

STND CHECKLIST 

DRAINA 

DUMPS 

SCREENING 

UOTIING 
(Stntdi^tfs) 

LANDSCAPING 

BLACKTOP 

ROADWAYS 

PROJECT 
TYPE 

SPEC PI 

LLCHG. 

SUBDIVISION 

OTHER 

7 

APPROVAL BOX 

PROJECT STATUS 
ZBARefenal: 

Ready FcH-Meetiî  
7 

N 

Waric9e>BaiiFafm.<loc SM}2 MJ£ 
Recoomieoded M^ Date 

i> 

mailto:inhenyi@mhepc.com
file:////ltu}


PCI 

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
RICHARD D. McGOEY. P.E . (Nr»PA) 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER. P.E (NY*NJ) 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E (NT. NJ « PA) 
JAMES M. FARR. P.E (NY&PA) 

DMain Office 
33 Mrport Center Drive 
Sate«202 
New Windsor, New York 12S53 
(845)567-3100 
e-mail: mhefiy@mhepc.con) 

D Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Mifofd, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570)296-2765 
e-fflaH: mhepaQmhepc.com 

Writer*s E-mail Address: 
inje@mhepc. com 

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION 
RECORD OF APPEARANCE 

i'OWN/VILLAGE OF 

WORK SESSION 

flejAj uJ,Aci/,, P/BAPP.NO. ^-11 
PATE: O-O) f) fyir M)0 ^ ^ PROJECT. NEW OLD X 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REOUESTED. /\/o RESUB. REO*D: A^Zi^ /^<^-<^^L^ 

T 

REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: 

MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT: BLDGINSP. 
ENGINEER 
P/BCHMN 

^ 

p-9- / -^7 . J ?, y> (S 
l/v^l kx s\ji^ 

c&vU.fyi4. ,r? 

iSl rJAsb^ t 

WoricsesaiaiFaniLdoc 9-02 M}E 

^ rXjLfJj 

EKEINSP. 
PLANNER 
OTHER 

STND PROJECT 
TYPE 

LIGHTING 
(Stttedtg^) 

LANDSCAP 

SPEC PERMIT 

LLCHG. 

SUBDIVISION 

OTHER 
BLACKTOP 

ROADWAYS 

APPROVAL BOX 

PROJECT STATUS:N 
ZBARfi&nal: 

Ready For MeetiE^ 

RecommeadBd Mtg Date 

mailto:mhefiy@mhepc.con
mhepaQmhepc.com


FttEINSPECTOirS 
INTER-OFFICE €X>RR£SPOND^CE 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 

Town Pknnitig Board 

Frank Malloy, Asst. Fire Inspector 

Cellular One-Tower 

October 6,2003 

Planning Board Reference Numben PB-03-29 
Date Received: FPS-03-46 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-03-46 

A review of the above referenced Site Plan was conducted on 
October 6,2003. 

The plans are acceptable. 

Plans Dated: September 30,2003 

Frank Maitoy 
Asst. Fire Inspector 

FM/dh 



^own of New \^%dsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, New York 12553 
Telephone: (845) 563-4615 

Fax: (845) 563-4693 
OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD 

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET 

TO: HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT 

P.B. FILE #03-29 DATE RECEIVED: 09-30-03 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO MYRA 
BY: 10-06-03 TO BE ON AGENDA FOR THE 10-08-03 PLANNING BOARD 
MEETING. 

THE MAPS AND/OR PLANS FOR: 

CELLULAR ONE - TOWER 
Applicant or Project Name 

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

HAVE BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED AND ARE: 

H^ APPROVED: 

Notes: 

n DISAPPROVED: 
Notes: 

Signature: A^^^^**—^ ^ /^j^.c^"^-^ y^-.g^'^J 
ReviewSw date 



THE 

COMPANIES 

Eva L B i l ^ 
Client Manager 

evab@chazencompanies.com 

21 Fox Street 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601 
Phone: 845-454-3980 
Mobile: 914-456-0289 
Fax: 845-454-4026 

\l i\i ( i I iV l£ IE 1̂  S K [-. i\i V I R C) iV Ivl IE i\i I" A 1. 1̂  R C) I- IE S S I C) iV A 1. S 

JAMES M. FARR. P.E. (NYAPA) 

aMataOmce 
33 Airport Center Drive 

New Windsor, New York 12S53 
(846)567-3100 
e-iml! wtwnyQniihcpc.corw 

D RegSonel Office 
507 Broad Street 
IXBfard, Perwgytwnia 18337 
(570) 29S-2766 
e-mal: mhepaQrrtiepc.com 

Writer's E-maU Address: 
mfe@mhepc.c(»n 

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION 
RECORD OF APPEARANCE 

(MJ U/mkd / 

SESSION DATE: "iTef̂  g> 
A f'i 

c 
P/B A P P . N O 

PROJECT: NEW X" OLD 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: /lA^f- ^oU^ RESUB. REO'D: /T// /Zpy 

PROJECT NAME: C^^( (O^ ^ 

REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: ^Hk Q^l\ec I 

MUNICIPAL REPS PRESENT: BLDGINSP. 
ENGINEER 
P/BCHMN 

^ 

ITEMS DISCUSSED: 

^fM f^^aJUA V 

%^rl M - trii h^tr 

H^'^f O ) ^ 7 — 
, 1 / A • 7 rU i- , 

L^lH t i ^ ^ ^ y/OMa/v^^jf • '/H^t • 

FIREINSP. " ^ Z / -
PLANNER 
OTHER 

STND CHECKLIST: 

DRAINAGE 

DUMPSTER 

SCREENING 

LicamNG 
(Stnsedig^) 

LANDSCAPING 

BLACKTOP 

ROADWAYS 

APPROVAL BOX 

PROJECT 
TYPE 

SITE PLAN 

SPEC PERMIT 

LLCHG. 

SUBDIVISION 

OTHER 

PROJECT STATUS: A. I T - V * -
ZBA Referral: /fnitiYot N 

Ready For Meedng 

Recoimimfted Mtg Date 

Y N 

in WofkaESBonFoniLdoc 9-02 MJE 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 
Telephono: (845) 563^615 

Pax: (845) 56i-4695 
PLANNING BOARD APPUCATION 

TYPE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate Hem): 
Subdivision Lot Line Change Site Plan x Special Pennit 

TaxM^Designation: Sec. 29 Block l Lot 27.51... 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT REFERRAL NUMBER PA2QQ3—- lô ft 

1. Mamr ^f Th-nject C e l l u l a r One New Windsor 

2. r>wTiffrnfRecord Sunset Crest Real ty Corp. 

S i t e Address - 535 Toleman Road,-New Windsor, NY 12553 
Address: 681 L i t t l e Br ia ln TtnaH, New Windsor ^JTv 12553 

Phone (845) 561-2131 

(Owner) ^ e e t Name & Number) (Post Office) 

3. Name of Applicant C e l l u l a r One c/o Kevin Brennan 

1351 Route 55, LaGraneevll lej NY:i2510_ 

(State) (Zip) 

Phone (845^ &8-^-8n^ 

Address:_J: 
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) 

4. prri^n T^^aring Plan Eva B i l l e d of Chazen 

(State) (Zip) 

PhonefpAS'i Aq -̂̂ Qsn 

Address:^ 21 Fox S t r e e t . PouehkeepsiP. NY 12J01 

5. Attorney. 

Address_ 

(Street Name & Number) 

N/A 

(Post Office) (State) 

Phone N/A 

(Zip) 

N/A. 
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) 

6. Person to be notified to ^pear at Planning Board meeting: 

(State) ^ p ) 

Eva B i l l e c i 
(Name) 

7. Project Location: On the West 
(Direction) 

8. Project Data: Acreage 1 acre Zone 

(845).454-3980 
(Phone) 

_side of Toleman Road 

__^1 

(845) 454-4026 
(fex) 

O Q _ O O PAGE 1 0F2 

(PLEASE DO NOT COPY 1 & 2 AS ONE PAGE TWO^IDED) 

(Street) 
School DisL Washlagtong: 

RECEiV/ED 
TOWr^OFMGWWiNOSOHl 

iî H 3 0 2003 I 



9. Is this property within an Agricultural District containing a farm operation or within 500 feet 
of a farm operation located in an Agricultural District? Yes No x 

*TIiis information can be verified in the Assessor's Office. 
*If you answer yes to question 9, please complete the attached AAgricultural Data 
Statement. 

10. Detailed description of Project: (Use, Size, Number of Lots, etc.l Co-Location of 
telecommunications antennas on an e x i s t i n g tower (not increas ing the h e i g h t ) 
and placement of a 12' x 20* unmanned eg. bui lding 

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances for this property? yes__ 
12. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this property? yes no x 

no 

IF THIS APPLICATION IS SIGNED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN TEDE PROPERTY OWNER, 
A SEPARATE NOTAJRIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY STATEMENT FROM THE OWNTER 
MUST BE SXJBMTTTED, AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS 
APPLICATION. 

STATE OF NEW YORK) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE) 
SS.: 

THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND STATES 
THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPKESENTATIONS CONTAINED IN THIS 
APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND 
ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT 
FURTEIER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILrrY TO THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF THIS APPLICATION. 

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: 

^ 
-̂ —^ PAmdlA.gfCOtJO -^ 

Notary Public. State of New York 
Reg. # 01815053046 

Qualified in Orange County ^ 
' ' ion Expires December 11,20QI;d» 

[//^/vwr/df^. 

(AGENTS SJfBNA 

Eva L. B i l l e d 

ER:S SIGNATURE) 

fAlTJRE) 

Please Print Agent's Name as Signed 
For Ce l lu l a r One 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

TdwN \}mW^?t-r~^\ 
T 0 W N C F ^ - ; F ! V . - - . : - : ) 3 0 R 1 

% \i <i ssssn '^>-<, ^-^ SEP 2 0 2003 

DAXB;APPUGATIONji?^GEIVED APPLICATION NUMBER 

PAGE2 0 F 2 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

ITEM 

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9, 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

TBD 

X 

X 

TBD 

. Site Plan Title 

. Provide 4" wide X 2" high box (m THE LOWEST 
RIGHT CORNER OF THE PLAN) for use by Planning 
Board in afBxing Stamp of Approval. (ON ALL PAGES OF 
SITE PLAN). 

SAMPLE: 

Applicant's Name(s) 

Applicant's Address 

Site Plan Preparer's Name 

Site Plan Preparer's Address 

Drawing Date 

Revision Dates 

Area Map Inset and Site Designation 

Properties within 500' of site 

Property Owners (Item #10) 

Plot Plan 

Scale (1" = 50' or lesser) 

Metes and Bounds 

Zoning Designation 

North Arrow 

Abutting Property Owners 

Existing Building Locations 

Existing Paved Areas 

Existing Vegetation 

Existing Access & Egress 

03 *y 

SEP 3 0 2003 I 

TBD - To Be Determined 
NA - Not Applicable PAGE 1 OF 3 



rwfi P R O P O S E D I M P R O V E M E N T S 

22. NA ^Landscaping 

23. NA Exterior Lighting 

24. NA Screening 

25. NA Access & Egress 

26. NA Parking Areas 

27. NA Loading Areas 

28. NA Paving Details (Items 25 - 27) 

29. NA Curbing Locat ions 

30. NA Curbing through sect ion 

3 1 . NA Catch Basin Locat ions 

32. NA Catch Basin Through Sect ion 

33. NA Storm Drainage 

34. NA Refuse Storage 

3 5. NA Other Outdoor Storage 

36. NA Water Supply 

37. NA Sanitary Disposal S y s t e m 

38. NA Fire Hydrants 

39. X Building Locations 

40 TBD Building Setbacks 

4 1 . X Front Building Elevat ions 

42. NA Divisions of Occupancy 

43. NA Sign Details 

44. TBD Bulk Table Inset 

45. X Property Area (Nearest 100 sq. ft.) 

46. X Building Coverage (sq. ft.) 

47. X Building Coverage (% of total area) 

48. NA Pavement Coverage (sq. ft.) \Jf %J^ ~ " i ^ <̂ ., 

49. NA Pavement Coverage (% of total area) 

50 NA Open Space (sq. ft.) 

52. NA N o . of parking spaces p roposed 

53. NA N o . of parking spaces requi red 
* TBD- To Be Determined T> A r^t? o i-iT? o 
- NA - Not A p p l i c a b l e 

03-'^ 
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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. NA Referral to Orange County Planning Dept. is required for all 
applicants filing AD Statement. 

55. NA 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 pohcy of this State and this community to conserve, protect and encourage the 
development and improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, and other 
products, and also for its natural and ecological value. This notice is to inform 
prospective residents that the property they are about to acquire lies partially or wholly 
within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of such a district and that fanning 
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 '5 A CKNO WLEDGMENT: 

THE PLAT FOR THE PROPOSED SITE PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH THIS CHECKLIST AND THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ORDINANCES, TO THE 
BEST OF MYJOsTOWLEDGE. 

^̂ .̂̂ -,̂ .̂ cfê ^ y.'̂ ĵ 

PLEASE NOTE: SS 9S Se S€ S€ 3e 

THE APPLICANT OR THEIR REPRESENTATIVE IS RESPONSIBLE TO 
KEEP TRACK OF ALL EXPIRATION DATES FOR ANYANDAMr-
APPROVALS GRANTED TO A PROJECT. EXTENSIONS MmiM 
APPLIED FOR PRIOR TO EXPIRATION DATE. 

U ? 0 " ^ / < ^ ^ ! / PAGE30F3 
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AGmr/OWNER PROXY STATEMmgf: 
^or professional representation) 

for submittal to the: 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

Sunsetcrest Realty Corp. /WGNY 
c/o Mr. Robert Maines deposes and says that he resides 

(OWNER) 

at WGNY, 661 L i t t l e B r i t a i n Road, New Windsor, NY 12553 in the County of Orange 
(OWNER*S ADDRESS) 

and State of New York 

(Sec._ Block 

and that he is the owner of property tax map 

Lot__ ) 
designation nuniber(Sec. 29 Block l Lot 27.51) which is the premises described in 
the foregoing qjplication and that he designates: 

Cellular One c/o Mr. Kevin Brennan, 1351 Route 55, LaGrangeville, NY 12540 

(Agent Name & Address) 

The Chazen Companies« 21 Fox S t r e e t , Poughkeepsie, NY 12601 
( Name & Address of Professional Representative of OwDsst and/or Agent) 

as his agent to make the attached ̂ }plication. 

THLS DESIGNATION SHALL BE EFFECTIVE UNTIL WITHDRAWN BY THE OWNER OR 
UNTIL TWO (2) YEARS FROM THE DATE AGREED TO, WHICH EVER IS SOONER 

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: 

Notary Public. State of New Yortt 
Reg. # 01S15053046 

QuBiified in Orange County 
Oommfceion Expires December I t . a o £ ^ 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

ic-k 

5|C S|C 

Owner's 
(//^ O/'i^^r/rjMf 
e (MUST BE NOTARIZED 

^genVs Signature (KMplicable) (Applicant) 

Professional Representative's Signature 
(Engineer for Applicant) 

PLEASENOTE: ONLY OWNERS SIGNATURE MUST BE NOTAHTTFJ). 

TfflS PROXY SHALL BE VOID TWO (2) YEARS AFTER A G K E E P T O T B Y O T ^ 

»w. 

P 3 0 2003 



P^dOj/^J^'.,^ 
•XX' 

ATTACHMENT S 

£.. Flood Hazard Atea Development Permit AppHcatioa Fora, 

B. Certificate of CompllanceX?^ 

PLEASE NOTE: IF PROPERTY IS NOT IN A FLOOD ZONE, PLEASE INDICATE THAT ON 
THIS FORM AND SIGN YOUR NAME- RETURN FORM *WITH PLAN-NING 
BOARD APPLICATION. 

IF PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN A FLOOD ZONE, PLEASE COMPLETE 
THE ATTACHED (LEGAL SIZE) PAPERS AND RETURN WITH PLAJSNING 
BOARD APPLICATION. 

Not i n a flood zone 

Eva L. Biu-leci 
(For Ce l lu la r One) 

03-29 
n 

bl? 3 0 2003 

i i:;^-i:^L^;n^:FlA?^N([iG 



PROJECT I.D. NUMBER: 

10381.00 ^ 617.20 
Appendix C 

State Environmental Quality Review 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only 

PART i - PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project Sponsor) 
1. APPLICANT/SPONSOR 

Cellular One 
2. PROJECT NAME 

Cellular One New Windsor 

3. PROJECT LOCATION: 
Munidpaiity 565 Toleman Road, New Windsor county Orange 

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map) 

565 Toleman Road, Southwest of the intersection of Toleman Road and Route 207 

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

D New • Expansion D Modification/alteration 

6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: 

Adding telecommunications antennas to existing tower (not increasing the height of the tower) and placement 
of a 12x20 unmanned equipment building at the base of the tower. 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 

Initially: .005(+/-) acres Ultimately: .005^+/-) acres 

8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 
•Yes D No If No, descritie briefly. Existing non-conforming use as a telecommunications facility. 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? 
• Residential a Industrial • Commerdal D Agriculture D Parit/Forest/Open space D Other: 

Describe; Houses, Storage Facility & Telecommunications Facility near by. 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL 
AGENCY (FEDERAL, STATE, OR LOCAL)? 

•Yes D No If Yes, list agency name and pennit/approval. Site Plan Approval from 
the Town of New Windsor Planing Board 

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 
DYes • No If Yes, list agency name and pemiit/approvai. Existing non-conformlng use as telecommunications 
facility 

12. AS A RESULT OF THE PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION? 
•Yes D No 

I CERTIFY-niAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

Applicant/sponsor nafrie;^ £^ ^Bva Billed^ Cellular One Date: September 9. 2003 

Signature: ryy^jB^^ 

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a State agency, complete the Coastal 
Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment. 

OVER 
1 

>Z? 3 0 2003 ! 
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PARTII -E Nj^ONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To b i i ^ I by Agency) 
Pl^^ lKbSHOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.4? If yes, cooSnate the review proc A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY T Y P E W H R E S H O L D IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.4? If yes, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF. 

D Yes D No 
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR. PART 617.6? If No. a negative 

declaration may be superceded by another involved agency. 

D Yes D No 
C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, if legible) 

CI . Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, 
potential for eioson, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly: 

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly: 

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain briefly: 

C4. A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain 
briefly: 

C5. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly: 

C6. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified in CI - C5? Explain briefly: 

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly: 

D. WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CEA? 

D Yes O No 
E. IS THERE. OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE. CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS? 

n Yes n No If Yes. explain briefly: 

PART III - DETERMINATION O F SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency) 
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or otherwise 
significant. Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occum'ng; 
(c) duration; (d) irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference 
supporting materials. Ensure that explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse impacts have t)een 
identified and adequately addressed. If question D of Part II was checked yes, the determination and significance must 
evaluate the potential impact of the proposed action on the environmental (^aracteristics of the CEA. 

D Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY occur. 
Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration. 

D Check this box if you have detenmined, based on the infonmation and analysis above and any supporting 
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result In any significant adverse environmental impacts AND 
provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination: 

Name of Lead Agency 

Print or Type Name of Responsit>le Officer in Lead Agency Titie of Responsible Officer 

Signature of Responsilile Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different firom responsible officer) 

Date T R5v;CE!Vî 5 
nUV^=^ : r i . - , f vv . ^^ : i iUH? 

lO _0 
O q 3 0 2003 
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Included Real Propat^y 

General Description of Property and Improvements 

rfce Aubjttt pKOptKty U Idtattd In tkt 

Tewn ei NiM WindioJi, County c< OMnst» Statt oi Hw YoKk^ 

Tkt pKoptKty li pafLt of 4 <^vc tot 4u6<C^w -̂con oi appJi^xl* 

nately ont ac^t in ^Izt* Acee44 t^ tkt paftctl XA iAom 

Tolcman ^ocd cvtX a filgkt'Oi-WAy AppxexlmatHy HO {ttX i^om 

iht ftoad* Tht l^nd li QttitKatJLy ttxttl a.n.d imp\otte,d valth A 

tn,an^mi46ion towtK {QA \cidlo poApc^di, Uo community Ativlc^t 

&KZ available, to tht ai^e-

X»egal D e s c r i p t i o n 

ALL di«t cefUM p]«t, jAtm « pAfwl af kedi wkli dt feviMiftp 9^ faapffr—we timfm tmfM, AltttaK 

iyifts And being lA the j^^n Of Mew tfindsor, County of Orange and State of 
New York, bounded and described as follows« 

DŜ GZNtJING at a point on the division line bet%^een the land nov or 
formerly of lllger (reputed owner) on the south end the lands of , 
Czumk (reputed owner) on the northr said point being Worth 61» 
54* 20" West 17$,52 feet from a point B^TThTF westerly line of the 
existing Toleinan Road; thence« from said point of beginnin? and 
along the first mentioned division line, North 61* S4* 20" West 
20«.0O feet to ft point on the division line bet%#een the lands now o 
formerly of the Church of Our Father (reputed owner) on the north­
west and the parcel herein described on the southeast; thence, elon 
the last Mentioned division line, worth 27* 43' 40* Bast 201.00 
feet to a jpoint; thence# through the lands of Ctunek (reputed owne 
the following courses; South €1* 54* 20' ITast 208«00 feet; South 
27* 43' 40" Heat 201.00 feet to the place of beginning, containing 
0.99 acres, more or less. 

PCO/cOC'i oCOes SIliZdiKOCi NZZYHD 920? t S t r v 3 cZ'-ZJ CC02 ,9T"d i£ 

file:///cidlo
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TOGETHER with e l5*foot right of way* running in « northweeterlv 
direction from the aforementioned iresterly line of tolenun Hoed 
end along the eforementioned division line betveen the lend* now 
or formerly of IlXger (reputed o«mer> on the south end the lends of 
C*yma)c (reputed owner) on the notth, for the purpose of ingree*. end 

,eqi9B9 «nd being better described es followst - SSOXNIflKG «t e 
point on the sforefnentioned westerly line of the existing Yolemsn 
Roed, said point being on the division iin'e between the lende now 
or formerly of Illger (reputed owner) on the south end the lends of 
Ciumek (reputed owner) on the north; thence from said point of 
beginning end along the lest nmntioned division line. North «!• 54« 
West 179#52 feet to e point; thence through the lends of Csumek 
(reputed owner) the following eoursesi north 27* 43' 40' Cast IS^O 
fe«t« South 61* 54* 20" East 177.49 feet to a point on the afore«> 
mentioned westerly line of the existing'Tolenan Hoad/ thence along 
the last mentioned line* South 20* 00* 00" feat 15*15 feet to the 
place of beginning, containing 0.0€ acrea« siore or less. 

BEING a portion of the same premises conveyod by Frank Ctvmak to 
Frank Csumak and Mary Cfu»ak by deed dated Noveflibov 25, 1IS9« Imd 
recorded in the orange county Clerk** Office on Kfovenber ;27> 19S9 
in Liber 1531 of fieeds at page 108, the aaid Prank CsuJsak having 
-died;a..xesidei)t of the County of Orange on the 19th day df-January 
19721 leaving him surviving his spouse, Hary Cxumak^ the grantor 
herein. 

?OC/£00'a 600C# SIItWdKOD N2ZVH0 9Z0i iSt 9?3 0£''21 £002i9T'<33S 
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Subject Property 
TqUki nv ur,., ' • • * " - s 5 I . ^ d K 0 0 MS2VHD 

^00/ fOO'c 6D0e# 

ozoi> H 7 S^6 T t ^S t £ 0 0 2 . 9 f a 3 S 



LEGEND; 

itrftnttfirtuvrm 

M t i t m t ^ , , m . . i . . . . l t . . . . . . J . J . . » 

'm^^mimi'itm^^^^^^ 

NO PHYSICAL BOUNDS 

ADJACENT PROPERTY LINE 

EXISTING CHAINLINK FENCE 

EXISTING CONTOUR 

EXISTING DRIVEWAY AND/OR 

CLEARED AREA 

EXISTING BUILDING 

PROPOSED BUILDING 

PROPOSED GRAVEL W/OIL A CHIP 

PROPOSED GRAVEL 

PROPOSED CHAINUNK FENCE 

ADJOINER LIST 

PROJECT TAX # AND OWNER: 
29-1-27.51 
SUNSET CREST REALTY CORPORATION/WGNY 
C/0 ROBERT MAINES 

TAX ID # 

29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 
52-1 
52-1 
52-1 
52-1 
52-1 
29-1 
29-1 
29-1 

63 
62 
26.221 
27.3 
27.2 
27.1 
27.52 
28.1 
28.21 
•30 
29 

-64 
-28.22 
-15.1 
-58.1 
58.2 

-58.3 
-14 
•31 

-27.41 
-27.42 

OWNER 

JOSEPH DIMICEU 
PHYLUS A WILUAM EICH 
ROCK TAVERN VILLAGE 
GEORGE GOTTLIEB 
JAY A DIANE OLDHAM 
MILDRED & DAVID PEREZ 
MARY CZUMAK 
UNITARIAN SOCIETY OF O.C. 
ELAINE & STEVEN OVSAK 
GREGG WELLS 
STEPHAN & PATRIOA NEYBOLD 
s c o n & ANN MILLER 
FLORINDA & JOSEPH SABELLA 
CHARLES HAUSER 
LAWRENCE RICHARDSON 
GERALD & DEBRA LORRAINE 
PATRICIA NAF C/0 DOMINQUEZ 
FRIEDA NET2 C/0 CZARNECKI 
WALTER A JOSEPHINE DZIEREK 
RAYMOND CZUMAK 
RAYMOND CZUMAK 

Lands Now or Formerly of 

UNITARIAN SOCIETY OF O.C. 
Section 29, Stock h Lot 28.1 

Book 1827, Page 387 

/ 

\ 

— 

< 
z 

a: 
o 
u. 

\-
z 
UJ 
2 
Zt. 
o 
o 
m 
CL 
o: 
l i j 
a 

ro 

ro 

ro 

UJ 
z o 

< 
-J 
3 
_i 
_ j 
Ui 
O 
o 
z 
< 

UJ 
UJ 
z 
o 
z 
UJ 

o 
»— 
a: 
UJ 
ti­
ro 

o 
?o \ 
o 

OJ 

z 
UJ 

o 
o 

N̂  

tn 
Z 
UJ 

3 
O 
o 
oc 
bJ 
UJ 
z 
3 
z 
UJ 

a: 
UI 
CL 

ro 
O \ 
CO 

o 

' 

1 
$ 

y 

5)rf.^ 

Lands Now or fofmerly of 

CHARLES HAUSER 
Section 52. Block h Lot 15.1 

V SP1 y sc 

OVERALL SITE PLAN 
SCAUE: r - 3 0 

NOTES: 

1 CONTRACTOR TO INSTAU A LEVEUNG COURSE OF GRAVEL (NYSOOT SUdBASE C O U R ^ TYPE 4) . 
AND 1HLN KESUt^ACE \MTH OIL AND CHIP. 

2. CONTRACTOR CAMNOT QRADC OUTSM)E OF THE 19' MIOE RIGHT OF l A Y WmiQ DRIVEWAY I^SUitf^AC^G. 

3 K)^ MMHiMC^ GRANTED BY THt ZBA ON 1 1 / 1 0 / 0 3 TO ALLOW T l ^ FACtUlY TO OKMATE AS A HIKaJLSS 
TELEQOMMUNiCAnUN^ ^AUUTY, 

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 
SECTION 52. BLOCK 1, LOT 27.51 

ZONING DESIGNATiON: 
R1-RURAL RESIDENTIAL 

PROPERTY AND TOWER OWNER; 
SUNSET CREST REAUTY CORP. 
C/O WGNY. BOB MAINES 
661 UTTLE BRITTAIN ROAD 
NEW WINDSOR, NY 12553 

APPLICANT 
CELLULAR ONE 
1351 ROUTE 55 
CEUULAR ONE SITE NAME: NEW WINDSOR 

APPROXIMATE U.S.G.S, COORDINATES: 
LATITUDE: 41" 28* 2 ^ 2 " N 
LONGITUDE: 74* 08* 22.62" W 

3£ in 

I 
li 

SITE ADDRESS: 
535 TOLEMAN ROAD 
NEW WINDSOR. NY 

DIRECTIONS: 
TAKE 1-84 WEST TO EXIT 7S. FOLLOW RT. 300 AND TAKE A RIGHT 
ON RT. 207. FOLLOW RT. 207 AND TAKE A LEFT ON TOLEMAN ROAD. 
TURN RIGHT INTO DRIVEWAY. 

PROPERTY AREA: 

1.00 ACRES ± 

A 

EXISTING BUILDING COVERAGE: 

280 SQ. FT. 

PROPOSED BUILDING COVERAGE 

240 SQ. FT. 

SURVEY NOTES: 

1. BASE MAP AND BOUNDARY INFORMATION TAKEN FKOM A PLAN ENTITLED 
"CERTIFICATION SURVEY LANDS OF STEREO NEWURGH, INC.* 
PREPARED BY VINCENT J. DOCE L S . AND DATED MAY 20, 1986. 

2. EXISTING CONTOURS >NERE TAKEN FROM 20' CONTOUR INTERVAL 
TOPOGRAPHY FROM THE ORANGE COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY 
DATA SET, DATED 1997. 

3. EXISTING ABOVE GROUND FEATURES TAKEN FROM A SITE VISIT CONDUCTED 
ON 6 / 7 / 0 3 AND NOT BASED ON AN ACCURATE RELD SURVEY. 

DRAWING INDEX 

SHEET # 

8P1 
8P2 
8D1 

SHEET NAME 

OVERALL SITE PLAN 

SITE PLAN & DETAILS 
DETAILS 

TOWNO» . 
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ZOnmG DRAWINGS • NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD APPMOVAL 
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(f) BEACON 9220'± AOL 

(1) 5 BAY ANTENNA BOTTOM 
0I9O'± AGL A TOP 021O± AOL 

our WRES m90*± AGL 

CENTERUNE OF PROPOSED CELLULAR ONE 
SP2I ANTENNAS ©173'± A a (TYP. OF 9) 

(1) STAV0NMAS7EP mifP ANTENNA 
W41'± AGL 

0 ^ / 

^ / 

APPROXIMATE LOCATION OP 
EXISTING TOWER POUNDATION 

APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF EXISTING 
6' HIGH CHAIN UNK PENCE 

n 

£^S27m..&irj^R^ 

APPROXIMA m LOCA VON 
EXISTING RADIO TOWER 
FOR WGNY FM 

/ 

/ 
I 

/ 
/ PROPOSED CELLULAR ONE 

/ ICE BRIDGE OVER 
EXISTING BUILDING 
TOTAL LENGTH=2V± 

PROPOSED 6' HIGH 
SD1 yCHAINUNK FENCE 

y k y y y y y y y y / y X y y A / 

HVAC HVAC 

PROPOSED 12 \20 ' BUILDING 
FOR 

CELLULAR ONE 

PROPOSED ICE 
BRIDGE POST 
(TYP) 

PROPOSED GRAVEL DRIVEWAY 
AND PARKING 

EXISTING OVERHEAAD WIRES 
TO BE REROUTED UNDERGROUND 

(2) OBSmUCVON UGHTS afW± AGL 

GUY m/fes Of39'± AGL 

^ (1) SCALA CORNER REFISCTVR mi6'-4'± AGL 

224*± AGL 

GUY mRES 999'-2''± AGL 

GUY WIRES 049'-5''± AGL 

(1)FAA HORN 042'-2'± AGL 

HNISHEC GRADE' 

1 SITE PLAN 
SP2 7 SCALE: r=^5' 

NOTE: EXISTING INFORMATION SHOWN PROVIDED BY MIDSTATE COMMUNICATIONS 
PROPOSED INFORMATION PROVIDED BY CELLULAR ONE. 

2 A TOWER ELEVATION 
SP2 / SCALE: N.T.S 

SCALt IN Hut I 

| - 8 . 0 " ^ 

48" 

(SEE PLAN) 

4000 PSI CONCKETE SLAB W/1 LAYER 
#4 BAR O 12" O.C. E.W. W/3" CLEAR. 
BROOM FINISH SURFACE 

r CHAMFER 

FINISHED GRADE 

y T Y P . — ^ 

i 
#3 TIES O 12 O.C. 

FRONT VIEW SIDE VIEW 

MODEL: DECIBEL DB844H90f 

PANEL ANTENNA DETAIL 
SP2 J SCALE: N.T.S 

4 \ CONCRETE EQUIPMENT BUILDING PAP SECTION 
SP2 J SCALE: N.T.S. 

ZONING DRAWINGS - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL 
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ATTACH ANTENNA CABLES TO TOWER AS PER TOWER 
MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS 

SUPPORT POST & BRACKET FOR 27" CHANNEL (3 -9 " ) 
PART #802225 (PIROD INC OR EQUAL) CUT POST 
LENGTH TO SUIT BY REMOVING 
UNCAPPED END 

27" CABLE BRIDGE MANUFACTURED 
BY PIROD OR EQUAL MODEL NUMBER 
124470 CUT BRIDGE CHANNEL 
LENGTH TO SUIT 

3"1/20 SCHEDULE 40 
GALVANIZED STEEL 
ICE BRIDGE SUPPORT POST. (TYP.) 

RNISHED GRADE 

ICE BRIDGE SUPPORT POST-

FINISHED GRADE 

5 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ 3000 # CONCRETE 
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NOTE: 
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TYPICAL ICE BRIDGE 
SECTIONAL ELEVATION DETAIL 

SD1 SCALE: N.T.S. SD1 

TYPICAL ICE BRIDGE 
CONCRETE POST FOUNDATION DETAIL 
SCALE: N.T.S. 

CONCRETE DOOR SILL DETAIL 
SD1 J SCALE: N.T.S. vi/ 

BUILDING ELEVATIONS 
TYPICAL 12'x20' EQUIPMENT SHELTER 
SCALE: N.T.S. 

2" GALV. DIAMOND MESH §Q 
GA. FABRIC (TYP) 

TOP RAIL BRACE 

GATE LATCH 
WITH LOCK 
STRETCHER BAR 

=-FINISHED GRADE 

3 ' - 6 " MIN 
3" TYP. 

FRAME WORK SCHEDULE 
LINE POST O.D. 

2 ' 

2* 1/2 

3 ' 

END CORNER POST O.D. 

2" 

3" 

4* 

TOP RAIL ft ORACE RAIL 

1 5 /8" 

1 5 /8 -

2" 

GATE POST SCHEDULE 
GATE LEAF SIZE 

UP TO 12' 

12' TO 20' 

POST O.D. 

3" 

4* 

18' MIN. 

NOTE: 
GATES ARE TO SWING OUTWARD. MAINTAINING 
4" OF CLEARANCE FROM FINISHED GRADE. 

CHAIN LINK FENCE ELEVATION. TYP, 
SD1 J SCALE: N.T.S 

6 A WIRE SWING GATE . SINGLE 
SD1 / SCALE: N.LS 
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