PB# 86-58

Windsor Square
(Sub.)

35-1-42.1 & 42.2



cesrEengin

A

N — e o , =
e

R S TS Y

iRl




,/‘
T 5.t
F7 3
[N
2 R
i :g
Y
i Tt
2N
-l
/
R
S
Kf.
/}
Y A
oo
Nt
W L f i
PR N
! % i
i S,
LRI RN
5y
1
;x-’\“;
H
o
)
G
M
ki
>

o General Receipt 8003 "\
TOWN OF -NEW WINDSOR g‘ .
555 Union Avenue .
New Windsor, WSSO “‘&_\‘19 8o
Received of 6 L G $0&5 -0
/ /lAJ\CL. ;7/ »—!\/Q OV/P0 SN DOLLARS
. . - #
&«% -~ D \\(‘MM O-GDig "\\Q.(QL “\-‘LJVY\ —+0 - g(o ‘T-T!.\S’dy
DISTRIBUTION ? Vs " .
L conF avoont By //\L}/)r ;')_‘Q) /!j [ Ser20 :: "'l
e 7 - — }QJ
CW\@ &,2_1"—‘{/622- LSD
_~Q‘_-i.-, ug. ﬁ
Willis=eon Law Book Co.. Rochester, N. Y. 14609 Tlt|e \
General Receipt ;
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR p 1 2 1 O 5
555 Union Avenue .
New Windsor, N. Y, 12550 5 y ot ; 1991
Received oter~f Vol i  Agnal el . $ ;3 _/if S. 70
)
Cftree R ssemanc ‘._/~‘ Cerdisod c.fp % /..’4 3 57”/"0 DOLLARS
- 7,
A
For ' L‘ {" ] ’4 v, fa_" fy -0 ﬁ:’, .?;;’_ fé;sv'da
! DISTRIBUTION:
FUND CODE AMOUNT 8 . /
[ (Hock /13 3455 00 YW.
7/ o oS8 Quby 2 ¥
/\ ) .
(/ ‘ N . th
ﬁﬂ//f[é Mi/M&MM@L,_/ C
Ny oy _
5 .l - //./. //,, aand L0 7 L0, °q ‘0/@”4/ ;

?&s
[\

_EL_«L_ 79

7 m,ﬂ(//fgmﬂﬁédué&ﬁaai@g@/'

o

Z)LLL(, a&p?

?milwf

R TOt L Lo e




] BY £ Qa3 AKX I o L [ Srag.

(}y\p : :.H/b—QL c;ZS;Q . : i . :2 2 @c/(')

Titie \

Witliemson Law Baok Co,, Rochwster, N. Y. 14609

e b e e v ————

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR General Receipt 12105

555 Union Avenue g .
i . cte b 19
New Windsor, N, Y, 12550 i ’ . v 7
Received ot/ enld 4 » VA e W QA4 Cla 42 - $ f ., JO)
2,
/, . W
7 /4 2 . aSO; % "91

ftaee. 2 2 - = £T-1 A 792 DOLLARS

Al SNE DL e S "l Za % 7 //
2 oy C~
For /X 3. F6-58 ’,_,A 00 Ciiaon . Fae ffsv.do

I .

FUND CODE AMOUNT a -~ " /
| &,\/@é L) ,
w4 oy
%W{é///ﬁfmjwzﬁ&dzad_ﬁmd__@ S

Gt o] -

~—

. e 9- 3 _

0 cﬁ X&éﬁ?‘\o‘
oci
DLW

o

e
~

- ,memw :“




e s e et 2 s gt el

R St +

R

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, N. Y. 12550

Received of

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

W:}L.W 2
For /d /:Zé—j‘j—‘-— %é—’us

General Receipt

12143

Pus v 77

j%‘:7 197/
$ D250

DOLLARS

DISTRIBUTION:

' FUND CODE AMOUNT
Az I Basiew
Williwemwon Low Boak Co- Racy"o=or. . Y. 14609
~ A
=2 = . - T :{::i -

A PTG W SRS o

N o — - “




HUNTER - Cuttural Resource Consultants
RESEARCH .
ASSOCIATES

714 S. Clinton Ave.
Trenton, NJ 08611
Tel. 609/695-0122

A PHASE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY
FOR THE
WINDSOR SQUARE PROPERTY
- SECTION 35, BLOCK 1, LOTS 42.1 AND 42.2
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK

Prepared for:

Richard Shulkin

Windsor Square Associates, Inc.
15-150 0l1ld Boute 9W

New Windsor, NY 12550

September 1988

e ererr—



3 S Vi o . .

w

- INTRODUCTION  -. . _

TABLE OF CONTENTS

o
QD
s}
@

i

A. Project Background and Scope-of Work
B. Criteria of Evaluation

C. Definition of Terms

D. Project Chronology

E. Previous Research

P S W W
1
) O O b e

GEOGRAPHICAL SETTING 2-1
PREHISTORIC BACKGROUND 3-1
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND : 4-1
A. The Early Settlement and Colonial Perlods 4-1
B. The Revolutlonary Period - 42
C. The EostuRevolutionary War Period 4~
ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD INVESTIGATIONS E-1
SITE EVALUATION, ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT AND
RECOMMENDATIONS 6-1
SUMMARY A N
REFERENCES |

APPENDICES - Summary of Subsurface Testing

A

B. Artifact Inventory

C. New York State Historic Archaeoclogical
-Site Inventory Form

D. List of Contacts :

E. List of Repositories Visited
or Contacted

F. Resumes



Figure

S N N N N e

NN N
BoWw N

[ )
.

DD ORWN N e

LIST OF FIGURES

Location ¢f Project Area
Detailed Location of Project Area
Project Area Soils

DeWitt Map of 1783

Sidney Map of 1851

French, Wood and Beers Map of 1859
Hughes Map of 1864

Beers Map of 1875

Beers Map of 1891

Lathrop Map of 1903

Site Plan

Shovel Test 11, Plan View

'LIST OF PLATES

General view of western edge of
property looking east

General view of western edge of
property looking south

General view of railroad line along
southeastern edge of property

General view of northeastern corner
of property looking east

View of stone wall along western edge

of property

g
o
R
)

[ O B

«Q

t
[0 Sl S P (o s < I SN U N

Lo}
[0} oh#nbilb-aé»bth-l\?t—*l—‘

WP = O

@

o+



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

- Many individuals have contributed to the completion of this

cultural resource survey. Richard Shulkin of Windsor Square
Associates has provided funding for these investigations and
supplied various project-related materials. Both Mr.
Shulkin and Elias Grevas have kindly answered. numerous
questions concerning the Windsor Square property and given
us the benefit of their knowledge of the local area.

Thanks are due to the staff of the New York State Ofiice of
Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP), and
specifically to Robert Ewing (OPRHP) and Paul Huey of the
Bureau of Historic Sites, who at various times assisted us
with their files and discussed the cultural resource issues
raised by this project. Beth Wellman of the New York State
Museum kindly responded to our request for a search of the
museum s prehistoric site files.

Jane Townsend, Site Manager at the New Windsor Cantonment
3tate Hiztorie Site, and members of the National Tempie iHill
Association (specifically, Donald €. Gordon,- Glenn Marshalil
and Thomas Murray) were responsive to our inquiries
concerning the locations of known and suspected
Revolutionary War era sites in the project vicinity.
Herbert and Sandi Crosbie, members of the Town of New
Windsor Historic Parklands Commission, also supplied useful
historical information. Thanks are also extended to the
staffs of the Newburgh Free Library, the Orange County
Genealogical Society, the Orange County Historical Society,
the Goshen Public Library and Historical Society, and the
deed room of the Orange County Court House.

Background research for this survey was performed by Richard
Porter. Field investigations were supervised by Richard
Regensburg under the overall direction of Richard Hunter.
Robert Hamilton, Geraldine Baldwin and Brian Ludwig worked
as field assistants. Drafting and report assembly were
performed by Richard Hunter, Richard Porter, Cathe Burrow
and Jean Nist-Ferrara. This report has been cc-authored by
Richard Hunter and Richard Porter.

Richard W. Hunter
Principal Investigator



CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

A. Project Backaround and Scope-of-Nork

The following report describes a Fhase 1 archaecological
survey carried out in connection with the proposed Windsor
Square development, Section 35, Block 1, Lots 42.1 and 42.2,
in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York (Figures
1.1 and 1.2). This survey was performed by Hunter Research
Associates under contract to Windsor Square Associates of
New Windsor, New York in connection with the latter firm's
proposed subdivision application to the Town of New Windsor.

Project plans for this 15.87-acre property currently
envisage a residential development of 30 single family
homes. The subdivision will be serviced by a road loop with
access on to N.Y. Route 32 and Leslie Avenue. Provision is
made for storm water retention in the eastern corner of the
property (Figure 5.1).

In this instance, cultural resource studies were-
specifically requested in anticipation of municipal and
state concerns about the possibility of significant
historical archaeological resources being found within the
project limits. The project site is located in the general
vicinity of the cantonment established by General

" Washington’s American forces during the winter of 1782-83

and it was considered a reasonable possibility that
Revolutionary War era archaeological resources might be
encountered on the Windsor Square property. The entire
property is located within the boundary of the New Windsor
Cantonment site as presently listed in the National Register
of Historic Places. The New Windsor Cantonment State
Historic Site, also contained within the National Register
site and the focus of present-day interpretations of the
historic events of 1782-83, is located approximately 3,000
feet to the west of the Windsor Square property.

No formal scope-of-work was provided for this survey. The
consultant therefore performed a standard Phase 1
archaeoclogical survey comprising background studies
(including archival research and informant interviews), a
site examination (with subsurface testing), analysis of the
assembled data, and preparation of this report. These
studies have concentrated chiefly on issues of prehistoric
archaeology and historical archaeology. There are no
standing buildings on the property; historic architectural
issues have therefore not been considered.

1-1
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Figure 1.2. Detailed Location of Project Area (outlined).
: Source: USGS Conrwall Quadrangle. 1981.
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B. Criteria of Evaluation

The information generated by this survey was considered in
terms of the criteria for evaluation outlined by the U.S.
Department of the Interior, National Register Program:

The quality of significance in American history, architecture,
archaeology, and culture is present in districts, sites,
buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and
association, and:

A. that are associated with events that have made a
significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or

B. that are associated with .the llves of persons
significant in our past; or

-

C. +thai embody the distinctive characieristics of a
type, period, or method <f construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high
artistic values, or that represent a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction; or

'D. that have yielded, or may be.likely to yield
information important in prehistory or history.

Ordinarily, cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of historical
figures, properties owned by religious institutions or used
for religious purposes, structures that have been moved from
their original locations, reconstructed historic buildings,
properties primarily commemorative in nature, and properties
that have achieved significance within the past 50 years shall
not be considered eligible for the National Register.

However, such properties will qualify if they are integral
parts of districts that do meet the criteria or if they fall
within the following categories:

A. a religious property deriving primary significance
from architectural or artistic distinction or historical
importance; or

B. a building or structure removed from its original
location but which is significant primarily for
architectural value, or which is the surviving structure
most importantly associated with a historic person or
event; or

C. a birthplace or grave of a historical figure of
outstanding importance if there is no other appropriate
site or building directly associated with his productive
life; or :

1-4



C.

D. a cemetery which derives its primary significance
from graves of persons of transcendant importance, from
age, from distinctive design features, or from
association with historic events; or

E. a reconstructed building when accurately executed in
a suitable environment and presented in a dignified
manner as part of a restoration master plan, and when no
other building or structure with the same association has
survived; or '

F. a property primarily commemorative in intent if
design, age, tradition, or symbolic value has invested it
with its own historic significance; or

G. a property achieving signifiéance within the past 50
years if it is of exceptional importance.

Definiti .

The Following definitions are from the Department of the
Interior, National Register of Historic Places 36 C.F.E. 63
(Eederal Register, Vol. 42, No. 183, Wed. Sept. 21, 1977, pp.
47666-67): - :

1. A "district"” is a geographically definable area,
urban or rural, possessing a significant concentration,
linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures, or
objects which are united by past events or aesthetically
by plan or physical development. A district may also be
comprised of individual elements which are separated
geographically but are linked by associations or history.

2. A "site” is the location of a significant event, or
prehistoric or historic occupation or activity or a
building or structure whether standing, ruined, or
vanished where the location itself maintains historical
or archaeological value regardless of the value of any
existing structures.

3. A "building" is a structure created to shelter any
form of human activity such as a house, barn, church,
hotel or similar structure. "Buildings” may refer to a
historically related complex, such as a courthouse and
jail or a house and barn.

4. A "structure" is a work made up of interdependent and
interrelated parts in a definite pattern or organization.
Constructed by man, it is often an engineering project
large in scale.



5. An "object" is a material thing of functional,
aesthetic, cultural, historical, or scientific value that
may be, by nature or design, movable yet related to a
specific setting or environment.

D. Project Chronology

Written authorization for commencement of work on this project
was received on July 5, 1988. Background research was mostly
carried out during early July, with the archaeological
fieldwork taking place between July 11 and 15. Weather
conditions during the fieldwork were fine and very warm,
although ground visibility was generally poor because of the
summer vegetation. Analysis of research and field data and
report preparation were performed between July 15 and
September 12, 1988. ’

E. Previous Research

No detailed archaeological investigations have been
specifically directed at the Windsor Bquare property prior
this survey, although a number of cultural resource studies
have taken place in the immediate vicinity. The neighboring
Epiphany College property (on the opposite [western] side of
N.Y. Route 32) has been the subject of two investigations by
this firm during the summer of 1988. These studies )
specifically attempted to locate remains of the 18th-century
Cumming House (originally located in the southwestern angle of
the Union Avenue/N.Y. Route 32 intersection), the
Revolutionary War era encampment of the Second Massachusetts
Brigade (which straddled present-day N.Y. Route 32 to the
south of Union Avenue) and a poorly documented burial ground
believed to have been associated with the cantonment (whose
precise site remains uncertain). The 19th-century farm
properties and the early 20th-century Epiphany Apostolic
College were also researched. No significant Revolutionary
War era remains were identified on the Epiphany College
property during these investigations.

The site of the New Windsor Cantonment of 1782-83 has been the
subject of intense historical and archaeclogical scrutiny over
the years. This scrutiny has generated much useful historical
and archaeological data, not only on the present State- and
municipal-owned properties where the present-day
cantonment-related activities are focused, but also on many
nearby privately-owned properties where Revolutlonary War era
events also took place.
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The New Windsor Cantonment State Historic Site is an important
repository of historical information and holds copies of many
primary archival materials, including maps and views dating

from the Revolutionary period (Machin 1778; Pickering 1782;

DeWitt 1783; Tarbell 1783). The State of New York, through
its Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, has
sponsored the bulk of the research relating to the cantonment
to date. Over the past twelve years, a number of reports on
archaeological - investigations (Wentworth 1976; Goring 1978;
Goring and Dempsey 1978; Fisher 1981; Fisher 1982; Fisher
1983a; Fisher 1983b; Huey 1983; Fisher 1985; Fisher 1986),
geophysical and geochemical studies (Bevan 1981; Sopko 1883)
and archival research (Brown 1975) have appeared under the
auspices of the state government. Some of these studies were
stimulated by possible impacts from development, others were
more research-oriented in emphasis.

Within the past year, a historical overview of the New Windsor
Cantonment has been published (Dempsey 1987). This provides a

-good general background to the events of the Revolutionary War

that took place in the New Windsor vicinity and has been a
useful source for this survey. There are also a number of
other relevani general texts dealing with the history of
Orange County and the New Windsor area, many of them dating
from the late 19th. century (e.g., Eager 1847; French 1860;
Denniston 1863; Beach 1873; Ruttenber and Clark 1881;
Ruttenber 1890; Ruttenber 1911).

. Historic maps have been a valuable research tool during this

survey. In addition to the Revolutionary war maps already
noted, there are various other maps dating from the mid-19th
century onwards which supply coverage of the project -vicinity
(Sidney 1851; French et al. 1859; Hughes 1864; Beers 1875;
Beers 1891; Lathrop 1903). These have been valuable in
tracing the project site s more recent land use history and
have given important clues to other cultural resources in the
area.

Two other cultural resource studies have been conducted close
to the project site. These are an investigation carried out

-in connection with the proposed improvement of the- Union

Avenue and Temple Hill Road intersection (Eisenberg et al.
n.d.)and a Phase 1 archaeological survey by Hunter Research
Associates, as yet unreported, in connection with the proposed
Olympia subdivision (Section 2, Block 2, Lot 9; adjacent to
the north side of the New Windsor Cantomnment State Historic
Site and immediately west of the Epiphany College property).




CHAPTER 2
GEOGRAPHICAL SETTING

The Windsor Square property is located roughly two miles
southwest of the City of Newburgh and about one-and-a-half
miles due west of the Hudson River (Figure 1.1). It is
located on the east side of N.Y. Route 32 (Windsor Highway)
about 1,500 feet south of Union Avenue (Figure 1.2). N.Y.
Route 32 forms the western boundary of the property (Plates
2.1 and 2.2), while its eastern side is bordered by the
right-of-way for the Conrail s Newburgh Branch railroad
(Plate 2.3). To the north and south are recent residential
subdivisions.

The Windsor Square tract itself is trapezoidal-shaped. The
perimeter is fairly densely wooded with mixed deciduous
growth (mostly maple, ocak, cherry, locust and walnut).. The
interior consists of abandoned fields now overgrown with
iong grasses, clumps of sumac and locust, and shrubs and
bushes. There are also some denser stands of locust, cherry
and maple in the central portion of the property along the
old field boundaries. There are two gaps in the stone wall
along the west side of the property where farm equipment
once gained access to the fields. 1In the far northeastern
corner of the property is a mowed field (Plate 2.4). '

.The project site is located at the eastern edge of the

Hudson Mohawk Lowland physiographic province, close to its
boundary with the Hudson Highlands (which is a part of the
New England Upland physiographic province).. The topography
of this section of Orange County is gently rolling, with
more marked relief to the east adjacent to the Hudson
Valley. The geology underlying the project site consists of
the Snake Hill Shale of Ordovician age, altered by glacial
action and overlaid by glacial and recent deposits
(Broughton et al. 1962; Offield 1967; Thompson 1977; Olsson
1981). ’

The topography of the project site slopes gently down from
northwest to southeast. A slight ridge runs from east to
west across the west central portion of the property. This
landform, which can be seen more clearly in the road bed of
N.Y. Route 32 immediately west of the property (Plates 2.1
and 2.2), is significant in relation to the archaeological
findings discussed below in Chapter 5. Elevations within
the project site range from roughly 274 feet above sea level
on the crest of this ridge at the western edge of the
property to around 224 feet alongside the railroad easement
at the eastern edge of the property (Figure 5.1).



Plate 2.1. General view of western edge of

project site, looking east; N.Y. Boute 32 in

foregromd (Photographer: Richard Begemsburg,
July 1988).

Plate 2.2. General viem of western edge of
project site, locking south; N.Y. Boate 32 in
foregromd (Photographer: Richard Begensburg,
Jaly 1988). .



Plate 2.3. General view looking east showing
eastern edge of project site and Conrail's
Neswtburgh Branch railroad line (Photographer:
Richard Regensburg, Jaly 1988).
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There are no natural drainages within the property, the
nearest being a creek which rises to the north. on the
neighboring Epiphany College property and flows generally
southwards to the west of the Windsor Square property,
entering the Hudson River at the Moodna Creek estuary,
1mmed1ately north of Cornwall (Flgure 1 2)

-30113 in the proaect v1cinity belong to the Mardln Erie

association. This group of soils is typically found in
upland environments and is characterized as sloping, deep,
and moderately well drained to somewhat poorly drained. The
Mardin gravelly silt loam (MdB) dominates over the project
site (Figure 2.1) (Olsson 1981).

The Windsor Square property is today entirely abandoned and
has - not been actively farmed for a decade or more. Aerial
photographs show that the entire property was under
cultivation in the 1970s (Figure 2.1) and was divided into

twe large fields. There are no standing buildings on the-

property.
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CHAPTER 3
PREHISTORIC BACKGROUND

There are a number of recent publications still in print
which deal with the prehistory of the Lower Hudson Valley
(e.g., Ritchie and Funk 1973; Funk 1976; Eisenberg 1978;
Ritchie 1980). This consultant has also produced overviews
of the prehistory of Orange County in the course of recent
cultural resource studies in the area (Hunter Research
Associates 1986; Hunter Research Associates 1987). As the
project site holds little potential for yielding prehistcric
resources (see below), the general prehistory of the region
will not be recounted here. The reader is referred instead
to the sources noted above for pertinent background
prehistoric data.

An examination of standard reference sources produced no
reports of previously recorded prehistoric sites in the
immediate project vicinity (Beauchamp 1900; Parker 1922;
Incorporated Orange County Chapter of the New York State
Archaeological Association site maps and files; New York
State Museum site maps and files; New York State Office of
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation [OPRHP] site '
maps and files). : : : :

The closest known prehistoric sites, according to OPRHP site
maps and files, are located just over a mile away near the
confluence of Moodna Creek and the Hudson River. Here a
cluster of sites occupy a locale -- well-drained terraces
and uplands overlooking a marshy estuary -- that would have
been naturally attractive to aboriginal peoples in search of
fish and game and wild plants. Major waterways, such as the
Hudson and its larger tributaries, were also heavily ’
traveled by prehistoric peoples and, on transportational
grounds, one would also expect to find sites of aboriginal
activity along river banks and close to confluences. Among
the more intensively studied of the Moodna Creek estuary
group of sites are the Lafayette Site (A071-15-0022) and the
Plum Point Site (A071-15-0023), both of which have received
considerable attention from the Orange County Chapter of the
New York State Archaeological Association.

A request by the consultant to the New York State Museum for
a search of this institution’s prehistoric site file for
data relating to the project vicinity produced negative
results. State museum staff gave this locale a "mixed -
probability” sensitivity rating for producing prehistoric
archaeological data.. This assessment was based principally
on local physiographic characteristics as evideni on the
0SGS 7.5° series topographic sheets (Figure 1.2). In
general terms, a higher than average prcbability for
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prehistoric resources was suggested for areas in the
vicinity of streame or swamps. A low probability was
suggested for areas of erosional steep slope. .Other areas
were acsigned an average probability of prehistoric use.

The project site in fact containe no areas of marsnland and
is roughly 1,500 feet from the necarest drainage. There are
no extensive terraces or areas of well-drained soils within
the project site. On this basis, the consultant believes
the project site can more accurately be assigned a low
prehistoric sensitivity rating.
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CHAPTER 4
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The Early Settl ! i Colonial Period

European settlement in the New Windsor section of the Hudson
River Valley began in earnest midway through the first half
of the 18th century. Prior to this time settlement in the
Counties of Ulster and Orange (established in 1683; the
project site was originally sited within Ulster) were
limited in both scope and duration. Various ethnic groups
were represented among the early European arrivals. Dutch
settlers migrating northward along the river and Germans
fleeing religious and economic difficulties in their
homeland were among the first to arrive, followed closely by
English, .Scottish, and Irish immigrants, many of whom came
into the area after residing first in New York City (French
1860: 501, ©660; Denniston 1865: 4, 6-9, 11; Thompson 1977:
13i-132).

The project site was originally included within the
Highlands Precinct of Ulster County, with the name New
Windsor (from Windsor, England) first coming into use as a
local designation during the 1720s8. In 1762 the Precinct of
New Windsor was formally created from the Highlands
Precinct. The New Windsor economy was dominated by
traditional grain-based agriculture throughout the colonial
period, and the local landscape was characterized by
isolated farmsteads scattered among associated farm fields.
This landscape pattern was supplemented by a number of small
nucleated settlements, notably the growing village of New
Windsor on the river (founded in 1749 and and active landing
and ferry center by the time of the American Revolution) and
smaller hamlets like Little Britain and Vails Gate. A
network of roads developed connecting the region’s farms to
these hamlets and to the river facilities at New Windsor.
The present Union Avenue (formerly known as Little Britain
Road) was established during the first half of the 18th
century and is one of the two oldest roads in New Windsor
(Eager 1847: 608-609; French 1860: 509; Denniston 1863: 3,
45, 48; Ruttenber and Clark 1881: 210-212; Ruttenber 1911:
6-7; Dempsey 1987: 3).

The project site was originally included within an 800-acre
tract of land patented to Vincent Matthews in 1720.
Matthews was a descendant of an Irish family that had
migrated to New York City around 1690. In 1721 he settled
in Orange County on one of his many landholdings in the-
region, and he remained a resident in the area until the
time of his death in 1784. In 1724 Matthews sold his New
Windsor patent to Thomas Ellison, another prominent local
landholder. The wealthy Ellison family had migrated from
England to New York City during the 1680s, with Thomas
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Ellison being the first of the family to settle in the New
Windsor region. He purchased a riverfront property just to
the south of the future site of the village of New Windsor
and later built the grist mill that was to serve as the
focal point for the village of Vails Gate (Ruttenber and
Clark 1881: 214; Ruttenber 1911: 17-18, 112-114, 151-152).

The Revolutionary Period

The New Windsor region was a base of American military
operations throughout the American Revolution. The Hudson
River served as a primary transportation and communication.
corridor for both the Middle Atlantic and New England states
and it was therefore of vital strategic importance
throughout the war. The New Windgor region offered
excellent riverfront shipping facilities and ferries,
notably at the villages of New Windsor and Newburgh. These
facilities were supplemented by well-developed local road
network that facilitated transport and communications within
the area. The topographic barrier formed by the hud&on
Highliands to the south (later supplemented by
fortifications) gave protection from EBritish incursions from
New York City. These geographical factors combined to muzs
the region a suitable location for the observation of
British forces to the south and for the effective defense of
the Hudson in the event of a northward offensive thrust from
New York (Fisher 1983: 15; Dempsey 1987: 5-6).

>'In the fall of 1777 the British were able to successfully

pass the Highlands defenses and move northward up the river
above Newburgh. Many Windsor families appear to have left
the area at this time, and, despite the quick return of the
British to New York City, many local houses apparently
remained vacant for much of the duration of the war as
future invasions were feared and the continual presence of
the American army greatly disrupted domestic life. During
the winter of 1780-1781 a detachment of artillery and
supporting troops was assigned to quarters in New Windsor,
and a small encampment was established on the site of what,
two years later, became the hospital of the larger
cantonment (sited to the southeast of the project area).
The presence of a number of vacant dwellings suitable for
officerse” quarters and the successful establiishment of a
small encampment in the area probably contributed to the
decision that the main army should pass the winter of
1782-1783 in New Windsor (Dempsey 1987: 7, 22, 37).

Other factors influencing this decision included the local
availability of sufficient forage and timber, a supportive
local populace (the constant presence of the American army
suppressed most Loyalist sentiment in the region), and an
already existing supply network. The final selection of the
New Windsor area as the site of what was to be the army’'s
last winter encampment was made in the fall of 1782 and
General George Washington assigned the responsibility for
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specific site selection to Colonel Timothy Pickering, his
Quartermaster General. In mid-October Pickering reported
his findings to Washington, and at this time he proposed the
use of what was to become the army s main encampment site
along Silver Stream to the west of the present Temple Hill
Road (Fisher 1983a: 15; Dempsey 1987: 5, 10, 29, 38).

At the same time Pickering also proposed a secondary
encampment site that he felt could support a single brigade.
This site was located in "a wood of William Ellison's” (a
descendant of Thomas Ellison) to "the rear of the artillery
huts" (which were to be converted to serve as the camp
hospltal). Pickering went on to state that it "would be
convenient to throw the bridge back to the higher parts of
it, the front of the wood growing where, in the Spring, the
ground is very wet. This wood joins lands of the Joneses [a
reference to the heirs of Dr. Evan Jones, owners of the land
adjacent to the north side of the Ellison property], where
any addition of timber might be procured”. This second
site became the encampment of the Second Massachusetts

Brigade. Washington approved both of Pickering s proposed

sites and they were formally announced to the army in the
General Orders of October 22nd, 1782 (Dempsey 1987: 33).

The march to the new camp was led by the Massachusetts line,
which, in the fall of 1782, represented the Continental
Army ‘s (at this time numbering about 8000 men) largest state
contingent. Construction began immediately of log huts (to
serve as quarters for the rank-and-file, the line, :
regimental, and brigade officers), guard houses, and various
support structures. Pickering again assumed responsibility
for the layout and design of the camp. He was also kept
busy with the task of finding suitable quarters in local
residences for general and staff officers. Hutting was
essentially completed by the end of December, and the army
settled in for what was to be its last winter encampment.
The Second Massachusetts Brigade encampment included 127
huts and was the largest brigade encampment within the
cantonment (New Windsor Cantonment State Historic Site
FPapers; Pickering 1782; Tarbell 1783; New Windsor
Cantonment: Mazter FPlapn 1380; Dempsey 1987: 39-40, 46-4T7,
79, 195).

In 1783 Simeon DeWitt, the Continental Army’ s
Geographer-in~-Chief, produced a map of the
"Winter-Cantonment” which provided a fairly detailed
representation of the encampment and the surrounding
cultural landscape (Figure 4.1). The main cantonment area
was shown straddling Silver Stream (incorrectly indicated as
"Beaver Dam") just west of today s Temple Hill Road. The
present Union Avenue was shown running west from New Windsor
toward the village of Little Britain. Snake Hill, with the
Dusenberry (formerly John Haskell) house to the east, was .
depicted to the north of Union Avenue. The Second
Massachusetts Brigade encampment site was shown near the
"Cummings” house, about 1,000 to 1,500 feet south of Union
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Avenue and to the northwest of the Hospital (the former
artillery camp of 1780-1781). The eastern end of the line
of huts built by the Second Massachusetts Brigade appears to
have been sited close to the western edge of the current
project site. :

The well-known "Temple”, or "Public Building”,: was built
during January and February (with some finishing work
complieted in March) of 1783. The famous Newburg Conspiracy,
a threatened "rebellion" of the officers corps over the
issue of delayed payment by the Continental Congress, was
brought to a conclusion after an address given by Washington

at the Temple on March 15, 1783. By late March Washington
had received word that the much-rumored peace with England

had finally been signed (this signing had actually occurred
on January 21st), and on April 18th the army was formally
notified through the General Orders (Shy 1976: 17; Dempsey
1987: 92, 116, 123, 137, 140, 152, 173).

The abandonment of the New Windsor Cantonment began in early
June of 1783 and continued for most of that month. Portions
of the Massachusetts line left for home in early June, and
the remaining troops were reorganized to prepare for their
participation in various peacetime military activities. A
large section of the former Second Massachusetis Brigade
encampment was abandoned at this time as the bulk of the
Massachusetts troops were assigned to huts in the main camp
on Temple Hill Road. Only the reorganized Second
Massachusetts Regiment was assigned to quarters in the old
Second Brigade camp. On June 23rd the entire Massachusetts
line left the encampment and marched southward to take up
positions in the West Point area. Timothy Pickering was
assigned responsibility of remaining in the area to pay off
the army s various debts and sell off any remaining
government property. The cantonment was dismantled and sold
off during the summer and fall of 1783, with nearly all of
the nearly 1600 huts and supporting structures being torn
down for firewood and framing members (Dempsey 1987: 209-10,
220-1, 232, 240, 244).

~ . o

There was relatively little change in the New Windsor area
in the years following the Revolution. 1In 1798 the former
New Windsor and Newburgh Precincts were reorganized as the
Towns of New Windsor and Newburgh and removed from Ulster
County and annexed to Orange County. During the early 19th
century the village of Newburgh began the first in a series
of developmental phases that caused it to surpass New
Windsor village as the region’s primary town and river port.
This development included the creation of a number of
turnpikes, an activity that successfully linked Newburgh
with the surrounding agricultural areas. New Windsor was
far less active in the promotion of turnpike projects, but
the Snake Hill Turnpike (now Windsor Highway, or N.Y. Route

4-5



32), incorporated in 1815, was built to-connect the village
with the New Windsor-Blooming Grove Turnpike to the south
(Eager 1847: 54; French 1860: 501, 660; Denniston 1863: 4,
48; Ruttenber and Clark 1881: 114-115; Ruttenber 1911: 9;
Thompson 1977: 154).

The end of the war brought a return to the traditional
agricultural economy that had dominated during the colonial
period. With the improvements in transportation represented
by the turnpike, the steamboat, and, later, the railroad,
however, local agricultural pursuits became more specialized
and dependent on the urban markets to the south, notably New
York City. By the mid-19th century this transition was
complete, and dairying became established as ‘the county’s
primary farming activity, with the production of vegetables,
fruits, feed grains and hay also being quite important to
the local economy (Eager 1847: 608-9; French 1860: 50i1;
Denniston 1863: 57-60, 64-€5; Ruttenber 1911: 4).

Further changes began to affect the region during the
mid-19th century with-the construction of the Erie Railroad.

"During the 1830z Newburgh was one of several Hudson River

towns vying to reap the economic benefits that would result
from being selected as the eastern terminus of this raiil
line. However, with the selection of Piermont, chosen in-
part because of its proximity to New York City, the citizens
of Newburgh turned their attention to developing alternative
rail connections for their town. The end result of this
effort was the chartering of the Hudson and Delaware
Railroad by the state legislature in 1836. Construction on
this new line began immediately, but all work was brought to
a halt by the Panic of 1837 and the project was sheived
(Ruttenber and Clark 1881: 118-119).

The failure of the Delaware and Hudson caused those seeking
rail connections for Newburgh to look again to the powerful
Erie Railroad for relief. 1In 1840 an attempt was made to
induce the Erie to finance the construction of a branch line
connecting Newburgh with the main line to the south. This
proposal was unsuccessful, but a second attempt in 1845
gained a more positive response, and the Erie absorbed the
rights and assets of the dormant Delaware and Hudson
Railroad and began construction. Financial problems within
the Erie threatened this project several times, but money
provided by Newburgh at critical junctures enabled. the
completion of the line in 1850. The Newburgh Branch of the
Erie Railroad was important because it provided a connection
with the coal fields of Pennsylvania, a factor which
contributed to the industrial growth of the Newburgh area
during the second half of the 19th century (Ruttenber and
Clark 1881: 119-121).
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The map of Orange County published in 1851 depicted both the
Snake Hill Turnpike (shown as "Newburgh Road”) and the
"Newburgh Branch Rail Road"” running northeast through the
Town of New Windsor (Figure 4.2). No structures were shown
within the Windsor Square project site, which is located
between these two features (now Windsor Highway and
Conrail s Newburgh Branch) just to the north of their
intersection, and there can be little doubt that it was in
use as farm fields during this period. The Windsor Square
property was then under the ownership of "J. Caldwell”, who

"also owned a dwelling on the opposite (west) side of the

turnpike. By 1859 these properties (including a second
dwelling) were held by James Martin (Figure 4.3). The map
of New Windsor published in 1864 depicted more fully the
relationship between the two houses on the west side of the
turnpike and the present project site (Figure 4.4). This
100-acre property, now owned by Samuel B. Caldwell, extended
southeastward from the west side of the road to include
lands on the southeast side of the rail line. Caldwell
maintained his ownership of this parcel until his death in
the late 13705 (Figure 4.5), at which time it descended to
his wldow, nllzabeth Cdldwell (Flgure 4. 6) (L.2. Lawrence
& Co & 2 ; 1879).

The New Windsor Cantonment firét'began to attract attentidn_
as a historic site during the mid-19th century. County and
town maps published before and after the Civil War commonly

- noted the location of the main encampment along Silver

Stream and the site of the famous "Temple” (Figures
4.2-4.5). "Secondary"” portions of the encampment were far
less frequently mentioned during the early years of the
cantonment s recognition as a historic site. During the
latter part of the 19th century, however, the camp of the
Second Massachusetts Brigade was also recognized as a site
of historic importance. In 1890 it was described by Edward
H. Ruttenber, the county’'s leading historian of the time, as
having been in "“the south part of the Heron farm™ (1880:
92). Later, Ruttenber was somewhat more specific, claiming
it was "on the south part of the Heron farm east of the
Forge Hill road beside a small stream of water” (1911: 80).
In reality this encampment was sited primarily on the
properties held by the widow of Samuel B. Caldwell and R.O.
Frost, just to the southeast of the Heron property (Figure
4.6). The Windsor Square property remained under the
control of Elizabeth Caldwell into the early part of the
present century (Figure 4.7). The focus of this property
continued to be the two dwellings and associated
outbuildings on the west side of the Snake Hill Turnpike.
The project site now included a lane that provided access to
other properties on the opposite side of the rail line,  but
its principal usage as farm fields remained unchanged.
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Figure 4.3. French, F.F., W.E. Wood, and S.N. Beers. Map of

. 1859. Scale
1 inch: 1 mile. Project area outlined.
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Beers, F.H. Coamty Atlas of Oranee. 1875.
Scale 1 ich: 4000 feet. Project area ocutlined.
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. Figure 4.6. Beers, F.W.

1891. Scale -

1 inch: 2000 feet. Project area
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Figure 4.7. Lathrop, J.N. Atlas_of_Orange County. 1903.
Scale 1| inchi 2000 feet approx.

Project area outlined.
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Since the 19308, follow1ng the blcentennlal of George
Washlngton 8 birth, there has been a second, ongolng wave of
interest in the history of the New Windsor Cantonment The
National Temple Hill Association was formed in 1933 in
response to a movement promoting the reconstruction of the
famous Temple. Numerous obstacles were encountered, but
after nearly three decades of perseverance a replica of the

‘army’s old "Public Bulldlng ‘was completed on the- east side

of Temple Hill Road. 1In 1965 a park with the new "Temple"

as its primary focus was opened by the Association. In 1967
the ownership of this park was transferred to the State of
New York, and this portion of the encampment remains under
the control of the State as the New Windsor Cantonment State
Historic Site. Portions of the cantonment to the west of

Temple Hill Road are now included within a park owned and

administered by the Town of New Windsor. In 18972 the entire
encampment area (including the current project site) was
placed on the National Register of Historic Places.

Those portions of the cantonment under public ownership have
been largely protected from the impacts of suburban
development, which began to effect the eastern part of New
Windsor during the early 1960s. However, other portions of
this important Revolutionary War site have been affected by
these development pressures, notably the encampment of the
Second Massachusetts Brigade, which, on the west side of
N.Y. Route 32 (immediately opposite the Windsor Square
property), appears. to have been partially disturbed by
construction activities related to a failed residential
development (New York State Historic Trust 1971; New Windsor

C.anmmngnt_nasj.ez_zlan 1980; Dempsey 1987: 1, 255-257).
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CHAPTER 5
ARCBAEOLOGICAL FIELD INVESTIGATIONS

Initially, a careful and systematic inspection of the
Windsor Square property was carried out. This inspection
comprised a visual examination of surface features and
recording through field notes and photography. The
locations of the principal visible cultural resource
elements on the property are shown in Figure 5.1., which is
based on a 1":50° topographic map supplied to the consultant
by Shaw Engineering, Consulting Engineers.

The most noticeable surface features on the property are the
stone walls which define the perimeter of the property
(Plate 5.1). A partially robbed northwest-southeast stone
wall also divides the property in two. These walls
represent field boundaries and were precsumably created as
the fields were cleared of stone. The southern half of the
wall which defines the western edege of the property contains
numerous flat, shaped pieces of sandstone. Many of thecse
pieces display percussion scars and roughnly dressed edges.

A number are also fire-altered. The distribution of these
stones (they were only identified along this western edge of
the property) is significant in relation to the subsurface

testing data discussed below.

The distribution of vegetation types within the property was

studied as the age and species of trees, shrubs and flora
can sometimes be an important indicator of cultural
activity. The oldest trees on the property are found along
and adjacent to the stone field walls. Some of these trees,
which include oak, cherry, maple and walnut, may date from
the time the fields were first established. Elsewhere, the
tree growth is noticeably younger (less than 25 years old)
and dominated by fast-growing species, such as locust, maple
and sumac, that colonize recently abandoned fields.

Except for cultivation there has been little soil
disturbance on the property. There are signs of disruption
in the two corners of the property on the N.Y. Route 32
frontage where farm equipment gained access to the fields
(Figure 5.1).

The second phase of fieldwork involved systematic subsurface
testing of the property. In all, a total of 63
one-and-a-half foot square shovel tests were excavated
(Figure 5.1). All these tests were excavated into
culturally sterile subsoil and all soils were screened
through 1/4 inch hardware mesh. Twenty nine shovel tests
were excavated along three lines spaced 25 feet apart
running parallel to the N.Y. Route 32 frontage. Most of
these tests were excavated at 50-foot intervals aiong these
lines. A fourth line of 12 shovel tests was excavated

5-1



Plate 5.1. View looking scutheast showing stone
wall along western edge of property; this section
of wall contains mumerous blocks of rough-dressed
and fire-altered stone, pogsibly re-used from the
Revolutionary War era encampment of the Second
Massachusetts Brigade (Photographer: Richard
Regensburg, July 1988). '
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parallel to and roughly 200 feet from N.Y. Route 32.
Another line of 12 tests was excavated parallel to and 256
feet northeast of the stone field wall that divides the
property in two. Finally, another line of ten shovel tests
was excavated parallel to and 175 feet northwest of the
southeastern boundary of the property.

The stratigraphy in the majority of these shovel tests was
homogeneous, consisting of a thin root mat, which overlay a
silty and fairly stony loam plowzone, which in turn overlay
a subsoil of stonier silty loam. The plowzone appears to be
up to 15 to 18 inches thick over much of the site, which is
presumably the result of recent cultivation using deep
plowing equipment. The plowzone is noticeably less
developed around the field edges which conforms with a local
resident’s comment that the fields were often not cultivated
within 50 feet or so of the stone field walls (McDermott
1988: personal communication).

The majority of the shovel tests did not produce cultural
materials, although a thin scatter of modern materials
appears to exist over the site. The distribution of zhese
modern materials is wholly consistent with the type of
scatter patterns one would expect from plowing.

In the southwestern portion of the property, however, within
200 feet of the N.Y. Route 32 frontage, a number of tests
produced cultural materials that are believed to represent
the remains -of the encampment occupied by the Second :
Massachusetts Brigade in the fall, winter and spring of
1782-83 (Figure 5.1). This portion of the Windsor .Square
property lies astride a low east-west ridge that extends
westwards across N.Y. Route 32 (Plates 2.1 and 2.2).
Topographically, this locale is one that seems fairly
well-suited for the military encampment that is known to
have existed in this vicinity.

Six shovel tests in this area produced materials that are
probably related to the encampment. For the most part these
items were recovered from the lower portion of the plowzone
layer. Although the cultural materials have been dispersed
to some degree by plowing, they still appear to retain some-
distributional integrity.

Shovel tests 7, 13 and 15 all produced slag, probably waste
from minor industrial or craft-working activity at the camp.
Shovel test 9 produced an iron strip (possibly a knife
fragment) and brick fragments. The two critical tests were
shovel tests 11 and 12, which were both expanded from
one-and-a-half feet to two-and-a-half feet square to allow
for a better view of subsurface conditions. As a result of
these expansions, larger quantities of cultural materials
were recovered from these two tests and possible features
were identified.



The upper part of shovel test 11 revealed a fairly typical
stratigraphic profile, consisting of a thin root mat over a
0.8 foot thick plowzone. Towards the base of the plowzone,
however, concentrations of stone (much of it fire-altered),
charcoal and charred and uncharred bone were identified
(Figure 5.2). Some of these materials lay directly on top
of the subscil (at the southern end of the test), while

- others were embedded in the top of a pit-like feature that

showed up as a distinct soil change. Only the uppermost °
fill of the pit was removed (to permit its delineation) and
the feature remains essentially unexcavated. An iron shoe
buckle and a single sherd of redware were also recovered
from the plowzone/subsoil interface. The buckle is of
standard 18th century type (cf. Neumann and Kravic 1975:
53-54) and may date from the Revolutionary War era. It is
believed that the evidence uncovered in shovel test 11
represents the displaced remains of a hearth or chimney of
one of the encampment huts. ’

In shovel test 12, excavated some 25 feet to the east of
shovel test 11, the plowzone produced a cornsiderabls amount
of charcoal and burnt clay. At the plowzone/subsoil
interface, a shallow linear stain and a possible posthole
were observed, which may related to a Revolutionary War era
structural feature. - Neither of these features were removed
and they await further phase of excavation that can examine
them in a broader context.

The final piece of evidence that appears to support the
identification of this section of the Windsor Sguare
property as being the site of the Second Massachusetts
Brigade encampment is the section of stone wall immediately
west of shovel tests 11 and 12. Extending approximately
between shovel tests 5 and 15 along the N.Y. Route 32
frontage, the stone field wall includes many large, flat,
slab-like pieces of sandstone that have been roughly
dressed. A number of these pieces are algo fire-altered and
resemble the masonry found towards the base of shovel test
11. It is extremely unlikely that stones would have been
deliberately prepared in this way for use in a field wall.
It would appear that agricultural activity subsequent to the
occupation of the Second Massachusetts Brigade encampment
involved the clearing of stone from fields in this area.
Presumably the masonry ruins of the Revolutionary War era
huts (notably wall foundations and hearth and chimney
remains) were cleared along with other fieldstone and became
incorporated in the field walls.
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Figure 5.2. Shovel Test 11: Plan View.
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CHAPTER 6
SITE EVALUATION, ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT AND RECOHHENDATIdNS

A. Prehistoric Resources

There is no record of prehistoric cultural materials ever
being found on the Windsor Square property and there are no .
known prehistoric sites within one mile of the project site.
A search of the New York State Museum (NYSM) prehistoric
site files resulted in an NYSM opinion, based on the known
prehistoric site distribution for the region and a simple
assessment of the environment, that the project site -
possessed a mixed probability for yielding important
prehistoric data. The consultant, on the basis of a more
detailed consideration of environmental variables (chiefly
distance to nearest major drainage and soils), assigne the
project site a low prehistoric sensitivity rating. No
Further prehistoric archaeological study is considered
necessary in connection with the proposed development.

B. Historical Period Resources -

The preeminent issue in assessing the historical and
archaeological significance of the Windsor Square property
is the fact that the tract in its entirety is already
contained within the area defined as the New Windsor
Cantonment in the National Register of Historic Places.
Accepted on to the National Register in January of 1972, the
cantonment s "prime significance .... comes from its
occupation as the final winter encampment of the Continental
Army"” during the Revolutionary War. Occupied from November,
1782 until June, 1783, the cantonment was spread over a
fairly wide area to the south and west of Newburgh. As
expressed in the National Register documentation, "the
archaeological potential of the New Windsor Cantonment is
great” and is likely "to provide vital data for interpreting
the cultural environment in which the Continental Army
cperated” (Tyrrell and Rennenkampf 1971).

There is one particular element of the cantonment, the
encampment of the Second Massachusetts Brigade, that is of
concern in relation to the proposed Windsor Sgquare
development. Based on the DeWitt map of 1783 (Figure 4.1),
the site of this encampment (one of the three principal
encampments within the cantonment; the other two lay further
to the west), was clearly located in the vicinity of the
project site. Indeed, the eastern end of the encampment can
be seen as lying extremely close to, if not within, the
Windsor Square property. Facing downhill, the iine of this
camp ran roughly east-west, intersecting present-day N.Y.
Route 32 some 1,500 feet south of Union Avenue (Figure 5.1).
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Comprising 127 huts, the Second Massachusetts Brigade
encampment was the largest of its type within the
cantonment. Its likely layout and dimensions of the
encampment are fairly clearly spelled out in .Colonel
Pickering s "Regulations for Hutting" prepared on November
4, 1732 (Dempsey 1987: 46-48). The camp comprised a double
line of soldiers huts behind which were arrayed the captains
and subalterns huts. Behind these were the huts of field
officers. Hut locations for surgeons and mates, the
paymaster and musicians were also specified, while the
officers” kitchens were either part of the officers huts or
freestanding structures a few feet to the rear. Dimensions

"for the various types of huts and the spacing between the

various lines of huts are given by Pickering. One can
therefore project that, overall, the camp line was probably
around 200 feet in width. In terms of archaeological
explorations designed at locating and investigating the camp
site, it is important to note that once a few structures

‘have been correctly identified, it should be possible to

reconstruct much of the plan of the camp.

The current field investigations have produced reasonable
evidence that the encampment of the Second Massachusesitus
Brigade extended over to the east side of present-day N.Y.
Route 32 on to the Windsor Square property. The presence of
dressed and fire-altered stones re-used in the western field
wall of the property and the recovery of various telltale
materials (fire-altered rock, burnt clay, charcoal, slag,
calcined bone, brick, redware and an  13th-century shoe
buckle) from a group of nearby shovel tests strongly
suggests that the eastern end of the encampment has been
encountered. The presence of buried features cut into the
subsoil in an area where no 19th or 20th century structures
are Known provides further support for this being part of
the encampment site. These remains occupy an area
approximately 300 feet from north to south by 200 feet from
east to west, immediately adjacent to N.Y. Route 32 (Figure
5.1).

Although this archaeological resource has experienced some
plow damage, there is still useful information that can be
gathered from this portion of the encampment. The archaeo-
logical data is relatively intact at the plowzone/subsoil
interface and should be well preserved within features that
are cut into the subsoil. It should therefore be possible
to extract information concerning the layout and use of the
encampment, including the plans of huts and other buildings
at the site. The plowzone itself is likely to contain an
abundance of Revolutionary War era artifacts, which, with
careful analysis, should be able to reveal valuable
information on day-to-day activity at the site.
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Archaeclogically speaking, the zone to the rear of the main
line of huts is also potentially of great intexrest. It
would be in this area that evidence of refuse deposits,
privy pits (frequently repositories of artifacts and sources
of information on diet), work areas and secondary structures
is most likely to be found. This judgment is based on
evidence from other encampments of the same era, such as the
one at Pluckemin, near Somerville, New Jersey. All in all,
these archaeological remains of the Second Massachusetts
Brigade encampment are likely to supply the sort of critical
historical information anticipated in the National Register
documentation.

Under the present Windsor Square project plans, the
construction of single family homes on Lots 1, 29 and 30 and
the construction of the Windsor Square Drive access on to
N.Y. Route 32 will effectively destroy all archaeological
remains associated with the eastern end of the Second

‘Massachusetts Brigade encampment. Utilities instailation is

also likely to impact this archaecologicdal resource.

Inn the context of the current site plan, one of two courses
of acticn is recommended. From an ideal archaeological
standpoint, avoidance of the archaeologically sensitive zone
is preferred, but only if protection of the resource can be
assured in perpetuity. Preservation in place would entail
excluding the affected three residential lots from the
development plan, rerouting Windsocr Square Drive and
utilities; and taking whatever precautions might be
necessary to protect this area from looters. From a
practical point of view, preservation could be very
difficult to achieve. Once the location of these archaeo-
logical deposits becomes known, which seems virtually
inevitable, illicit digging for prized Revolutionary War era
artifacts will soon follow and the integrity of the resource
will be severely jeopardized.

In this particular instance, this-consultant believes that
the second course of action -- mitigation of impact via a
carefully planned program of data recovery -- is preferable.
A Phase 2 archaeological survey is not recommended as the
significance of the resource is not in question (it is
already listed on the National Register of Historic Places)
and the boundary of the archaeologically sensitive zone has
been adequately delineated by the Phase 1 survey. It seems
reasonable to proceed directly to a mitigation-level study.

Data recovery should begin with manual devegetation of the
300 by 200-foot area of interest. This same area should
then be plowed and disked to a depth of between six and nine
inches to bring a fresh supply of archaeological materials
to the surface zone. After allowing for a period of rain to
wash soil from artifacts at the ground surface, the site
should be systematically examined on foot. Artifacts should
be gathered and provenience information recorded. This :
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activity should assist the planning of excavation strategy
by identifying "hot spots” where concentrations of certain
types of cultural materials exist. For example, clusters of
building materials may signify the sites of huts. Concen-
trations of bone and other food refuse may signify the sites
of pits or eating and cooking areas.

Surface collection of materials within the plowzone should
be followed by controlled excavation of an agreed-upon
proportion of the archaeological deposits of concern.
Consideration could be given to mechanical removal of the
uppermost six to nine inches of soil as plow disturbance has
already occurred to this depth. The excavation emphasis
should be on the plowzone/subsoil interface and on features
embedded in the subsoil. Investigation of these deposits
should be carried out using manual excavation techniques.

As there is probably minimal stratigraphy on the site, "open
area” excavation techniques, which aim for maximum
horizontal exposure at all times, should be preferred over
the excavation of discrete five-by-five foot units. An
overall site grid and running profiles across
stratigraphically critical portions of the site should
s+t11l, of course, be applied. All excavated soil should be
screened through quarter-inch hardware mesh. JSamples shoula
be retrieved for geochemical, botanical and zoological
analyses, if important information of this sort is
anticipated. Provision should also be made for conservation
of significant artifacts such as coins, mllltary buttons and

- other hardware.

The end product of the mitigation study should be a project
report written to currently acceptable professional
archaeological standards. This document should accompany an
adequately catalogued and conserved assemblage of cultural
materials from the site. If agreeable to the property
owner, the latter materials should be lodged with a local
repository (perhaps the New Windsor Cantonment State
Historic Site or the Temple Hill Association).

As part of the mitigation effort, some supplementary
historical research directed at the Second Massachusetts
Brigade encampment is also recommended. Efforts should be
made to locate and examine other relevant contemporary
documents such as brigade order books and the papers of
general officers. These materials may produce additional
information on the physical layout of the camp and be of
assistance during fieldwork.

Aside from the remains of the encampment of the Second
Massachusetts Brigade, there are no other significant
historical archaeological resources relatlng issues present
on the Windsor Square- property
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CHAPTER 7
SUMMARY

This Phase 1 archaeological survey of the Windsor Square
property has been based on background research, a site
inspection and subsurface testing. A critical factor in
this survey has been the fact that the Windsor Square

.property is wholly contained within the New Windsor

Cantonment as presently defined in the National Register of
Historic Places.

There are no known prehistoric resources within or close to
the project site. Based on an assessment of environmental
variables and known prehistoric site locations, the property
has a low probability of yielding prehistoric cultural
materials. No further prehistoric investigations are
recommended.

The survey has located buried remains of what is believed to

‘be the eastern end of the Second Massachusetis Brigade

encampment, one of the principal elements of the New Windsor
Cantonment of 1782-83. These remains occupy a 300 by
200-foot area adjacent to the western edge of the property.
Subsurface testing produced historic artifacts and probable
features related to this Revolutionary War era encampment.
This resource possesses sufficient archaeological integrity
and research potential to contribute significantly to the
cantonment as defined in the National Register of Historic
Places.

Under the present project plans, construction of three
single family homes (Lots 1, 29 and 30) and a section of the
main access road into the proposed residential development
will adversely affect this archaeological resource.
Recommendations are included for either avoidance of this
resource or mitigation of impact through archaeological data
recovery. In this instance, the latter course of action is
preferred and broad guidelines are presented for a program
of data recovery.

7-1
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APPENDIX A.
ST¢  Exc. Layer Soil Mmsell  Cultural
Depth Descrivtion Color Materials

1 1.10° 0-0.10° leaf mold/root mat .  10YR 3/2 -
0.10-1.10" very dry silty loam . 10YR 4/3 -

with cobbles (topsoil) '

2 1.10° 0-0.10" leaves and root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.50" silty loam with rocks 10YR 4/3 -

and cobbles
0.50-1.10 very dry silty loam with 10YR 4/4 -
rocks and cobbles

3 1.20° 0-0.10" leaf mold and root mat 10YR 4/5 -
0.10-1.20" silty loam with stones 10YR 4/6 -

and cobbles

4 1.10° -0-0.10" root mat and leaves 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.80" =ilty loam with stones 10YR 4/3 -

and cobbles
0.80-1.10" silty lcam with cobbles 10YR 4/6 -
5 1.20° 0-0.10" leaf mold and root mat  10YR 3/2 -
: 0.10-0.80° moist silty loam with 10YR 4/3 -
stanes ,
0.80-1.20" moist silty sandy loam - 10YR 5/4 -

6 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.70° stones and cobbles 10YR 4/3 -
0.70-1.10" silty loam with stones 10YR 4/4 *glass; *charcozl;

and cobbles *coal; *slate; *slag

7 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat with silty 10YR 4/4 metal;

clay loam
0.10-1.10" silty clayey loam '
’ with stones 10YR 4/6 metal; bone; slate

3 1.10° 0-0.70" silty loam with few 10YR 4/3 - -

pebbles
0.70-1.10" silty sandy loam with 10YR 5/4 -
stones

9 1.10° 0-0.20° root mat " 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80" silty loam with stones 10YR 4/3 ¥brick; metal

and cobbles o
0.80-1.10" silty loam with stones
: : and cobbles - -
* Discarded in field g .
A-1
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APPENDIX A. (cont.)

ST# Exc. Layer Soil Munsell Cultural
Depth . Degcription Colox Materials
10 1.30° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-1.00" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
1.00-1.30" sandy loam with stones  10YR 4/6 -
and cobbles
11 1.10° - 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.90" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3 *charcoal; bone;
: and cobbles : fire-cracked rocks
0.90-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/6 ceramic; metal;
charcoal; bone;
fire cracked rocks
12 1.20° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 .-
(0.10-0.80" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 charcoal; burnt clay
and cobbles (plowzone)
0.80-1.20" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
{subsoil) :
15 1.207 0-0.10° root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-1.00" silty loam with 10YR 4/4 *slag
pebbles and cobbles
1.00-1.20° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
and cobbles
14 1.60° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-1.20° sandy silt with pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
: and cobbles ’
1.20-1.60° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
and cobbles
15 1.20° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-1.10° sandy silty loam with 10YR 5/4 *charcoal ;
pebbles and cobbles . *burned clay
1.10-1.20° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 6/6 -
16 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/3 -
0.10-1.00" sandy silt loam with 10YR 4/3 -
pebbles and cobbles
17 1.00° 0-0.20" root mat ' 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.70° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 ~
(plowzone)
0.70-1.00" silty loam with cobbles 10YR 6/4 -~
, (subsoil)
18 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.80" clayey loam with pebbles 10YR 3/3 -
, and cobbles (plowzone)
0.80-1.10" clayey loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -

* Discarded in field

(subsoil)

A-2



APPENDIX A. (cont.)

* Discarded in field

and cobbles (subsoil)

A-3

10YR 6/4

Cultural

Exc. Layer Soil Munsell
i9 1.40° 0-0.20° root mat _ A 10YR 3/2
0.20-0.80" silty clay with pebbles 10YR 3/3
and cobbles (plowzone)
0.80-1.40" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4
and cobbles (subeoil)
20 1.00° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2
0.10-0.90 clayey silt with stones 10YR 3/2
(plowzone)
0.90-1.00" silty loam with stones 10YR 4/4
(subsoil)
.21 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2
0.10-1.00° silty sandy loam 10YR 4/3
’ with pebbles (plowzone)
1.00-1.10" silty sandy loam with 10YR 5/4
pebbles (subsoil) .
22 1.107 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2
0.10-0.70" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4
and stones (plowzone)
0.70-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4
: and cobbles
23 1.10° 0-0.10° root mat 10YR 3/2
0.10-0.70° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4
and stones (plowzone)
0.70-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4
and stones (subesoil)
24 1.30° . 0~-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2
0.20-1.00" silty loam with stones  10YR 4/3
(plowzone)
1.00-1.30° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/6
(subsoil)
25 1.20° 0-0.20" root mat . 10YR 3/2
0.20-0.90" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3
and cobbles (plowzone)
0.90-1.20° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4
and cobbles (subsoil)
26 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat ~ 10YR 3/2
0.10-0.70" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/3
: and cobbles (plowzone) ’
0.70-1.10" silty loam with pebbles



APPENDIX A. (cont.)

* Discarded in field

A4

Exc. Layer Soil Munsell ‘Cultural
Depth Description Color Materials
27 1.10° "0-0.10" root mat - ] 10YR 3/2 - .
0.10-0.70° dry silty loam with 10YR 4/4 flake :
stones (plowzone) . ' :
0.70-1.10" dry silty loam with - 10YR 4/3 -
pebbles and cobbles .
{subsoil)
28 1.20° 0-0.20° root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80 silty sandy loam with 10YR 3/3 ~
pebbles and cobbles .
(plowzone)
0.80-1.20° s8ilty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/6 -
and cobbles (subsoil)
29 1.107 0-0.10° root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.60" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
and cobbles (plowzone)
0.60-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
and cobbles (subsoil)
30 1.00° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
and cobbles (plowzone) . -
0.80-1.00" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
and cobbles (subsoil) ,
31 1.00° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.70" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
(plowzone) )
0.70-1.00" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
and cobbles (subsoil)
32 1.20° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2
0.20-1.00" loam with pebbles and 10YR 5/3 -
cobbles (plowzone)
1.00-1.20" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 6/4 -
and cobbles (subsoil) -
33 1.00° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2
- 0.20-0.70° loam with pebbles and 10YR 4/4
cobbles (plowzone)
0.70-1.00" eilty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
and cobbles (subsoil)
.34 1.20° - 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80° loam with pebbles "10YR 3/3 -
(plowzone) .
0.80-1.20° silty loam (m‘tnoﬂ) - 10YR 4/6 -



APPENDIX A. (cont.)

.

ST# Exc. Layer Soil Munsell Cultural
Depth Pescription Color  Materiale
35 -1.10° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
: 0.20-0.90" loam (plowzone) 10YR 3/2 -
0.90-1.10" silty loam (subsoil) 10YR 5/6 -
36 1.00° 0-0.20° root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.40" loam with pebbles and 10YR 4/3 *coal
cobbles (plowzone)
0.40-1.00" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/6 -
and rocks (subsoil)
37 1.00° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-1.00" 1loam with pebbles and = 10YR 4/3 -
cobbles (plowzone)
38 - 1.20° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.70" loam with pebbles and 10YR 3/3 -
cobbles (plowzone)
0.70-1.20" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/6 -
and cobbles (subsoil)
39 1.10° 0-0.20" root mat . 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.70" loam with pebbles 10YR 3/3 -
rocks (plowzone)
0.70-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/6 -
.and rocks (subeoil)
40 1.40° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.1070.70" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 3/3 -
and cobbles (plowzone) '
0.70-1.40" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/6 -
) and cobbles (subsoil)
41 1.20° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-1.00° silty loam with rocks 10YR 3/3 -
- (plowzone)
1.00-1.20" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/6 -
(subsoil)
42 - 1.20° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80" 1loam with pebbles and 10YR 4/4 ~
rocks (plowzone)
0.80-1.20" silty sandy loam 10YR 5/4 -
43 1.10° 0-0.80" root mat with pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
. and cobbles (plowzone) - :
0.80-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -

« Discarded in field

and rocks

A-5



APPENDIX A. (cont.)
ST

Exe. - Layer Soil Mumnsell Cultural
Depth, D Dt Col Materials
44 1.00 . 0-0.10" root mat 7 - 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.70" silty loam pebbles 10YR 4/3 -
(plowzone)
0.70-1.00° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
(subsoil)
45 1.10 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
_ 0.10-0.90" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/3 brick
(plowzone)

0.90-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
48 1.00° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.50" sandy loam with pebbles 10YR 3/3 -
0.50-1.00" sandy loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -

and cobbles
47 . 1.10 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.70" sandy lcam with pebbies 10YR 4/4 -
and cobbles
0.70-1.10" sandy loam with cobbles 10YR 4/6 -
48 1.00° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 - -
0.20-0.60" silty sandy loam 10YR 4/4 -
- 0.60-1.00" silty sandy loam 10YR 5/4 .
49 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat . 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.80" silty sandy loam with 10YR 4/4 -
pebbles :
- 0.80-1.10" silty sandy loam with 10YR 5/6 ~
: pebbles
50 1.307 0-0.20° root mat 10YR 3/2
0.20-0.80" s8ilty sandy loam with 10YR 4/4
pebbles '
0.80-1.30" silty sandy loam with 10YR 5/4 -
pebbles
51 1.20° 0-0.10" root mat ’ 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-1.00" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
and rocks :
1.00-1.20" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
and rocks
52 1.20° 0-0.10" root mat “10YR 3/2 . -
0.10-1.00"  silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
1.00-1.20° silty loam with pebbles - 10YR 5/4 -
and cobbles

* Discarded in field



APPENDIX A. (cont.)

*x Discarded in field

pebbles (subsoil)

A-6

10YR 5/4

ST# Exc. Layer Soil Munsell Cultural
) Dept] D ipti Col _Material
53 1.10° 0-0.80" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 *coal
and cobbles
0.80-1.00" silty loam 10YR 5/6 -
54 1.10° 0-0.10" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.70° silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
and cobbles
0.70-1.10° silty loam with pebbles 10Yr 5/4 -
and cobbles
55 1.60° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-1.20" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 metal; slag
and cobbles .
1.20-1.60" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
and rocks ’
56 1.20° 0-0.20" root mat 16YR 3/2 -
0.20-1.10" silty sandy loam with 10YR 4/4 -
pebbles
1.10-1.20" silty sandy loam with 10YR 5/4 -
pebbles and rocks
57 1.30° 0-0.10" root mat . 10YR 3/2 . -
’ : : 0.10-1.00" s8ilty sandy loam with 10YR 4/4 -
pebbles and rocks
1.00-1.30" silty sandy loam with 10YR 5/4 -
: pebbles :
58 1.10° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80 silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
and cobbles
0.80-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/4 -
: and cobbles
59 1.10° 0-0.20" root mat ) 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80" sandy silty loan with 10YR 4/4 -
pebbles (plowzone)
0.80-1.10" sandy silty loam with 10YR 5/4 -
pebbles (subsoil)
60 1.10° 0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80" sandy silty loam with 10YR 4/4 -
pebbles (plowzone)
0.80-1.10" sandy silty loam with -
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_ APPENDIX A. (cont.) |

ST# Exc. Layer Soil Munsell Cultural

Depth Rescription Color Materials
61 1.10° 0-0.20" root mat  10YR 3/2 -
0.20-0.80" silty loam m.th pebbles 10YR 4/4 -
: (plowzone) o
0.80-1.10" silty loam with pebbles‘ 10YR 5/6 “kceramic
(subsoil)

62 1.10°  0-0.20" root mat 10YR 3/2 -

0.20-0.80" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 4/4 ceramic; *bone
(plowzone)

0.80-1.10" silty loam with pebbles 10YR 5/6 -
(subsoil)

63 1.10 0-0.10° root mat 10YR 3/2 -
0.10-0.80" dry silt 10YR 4/4 -
0.80-1.10" dry silt 10YR 5/6 -

* Discarded in field
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ST# 6, Layer 3:
Glass -
Organic -

- ST# 7, Layer 2:

) Metal -
Organic -

ST# 9, Layer 2:

Ceramic -
Metal -

ST# 11, Layer 2:
Organic -
ST# 11, Layer 3:
Ceramic -
Metal -
Organic -

APPRNDIX B. ARTIFACT INVENTORY
glass fragmentsk

coal*, charcoal*, burnt slagk, slatex

1 2" cut nail with a machme fomed head
slag

brick fragmentsk
iron strip (possible knife handle)

9 fragments crushed bone

- 1 fragment redware, unglazed

l iron buckie, 1 1/2" x 1 3/4"
6 fragments charcoal, <.43 fragments cudrru_a tone;

ST# 11, Layer 2, Extension:

Ceramic -

Organic -
" Lithic -

1 red brick fragment
2 coal fragments; 1 ‘bone fragment calcified, probably
a large mammal

6 fire cracked rocks, pos_sibly historic

ST# 11, Layer 3, Extension:

Organic -
Lithic -

ST# 12, Layer 2:
Organic -

ST# 13, Layer 2:
Organic -

ST# 15, Layer 2:
Crganic -

ST# 24, Layer Z:
Lithic -

ST# 27, Layer 2:
Lithic -

- ST# 36, Layer 2:
Organic -

# discarded in field

2 bone fragments, burnt, probably a large mammal, mend
2 fire cracked rocks, possibly historic

24 fragments charcoal, 4>fragments burnt clay
slag*

1 black chert blocky flake

1 black chert tertiary flake

coal*x
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ST# 45, Layer 2:

Ceramic -

ST# 55, Layer 2:
~ Metal -
Organic -

ST# 61, Layer 3:

Ceramic -

< ST 62, Layer 2:

Ceramic -

% Discarded in field

10 brick fragments

1 3" cut nail with a machine formed head

slag

1 sherd 20th century white hotel ware

1 ironstone china sherd with blue transfer printed
decoration.
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. - APPENDIX C
l NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

':or O£fice Use Only--Site IdentJ.fJ.er -

roject ldentifier Date _g9/12/88

Your Name Richard W. Hunter Phone (509) _695-0122

lAddress 714_S, Clinton Avenue -
Trenton, NJ 08611 _
21p -

1. Site Identifier(s) Second Massachusetts Brigade Encampment

2. COunty Orange One of following: City :

. ‘ Township
S _ Incorporate& Va.%lage
N _ Unincorporated Village or

l : Hamlet

3. Present Owner Windsor Square i c.
l - Address __ 15-150 0ld Rte 9W

. New Windsor

Zip NY 12550

'4. Site Description (check all appropriate categories):

" Structure/site
Superstructure: complete_ partial collapsed not evident X
<I Foundation: above below . (ground level) not evident X

__Structural subdivisions apparent __Only surface traces visible
Buried traces detected
f'bt construction materials (be as specific as possible)

roughly dressed and fire-altered stone; hardware; charred bone; charcoal; slag

' Grounds

__Under cultivation _ Sustaining erosion Woodland _ Upland
—_Never cultivated yPreviously cultivated _ Floodplain ~__ Pastureland
S50il Drainage: excellent __ good fair y poor __

Slope: flat__ gentle_y moderate_ “steep . ,
Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) 2000 feet
Elevation: 270 feet asl

l5. ‘Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
. Surface-~date(s)
__Site Map (Submit with form*)

Collectlon
Subsurface--date (s) July 1988 (see report) :
Testing: shovelyx coring__ other unit size
no. of units g3 " (Submit plan of units with form¥)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units with form*)
* Submission should be 8%"x1ll", if feasible

" Investigator Hunter Research Associates
Manuscript or published report(s) (reference fully):

Lots 42.1 and 42.2, Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York

G U R & @

A Phase 1 Archaeological Survey for the Windsor Square Property, Section 35, Block 1,

Present repository of materials Hunter Research Associates
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10.

‘Page 2

Site 1ﬁventory~
4. date constructed or occupation period 17,85.33
b. previous owners, if known

c. modifications, if known
(append additional sheets, if necessary)

Site documentation (append additional sheets, if necessary):

a. Historic map references -

' 'l) Name DeWitt Date 1783 ‘Source NY State Archives
- Present location of original, if known

2) Name . . Date Source
" Present location of original, if known

b. Representation in existing photography
1) Photo date Where located
2) Photo date Where located

c. Primary and secondary source documentation (reference fully)
see report

d. Persons with memory of site: .
.. 1) Name . Address
'2) Name j Address

List of material remains other than those used in construction (be
as specific as possible in identifying object and material):

18th century shoe buckle; redware

If prehistoric materials are evident, check here and f111 out
prehistoric site form.

Map References: Map or maps showing exact location and extent of
site must accompany this form and must be identified

by source and date. Keep this submission to 8%"x11",
if feasible,

USGS 7% Minute Series Quad. Name Cormwall

For Office Use Only--UTM Coordinates

Photography (optional for environmental impact survey)-.
Please submit a 5"x7" black and white print(s) showing the current

state of the site. Provide a label for the print(s) on a separate
sheet.

see report
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APPENDIX D
LIST OF CONTACTS

Richard Shulkin
- New Windsor

Ella::, D. Grevas
New Nindsor

Robert Ewing
New York State Office of Parks,’ Rpcreatlon and
Historic Preservation, Albany

Paul Huey
New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and
 Historic Preservation (Bureau of Hlstonc Sites)
" Peebles Island; Cohoes

3zth Wellmon
New York State Museum, Albany

E. Jane Townsend, Site Manager
New Windsor Cantonment State Historic Site, New Windsor

Donald C. Gordon, Glenn Marshall and Thomas Murray
Natlonal Temple Hill Association, New Windsor

Herbert and Sandi Crosbie
Town of New Windsor Historic Parklands Comiss:.on,
New Windsor -

Michelle Figliomeni
- Orange County Historical Society

Joan Chernoff
Local History Room, Newburgh Free Library, Newburgh
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- APPENDIX E
LIST OF REPOSITORIES VISITED OR CONTACTED

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and
-Historic Preservatlon (Bureau of Field Services),.

~ Albany

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation (Bureau of Historic Sites),
Pgebles Island

New York State Museum, Albany

Orange County Historical Society, Harriman

Orange County Genealogical Society, Goshen

C&ange Countty Court Housé, Goshen o

New Windsor Cantonment State Historic Site, Mew Windsor

National Temple Hill Association, New Windsor

Goshen Pubic Library and Historical Society, Goshm

' Newhxrgh Free Public Library
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HUNTER , Cultural Resource Consultants
RESEARCH V

ASSOCIATES

714 S. Clinton Ave.
Trenton, NJ 08611
Tel. 609/695-0122

RICHARD W. HUNTER
Archaeologist, MA, SOPA

Education
Ph.D candidate, Geography, Rutgers University, New Brunswick,
New Jersey, 1984

M.A., Archaeological Science, Bradford University, Bradford,
England, 1975

B.A., Archaeology and Geography, Birmingham University,
Birmingham, England, 1973

Experience

1986~ Principal, Hunter Research Associates, _
Cultural Resource Consultants, Trenton, N.J.

Proprietor of firm providing survey, excavation,
evaluation, and report preparation services, .
specializing in historical and industrial archaeological
resources in the Northeastern United States, and
projects requiring cultural resources impact assessment
and mitigation.

1983-1986 Vice-President/Archaeologist, Heritége Studies, Inc.,
Princeton, N.J.

‘Principal in charge of archaeological projects.
Responsibilities included:
: - Survey, excavation, analysis, and reports
- Client solicitation, negotiation, and liaison.
- Project planning, budgeting, and scheduling
- Recruitment and supervision of personnel

1981-1983 Principal Archaeologist, Cultural Resource Group,
Louis Berger & Associates, Inc., East Orange, N.J.

Directed historical and industrial archaeological work
on major cultural resource surveys and mitigation
projects in the Mid-Atlantic region. Primary
responsibility for report preparation and editing.

1979-1981 Archaeological Consultant, Hopewell, N.J.

1978-1981 Adjunct Assistant Professor, Department of Classics
and Archaeology, Douglass College, Rutgers
University, N.J.
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1978-1979 Research Editor, Arete Publishing Company,
Princeton, N.J., preparing archaeological,
anthropological, and geographical encyclopedia
entries (Academic Americap Encvclopedia, 1980).

1974-1977 Archaeological Field Officer, Northampton Development
Corporation, Northampton, U.K.

Supervised archaeological salvage projects executed
prior to development of the medieval town of Northampton
(pop. 230,000). Experience included:

- Monitoring of construction activity

- Supervision of large scale urban excavations

- Processing of stratigraphic data and artifacts

- Preparation of publication materials

1969-1970 Research Assistant, Department of Planning and
Transportation, Greater London Council

Publications

“"The Demise of Traditional Pottery Manufacture on Sourland
Mountain, New Jersey, during the Industrial Revolution.” Ch. 13 in

Domestic Potters of the Northeastern United States., 1625-1830.

Studies in Historical Archaeology, Academic Press, 1985.

-"Scientific Aids in Pottery Fabric Analysis.” In Medieval FPottery,

Processing and Publication. Department of the Environment, U.K.
Government, 1983.

Excavations at St. Peter’s Street., Northampton, 1973-74.
Northampton Development Corp., 1979. John Williams, senior author.

"Excavations at Thorplands, Northampton, 1970 and 1974."
Nortbhamptonshire Archaeology 12, 97-154, 1977.

"Architectural Restoration, Archaeology and Archival Research at
Glencairn: An Approach to Colonial Architecture in Central New
Jersey."” Proceedings of the 11lth Annual Svmposium of the New
Jersey Historical Commission. Clifford Zink, co-author.
Forthcoming.

Professional Affiliations

Society of Professional Archeoclogists (accredited 1979)
New Jersey State Review Board (Member, 1983-present)
Society for Historical Archaeoclogy - ;

Society for Industrial Archaeology

Society for Post-Medieval Archaeology

Vernacular Architecture Forum

Council for Northeast Historical Archaeology
Archaeological Society of New Jersey
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HUNTER Cultural Resource Consultants
RESEARCH o
ASSOCIATES

714 S. Clinton Ave.
Trenton, NJ 08611
Tel. 609/695-0122

RICHARD L. PORTER
Historian, MA

Education
M.A., American History, Rutgers College, Rutgers University,
New Brunswick, N.J., 1981

B.A., History, Muhlenberg College, Allentown, PA., 1975

Experience

1986- Historian, Hunter Research Associates,
Trenton, N.J.
Technical and managerial responsibilities for historical
‘research components of all projects. Participation in:
- Archival and cartographic research
- Oral historical research
~ Project planning and scheduling
- Report preparation and historical writing

1983-1986 Historian, Heriﬁage Studie&, Inc.,
Princeton, N.J.

Responsible for historical research and writing on
archaeological and architectural history projects in the
Northeastern United States.

1981- Archival Technician, Bureau of Archives and Records
Management, Archives Section, Department of State, State
of New Jersey.

Supervisé weekend services offered by the State Archives
and provide professional assistande to members of the
public engaged in historical and genealogical research.

1981-1983 Senior Historian, Cultural Resource Group,
Louis Berger & Associates, Inc.,
East Orange, N.J.

Directed all historical research on major cultural
resource surveys and mitigation projects in the
Mid-Atlantic region. Primary responsibility for all
historical sections of reports with additional writing
and editing responsibilities for other report
components. ’
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1979-1981

1977-1978

Historical Consultant, Morristown, N.J.

Worked with various firms and individuals providing full
range of historical research and writing for cultural
resource surveys, architectural surveys, preservation
plans, and National and State Register nominations.

Histofian/hi&haeologist; Rﬁtgers Archaeological Survey
Office, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, N.J.

Conducted historical research and writing and
participated in archaeological fieldwork for numerous
cultural resource surveys and mitigation projects.
Major projects included: the survey and. excavation of
Raritan Landing, Piscataway Township, Middlesex County,

. N.J.; cultural resource surveys for the proposed Raritan

Confluence Force Main, Pumping Station, and Reservoir in
Somerset and Hunterdon Counties, N.J.; the cultural
resource survey for Route I-195 in Howell Townshlp,
Monmouth County, N.J.

Professional Affiliations

Society for Historical Archaeology

Society for Industrial Archaeology

Council for Northeast Historical Archaeology ,

New Jersey Historical Society SR —
Archaeological Society of New Jersey .

Avards

Phi Alpha Theta
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HUNTER
RESEARCH
ASSOCIATES

Cultural Resource Consultants

714 S. Clinton Ave.
Trenton, NJ 08611
Tel. 609/695-0122

Education

RICHARD A. REGENSBURG
Archaeologist, BA

B.A., Environmental Sciences, Stockton State College, Pomona, N.J.,

1976

Experience
. 1986~

1984-1986

1981-1983

1975-1982

Archneologist, Hunter Research Associates,
Trenton, N.J.

Technical and managerial responsibilities for field and

laboratory components of archaeological projects.
Specific expertise in New Jersey and Eastern United
States prehistory. Participation in: :

~ Survey, excavation,. analysis, and reports
- Preparation of proposals
- Recruitment and supervision of personnel

Archaeologist/Field Director, Heritage Studies, Inc.
Princeton, N.J.

Directed fieldwork and laboratory analysis for
archaeological projects in the Northeastern United
States.

Superintendent of Parks and Recreation,
Atlantic County, N.J.

Directed the day-to-day operation of the Estell Manor
and Weymouth county parks. Responsible for public
education, and prehistoric and historic research at
these parks. Performed cultural resource evaluations
and preliminary environmental impact studies for
proposed landfill sites in Atlantic County.

Adjunct Instructor, Stockton State College,
Pomona, N.J. ) )
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1980 Environmental Specialist, Division of Public Health,
Atlantic County, N.J.

Consultant, New Jersey Office of the Public Advocate
(research and cartographic studies of municipal housing
densities and land uses).

1970-1980 Archaeological Cdnsultant,:ﬂammontoh, N.J.

Provided archaeological consultation, survey, excavation
and report preparation services to state, municipal and
private clients for environmental impact assessments.

1977-1979 Field Director/Laboratory Supervisor,
Rutgers Archaeological Survey Office,
Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ

Supervised fieldwork and laboratory analysis on numerous
cultural resource surveys and mitigation projects.

Major projects included: +the survey of Raritan Landing,
Piscataway Township, Middlesex County, N.J. prior to
sewer construction; the survey for Route I-195 in Howell
Township, Monmouth County, N.J.; the survey for the
Manasquan River. Reservoir, Monmouth County, N.J.

1972-1974 Assistant Archaéoldgist,
- Research Laboratory of Anthropology,
"Oniversity of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, 'N.C.

1969-~1970 Assistant to the State Archaeologist,
State of Delaware, Dover, DE

Publications

“Evidence of Indian settlement in the Pine Barrens.” 1In
Proceedings and Pavers of the First Research Conference on the New
Jersey Pine Barrens., ed. John W. Sinton. 1979.

"Prehistoric Archaeology.” In A_Plan for a Pinelands Preserve,

Rutgers University Press. 1978.

"The Savich Farm Site: A Preliminary Report.” Bulletin of the
Massachusetts Archaeological Society 32. 1871.

Professional Affiliations

Archaeological Society of New Jersey (executive board member)

- Atlantic County Historical Society

Awards
Stockton Scholars Award, 1976
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HUNTER
RESEARCH
ASSOCIATES

Cultural Resource Consuitants

714 S. Clinton Ave.
Trenton, NJ 08611
Tel. 609/695-0122

Education

WILLIAM B. LIEBEKNECHT
Laboratory Supervisor, BA

B.A., Anthropology, Beloit College, Beloit, Wisconein, 1984

Experience
1987- Laboratory’ Supervisor
Hunter Research Associates, Trenton, N.J.
Technical and supervisory responsibilities for
laboratory operations. Participation in:
- artifact processing and analysis .
- prehistoric and historic ceramic analysis
- artifact collections research
- preparation of artifact inventories and reports
- computerization of artifact data
~ supervision of laboratory personnel
- field survey and excavation
1985-1988 Laboratory Supervisor and Field Assistant
Research & Archaeological Management, Inc. (RAM)
Highland Park, N.J.
Supervised analyses of artifact assemblages from
various cultural resource projects in the
Northeast.
1984-1985 Research and Field Assistant
Historic Sites Resarch, Princeton, N.J.
Publications

“"The Fort Elfsborg Spoon,”

of New Jersey, 1986, No. 40, 45-46.

Eastern States Archaeological Federation
Archaeological Socliety. of New Jersey
Archaeological Society of New York
Wisconsin State Archaeological Society
Society for Pennsylvania Archaeology
New Jersey Historical Society
Archaeological Society of Connecticut
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-SUBDIVISION FEES:.

\ t

PRE-PRELIMINARY PLAT: $100.00
PRELIMINARY PLAT: 100.00
FINAL PLAT:($100.00 + $5.00/LOT) 250.00
FINAL PLAT SECTION FEE: 150.00
TOTAL: $4L0p. 00

~?eaf>pkoml $ 250-00
§50.00

ENGINEER FEE: -~ TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW

RECREATION FEE:

29 LOTS @ $250.00 PER LOT: $7.250.00

SRR ERES T2 X 2 2 S 2 2 \\\



Shaw Engineering Consulting Engineers

744 Broadway
P.O. Box 256839
Newburgh, New York 12550
December 11, 1995 (914) 561-3685

Planning Board -

Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Att: Mark Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer

Re: Stormwater Detenticn Pond
Windsor Square Subdivision

Dear Mark:

Pursuant to our inspection of the above referenced detention pond on December 5, | have
reviewed the Stormwater Management Calculations that are dated April 17, 1989 and that were
prepared by Engineering Technologies, Inc. | have also reviewed the as-built survey
information of the pond as obtained by Grevas & Hildreth, P.C in July of 1995. The purpose of
these reviews was insure that the constructed pond fulfills the intent of the design documents
that was approved by the New Windsor Planning Board.

Prior to my analysis of the constructed pond, | would like to point out that the Stormwater
Management Calculations for the Windsor Square reflect a 45% reduction in stormwater flows
after development as compared to the flows generated by the site in its pre-developed
condition. Also, during the construction of the subject subdivision the developer installed an 18-
inch off-site storm drain line along Garden Street. This line was installed at the request of the
Town of New Windsor and was above and beyond the improvements required by the Planning
Board at the time of approval. Both the reduction in stormwater flows and the ability to convey
increased stormwater off-site provide a substantial factor of safety in mitigating Windsor
Square’s stormwater flows, recognizing that the primary mitigation measure is the subject
detention pond.’ '

Based upon my review of the as-built survey data, | can state that the constructed stormwater
detention pond fulfilils the intent of the design documents with the exception of the
recommended improvements presented below. In general terms the pond’'s surface area,
depth, and volume are consistent with the design documents that were approved by the Town
of New Windsor. As you are aware a field change was implemented that increased the slope of
the pond’s bottom for the purpose of eliminating possible pockets of standing water. While this
change slightly reduced the storage capacity of the pond, this reduction is well within the factor
of safety discussed above.

As we noted during our inspection, the following items need to be completed by the developer:

,.-n""'m



Mark Edsall, P.E. (Cont'd) -2- December 11, 1995

1. installation additional rip-rap at the flared end sectlon (lnlet to the pond), and at
the outlet control structure

2. increasing the width of the weir to the required 4 feet dimension

| have also investigated your concern regarding the possibie ramifications should the existing 4-
inch orifice become blocked with debris due to lack of maintenance. Our calculations indicate
that at the pond’'s maximum water depth, the 4-inch orifice will release stormwater at a
maximum rate of 0.7 CFS. At an orifice diameter of 6-inches, the maximuin discharge would be
1.6 CFS, a negligible increase. Based upon these discharge rates, we concur with you that
increasing the orifice to 6-inches in diameter would minimize the potential of the blocking of the
pond’s outlet while not significantly increasing the pond'’s discharge rate.

Finally, | have investigated whether the 4 foot wide weir would pass the maximum flow of 22.8
. CFS should the orifice become ineffective due to debris. As we discussed, the conveyance of
the maximum flow by the weir is necessary otherwise the earth berm could be breached. The
as built survey data indicates that 0.33 feet of clearance presently exists between weir and the
underside of the structure cover This clearance is not sufficient to discharge the maximum
flow, and in order to do so the clearance would have to be increased to 1.5 feet.

In summary | will recpmmend to my client to perform the following work:

additional rip-rap at pond inlet and outiet

modify the weir width to 4 feet

increase orifice to 6-inches in diameter

raise the structure cover to provide 1.5 feet of vertical clearance

rPON=

It is my understanding that upon completion of this work your office will represent to the Town
of New Windsor that the constructed detention pond is satisfactory to your office. If you are not
in agreement with any of the above, please call this office at your convenience.

Very truly yours,

SHAW ENGI@EERING

Grégo
Pnncupar/

GJS:mmv

cc: Gén’y Kreisberg, Windsor Land Development Corp.
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" To The Town Planning Board of New Windsor, .

"We the residents of the Garden St.,Harth Dr. and

- Leslie Ave. area request more consideration on the

Retention Pond for the Windsor Square Subdivision.

fAs residents of:the area for many years we know how

- this particular area retains water 3/4 of the year.

"We arxe concerned that it is going to be a pond and a

breeding ground for insects. We are concerned also

because it is going to be 4 feet deep with no fence

"around it., We are not trying to start trouble We

‘are trying to pre#ént it for the safety of our

: CHILDREN., .
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' WINDSOR SQUARE $0-S§

MR. PETRO: Let’s ago across the street now, detention

‘pond, have you talked with the builder there?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, Windsor Crest.

MR. BABCOCK: Windsor Square.

MR. EDSALL: Windsor Square project we have met with

Scotty and we met in the field then we met during a
heavy storm with his son, we’ve identified two sources
of the problem. They’ve indicated that they’1ll have a
plan from Greg Shaw as to exactly what has to be
finished with the basin. They are going to start
working on it next week and they’ll follow through and
they hope to have every bit of the work done with the
basin and interception swale along the stone wall
against the Leslie Street residents, have all that
completed by your next meeting.

MR. LANDER: Now, refresh my memory, was that retention
basin supposed to be in operation before that build-out
was done? :

MR. PETRO: Nope.




July 13, 1994 ‘ , ‘ 87

MR. EDSALL: I think there was deadlines. They didn’t
have a deadline but when we brought to their attention
the fact that we were having problems, their comment
was it doesn’t matter if we agreed to a deadllne, if
you are having a problem, we’ll work on it now so--

'MR. LANDER: NOV.‘is the retention basin still in their -
‘plans? . - S : . o o , )

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. EDSALL: They are agreeable. They have no argument
with doing it now rather than-later and Greg Shaw has

' . agreed to.prepare necessary plan for details of what

has to be done to finish it. 1I’d hope that the first’
August meeting I can come back and tell you that they
are done.

HR.»LANDER: Was there some drainage and paving
supposed to be done in coordination with that retention
basin?

MR. EDSALL: Off-site in the Planning Board’s approval
of Windsor Square there were no off-site improvements.
However, after the approval after the stamped plan was
filed, after all the bonds were posted, the Highway

Superintendent indicated his believe that the pipe

needed to be replaced. So effectively out of the
goodness of the developer’s heart, that is really all
it can be, they improved the storm water all the way
down to Garden Drive. :

MR. PETRO: I went there and I saw it, it’s done except
one thing, the water is not getting into the manholes,
only because the final top coat isn’t done and the
water is not being directed to the manholes. It does
go into the last one because it has nowhere else to go
but the silt is getting down there, they can easily
remedy that with just a little direction.

MR. EDSALL: They are working on that.

MR. PETRO: They did a nice job, just got to get the
water in.



July 13, 1994 - o , | 88 .

Hk. EDSALL: Restoratlon work on the sewer phase is

- going to be done by the Highway Department, that was
‘part of the agreement they would donate the pipe

1nstgllat;on, the town would do the surface
restoration. That has not occurred yet.

MR. DUBALDI: I make a motion we adjourn.

'MR. LANDER: I seond it.

ROLL CALL

MR. LANDER ~ ~ AYE S
MR. DUBALDI = . .AYE - .
' MR. PETRO AYE

Submitted By:




s .
O Shaw Engineering Consulting Engineers

744 Broadway

P. 0. Box 2569
Newburgh, New York 12550

(914] 561-3695

July 18, 1994

Planning Board

Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Att:* Mark Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer
Re: Stormwater Detention Pond

Windsor Square Subdivision
Dear Mark:

Please consider this correspondence an update to our site inspection of July 6 regarding the
stormwater detention pond at Windsor Square Subdivision.

On July 14 Kingsley Homes commenced the finalization of the construction of the detention
pond. | inspected the pond on the following day, July 15, and offer the following status report:

1. earth was being placed between the roadway curbing and the top of the pond
2. earth was being placed immediately north of the pond to create a planting berm

3.- evergreen trees and flowering trees were being planted within the northerly planting
berm

4. atemporary stormwater diversion ditch was installed along the northerly property line
to protect the lots along Leslie Avenue

Robert Scott of Kingsley Homes, who was present during my site visit, stated that he will
complete the work on the exterior of the pond within the next week. Prior to finalizing the
interior of the pond, Mr. Scott will need a sketch from this office indicating the pond’s final
grades and the location of the low level swale. This sketch will be prepared upon receipt of the
as-built survey information of the pond's inlet and outlet piping which is being obtained by Bill
Hildreth. '



- Grego

Mark Edsall, P.E. (Cont'd) o 2- July 18, 1994

While Robert Scott would like to complete the interior of the pond immediately following the

" pond’s exterior, he expressed concern that the pond’s bottom was too wet. If this is the case,

the finalization of the pond's interior may have to be postponed until September, usually the
driest month of the year. This decision will be made at the time the sketch is complete.

If you have any questions regarding the above, please call at your convenience.

Very truly youré,

SHAW ENGINEERING

ry J/ghaw/
Principal

GJS:mmv
Enclosure

cc: Robert Scaott, Kingsley Homes
William Hildreth, L.S.
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WINDSOR_SQUARE

MR. PETRO: We have Windsor Square subdivision
represented by?

'MR. TOM VICK: The builder is not here but I711 speak
. for the development. S . , S

MR. PETRO: Your name?

MR. VICK: Tom Vick. We have péople here from the
development and also from the old development that

‘adjoins the retention pond and our concern is-the

detention pond at the bottom of hill within the
development, we’re hoping there’d be a member of the
King’s Construction here to discuss that with us.

MR. PETRO: What happens with the detention pond
somebody told me they wanted to remove the detention
pond and do something with it.

MR. VICK: Deal was that Scotty, the builder, put an
additional piping down there, drainage to alleviate the
detention pond which we thought as a development we
could make that into a more or less a grassy area, a
park area or baseball field, like it used to be before

they built it. That -is what it was previous to this

detention pond. It has now become a swamp, mosquito
infested area which is very bad and what we’re trying

-to do is do something different. My understanding with

Scotty was that they put that through the Supervisor,
Highway Superintendent, that they put extra drainage in
there to eliminate that pond and Mark is telling me
that is not so that the existing drainage that you
folks have now going underneath the railroad tracks to
the next development down is not sufficient to carry
the water, is that correct? )

MR. PETRO: ' That is correct.

MR. VICK: Our concern is that the folks next to us,
they are starting to get mosquitoes and smells and
everything else from the pond. What we. want to do now,

what are we going to do about the pond and what can we
do? '
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‘MR. PETRO: Everybody would be in agreement that any
time a detention pond is not needed is better for
everybody concerned but I think as far as that
development is concerned, Mark, you can help me along,
that detention pond was part of the approved plan for
the. development and therefore part of -the-drainage plan -
so we would have to have some sort of a drainage study
to indeed find out if the water for that drainage pond
is going to be diverted somewhere else. Other than
saying that the bigger pipes be put in, I happen to
know for a fact that the pipe underneath the railroad
tracks is major problems down through that whole area,
lot of which is coming off Windsor Crest and going down
through there now is not big enough to start with. And
it’s twofold, one there’s a right angle turn up there
pretty close to 32 and secondly is once it gets to the
railroad tracks is the second problem to go under the
tracks. Mark, can you shed any light on this?

MR. EDSALL: I agree with you a hundred percent.
There’s a lot of problems with drainage in that area.
The detention basin was required because of the public
comment and designed by the applicant showing that if
the basin was not in, it would impact the adjoining
properties. Not only the people on Garden but below
‘Garden, the fact that it would discharge rather rapidly
and then cross the Con Rail tracks and increase the
flow through that area where they right now are in
terrible shape and we just don’t have an answer at this
point below the railroad tracks. So I agree with you
there’s a problem. It was put in for a purpose, the
increasing of the pipe size from the new subdivision
down Garden near the box culvert that crosses the
railroad tracks is a definite improvement, it was not
part of the original subdivision plan. And in my mind,
was not required to eliminate the basin but rather to
address some concerns that the Highway Department had
and that was done voluntarily over and above the
requirements of the subdivision. The outlet structure
that is part of the basin is still going in so the
throttling effect is still proposed. In other words,
it doesn’t matter if you increase the pipes on the
other side of the throttling device, the throttling
device still functions to hold the water back.



June 22, 1994 30

MR. DUBALDI: 1Is the parking a hundred percent at this
point?

MR. EDSALL: 1It’s not complete, I agree with the
people, it’s like many other projects in the Town of

.-.New Windsor, they are not complete. . In my mind, if the

pond is completed correctly, and they go as far as to
put a center swale in with stone, some of what we have
convinced Windsor Crest to do and they landscape it,
shouldn’t have the mosquito problems.

MR. DUBALDI: When are they looking. to be done?

MR. EDSALL: I have not been able to get an answer as
of yet. I got a verbal answer from Scotty, the
developer, that he was going to landscape it in a
higher quality than what the subdivision plan required
that he would do a very nice job. I tend to believe it
cause anyone who gives the Town a $20,000 gift of a
drainage system without a gun to his head has to be
reasonably responsible and honest. So I would think
he’s going to do it. If the board wants to have him
come in to a meeting and establish a timeframe, that
might be something you can do.

MR. PETRO: Are the residents that live there now, are
you totally against the retention pond and want to do
something else there or are you just saylng it’s not up
to par?

MR. VICK: We’d like to do something else there in the
future when you folks do improve the other water, we’re
not rushing that kind of thing but the folks behind us
have a problemn.

MR. JOHN GIBBONS: I live on Garden Street adjacent to.
I have about 4 inches of silt in my front yard today
from the rain last night. They do not have any bales
of hay to keep the loose so0il from running down their
street into Garden Street and it’s starting to fill
that drain, that 18 inch drain that they put in has got
four inches of silt in the bottom.

MR. PETRO: Do something about that tomorrow, make a
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couple calls.

MR. GIBBONS: All the storm drains should have bales of
hay around it where the street comes out on and to
Garden. 1I’ve got cedar chips in my front yard. I
asked them if they wanted them back. :

MR. PETRO: That can be a bEC problem.

MR. GIBBONS: I thought it was because I see the State
puts bales of hay.

MR. PETRO: We’1ll get in touch with Mr. Fayo, who will
get down there immediately and get it straightened out.
Because if not, we can notify the DEC.

MR. GIBBONS: You have the silt going into the storm
drains and you have got three inches of silt.

MR. PETRO: Most of that is coming from the detention
pond problem not being done and working properly so you
are compounding the problem.

MR. DONALD NAPOLITANI: We’re willing to accept the
retention pond until we can either change it later on
down the road but we’re looking for some kind of set
time as to when it’s -actually going to be working
properly or maintained so that it looks halfway decent
and doesn’t create all the problems that it is
creating.

MR. PETRO: Mark, the Planning Board Engineer, is going
to talk with the developer tomorrow, we’re going to try
to get him here to get an actual schedule set up when
it will be completed and how it’s going to be completed
and obviously has to be done to the agreement that is
already set forth with the original Planning Board
approval. He’s talking about even upgrading from that
point so let’s see what he has to offer. I think what
we have to do here with the retention pond, it’s in the
future right now, it would be hard for anyone to
discuss where we can eliminate the ponds or do
something other than that, so there’s nowhere for the
water to go. So why would we even talk about let’s do
something different in the future. If you see any

i - -
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other piping, there are some plans to go through the
development, not yours, but the one adjacent down to
the tracks, and what was the new pipes that were
installed, the guy said he put in new piping coming out
of the new into the--

MR. EDSALL: On Garden?

MR. NAPOLITANI: Right, what actual benefit was that?
Did that benefit anything or just--

MR. EDSALL: It was a desire on behalf of the Town to
have that improvement and the Highway Superintendent
successfully convinced Scotty that he should do it.

MR. NAPOLITANI: If we can convince Scotty to improve
the piping going from the end of the retention pond to
the tracks to the other development.

MR. EDSALL: You’re talking from the railraod tracks
down to what we all call the the Warmer Swamp, one
section was bid and the bids were rejected to cross one
street and pick up the large diameter arch pipes, was
somneplace around $125,000 and that was less than 50
feet of improvements. You’re talking major, a major
drainage problem in that area. It’s not something that
the Town is ignoring.. We’re trying to long term come
up with some solutions but to protect the residents
down below until the improvements are in. Every single
project that is in this area is being required to
mitigate whatever increase in drainage they may create
from the development. That is why Windsor Square has a
basin not to protect really yours but protect those
downstream, Windsor Crest, Epiphany, all the
developments have them, until we can solve the problens
downhill.

MR. NAPOLITANI: Big difference from what, from their
retention pond looks like compared to ours.

MR. VICK: What about the mosquito problem?
MR. NAPOLITANI: And Windsor Crest did a nice job.

MR. EDSALL: Windsor Crest is not even close to being



L.

June 22, 1994 , : ' , 33

done. Again, I think we should talk to the developer

again, it’s a homeowner association created such that -
you can effectively all own that property and maintain
it in a good form rather than have it be an abandoned

piece of property which will become overgrown.

‘MR. VICK: - Is there any other residential development

in the Town of New Windsor that has a homeowner’s
association responsible for retention pond?

MR. DUBALDI: Windsor Crest.
MR. VICK: That is a condo development. .
MR. EDSALL: It’s a very similar situation.

MR. VICK: Residential development, not condo
development.

MR. EDSALL: The Town of New Windsor Planning Board had
presented before it a plan and the applicant was told
solve the problem, either create an improvement
district and let the Town maintain it, create a
homeowner association or improve the drainage so you
don’t need it and they chose option B, which was HOA
because the town did not believe that there was a
benefit in creating an improvement district for 30
lots.

MR. NAPOLITANI: So, is the homeowner’s association,
when do they have to take responsibility for this?

MR. EDSALL: Homeowner’s association are subject to the
review of the Attorney General’s office, the perspectus
that created it had to go through the Attorney
General’s office. The Planning Board attorney at the
time told them they had to go to the Attorney General’s
office, the Town of New Windsor has no jurisdiction
over the homeowner’s association. If your attorney or
the attorney on the other side who sold the property to
you did not disclose that there was a homeowner’s
association, you have a legitimate complaint to the
State, not Town of New Windsor.

MR. VICK: I agree with that.
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MR. EDSALL: Can you dispand it at the time of the
elimination of the basin occurs? You can sell the lot,
build a house on it and that is profit but you probably
can’t do that until the drainage is 1mproved. It’s a
major pro;ect. ’

MR. PETRO: I think what Mark just addressed really
when the development is done and gone that it is your
responsibility as a homeowner’s association to take
care of the basin.

MR. NAPOLITANI: That-is my question so we’re not
responsible till the last house is built and he’s
finished?

MR. PETRO: That is correct.

MR. EDSALL: In the perspectus, it should tell you when
you begin to take responsibility for that. We know

- when we take responsibility for the roads when they are

dedicated.

MR. PETRO: To further go along with that, the Planning
Board still has the jurisdiction over the site plan at

this time which we’re going to act upon.

MR. EDSALL: Subdivision.

MR. PETRO: And go down there and find out when it’s
going to be complete. Maybe we have to have him in
here at the next meeting, come up with a schedule and
to address the mosgquito problem and everything else
that we’re talking about and see what we can do to get

this thing done correctly before they have to take it
over.

MR. EDSALL: I’11 make an effort to get some kind of
commitment out of Scotty. He made a commitment on the
drainage and he, within reason, held to the schedule.
So I think we’ll try to pin him down again on thls, try
to push him. :

MR. PETRO: Try to resolve three things. One, it does
become homeowner’s little puppy to take care of after
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the builder’s gone. Number two, as far as eliminating
the detention pond, that is really down the road quite

-'a ways because we need somewhere for the water to go

and at this point, we couldn’t do it if we wanted to
because it has physically nowhere to go. Number 3, the
construction of the detention pond, mosquitoes,
everything else we’re going.to address that before the
next meeting and if you want, anyone want to call and
talk to Myra and find out if he’s going to be on the
agenda or find out through Mark’s office what the
outcome is.

MR. NAPOLITANI: They are even using it as a garbage
dump, they are dumping all the excess stuff left over
from the development in the end of the detention ponds,
which is just adding to the problen.

MR. PETRO: Until it’s done and the site plan review is
bonded, right?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. PETRO: We still have some weight to put on the
builder to try and get this done correctly.

MR. NAPOLITANI: Is there a time limit?

MR. PETRO: There’s no time l1limit on the exact site
plan improvements until the end of the project is done,
the subdivision is done, he can still say well, we'’re
working on it as far as we know at this point.

MR. EDSALL: We’ll try to get a commitment out of him.
MR. VICK: How does that come over to turn from Scott
to homeowner’s association? Who’s in charge of the
homeowner’s association? How does that happen?

MR. NAPOLITANI: 1It’s not a New Windsor thing.

MR. VICK: Does that piece of property have a deed?
MR.»EDSALL:,jThAt property is going to be deeded to the

homeowner’s association, each one of you would own a
piece of -it. ‘ '
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MR. VICK: Aimo§t‘like a closing.

" MR. EDSALL: I would assume so. There’s got to be
properties conveyed. ' :

'MR. KRIEGER: Well, the problem is the deed only has to
be signed by the person conveying.

"MR. VICK: Who would be the conveyee?

MR. KRIEGER: Homeowners would be the conveyees but it
is an area exclusively controlled by the Attorney
General.

MR. NAPOLITANI: In essence, he could drag out the
completion of this retention pond till he’s finished
with the development, is that what we’re saying they
really wanted to do?

MR. EDSALL: He could but we’re not going to--

MR. BABCOCK: We’re not going to let him.

MR. EDSALL: He'’s been cooperative in the past.

MR. PETRO: We’ll check the silt problem.

_MR. EDSALL: When it’s finished, it should be in a form
that is mowable and keep it as a finished area.

MR. NAPOLITANI: We have a problem with getting him to
complete houses to sell, let alone complete something
-that is just going to sit there and not benefit him.

MR. EDSALL: We’ll apply some pressure, ask him to help
us out.

MR. NAPOLITANI: Thank you.



REGULAR TOWN BOARD AND WATER BOARD MEETING
WED., JULY 17, 1991; 7:30 P.M.

NEW WINDSOR TOWN HALL

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Supervisor Green, Councilman Heft, Councilwoman
: Fiedelholtz, Councilman Spignardo, Councilwoman
Siano. s :

OTHER OFFICIALS PRESENT: Town Attorney Seaman, Comptroiler Reis,
Police Chief Koury. '

Supervisor Green called to order the Regular Town Board and Water Board
Meeting and presided over same.

TAPE 1, SIDE A, TAPE #110

#1 On Agenda - Minutes

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilwoman Siano that

the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor approve the Minutes of the
PUBLIC HEARING regarding LOCAL LAW #3-1991 - ZONING MAP CHANGE and

the Regular Town Board and Water Board Meeting, both held on

June 19, 1991, and the Special Town Board Meeting held on July 2, 1991,
as per the copies posted on the Town Clerk's Bulletin Board in the
Town Hall and same distributed to each of the Town Board Members.

Roll Call: All Ayes » Motion Carried: 5-0

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NONE

HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT




#2 On Agenda - Receive and File-Bond #WF00016282-Windsor Square
Subdivision

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor re-
ceive and file Bond #WF00016282 in the sum of $372,105.00 from
Louis Ritter Agency, said bond being posted for the completion of
construction of all roadway improvements incidental to the con-
struction of WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION.

WATER DEPARTMENT

#3 On Agenda - Receive and File-Bond #WF00016284-Windsor Square
Subdivision

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor receive
and file Bond #WF00016284 in the sum of $347,895.00 from Louis Ritter
Agency, said bond being posted for the completion of comnstruction of
all water distribution systems, sanitary sewer and storm water system
improvements incidental to the construction of WINDSOR SQUARE
SUBDIVISION.

SANITATION DEPARTMENT

NONE
GENERAL
#4 On Agenda - Motion-Advertise for fuel oil bids.

Motion by Councilwoman Siano, seconded by Councilman Spignardo that

the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town Clerk’

to advertise calling for Fuel 0il Bids for the 1991-1992 heating season
for the heating of all Town Buildings which are heated by fuel oil.
Said bids to be received and publicly opened on August 15, 1991, at
3:00 P.M. at the Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York.
Also, that the Town Board reserves the right to accept or regect '

~any and/or all bids. x :

Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carr1ed., 5f0

ARG T I ¢ T S s

T TGl
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#5 On Agenda - Motion-Authorize issuance of solicitor's permit

Motion by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz, seconded by Councilwoman Siano that

the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor approve the application for a

Solicitor's Permit submitted by Suzanne Pritchett and Patricia Schoormaker,

of Newburgh, New York, to sell hot and cold food and beverages at the

Big Saver Station located on Route 207, New Windsor, New York, and that

they obtain a permit from the Town Clerk's office.

Roll Call: Councilwoman Siano, aye; Councilman Spignardo, aye;
Councilwoman Fiedelholtz, aye; Councilman Heft, aye;
Supervisor Green, nay.

Motion Carried: 4-1

#6 On Agenda - Receive and File-Easement~Suburban Homes of Orange County,
Inc. with the Town of New Windsor
Section 58, Block 6, Lot 8

Hearing no obJectlon, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor receive
and file the followlng easement:

SUBURBAN HOMES OF ORANGE COUNTY, INC. to TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
Easement - Liber 3449 - page ‘216 on May 30 1991

#7 On Agenda - Receive and File-Final Report-Town of New Windsor Records
Inventory

Hearing no objections, the Town board of the Town of Nev Vindsor receive
and file the Final report of the Town of New Windsor Records Inventory,
as submitted by Paullne G Townsend, Records Offlcer. 7

e v g e
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#8 On Agenda - Receive and File-Easement for drainage-Purpura, Frances
to TNW-Section762; Block 9, Lot 25

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New windsor receiVe
and file the following easement:

PURPURA, FRANCES to TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR o
Easement - Liber 3454 - page 220 on June 10, 1991

#9 On Agenda - Motion-Authorizatiomn for pub1ication of legal ad - Notice
of Availability - NW Landfill RI/FS Report

Motion by Councilman Spignardo, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz that
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town Clerk to
advertise according to law, a notice which advises of the availability
for review of the NEW WINDSOR LANDFILL REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION AND
FEASIBILITY STUDY REPORT. : .

Roll Call: All Ayes ‘ Motion Carried: 5-0

#10 On Agenda — Receive and File-Petition of ZoningVChange/Fee—Fox Hill
Assoc.-Section 54, Block 1, Lot 2

Hearing no objection, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor receive
and file Petition for Zoning Change of FOX HILL ASSOCIATES, said petition
being accompanied by a fee in the sum of $810.00 for the property pres-
ently zoned R-1, which is proposed to be changed to R-5 and refer same

to Planning Board for review.

#11 On Agenda — OFFICIALS REPORTS

Hearing no objections, the following reports were received, recorded and
filed with the Town Clerk:

Soc1al Service Director's report for the month of May, 1991,,
Fire Prevention report for the month of May, 1991.

Historic Parklands report for the month of June, 1991,
Recreation Director's report for the month of June, 199}].
Town Justice Suttlehan's report for the month of June, 1991.
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Town Justice Thorpe's report for the month of June, 1991,

Tax Receiver's report (Water/Sewer/Garbage) for the month of June,
1991.

Police report for the month of May, 1991.

Town Clerk's report for the month of June, 1991.

New Windsor Volunteer Ambulance Corps report for the month of June,
1991. -

Water Superintendent's report for the month of April, 1991.

Water Superintendent's report for the month of May, 1991

Building Imspector's report for the month of June, 1991.

#12 On Agenda - PUBLIC FORUM

Hearing no one wishing to speak, Supervisor Green entertained a motion
to close the Public Forum Portion of the Agenda.

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz that
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor close the Public Forum Por-
tion of the Meeting.

Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0
#13 on Agenda - ADJOURN

Motion by Councilman Heft, seconded by Councilwoman Fiedelholtz that
the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor adjourn the Regular Town
Board and Water Board Meeting at 7:50 P.M.

Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0

Respectfully submitted,

@L sl

PAULINE G. TOWNSEND
‘TOWN CLERK = -

PGT:dh




To: The Plannlng Board of the Town of New Wlndsor :,

i,SubJect Wlndsor Square Subd1v1510n Retentlon pond

"As.-a taxpayer of the town of New windsor I feel it

S - my.x;ghxﬁtovrequest_the plannrnq-board~te—vr51t— he4ﬂ~%~—~—-~

<s;te that has been apprpved_to_remaln next_to_myﬂhemb.

I thlnk 1t is - only falr to say - thatrmyenelghborsrwlll

have trees to look at and we will have a bug 1nfested

swamp that wlll decrease the value of our home.

Belng a - taxpayer ‘we expect to be given the same

con51derat10n as our nelghbors.

—mL;knoy_that”any»ofwyou~on~the¥piannihg;board;would**it'—“*wa“*—%

_”ﬁot»gant'to live;hear_or_aroundranythingelike;thisruf

A bug infested slime hole

Slncerely

CQJ 0‘__5 a/La&m. ﬂ .
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August 12, 1992

MR. PETRO: We met with Mr. Green and we looked at the
drainage problem down on 32 and I think as a Planning
Board that we are going to have to take into

consideration more of site .drainage problems which we

did, which vou took to my attention tonight with Mr.
Manns. And I think we all have to be conscious of
that.

MR. VanLEEUWEN: Can I make a suggestion, Jimmy, next
time we have a site visit meeting, you and I know
exactly what we discussed with Skippy, why don’t we
take the whole Planning Board down there, maybe I don’t
know if Mike knows the details, I don’t know if Mark
knows.

MR. BABCOCK: I spent two days there myself.

MR. VanLEEUWEM: Orainage on Leslie Avenues and Parkway
Drive.

MR. EDSALL: Out of the Windsor Square?

MR. VanLEEUWEN: oOut of Windsor Square and across the
streetf .

MR. EDSALL: That plan is being prepared right now.
SUPERVISOR GREEM: And out of Windsor Crest.

MR. PETRO: I want to make tHe Board members --

MR. VanLEEUWEM: I have known what the problem --

MR. PETRO: We have to be more conscious of off-site
drainage.

MR. VanLEEUWEN: If we show the other members what is
going on and we go into the second phase for Hilltop
and we need some money fTor the drainage then --

MR. EDSALL: If I could just throw in one comment, you
have got a condo project that is well underway that
effectively has zero drainage protection because the
improvements are nonfunctional. The basin is not
having any storm wakter directed to it so effectively it
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might as well not be there. I think we have to be a
little more careful to demand that certain improvements
be made before the first, second or third unit is
completed. So as the development continues, the
protection is there alveady. Right now, the storm
water system is totally inoperable and that

gentlemen --

SUPERVISOR GREEM: Hopefully we have addressed that,
tdark, and that is temporarily resolved through the use
of some berms and swales in there. But, you know the
problem is deeper than that. Our system simply cannot
hold more off-site drainage. You know that is one
specific area. You have to look.at that one specific
area. However, the same condition exists town-wide,
it’s not limited to Windsor Crest or Windsor Square,
the Route 32 area, the whole drainage basin from Snake
Hill or Jim’s property going east to the Hudscon River
has to be addressed. You know Ron and I lived there
all our lives Jjust about, you Kknow, and we know what it
used to be. We know what it ‘is today. 1I’m hard
pressed to be convinced that the detention basin is
effective in holding back or maintaining the same
amount of flow into the system as before the ground was
covered with nonimpermeable surface.

MR. VanLEEUWEN: It will work if it operates but they
are not doing anything. '

SUPERVISOR GREEN: Impermeable, it’s not nonpermeable,
it’s impermeable.

MR. VanLEEUWEN: HNothing in Hill Crest is working.

This Board has spent more hours, more time on this Hill
Crest situation. You have spent more time, Mark has
spent more time.

SUPERVISOR GREEN: - Hill Crest is the most obvious, I
mean it’s the glaring example at this point. Ephiphany
will be the next glaring example at this point.

MR. PETRO: There was a binder.

SUPERVISOR GREEN: I heard there was too on the
building.

MR. BABCOCK: I don’t know whether the Board remembers
back when Phase I1 came in they were told that they
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should talk to Mark Edsall and make sure that their
retention ponds or detention ponds were completely 100
percent done. I’m not aware that they are at this
point in time and I really think that we should have
Mark or his firm -- ‘

MR . EDSALL: They are not done. e verifyrthey'are'not
done.

MR. BABCOCK: According to the plan, I think there was
supposed to be some upgrade that crossed 32 on the size
of the piping. 1 don’t remember them going across 32
so maybe Mark or somebody from his Firm should check
into that and I’l]l be more than happy to let him know
what we discussed on-site.

MR. PETRO: Mark, check on the retention ponds, let us
know the status of how far completed they are.

MR. EDSALL: We can get & veport. I have spoken with
Greg Shaw several times. The problem here is that,
Hank you have a good memory for dates, it was at least
a year if not quite a bit more than that that they
assured us that they would give that their number one
attention and the basins would be completed.

MR . BABCOCK: There’s no grates, like a grate on the
overflowsi

MR. EDSALL: There’s no safety fTor children falling
into the outlef structure.

MR. VanLEEUWEN: The pipes aren’t flowing in there yet.

SUPERVISOR GREEM: If I may, Ron, Mike, myself and
Councilman Spignavdo were there within an hour after a
very heavy rainstorm, a rainstorm thakt was put out so
much watey that the tops of the curbs had sedimentation
deposited on them. We observed the detention basins
themselves and if there was a half an inch of water in
there at one end there was a lot. The basins are not

.effective. as part of the site plan approval, this

Board, you know, should be considering the fact that
the drainage systems ave installed and effective prior
to the first building permits being issued or the first
C.O.s.

MR . VanLEEUWEN: That is the, why it was supposed to
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have been done or originally.

SUPERVISOR GREEM: The downstream drainage in this
particular case we have 1% inch running into within I
believe it was 13 inch all the way down Margo Street
runs into one 13-inch pipe. Common sense tells you
that that can’t happen. - The drainage on Margo Street

" has been in place for what , Ron, maybe 30, 35 years

that drainage has been there it’s been effectual. Why
should the taxpayers of the Town of New Windsor have to
install new drainage to accommodate a new development,
that’s not our \espons1b111ty.

MR. LANDER: Can I just say something though, what you
Just said, why has the State of New York worked on the
drainage along Route 32 on the west side of the highway

. since Washington Green was built out theve. Why has

that happened? They have been working on that, those
ditches, Jjust put riprap in there at the cost to the
raxpavers of New York State and why because there’s
move water coming off Washington Green propervty.

SUPERVISOR GREEM: Exact example, Ron, two years ago
you and I stood in the middle of Route 32 with water
running up over our ankles because the detention basin
at Washington Green didn’t work. We don’t learn our
lesson. We must address off-site drainage, it’s not
the taxpayer’s responsibility. 1It’s the rvesponsibility
of the developer.

MR. PETRO: Let’s keep that in mind when further site
plans come in.

MR . LANDER: We see more and more of it now.
MR. PETRO: Getting more and more built up.
SUPERVISOR GREEN: And another thing with Windsor

Crest, they never addressed any of Lheir sedimentation
protection runoff, they have done nothing.

‘MR. VanLEEUWEM: Hill Crest doesn’t know how to do

that.
MR. EDSALL: Costs money.

SUPERVISOR GREEN: Theve’s several problems with that
development but it points out with what Fox Wood’s
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going to do to Ceasar’s Lane. What is he going to come
back and tell this Board when his bridge washes away?

MR. VanLEEUWEN: Fox Wood and I said and it’s in the
minutes somewherses that that one wetland area should be
a large holding area and George, it does work if it'’s
set up right. .

SUPERVISOR GREEN: It works if the downstream drainage
works. Nothing works unless what I’'’m telling you is
that no matter what you’re going to put more water out.
If it’s nothing more than what i3 vunning off the
streets and mizzing the catch basins, there’s more
water than what’s coming out.

MR . VanLEEUWEN: Why do you think Casey Manns has the
problem, why do you think Tom Pendergast has the
croblem up at Stewart? They have got a holding pond,
it’s got three pipss that are 30 big it doesn’t retain
the water so they put boards in front of them to retain
the water. That’s what he told me this afternoon.

Mk . EDSALL: Just something a little explanation --

SUPERVISOR GREEM: Mr . McGuinnis doesn’t believe they
are causing a problem.

MR. EDSALL: You can have staged outlets, many basins
are designed for a SO-year storm, they would vetain
anything for a 20 or 15-year 3Lorm sure you create the
area and then you don’'t create anymore water, no more
water fTalls out of the sky because you paved the

ground. It Jjust gets downstream quicker so the whole
intent is to slow it down and release it at the same
rate. If you design for a S50-year storm and then you

don’t address a staged outlet, any storm less than S0
is going to have no effect, it’s going to run. Right
now, they have been asking for staged outlets. They
are expensive as hell to set up, makes the basins
larger, -it’s fto stage them so you'll retain 5 or 10,
15-year storms rathey than Jjust the massive storms,
retaining massive storms which I’m not sure what the
State did in their design is ineffectual unless you
have a SO0-year storm. The basins will work but
obviously if you don’t build them the way the design is
built up.

MR. VanLEEUWEN: You can’t hold --
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MR. LANDER: You have to buy 2 by 4°’s, it’s not

- expensive.

"MR. PETRO: Received another letter from Mrs. Favino

which is down by Windsor Garden to the Planning Board

“subject Windsor Square Subdivision Retention Pond. As

a taxpayer in the Town of New Windsor, I feel it’s my
right to request Planning Board visit the site that has
been approved and is next to my home. It’s only fair
to say the neighbors will have trees to look at and
we’ll have bug infested swamp which will decrease the
value of my home. Being a taxpayer, I know that any of
vyou on the Planning Board would not want to live near
or around anything like this, a bug infested slime
hole. So evidently, there’s -~ did you approve a
retention pond down there?

MR. WVanLEEUWEM: Yes, I was one of those birds that did

it

MR. EDSALL: When we met with the applicant, he wasn’t
aware of the details of the wording in that letter but
I was aware there was a concern Mrs. Favino called me.
I asked the applicant if he would insure when they do
the grading that they create as they create the sides
of the basin, create those as landscaping berms so they
can address that unsightly problem and insure that the
basin is sloped zo that it compl=stes drains after a
storm. The intent is not to hold the water.

SUPERVISOR GREEM: Perhaps I can refresh the Board’s

‘memory, it was represented to the Town Board that the

appearance of the drainage basin or the retention pond
or whatever the detention pond whatever you’vre going to
call it in this case would be nothing more than a large
grassy avea with a slight depression in it. 1 visited,
Jim, you were with me, I visited that site like three
times in the past two weeks.

MR. PETRO:-- You’re in touch with this lady?

MR. EDSALL: I have already answered hevy and I have
asked the applicant to insure it’s a very shallow
basin, the developer went to great lengths to go with a
very shallow basin. It only has two foot of water at
the maximum storm.
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SUPERVISOR GREEN: She’s right, it’s a slime hole.
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Department of Planning
o - & Development
mnga - i 124 Main Street
county Goshen, New York 10924
(914) 2945151
Heimback

Lovis o i s
" - Peter Gurrison, Commissioser
Cownty Exective : Richurd S. DeTurk, Depety Commissioner

February 26, 1987

Mr. Henry Reyns, Chairman

Town bi.f New Windsor Planning Board TOWN OF NEV‘I \ﬁj!{\!DSOR
New Windsor, N.¥., 12550 PLANNING BOARD

: g A 2o
Re; '_Windsor Square, Robert Kolinsky _ RECtiVED

N.Y.S. Highway Route 32 23— <M
Our File No. NWT 32-86N DATE

Dear Mr. Reyns:

'We have reviewed the sketch plan submitted and offer the following
comments for your consideration.

1. The most significant aspect presented in the 31 parcel submission
is the use of the clustering provision of Town Law to decrease parcel
sizes. The purpose of clustering development is to encourage flexibility
in design, to facilitate the most economic provision of infrastructure
and to preserve unique and ecologically sensitive areas. Typically, the
open space preserved is one large contiguous area which is often used for
recreation purpose by residents of the development. After reviewing the
aforementioned, it is apparent that the proposed sketch plan does not
conform to the intended purpose of the clustering provision. The design
of the subdivision and the amount of infrastructure needed is similar to
the conventional development of the parcel, the open space preserved is
not unique nor is it designed as onelarge contiguous open area. The
narrow strips preserved serve no purpose and will not be utilized by a
majority of the residents. Therefore, we suggest that the subdivision
be redesigned to conform to the minimum lot area required in the R-4 zone.

2. Because of the size of the subdivision, the degree of site dist-
urbance due to construction related activities will likely be significant.
We recommend that the applicant show in detail the erosion control measures
that will be implemented, and that such measures be reviewed by the Soil
Conservation Service. : i

3..As much mature vegetation as possible should be preserved through-
out the site. Mature vegetation not only improves aesthetic quality but
also decreases erosion, provides shade, helps screen out noise and air-
impurities as well as increases the economic value of homes. All trees
over 8" in. diameter should be depicted on the plan and preserved.

Cont...
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H. Reyns
7 4. A road prbfile and cross-section should be required and reviewed
by the Town Engineer to ensure that it is constructed to town specifications.

5. For your information, the estimated number of vehicular trips
generated per parcel is 10, amounting to 310 additional trips cumulatively.

6. Orange County Health Department review and approval is required.
We offer £hese comments and recommendations to not only circumvent
foreseeable problems, but alsc to improve the quality of the subdivision

for future residents as well as the town.

If there are any questions, please don't hesitate to call.

Very truly yofrs,

Peter Garrission,
Commissioner of Planning
& Development

Reviewed by 12411XL1//-1£000QXQV
Fred H. Budde
Planner

PG/af
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g Grevas_

T35~ —— LAND SURVEYORS |  ‘Susowsons.
_ ;lallltjbﬁtftji,Pnl ' SITE PLANNING
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 - LOCATION SURVEYS

TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667

25 July 1991

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
355 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12533

Att: Mr. Carl Schiefer, Chairman

SUBJECT: WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION, ROUTE 32; TREE PRESERVATION
"Dear Mr. Schiefer:

Following discussions with our client, the Contractor chosen to
perform the public improvements on the site and as stated at the
Public Hearing held for this project in May of 1987, please be
advised that there is no intention of removing the large ocak tree
along the northern boundary of thice site during the construction
process,

Since we believe that the Conditions imposed during the granting
of Final Approval by the Flanning Board have been met, we hereby
request that the plans currently on file at Town Hall be stamped
for Final Approval.

‘1¥ there should be any further questione concerning this matter,
- please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly »ours

Elias D. Grevas, L.S.
EDG/bg .

cc: Mr. R¥chard SchulKin, Windsor Square Associates
EZE Construction, Att: Mr. Larry Palone



MEMORANDUM FOR FILE

TO: WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION FILE

FROM: RICHARD D. MC GOEY, P.E.,
ENGINEER FOR THE TOWN

DATE: JULY 9, 1991

ON THIS DATE I REVIEWED THE MAPS, PLAN SHEETS 1 THRU 3 OF 3
SUBMITTED FOR SIGNATURE BY THE APPLICANT FOR SUBJECT PROJECT,
LAST REVISED 21 SEPTEMBER, 1989. AFTER A REVIEW OF MARK EDSALL'S
LETTER OF 31 JANUARY, 1990 OUTLINING THE REQUIREMENTS AND
CORRECTIONS NECESSARY PRIOR TO FINAL SIGNATURE, I CONTACTED GREG
SHAW AND DISCUSSED THE VARIOUS ISSUES WHICH HAVE NOT BEEN
RESOLVED IN ACCORDANCE WITH MR. EDSALL'S LETTER INCLUDING THE
FOLLOWING:

1. THE NEED FOR A NOTE ON THE PLAN INDICATING THAT THE LIVEABLE
SQUARE FOOTAGE SHALL EQUAL 1500 S.F. AND THAT THIS NOTE FURTHER
INDICATE THAT THE 1500 S.F. REQUIREMENT WILL BE PART OF A DEED
COVENANT.

2. THE H.O.A. DOCUMENTS HAVE NOT BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE TOWN
ATTORNEY FOR REVIEW.

3. THE NOTE FORMALLY ON SHEET 10 WITH RESPECT TO THE DRIVIWAY
ACCESS HAS NOT BEEN REVISED TO REQUIRE A DEED RESTRICTION.

4. THE DESCRIPTIONS AND OFFERS OF DEDICATION HAVE NOT BEEN
SUBMITTED.

I REQUESTED THAT MR. SHAW WAIT UNTIL MARK EDSALL RETURNS FROM
VACATION PRIOR TO REQUESTING THAT THE TOWN CONSIDER SIGNATURES ON
THESE PLANS. I FURTHER NOTED THAT THE APPROVED SET OF PLANS
BEFORE THE PLANNING BOARD HAD 10 SHEETS, THE PRESENT SET OF PLANS
BEING REQUESTED FOR SIGNATURE ONLY INCLUDE 3 SHEETS.
ACCEPTABILITY OF THIS MUST BE REVIEWED BY MARK EDSALL.

IN ADDITION, I NOTED THAT NO REVISION DATES APPEAR ON THE REVISED
SHEETS 1, 2 AND 3 OF 3, HOWEVER, NOTES HAVE BEEN REVISED AND
ADDITIONAL REVISIONS ARE REQUIRED IN ACCORDANCE WITH MR. EI3ALL'S
LETTER OF JANUARY 1990. MR. SHAW INDICATED THAT HE WOULD PREFER
NOT TO CHANGE THE REVISION DATE IN LIGHT OF THE HEALTH DEPT.
STAMP. I INFORMED MR. SHAW THAT THIS WOULD HAVE TO BE DISCUSSED
WITH MR. EDSALL.

CC: MARK EDSALL, P.E.
MICHAEL BABCOCK BUILDING INSPECTOR
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BY MR.PAGANO: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mark Edsall's comments is
that this is’ g01ng to be a-four stage project. I'd like to
next meeting, one of the main functions to address the bond
issues for the completion of work so that each stage is
completed before the next stage begins.

"BY MR. SCHIEFER: We are talking about preliminary approval,

we are just at this point. We don't have preliminary
approval. :

BY MR. DI NARDO: I don't think we will have it for the next
meeting, but very shortly what we are in the process of
preparing is a staging plan which would deal with the public
improvements issues that you talked about.

BY MR. GREVAS: Here are the maps. My son just delivered
them. They won't be stamped in by Myra.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Mike, 46 you want to bring these in
formally? - » .

BY MR. BABCOCK: I will make sure that Myra stamps them in.

WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION: Mr. Elias Grevas, L.S. came
before the Board presenting the proposal along w1th Mr.
Richard Shulkin and MR. Robert Kolinsky.

BY MR. GREVAS: Since the last meeting, we have appeared
before the Zoning Board of Appeals and received variances on
lJots 6 and 7 under the town's new regulations requiring
easement areas be deducted from the lots. We have also, Mr.
Shaw and myself have revised the plans in accordance with Mr.
Edsall's comments and the Planning Board's comments at the
last meeting and we are prepared to, this evening, to request
final approval.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: We had a public,hearing, right?

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Yes, we have had a public hearing.

'BY MR. EDSALL: The Board granted preliminary approval on May.

11, 1988. You already made a negative declaration on April
26th of 1989 so SEQRA has been closed out, so those two items
you have taken care of. : )

BY MR. SCHIEFER: From an englneerlng poxnt of v1ew there is
no objection. Your last comment - '

s
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BY MR. EDSALL: My last comment under item number two are

‘purely procedural and should just be taken care of before I

stamp the plan.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: This thing has been laying around for
quite some time. I make a motion we approve it.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: I have one concern and that is that the
character of the houses somewhat conform with what is in this
area.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I agree with that.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: I don't know how we can go about doing
that.

BY MR. GREVAS: Mr. Shulkin, a couple of the members here are
concerned about the character of the homes in the subdivision
and that they reflect the character of the neighborhood. Do
you have any objection? I don't know how we can do it, but we
will ask the owner if he has any objection to the comments.

Do you have any objection to that comment or concern?

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: What kind of houses are you going to be
building? Are you going to be building these houses yourself?

BY MR. SHULKIN: The developer probably will not build the
houses. They will be sold off in bulk or individually.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: Would you have any objection to-a comment
being added stating no modulars which would be out of the
character in the housing in the area?

BY MR. KOLINSKY: I have built modulars on Forest Road in the
Town of Newburgh, 2400 square foot. I don't think anybody
objected ot them, certainly the houses that are available
right now are running $120,000 or $130,000. My modulars have
run over $200,000 and I don't think you'd have any problem
with them.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: What we are trying to ask --

BY MR. SHULKIN: Are you trying to keep away from the cheap
character house -- how about square footage?

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Just keep it in with th rest of the
houses in the neighborhood.

Ny~ 0 oen




!
! \w et
’ . »

NOV — 8 1gg9 25

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: 1800 square foot.

“BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: No modulars.

BY‘MR.»GREVASQ What would be a humberé'

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: 1800.

BY MR. SCHfEFER: I have seen sohé beautifulrmodulars.

BY MR. SOUKUP: If yéu put a noﬁe saying no moduiars, the
state will overrule because it is against the law. You can do

it but if anybody wants to contest.

BY MR. KOLINSKY: If anybody wants to go on Prospect Road and
see the modulars.

BY MR. SOUKUP: How about increasing the minimum square
footage above the ordinance minimum?

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: 2200 square feet.

BY MR. SOUKUP: Minimum in the ordinance is 1,000, go to 14 or
13. -

BY MR. RONES: They were just saying 1800.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: What does the developer feel would be a good
minimum? ' ’

BY MR. SHULKIN: Even if you went to bi-levels with unfinished

~downstairs and you went 44 by 28, 44 by 28 is what is 1232,

that is with an unfinished downstairs. If you finished, you
are going to be well over 1600. If you finish the downstairs,
you'd have 1,000. If you are trying to get away from a real
crackerbox which is what I think you are trying to do, am I
right?

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: Yes.
BY MR. SHULKIN: I would say 1250 mayke.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is small, that is way too .small. That
is a God damn apartment.

BY MR. KOLINSKY: The Subd1v131on as you know is set up with
water and sewer. The lots are going to be sold at roughly

R - B 105
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$50,000 a lot to the homeowners. I don't really see a house
going for 1200 or 1300 square foot- on a $50, 000 lot, gentlemen.
I have no problem with 1500 whatsoever.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: 1800 square feet is nothing great.
BY MR. RONES: Liveable for area.

BY MR. SOUKUP: I would say 15 is a good safeguard. We have
1,000 in the ordinance.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: We have apartments, two bedrooms, that are
1500 square foot.

BY MR. SOUKUP: 1500 square foot on a $50,000 lot you are talking
a $200,000 home.

BY MR. SHULKIN: Do you have a minimum in Butterhill?
BY MR. SOUKUP: There is a minimum in the ordinance.
BY MR. SCHIEFER: Mike, do you have a comment?

BY MR. BABCOCK: I have a problem with things like this. I mean
I understand what the Board is trying to do. When somebody comes
in to me and asks for a building permit, and they meet every bit
of zoning and criteria that is required by the Town of New
Windsor, and I tell them they can't have a permit because they
have to build a bigger house, that -is where I get in a lot of
trouble.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Joe, do you have any comments?

BY MR. RONES: 1If you have notes on the filed map for
restrictions in a deed, if this is placed on it at the behest of
the Planning Board and with the agreement of the developer, then
there shouldn't be a problem. he

BY MR. BABCOCK: What I am saying, if we are sitting here talking
about it and we come up with a number tonight and we say they
have to build a house of 1800 square feet and that is pretty much
the end of it --

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: 1800 feet or more.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: If it is on the drawing or if it is in the
deed, you still have problems?

A TR S
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BY MR. GREVAS: I think --

BY MR. SCHIEFER: - If it is verbal, I can understand your concern

‘have to be built and when you pick out a single individual
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but if it is in writing.
BY MR. RONES: I understand what Mike is saying.
BY MR. BABCOCK: It is very hard, what you have is at least five

or six different zones in the town. Now that you have different
lot areas, different size setbacks, different size houses that

subdivision in the middle of one and make different criteria on
that, it is impossible to follow all that criteria. That is the
trouble. It is tough to remember that the Planning Board said
Windsor Square, the houses have to be 1800 square feet.

BY MR. SéHIEFER. I don't want you to remember anything. Now
what we are trying to do is there any other way we can do it?

BY MR. BABCOCK: I think it really should be in the deeds.

BY MR. RONES: 1If you put these notes on the map, you are going t

create where it isn't so much or just Mike that is necessarily
policing it, but there is also going to be ba bank that is
policing it because they are not going to finance the
construction that is going to be in violation of the note on
the filed map. It is going to make them feel uncomfortable,
so while it is possible that somebody might fall through the
cracks and build a house for cash and certain parties that
might scrutenize this thing might not otherwise do it,it does
provide a certain safeguard to put the note on. It is not
necessarily an assurance that somebody is not going to violate
the rule, but there is a likelihood that it is going to be
followed based on the way business is done under present
conditions.

BY MR. GREVAS: Might I suggest 1500 square feet? Are you
satisfied with that?

BY MR. KOLINSKY: You are better than me, go ahead.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I am trying to resolve this. Is this
acceptable, should we do it? I like the 1dea.and21anlge;t1ng
Mr. Rones' opinion, we can do it legally and probably catch 95
percent of the people that are going to develop. Mr. Babcock
is concerned how is he going to enforce it. o

BY MR. BABCOCK: If you put a typical sized bi-level there,

o
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anybody builds and finish the basement, you have met  the
criteria that you guys are going to do. I don't know what is

going to be accomplished by saying that.

BY MR. SHULKIN: If you put up a bi-level and you don't or do
finish the downstairs, the house is going to look the same
from the outside. 1If you are trying to sell this market, the
market is a price market. A lot of people will buy a bi-level
not finish the downstairs and six years later, save up the
money and do it themselves and you have met the criteria, but
from the outside the house looks the same. That is why I was
suggesting the 1300, that would give you a normal 38 by 28
house bi-level. That is probably what they are going to be,
bi-levels or colonials from the outside. It is not going to
make a damn bit of difference if they finish the inside or
not. This 18 foot figure, even though I agree if you finish
the downstairs, you are going to have --

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I will settle for 15. I want to get out
of here sometime:tonight.

BY MR. KOLINSKY: Why don't we say 12 or 1300 on a single
floor.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Then if you only build one floor --
BY MR. GREVAS: What about a ranch?
BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I like it at 18 but I will settle for 15.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: 1500, no objections to that? Minimum 1500
square feet of living space, that will be put-on the -~ and
also requesting in the deeds.

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes, and that will be part of the note.

BY MR. SOUKUP: I have one other questions. Unfortunately, I
wasn't here at the time of the hearing, but on the retention
on the storm water retention area, it is noted to be conveyed
to the Windsor Square Homeowner's Association for maintenance
of storm water and it is noted as not being a building lot
which are good protection. What I don't know and maybe the
applicant will enlighten me, if there is work needed to be
done, how does the town guarantee that the work is done by the
Homeowner's Association five years from now?

BY MR. GREVAS: The only thing I can tell you, Vince, is that
the town attorney will be receiving documentation from the
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developer's attorney, if he hasn't already, on the type of, or
on the setting up of the H.0.A. As Mark points out, there
are a couple of other concerns. "For example, this receives
water from a system that is going to be dedicated to the town,
yet it enters private property. When it leaves this it goes
back into public rights of way, general easements. All I am
saying is bottom line is that is an item that I think should
be addressed by the attorneys on who is going to not only
maintain but also who is going to reconstruct if necessary. I

‘think they'd be part of the maintenance. We are not talking

about something here that had to be --

BY MR. SOUKUP: Could be a washout, could be a wall or basin
that needs repair.

'BY MR. GREVAS: That is one of the --

BY MR. SOUKUP: Could be a couple thousand dollars and to get
a number of homeowners to kick in a small share at any given
time could be difficult.

BY MR. GREVAS: It is not going to be a homeowner's group, it
is going to be an H.0.A. formed under the laws of the State of
New York.

BY MR. SOUKUP: Solely and significantly for the purposes of
retention basin? '

BY MR. GREVAS: Strictly for that and that is originally we
did that, I think, way back in the beginning as part of one of
the lots and when that lot would be responsible for the
maintenance and that became burdensome so we decided to go
that route and those are items that have to be in the
formation of the H.O.A.

BY MR. SOUKUP: I would suggest that the attorney bless the
document before the map is signed and filed.

BY MR. EDSALL: Just to bring up to speed some of the things
that happened quite a while ago since we started in '87 on
this job, this problem of the maintenance of the retention
basin was bounced around between Tad Seaman, the supervisor,
Joe had written some opinions on it. I had sent some memos
basically itemizing all these type problems and it was even
considered at one point for being a drainage district, a
separate district just this area, so we have guite a good list
of concerns and that is why I have made comment D, 2D, I think
that that whole thing has to be incorporated into a filed

KOV - 3 %3
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ag'reement"on exactly how it is goin'g to be controlled, so Tad
Seaman, I believe is going to be working on that.

BY MR. SOUKUP: The district concept is being used by the Town
of Montgomery and they have one in place already.

BY MR. EDSALL: The district was rejected by the Town Board.

BY MR. GREVAS: We thought it was a great idea, the town
didn‘'t.

BY MR. SOUKUP: I think in the long run it is the best idea.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: I will revise my motion to approve Windsor
Square subdivision subject to the note being added to the
1,500 square footage minimum living space on the lots and the
ttorney's review and acceptance of the homeowner's
z;?bciﬁffaﬁ for the purpose of maintaining the drainage basin.
~——— ,
BY MR. PAGANO: Also can we include the bond issue that has to
be addressed?

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is automatic.
BY MR. PAGANO: Okay.

BY MR. SOUXUP: Why don't you just list the engineers
comments?

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: And subject to the engineer's comments.
BY MR. PAGANO: I will second it.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any discussion?

BY MR. LANDER: We discussed one item, correct me if I am
wrong, something along residences here, open space, was that,
where did we leave that?

BY MR. GREVAS: That is dead. The Town Board turned it down.
BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: . Town Board didn't want to maintain it.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Motion before us made and seconded that we
give final approval, subject to the two conditions itemized

on the Windsor Square subdivision. Any further discussion?
If not, I will ask for a vote. :

7o TR VT
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ROLL CALL:

McCarviile: Aye.

VanLeeuwen:  Aye.

Pagano: Aye.

Soukup: Abstain, because I did not participate in the

earlier meetings.
Lander: Aye.
Schiefer: Aye,

SCOGNAMIGLIO SUBDIVISION: Mr. Paul Cuomo came before the
Board presenting the proposal.

BY MR. CUOMO: This subdivision has been before you before.

We did some -- we went to the workshops and we decided it was
before we did the road on the other side and we condensed to
two lots, total of three lot subdivision, and we took the road
there on the other side for which allows us to get more room
for our septics and so forth. The septics are drawn on
another map. The engineering design drawn con a second map and
the first map has the outlines that you would have filed in
Goshen for subdivision.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I make a motion that we take lead agency.

BY MR. PAGANO: I will second that lead agency in reference
to the Scognamiglio subdivision.

ROLL CALL:

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

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: I make a motion that we declare a negative
declaration.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I will second that.

ROLL CALL:

McCarville: Aye.

VanLeeuwen: Aye.

Pagano: Aye. ) -

Soukup: Aye.




O Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
New Windsor, New York 12550
(914) 562-8640

O Branch Office
400 Broad Street
Miiford, Pennsylvania 18337
(717) 296-2765
(914) 856-5600

. McGOEY P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. , (9 Py
-~ MARKJ. EDSALL, PE. - ) \ ] 23

_— o~ - o
31 January 1990 /\Jb\x' g;’/ .®T‘> “ ;/19 g,WM
MEMORANDUM J;§r |

»

»
. L/b
TO: Carl Schiefer, Chairman, Planning Boar v
: Daniel McCarville, Secretary, Planning Board

FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer

SUBJECT: WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION APPROVAL (86-58)

As your are aware, the Planning Board, at its regular meeting of

~ 8 November 1989, granted conditional final agproval to the subject
subdivision. Three (3) conditions of approval were imposed, relative
to the minimum size of the proposed residences, the controls regarding
the retention basin and compliance with this Engineer's comments. For
purposes of enumeration, the following items should be addressed prior
to the plans being stamped:

1. The Board voted to require that the minimum "living space"
of all residences in the subdivision be 1,50C square feet.
The Town Code provides for a clear definition of livable
\ floor area, which is the item of the zoning bulk tables
v&gn s which the Board was referring to. I am in receipt of a copy
v of a letter from Lou Grevas dated 22 January 1990 which
& \ proposes certain wording for the 1,500 square foot
*GX” e requirement. It is my opinion that this note, as proposed
V@‘ by Lou Grevas, does not conform with the Board's motion, nor
{ the Town Code/Bulk Table terminology. Further, the note
L . does not reflect the Board's requirement that the
restriction be included in all deeds of record. As such, I
‘recommend that the note be revised to refer to 1,500 square
foot of minimum livable floor area and specifically state
that this restriction will be included in all deeds of
record.
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, ) New Windsor Planning Board
MEMORANDUM
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The subdivision includes a privately owned stormwater

retention area. This area will be owned by a Homeowner's
Association (HOA), duly formed in accordance with the laws

~of the State of New York. The Planning Board required that

the agreement between the Town and the HOA concerning
discharge of a stormwater through the private basin be
reviewed by the Town Attorney. As such, it is my
recommendation that the applicant be required to coordinate
this matter directly with the Town Attorney, J. Tad Seaman,
such that a draft agreement between the Town and the
Homeowner's Association can be prepared.

A recommended public improvements performance bond amount
has been established at $720,000.00 and a fee associated
with the work is required in the amount of $28,800.00. It
should be verified that the Town Board has accepted this
bond amount, the bond has been posted, and the fee has been
paid in the indicated amount.

Also, it should be decided by the Town Board if sidewalks
will also be required, and if so, the bond amount should be
increased to $760,000 and the fee increased to $30,400 based
on 1,000 sq. yd. of sidewalk being installed.

My 8 November 1989 comments, which were made part of the
Conditions of Approval, required the following items:

a. The note on sheet 10 to restrict driveway access
points should require such restriction in the
deeds of record. -

b. The applicant should submit the descriptions and

the offers of dedication regarding the proposed
roadways.

Oonce the items referenced above have all been accomplished in an
acceptable form, it is my opinion that the plan could be stamped final
approved by the Planning Board Secretary or Chairman.

Respectfully submitted,

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL

MJEmK

cc:

NEERS, P.C.

gy
. Edsall, P.E
ning Board Engineer

George A. Green, Town Supervisor

J. Tad Seaman, Esq. Town Attorney

Michael Babcock, Building Inspector

Andrew Kreiger, Esq., Planning Board Attorney
Grevas & Hildreth, Project Surveyors
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\ .TCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE CON
o 518 Stuyvesant Avenue 1

: ~ P.O.Box 615 . |
Lyndhurst, N.J. 07071-9836

Re-Executed
Reviset_i Description 7 ) -
BOND No_ WF-00016284 5 347,895.00

KNOWN ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That we, the undersigned Mark I. Ritter and Robert K. Scott

. as Principal, and Westchester Fire
Insurance Company, a cozporatlon of the State of New York and authorized to do business in the State of

New York . , as Surety, are hereby held and firmly bound unto the Town of New Windsor
“as Obligee, in the penal sum of Three Hndred Farty Seven Thousand Eight Hundred Ninety Five and no/10C
($ 347,895.00 ") Dollars for the payment of which, well and truly to be made we hereby jointly

and severally bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and assigns.

WHEREAS, it is proposed to make certain the completmn of construction of all water
distribution system, sanitary sewer system and storm water system mprovements
set forth in Shaw Engineering's letter dated 12/13/89 being constructed in a
subdivision known as Windsor Square, Route 32, Town of Windsor.

WHEREAS, the Town of New Windsor has approved said plan upon the
execution and delivery of this bond.

NOW, THEREFORE, the condition of this obligation is such thart if the above bounden Principal shall
construct the improvements shown above, and complete said work to satisfaction of the Town of New
Windsor and in accordance with the present standard specifications of the
Town of New Windsor therefore, then this obligation shall be void,
otherwise the same remain in full force and effect; it being expressly understood and agreed that the
liability of the Surety for any and all claims hereunder shall in no event exceed the penal amount of this
obligation as herein stated.

Signed, sealed and dated this 28th day of June, 1991
Bond effective from 06/20/91 to 06/20/93.

Mark I. Ritter and Robert K. Scott

Byy/f/w/éj // %/Z//;
A

Principal

Westchester Fire Insurance Company

Surety
7 A -
:, ;’_ .., ’l - ,(,1’/\.,4 ) ) R s
AL e R ygUirie BY (UL XL L~
Wuimcss > Alice M. Ventresca Attorney-in-Fact

FORM ®=WF -015 {7/89) j3M!
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744 Brosdway
P.0O. Box 2589

shaw Engineering  Consulting Engineers

Newburgh, Néew York 12550
, : (914] 581-3693 _
WINDSOR_SQUARE SUBDIVISION - - December 13, 1989

CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE

QUANTITY UNIT PRICE AMount

Roadway : ,
Clear, Grade, se , 82,640 S.F.

8" Graded Gravel Founda

R { ~ 4" Asphalt Binder Course

TR, lo 2" Asphalt Wearing Course
)\ Concrete Curbing

N.Y.S Route 32 Entr

33,056 .
- 4l 000
123,000

, $
13 20 g
§ 61,500
$
$
S

69
S6:-43% 70,170
2,000

’

Street Signs S
Concrete-Monuments $ 2,500 :
Rough Grading Of Individual Lots 1 L.s. . § +seee 30,000,
] , - : $-336:54237), 72b
Water Distribution System _
8-Inch Mainline 2,418 L.E. s -25 4O s 687250 b, H00
Wet Tap 2 $ 3,500 $ 1,000
Valves . 8 S 800 - S 6,400
Fittings 13 s 350 S 4,550
Hydrant Assemblies 5 S 1,600 S 8,000
House Services (25 Ft. Long) 30 S 300 S 9,000
Concrete Encasement 3 Cy, S 200 6090
‘ s —95;608 131,950
$q< Sanitary Sewer System
347, 8-Inch Mainline 2,030 L.E. § -25 40 s—se-350 §1,200
Manholes 14 s -+7300l500 s —38;208 2,000
House Services (25 F't. Long) 30 $ 350 S 10,509
. s—9+458 112,700
Storm Water System
Catch Basins 21 S 1,300 S 27,329
Flushing Basins 3 S 1,300 S 3,900
15-Inch Pipe - _ 1,874 L.LE. § —28 15 s 37488 4L,750
18-Inch Pipe 75 L.F. s 2530 s 583 2,250
24-Inch Pipe 59 L.LF. § -3&35 s -39 2,045
24-Inch Steel End Section w/Rip Rap 1 S 50 S 500
Detention Pond* 1 L.S. S 20,000 _
$—52;525 102,962
CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE TOTAL $—6045317
79 2
* This item also includes clear & grubbing, outlet control str‘gctur’e, ‘}Jnd
surface restoration. ' '
RECOMMENDED PERFORNANCE BOND: 3 120,000

ENGINEERING REVIEW & ADMINISTRATIVE FEE@ 4°4° S 28 800

——s— - .
-




ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SURETY

S WF-00016284
State of New Jersey - - )
County of Bergen 4

On 06/28/1991, before me persdnally came Alice M. Ventresca to me known, who,

being by me duly sworn, did depose and say that she is an attorney-in-fact of Westchester Fire
Insurance Company the corporation described in and which executed the within instrument; that she
knows the corporate seal of said corporation; that the seal affixed to the within instrument is such
corporate seal, and that she signed the said instrument and affixed the said seal as Attorney-in-Fact by
authority of the Board of Directors of said corporation and by authority of this ofﬁce under the Standing
Resolutions thereof.

ADEL M. BLAND ;
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY !
37 (COMMISSION EXPIRES DECEMBER 18, 1v53

My commission expires

Form WX (94/91)



- . WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY
NEW YORK, NEW YORK =

STATEMENT AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1990

ASSETS

Bonds .............. $1,067,806,624
Stocks: - .

Preferred .......... $ 3,023,408 ’

Common.......... 304.062,506 307,085,914
Real Estate .......... 7,930,414
Cash and Bank

Deposits .......... 21,200,474
Short Term

Investments........ 41,394,931
Other Invested

ASSELS ......ieenn 3,847,425
Premium Balances

Receivable......... 104,468,380
Equities and Deposits

in Pools and

Associations ....... 4,520,980

Other Assets .........
Total Admitied Assets

36,448,123
$1,5694,703,265

LIABILITIES AND SURPLUS

Losses and

Adjustment

Expenses ..........
Taxes and

Expenses..........
Uneamed

Premiums .........
Other Liabilities......
Capital.............. $ 2,500,000
Paid in and

Contributed

Surplus ...........
Other

Surplus ........... 181,315,027
Surplus to

Policyholders ......

$1,015,634,133
25,744,321

164,857,794
74,491,275

130,160,715

313,975,742

Total Liabilities and Surplus $1,594,703,265

Bonds and Stocks are valued in accordance with the basis adopted by the National

Association of Insurance Commissioners.

Securities carried at $150,594,169 in the above statement are deposited as required by law.

" STATE OF NEW JERSEY )} .
SS:
COUNTY OF MORRIS

GEORGE J. RACHMIEL, Senior Vice President & Treasurer and MICHAEL A. SANDRI,
Vice President of the Westchester Fire Insurance Company being duly sworn, each for himself deposes and says
that they are the above described officers of the said Company and that on the 31st day of December, 199(0the
Company was actually possessed of the assets set forth in the foregoing statement and that such assets were available
for the payment of losses and claims and held for the protection of its policyholders and creditors, except as herein-
before indicated, and that the foregoing statement is a correct exhibit of such assets and liabilities of the said Company
on the 31st day of December, 1 990according 10 the best of their information, knowledge and belief, respectively.

Sworn to an Subscribed before me this 7
25th day of April, 1990.

B pevtion

CYNTHIA JO STEHLI
NOTARY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY

My Commission Expires Dec. 13, 1993

w \.QM

Senior Vice President & Treasurer

7‘:@-’«14?./4%4_

Vice President



PUWER OF ATTORNEY

T WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY e
INCIPAL OFFICE, NEW YORK, N.

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That the WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY a Cor-
poration duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of New York, and having its administrative
offices in the Township of Morris, New Jersey, has made, constituted and appointed, and does by these
presents inake, constitute and appoint Robert A. Nicosia, Richard L. Quackenbush, Margaret A.
Nicosia, Richard Ingram, Michelle Nicosia, and Alice M. Ventresca of Lyndhurst, New Jersey,

each

its true and lawful Agent(s) and Attorney(s)-in-Fact, with full power and authority hereby conferred in its
name, place and stead, to execute, seal, acknowledge and deliver: Any and all bonds and undertakings---

and to bind the Corporation thereby as fully and to the same extent as if such bonds had been duly executed
and acknowledged by the regularly elected officers of the Corporation at its offices in Morris Township.

New Jersey in their own proper persons.

This Power of Attorney limits the act of those named therein to the bonds and undertakings specifically
named therein, and they have no authority to bind the Company except in the manner and to the extent therein

stated.

This Power of Attorney revokes all previous powers issued in behalf of the attorney(s)-in-fact named above.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Westchester Fire Insurance Company has caused these presents to be signed and
attested by its appropriate officers and its corporate seal hereunto affixed this ~_ 3rd day of

April
Attest: 5 WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY
£~ Assistant 7 Secretary 9 Vice President
John K. Stewart Richard A. Annese
STATEOFNEWIJERSEY)
COUNTY OF MORRIS )
On this 3rd day of April 1991 | before the subscriber, a duly

qualified Notary Public of the State of New Jersey. came the above-mentioned Vice President and Assistant
tary of the Wesichester Fire Insurance Company, to me personally known to be the officers described

Secr:
\\\m);:é?xé,»{ﬁw&xecuted the preceding instrument, and they acknowledged the execution of the same. and being
ﬁqn, deposed and said, that they are the officers of said Company aforesaid, and that the seal

+

\\\ %

\\\ \“ el u’t,o' /7 . . . .

SQY:,.%fﬁxcd to th,g" ceding instrument is the Corporate Seal of said Company, and the said Corporate Seal and
‘\‘rg'rfsigpp red ag officers were duly affixed and subscribed to the said instrument by the authority and

Z

direction of the g@ Company.
IN, TES LMQ;iY §JHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my seal at the Township of Morris, the

Z day ahdt EarTirst@bove written. ' -
7 ’:,“”‘“”n““t\‘ \\\Qo o M BLaNGN F RN YN B . - A
N UR s v, 5iAT -UnTE \_/OskM"\ \' \ ‘ - &w@@

-~
-
od

%, i
7 Y S N\
3 3 s ddr % aTyr e = Bily
iy RgnEdY S NGTARY PUBLIC OF HEW JERSEY :
Séaty Notary Public

1V COMNESSIGH EXFIRES JULY 25. 1942




* This Power of Attomey is granted pursumt to Article IV of the By-Laws of the WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE
COMPANY as now in full force and e. S . : o ’

,'ARTICLE IV Exectmon of Instruments. “The Chairman of the Board, Vice-Chairman of the Board, President, or my Vice-
President, in conjunction ‘with the Secretary, or any Secretary, if more than one shall be appointed by the Board, or an
Assistant Secretary, shall have power on behalf of the Corporation:

(a) to execute, affix the corporate seal manually or by facsimile to, acknowledge, verify and deliver any contracts,
obhpuons, instruments and documents whatsoever in connection with its business including, without limiting the foregoing,
any bonds, guarantees, undertakings, recognizances, powers of attomey or revocations of any powers of attomey, stipulations,

N pohc:es of i insurance, deeds, leases, mortgages, releases, satisfactions and agency agreements

. () to appomt in writing, one or more persons for any or all’ of the purposes mentioned in the preceding paragraph
- (a), mcludmg afﬁxmg the seal of the Corporauon »

:5%5:, = eﬁ- ,sa. B T L e
a.nd “ealed under ‘and h'y the authonty of Amcle 111, Secuon 9 of the By-Laws of the
e~ 'IESTCHESI’ER FIRE lNSURANCE COMPANY as now in full force and effect.

ARTICLE ll! Section 9 Facsimile Signatures. ““The signature of any officer authonzed by the Corporation to sign any
bonds, guarantees, undertakings, recognizances, stipulations, powers of attorney or revocations of any powers of attomey and
policies of insurance issued by the Corporation may be printed facsimile, lithographed, or otherwise produced . . . The
Corporation may continue to use for the purposes herein stated the facsimile signature of any Person or persons who shall
have been such officer or officers of the Corporation, notwithstanding the fact that he may have ceased to be such at the time
when such instruments shall be issued.”

CERTIFICATE

State of New Jersey
County of Morris

I, the undersigned, Assistant Secretary of the WESTCHESTER FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that
the foregoing POWER OF ATTORNEY remains in full force and effect and has not been revoked and furthermore that the
above quoted abstracts of Article IV and Anicle III, Section 9 of the By-Laws of the Corporation are now in full force
and effect.

28th

Signed and sealed at the Township of Morris, New Jersey dated

_day of June ,19.91

By ”\L-A,-;—J:: \¥ - _&'\M—Q&/\]

Assistant Secretary
Herbert H. Linder

FM. 203.0.131 (12-73)
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TOWN OF NEW WIND%OR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

1763

December 26, 1989

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

ATTENTION: GEORGE GREEN, SUPERVISOR

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

ATTENTION: CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN

SUBJECT: WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION PERFORMANCE BOND

Dear Mr. Green & Mr. Schiefer:

Please be advised that we are in receipt of a request from Shaw
Engineering dated 13 December 1989 including a construction
estimate for the purpose of establishing a performance bond. In
line with our review of the enclosed estimate dated 13 December
1989 from Mr. Shaw, please be advised of the following:

As can be seen from the marked up copy of the enclosed
construction cost estimate prepared by Shaw Engineering, we have
revised various unit prices to reflect payment of prevailing wage
by the Town of New Windsor in the event the developer defaults on
the completion of the public improvements. The revised
construction cost estimate is, therefore, equal to $719,241.00.

On the basis of the above, it wouli be the recommendatio:n of our
office that a performance bond be established in the amcunt of
$720,000.00. 1In addition, an engineering review and
administration fee of 4% should be deposited with the Town Clerk
in the amount of $28,800.00.

Further be advised, that the above estimate does not include the
cost for sidewalks or street trees. The Planning Boaré should,
therefore, be satisfied that the site improvements are not a
requirement of subdivision approval or, otherwise, cost should be
included in the above for trees and sidewalks.



Je

We are hopeful that the above 1s satlsfactory for your use,
however, if you should have any questlons in this matter, please

- contact our office.

Drd

Very truly yours,

Brotard £ rctsn. PE.

Richard D. McGoey, ®.E.,
Engineer for the Town

RDM:mlm

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer
Richard Shulkin .
Shaw Engineering



Shaw Engineering N Consulting Engineers
744 Brosdway
P.O. Box 2589

Newburgh, New York 12550
(914] 561-3695

WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION December 13, 1989

'CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE

. ITEM QUANTITY UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

Roadway o

Clear, Grade, & Subbase 82,640 S.F. S 0.40 S 33,056

8" Graded Gravel Foundation Course 2,050 C.Y. S 4% 20 S 34850 41,000
4" Asphalt Binder Course 2,050 Tons 3 60 S 123,000

2" Asphalt Wearing Course 1,025 Tons S 60 S 61,500
Concrete Curbing : 4,678 L.F. s x5 s 567336 70,170
N.Y.S Route 32 Entrance 1 L.S. S 10,000

Street Signs 4 S 125 S 500
Concrete Monuments 25 S 100 S 500

Rough Grading Of Individual Lots 1 L.S. g-rs—m 30,000

$336;54¢23711, 126

Water Distribution System

8-Inch Mainline 2,410 L.F. s 25 HD0 s 697258 7L, H00
Wet Tap : 2 S 3,500 S 7,000
Valves 8 S 800 S 6,400
Fittings 13 S 350 S 4,550
Hydrant Assemblies 5 S 1,600 $ £,002
House Services (25 Ft. Long) 30 $ 300 S 9,000
Concrete Encasement 3 CY. S 200 S 602
s —957800 131,950
Sanitary Sewer System
8-Inch Mainline 2,030 L.F. s 25 40 s-—serse 81,200
Manholes 14 $-1730e/500 s —s8:200 1, '000
House Services (25 Ft. Long) : 30 s 350 S 10,500 __.__
s—39-450 112,700
Stomm Water System
Catch Basins ’ 21 S 1,300 S 27,390
Flushing Basins 3 S 1,300 _ - S 3,900
15-Inch Pipe 1,874 L.F. s 2025 s 3748 44,850
18-Inch Pipe 75 L.F. s 2530 s 8% 2 250
24-Inch Pipe 59 L.F. s 335 s —i97e 2 04S
24-Inch Steel End Section w/Rip Rap 1 S 500 $ 500
Detention Pond* 1 L.s S 20,000
: s—92;525 102,965
CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE TOTAL S$—604,31%

;p T19 241

- This item also includes clear & grubbing, outlet control structure, and
surface restoration.

RECOMMENDED PERFORMANCE BOND: 3 120,000
ENGINEFRING REVIEW & ADMINISTRATIYE FEE@ 4% S 28,800
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Appendix A :

‘State Environmental Quality Review

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project
or action may be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequent-
ly, there are aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasureable. It is also understood that those who determine
significance may have little or no formal knowledge of the environment or may 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 to allow introduction of information to fit a project or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:
Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project
’ data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides

guidance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-
large impact. The foim also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

if any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentsally—large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the .
impact is actually important.

Part 3:

DETENMINATION OF SIGNIFAICANCE—VType 1 and Unlisted Actions
tdentify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: K Part1 K Part2 KiPart 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 magitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the
lead agency that:

O 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.

O B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant

effect for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required,
therefore a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.*

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

Windsor Square Subdivision

Name of Action

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
’ Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency itle of Responsible Officer

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency

Signature (1 different from responsible officer)
egory J. Shaw, P.E. )

Date
1




ﬂm 1—-PROJECT INFORMATIO'

Prepared by ijed Sponsor

~OTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect
. the environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered

as part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional -

information you believe will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

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

. NAME OF ACTION
Windsor Square Subdivision
: LOCATION OF ACTION (include Street Address. Municipality and County)
" East Side of Windsor Highway, Town of New Windsor, Orange County

NAME OF APPLICANTISPONSOR BUSINESS TELEPHONE
: Windsor Square Associates Inc. (914) 564-1710
ADORESS )

54-150 01d Route 9W
L CITYPO STATE ZiP COOE
New Windsor N.Y. 12550
NAME OF OWNER (It different) ) BUSINESS TELEPHONE

{ )

ADDRESS

CITY®PO . STATE 2P CODE
OESCRIPTION OF ACTION

. . . . - . s s +
Thirty (30)-Lot Single Family Residential Subdivision on 15.87- Acre Site.
-/

L

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

A. Site Description

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

1. Present land use: Ourban Oindustrial COCommercial KlResidential {suburban) DORural (nonfarm)
OForest OAgriculture OOther

2. Total acreage of project area: 15.87% acres.
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION
Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) 15.87% acres ot acres
Forested acres acres
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) : acres acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) acres " acres
Water Surface Area acres acres
Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) acres acres
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 0 acres 3.5% acres
Other (Indicate type) _Lawns 0 acres 12.4% acres

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? _Glacial Till
a. Soil drainage: Owell drained _______ % of site &dModerately well drained ___100 9 of site
OPoorly drained _______ % 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? _N/A__ acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370).

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? Cives KINo
a. What is depth-to bedrock? ____ N/A _ (in feet)

"9

" ———— B r
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5. Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes.  %010% 100 %  [1015%

015% or greater ________._ %

Registers of Historic Places? KiYes ONo

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

“VYes
8. What is the depth of the water table? N/A _ (in feet)
9. 1s site located over a primary, principal. or sole source aquifer? MYes x:No
10. Do hunting. fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in thé project area? “Yes X ~No

[CYes XINo According to

. Is project substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or the National

Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered?

identify each species

12.
OYes KiNo Describe

Are there any unique or unusua!l land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations)

13.
OYes KINo if yes, explain

is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area?

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?
Oves KINo

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area: N/A

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary

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

a. Name _N/A

b. Size (In acres)

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? - ElYes ONo
a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? KYes DONo
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? Kves ONo
18.
Section 303 and 304? DOYes kKiNo
19.
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 6177 Oves KINo

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? OYes EINo

B Project Description
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dlmensmns as appropriate)

+
a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor ____ 15.87= acres.

. + . ¥
. Project acreage to be developed: ___13.87 acros initially; _15.87-  acres ultimately

. Project acreage to remain undeveioped 0 acres.
. Length of project, in miles: ___N/A _ (If appropriate)

b

C

d

e. i the project is a2n expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed N/A _%;
f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing ___Q ___ ; proposed _____ 60 .

g
h

. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour _36 ___ (upon completion of project) I.T.E. Trip

. i residential: Number and type of housing units: , Generation
One Family . Two Family Multiple Family Condominium

Initially 30

Ultimately 30

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure __35 _ height; _30 _ width; __70 _ length.
j. Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? __880 ft.

3

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

Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Emmonmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8
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How much natural material (i.e., rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the site? 0 tons/cubic yards
Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? KYes [No ON/A ,
a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed? _Lawns, Road Slopes
b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? KYes ONo
c. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? KlYes UNo

. +
How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 3.5 acres.

5. Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project?

.Yes XNO

If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction __36 ____ months, (including demolition).

7. 1f multi-phased

8.
9.

10.
1.

12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

17.

18.
19.
20.
21.

22
23.
24.

a. Total number of phases anticipated ___________ (number).
b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 ___________month ___________ vyear, (including demolition).
c. Approximate completion date of final phase —__________month __________ vyear.
d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? DYes CONo
Will blasting occur during construction?  Oves EINo
Number of jobs generated: during construction 30 ; after project is complete ____ 0
Number of jobs eliminated by this project _____ 0
Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? OYes |&No If yes, explain

Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? OVYes KINo
a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc)) and amount
b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged

Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? OvYes KiNo Type

Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? Oves KiNo
Explain
Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? OYes KiNo

Will the project generate solid waste? KlYes ONo

a. If yes, what is the amount per month 5t tons
If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? KYes CINo . :
If yes, give name _Orange County Landfill ; location _New Hampton, N.Y,

L

Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? OvYes EINo
If Yes, explain :

Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DOYes &KiNo

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? _________ tons/month.
b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? _________ years.
Wil project use herbicides or pesticides? Oives K'No

Wwill project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? [Yes &INo
Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? OYes XNo

Will project result in an increase in energy use? KlYes {ONo

If yes . indicate type(s) _Fuel oil, FElectricity and Natural Gas for domestic purposes.

If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity ___N/A ___ gallons/minute.
Total anticipated water usage per day M... gallons/day.

Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? - OYes £No
if Yes, explain

—

i —————

,/



25. Abpmvaii Required: 7 - Submittal

Type Date
/" City, Jow 'n Village Board XYes DONo Homeowners Association
City, Jown, Village Planning Board KYes TNo Subdivision Approval 8/88
City, Jown Zoning Board - Kves ONo Atea Variance
City. County Health Department KYes No Water Supply, Subdivision 6/88 & 3/89
Other Local Agracies ' “Yes _No ‘
Other Regiona!l Agencies (S.H.P.0.)EYes TNo Archaeological Study 10/88
State Agencies (N.Y.S.D.E.C.) ¥lves T"No  Sewage Collection System 10/88
foderat Agencier (N.Y.S.D.0.T) XYes TNo  Highway Work Permit 10/88

C. Zoning and Planning Information
1. Does proposed action invoive a planning or zoning decision? KiYes
If Yes, indicate decision required:
Dlzoning amendment Dzoning variance
DOinew/revision of master plan

ONo

Ospecial use permit Ksubdivision DOsite plan
Oresource management plan .Dother
2. What is the zoning classification(s)of the site? _R-4, (Suburban Residential)

. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?
30 Single-Family Homes

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? R/A

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

is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans?

KlYes ONo
. What are the predominant land use{s) and zoning classifications within a ¥ mile radius of proposed action?

Single-Family Residential

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a % mile?

£lYes ONo
9. If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? _30
a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? 15,000 S.F. :
~ 10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? OvYes KNo
11 Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (Mation, education, police,
i f:re protection)? KVYes DNo
a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? EiYes OiNo
12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? Oyes ENo
a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the aJuditional traffic? KiYes ONo

D. Informational Details

Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project If there are or may be any adverse

impacts associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or
avoid them.

E. Verification

1 certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.  Rov'. Apcil 20 1989
Applicant/Spon Windsor Square Associates Inc. Date June 2, 1988

Title Cohsulting Engineer for Project
Shaw, P.E.
#tal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
with this assessment. » .

_ 5



Part 2—P£JECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MgNITUDE

Responsibility of Lead Agency

General Information (keéd Carefully)

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

Identifying that an impact will be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant.

Any large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. Identifying an impact in column 2 simply
asks that it be looked at further

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

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

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

Instructions (Read carefully) _
a. Answer each of the 19 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.
b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.

C.

If answering Yes to a question then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of the

impact. If impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provuded check column 2. It impact will occur but threshold
is lower than example, check column 1. .

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

1.

1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
IMPACT ON LAND impact | Impact |Project Change
Will the proposed action result in a physical change to the project site?
ENO  DOYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 O (] Oves OnNo
foot of length), or where the general slopes in the project area exceed
10%.
Construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than O O Oves [OnNo
3 feet.
Construction oi paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. O C Oves Omo
Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within a O Oves ONo
3 feet of existing ground surface. -
Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or involve inore C C Yes LiNo
than one phase or stage
txcavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 = i —Yes LiNo
tons of naturz! material {i.e., rock or soil) per vear.
Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. G r Tves [No
Construction in a designated floodway. O ] Gyes Ono
Other impacts (] O Oves Ono
Will there be an effect to any unique or unusual land forms found on
the site? (i.e_. cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc JNO  OYES .
Specific land forms: 0O O Oves DONo
6

If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by changels) in the project to a small to moderate

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

——-- "
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No
No

No

No

No

No

No

IMPACT ON WATER

will proposed action affect any water body designated as protected?

(Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL)
, "ENO  [OYES

Examples that would apply to column 2
Developable area of site contains a protected water body.

¢ Dredging more than 100 cubic vards of material from channel of a
protected stream.

Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water body

® Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland.
" Other impacts:

4. Will proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body

of water? KINO  [IYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of an\ body of water
or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area.
Other impacts:

[ ]

5. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater
quality or quantity?
Examples that would apply to column 2

i Proposed Action will require a discharge permit.

EINO  DYES

® Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not

have approval to serve proposed (project) action.

* Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45
gallons per minute pumping capacity.

e Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water
supply system.

® Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater.

® Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently
do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

®: Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per
day.

* Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an
existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious visual
contrast to natural conditiors.

e Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical
products greater thaa 1,100 gallons

¢ Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without v\.ater
and/or sewer services

® Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses which may

require new or expansion of exlstmg waste treatment and/or storage
facilities.

e Other nnpacts-

6. Will proposed action alter dramage flow or patterns, or surface
water runoff? -ONO  EIYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

® Proposed Action would change fiood water flows. -

1 2 3
‘Small to | Potential | Can impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By

Impact Impact | Project Change

O [} Oves ONo

G il Uves [ONo

(] il Oves [ONo

™ = Cves OwNo

O 0 Oves ONo

O Oves OnNo

O O Oves DONo

O 0 Oves [DOnNo

O O Oves DOnNo

O O Oves [No

O O Oves DONo

O O Oves 0ONo

O O Oves DOnNo

0 0 Oves DONo

O 0 Oves D[No

O O Oves Dﬁo

- T yves [ONo

0O 0O Oyves [No

0 O Dvyes DONo

0 0O Oves [OnNo

(] O Oves UnNo




. . ' '

1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
impact Impact | Project Change
No e Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion. O O Cyes [ONo
No ® Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. o O Cyes DOno
No o Proposed Action wiii ailow deveiopment in a designated fioodway. N i “Yes No
Yes o Other impacts; _Increase in Stormwater Runoff i K Xves {LNo
See Stormwater Management Calculations
IMPACT ON AIR _
7. Will proposed action affect air quality? KENO [YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
> o Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given 0 G Cves TnNo
hour. ’
No e Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of O a Cives  [ONo
refuse per hour.
No e Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour or a a ] Oves ONo
heat source producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
No e Proposed action will allow an increase in the amount of land committed O O ONo
. to industrial use. :
No o proposed action will allow an increase in the density of industrial O d Cyes ONo
development within existing industrial areas.
* Other impacts: - 0 O Ives [ONo
IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
8. Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered
species? KNO  OVYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
No e Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal O O TOves ONe
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site.
No e Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. (] O “Ives [ONo
No e Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other 3] - g Oyves [OnNo
than for agricultural purposes.
e Other impacts: ‘ O C “ves [No
9. Will Praposed Action substantially affect non-threatened or
none: ° .ngered species? XNO TYES )
Exampies that would apply to column 2
No e Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or i = “vyes [No
migratony fish, shelliish or wildlife species.
NO e Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres G - o ZvYes [JNo
of mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally important
vegetation. ‘ '
IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES
10. Will the Proposed Action affect agricultural land resources?
KENO (CYES ~
Examples that would apply to column 2
Vo e The proposed action would sever, cross or limit access to agricultural O O Chres [Ono
land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc)

8




No

No

No

No

e

Yes )

Yes

Yes

No
No

® Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of
agricultural land.

® The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres
of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultutal District, more
than 2.5 acres of agricultural land ’

® The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of agnicultural
land management systems (e.g., subsuriace drain lines, outlet ditches,
strip cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm
field to drain poorly due to increased runoff)

¢ Other impacts:

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources? EINO  DOIYES
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.21,
Appendix 8) '
Examples that would apply to column 2
® Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different from
ot in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether
man-made or natural.
¢ Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of
aesthetic resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce their
enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource.

® Project components that will result in the elimination or significant

screening of scenic views known to be important to the area.
s Other impacts: '

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic, pre-
historic or paleontological importance? ONO  EIYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 )
¢ Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or substantially
contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or National Register
of historic places.
Any impact to an archaeologica!l site or fossil bed located within the
project site.
croposed Action will occur in"an area designated as sensitive for
archacological sites on the NYS Site inventory

e Other impacts Refer to Phase 1 Archaeological
Survey, and Mitigation Measures.

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION
13. Will Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing or
future open spaces or recreational opportunities?
Examples that would apply to column 2 BNO OvYES
¢ The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity.

e A major reduction of an open space important to the community.
e Other impacts:

1 2 3
Small tc | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
impact impact | Project Change
HER ] Cvyes [OnNo
- C Cvyes [ONo
— — _ves [No
i C “ves [ONo
O 0O Cves [OnNo
O O Cves [ONo
O O TCves [ONo
] D Dyes [OnNo
O Kl E'ves [INo
O K Zves [ONo
x C —Yes [No
_ _ “Yes ONo
] a Oves 0Ono
0O 0 Oves 0ONo
O O TIves ONo




No

+ 0O

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

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

IMPACT ON ENERGY

15. Will proposed action atfect the community’s sources of fuel or
energy supplv? . XNCG  YES
Examples that would apply to column 2

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

any form of energy in the municipality.

* Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy
transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family
residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use.

e Other impacts:

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS

0. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result
of the Proposed Action? - XNO TYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

® Blasting within 1.500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive
facility.

® QOdors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day).

e Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.

® Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen.

® Other impacts:

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

17. Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?
} XNO LCYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

® Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or re!ease of hazardous
substances 1 e oil, pesticides, chem:cals, radiation etc )in the event of
accident or upset conditions, or there may be a chronic low level
discharge o: emission

® Proposed Aciion may result in the burial of hazardous wastes”™ in any
form (i.e towuc, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating,
infectious. etc)

® Storage iacilities for one million or more gallons of liquified natural
gas or other flammable liquids.

¢ Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance
within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous
waste. ) '

o Other impacts:

10

1 2 |- 3

Small to | Potential | Can impact Be

Moderate Large Mitigated By

~ Impact impact | Project Change
O T DOves . T*No
] C Oves TxNo
- _ CYes No
C C Cvyes CwNo
0 o Oves CNo
| C Cvyes CNo
G C Cvyes TNo
] O Oves CnNo
c c Cves CNo
O C Cvyes TnNo
a a Oves OnNo
5: — “Yes _No
_ - ves _No
O i Cves OnNo
. G Cves 0[ONO
O C Cyes TNo
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4 : 1 2 3
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD Moderate Large Mitigated By
18. will proposed action affect the character of the existing community ¢ Impact Impact | Project Change
XNO CYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
® The permanent population. of the city, town or village in which the | C Tlves [ONo
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.
* The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services = _ —Yes CiNo
will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project ] _ _ _
® Proposed action will conflict with oificiallv adopted plans o: goals — — —Yes TINo
® Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. — C —Yes JNo
e Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures i - —Yes [INo
or areas of historic importance to the community. ’
* Development will create a demand for additional community services = - —Yes [CliNo
{e.g. schools, police and fire, etc))
* Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects. O (I UYes DONo
* Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. O 3 Clves [ONo
e Other impacts: O O Mlves [DNo

19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to
potential adverse environmental impacts? KINO OVYES

if Any Action in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potential Large Impact or
if You Cannot Determine the Magnitude of Impact, Proceed to Part 3

Part 3—EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS

Responsibility of Lead Agency

Part 3 must be prepared if one ot more impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may be
mitigated.

_Instructions

Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2:
1. Briefly describe the impact.

2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by project change(s).
3. Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important.
To answer the question of importance. consider

¢ Tne probability ¢: the impact occurring

e The duration of the impact

® Its srreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value

* Whether the impact can or will be controlled

* The regional consequence of the impact

® {ts potential divergence from local needs and goals

e Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact.

{Continue on attachments)

"

-
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Appendix B
State Environmental Quality Review

Visual EAF Addendum

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

(To be completed by Lead Agency)
) Distance Between
Visihjlity Project and Resource (in Miles)
1. Would the project be visible from: ' 0-Ysa Va2 V23 35 5+

* A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available O O ] O O
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 ~[J 0O 0 O 0
observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural
or man-made scenic qualities?

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

e State Parks? - El ] O O d

¢ The State Forest Preserve? O O O O O

* National' Wildlife Refuges and state game refuges? ] O O O (]

¢ National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding ) O O O B
natural features? .

* National Park Service lands? 0O O (] D O

* Rivers designated as Hat:onal or Staté Wild, Scenic a - O O 0 0O
or Recreational?

e Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such () O 0 ] 0
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak? .

e A governmentally established or designated interstate O d ] o 0O

or inter-county foot trail, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation?

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

* Municipal park, or designated open space?
¢ County road?

e State?

ooDoo O
gaoao a4
oooDo O
oooo ad
cooca a

e Local road?

2. Is the visibility of the project seasonal? (i.e., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other
seasons)

OYes ONo

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?

OYes ONo

e ——— -




' Agncultural .
- Suburban remdenlxal

Cliffs, Overlooks

CONTEXT _ ' ' S

~ 7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is
- ' FREQUENCY
- 7 ' Holidays/
Actlvity : Daily Weekly Weekends Seasonally
Travel to and from work ) O - O O
Involved in recreational activities O (] O U
Routine travel by residents O O O O
At a residence O ] 0 0
At worksite O O - O O
Other O O O 0]

- ~ ' ]
DESCRIPT!ON OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMEHT L

_4. From each item checked In question 1, check those whxch generally describe the surrounding
environment.

Within
*1/s mifle *1 mile
Essenhally undeveloped '
Forested . ’

O

Industrial -
Comrnercial
Urban:

River, Lake, Pond

Designated Open Space
Flat

Hilly

Mountainous

Other
NOTE: add attachments as needed

OOooooooooo0ooo
oooooooooooooa

5. Are lhere visually similar projects within:

*2 mile - Oves - OnNo
*1 miles OYes - ONo-
*2 miles OJYes Mo
*3 miles OYes Mo -

* Distance 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
NOTE: When user data is-unavailable or unknown, use best estimate.




SiEan2h T
Ju\c;?p f(o:,.f"};"
- i

- :"‘\_V / :\l 2 [
S Ve Lo o / -
Yo IR e

. N - T e, .
D S e S Y=t s

L/

TN U\ g
07 0y
L4

: - . 14

oot Ty av g
TRt e v Ca {.(T\,—:;:‘
= WD

AT T
. ./\</:;—{ ¥ e 1
\ \‘ \~ y ,

7 ”..:'.;.'7"000 ’

7

[HR

sy
A !

0 SR
1 SO\ Rt RN g;ueS
~"'“ e SRHIRELY

'l‘\ H —
Sli= et RE

L AN

LOCATITON



P — S—PN

PHIS MEETING IS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF JOHN PAGANO

4-24-91

CORRESPONDENCE: WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION (86-5F)
ROUTE 32 .

Mr. Cregory Shaw from Shaw Encineerine and Mr.
Shulkin came before the - Board representino this
proposal. .

MR. EDSALL: There is a letter requesting a 91" dav
extension of final approval for the Windsor Square
Suhdivision and you will note that what occurred was
thevy had received final approval initiallv thev went
throuch two extensions and then thev reapneared before
the Board and received a second final anproval on
October 1Nth, 1299. Thev since received an extension
which in turn expired on Rpril Rth. Hlowever, there
was correspondence in the file requestino an extension
which you are now entertaining.

MR. MC CRARVILLE: Didn't we have a discussion on this
last meeting?

MR. SHAW: No. If vou want, I can put it un. Tt's

a 37 lot suhdivision on Windsor Highwav directlv
across from Hilltop. It has one entrance on “Windsor
Hichwav. ‘

MR. SCHIEFER: What are vou askino for, extension?

MP. SHAW: What I'm askina for is a 97 dav extension,
With me tonight is Mr. Shulkin, who is the develover .
of the project and he is in the position to tell the
Board that he expects to have the bond nosted the
fees paid and the pnlatt filed within %0 davs. He's
that close to comrencinc construction and what we

are askino for is a 9% dav extension.

‘MR. MC CARVILLE: I have no nroblem with it.

MR. SCHIEFER: I have no problem. hat about lecalitv,
how many of these extensions can we give?

MR. EDSALL: Thev onlv have one more after this. Thevw
don't-- ' :

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Then have four.
MR. EDSALL: Nb{ they have two separate final apnrovals.

This Board was kind enouch to corant the second one.

-35-
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| THIS MFFTING'TS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF JOHN PAGENO

A-24-9]

MR. KRIEGER: Thev get three on the second final
approval. : '

MR. EDSALL: - ¥No, -it's-a separate approval. When vou
get a conditional final approval, thev have 180 davs

to comply. Then, they received the 91 dav extension
then they get one more 99 day extension.

MR. SCHIEFER: Pny questions?

_MR. MC CARVILLE: I make a motion that we qrant a on

day extension to the Windsor Square Subdivision.
MR, LANDER: I will second it.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Lander Ave
Mr. Dubaldi Ave
Mr. Schiefer Ave
Mr, McCarville = Aye

MR. EDSALL: Just for the record, the 9" davs statts
on the date that the original 120 davs exnired, which

was Ppril 8th so it runs fror Aopril R2th,

-37-




Mr. Edsall: | have reviewed the minutes in between and that is the way the

minutes report,

Fr. Van Leeuwen: 1 think he’s got to get together with Skip Fayo and we need a
letter from Fayo. If 1 remember correctly, when we approved the four lot
subdivision he was supposed to take care of the drainage and what the Town
required that was to be the conditions of approval and that hasn’t been done.

That was the condition of the approval. Before I was to approve this, | would
want all that work done period.

Mr. Kennedy: Whether or not we were going to go to the property line or go down
another 200 feet to Cross, Street, we all agreed he was going to do the grading
up to pavement and Skippy was going to do the pavement. Skippy hasn’t done the
drainage and he hasn’t even been ready to do anything on Cross. On Jay, he’s
trying to get Fayo to do something also. '

Mr. Scheible: 1 think your party and Mr. Fayo should get together and get this
resolved. HWe can’t add to any more problems here. That is what we’d be doing
here this evening. If we haven’t accomplished what was supposed te have been
accomplished up to this point, why add any more problems to it. [ want to get
it resolved one step at a time and if we give an approval of this thic evening,-
we are jumping over--we are putting the cart before the horse. In stherwoerds--

Mr. Van Leeuwen: If we give approval to this they can say to heck with you.

Mr. Scheible: That is exactly right, until | see completed what was agreed upon,

both by Mr. Fayo and by your party not until that time do I thin we should go
any further,

"Mr. Kennedy:" We are caught up in the garbage with the Town because Fayo hasn’t

aqreed,
Mr. Van Leeuwen: Get together with Fayo.

Mr. Scheible: That is not a Planning Board problem.

’

Mr. Kennedy: 1t is Town problem and you are representing the Town at this
point.

Mr. Edsall: Maybe we can ask-- I will give Pat a copy of the comments. The
applicant should provide the Town with the approved plans for the sewer and
water, a copy of them because if you.are proposing for dedication, you have to
give us a copy. Mr. Kennedy gave me and I will pass it onto the Town, copies of
the approved water plans from the Orange County Health Department and he will be
getting me the sewer and also a copy of the Realty Subdivision approval letter.

WINDSOR SQUARE SUBDIVISION ~ SEQRA DETERMINATION (86-58)

K

" Mr. Elias Grevaé came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Grevas: At the last meeting, we discussed the night we got preliminary
approval and we discussed the conditional negative declaration with two
conditions on it. One being storm drainage and one being archeloqical.

e pree v
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“ Everybody, | think, agreed on it but there was no motion made. It was just

discussed. MWe needed a motion to submit the plans to the Department of

- Fnvironmental Conservation. So it is just a housecleaning chore that we ask.

Mr. £dsall: This is a conditional negative declaration that is goihg to come
back to the Board.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: As long as the Town can provide the services needed.

Mr. Grevas: | have to tell you this. Unless the Town can’t we won-t get

approval and be back for final. DEC controls sanitary end of it and Health
Depar tment has the water end of it.

Mr. Edsall: Can we add into the motion you request part of the long form that’s
been done, the information on these four items be included as an attachment to
the long form EAF which is the procedure so we can avoid a DEIS; wunless it
becomes necesssary some time down the rdad which I am sure we will find out.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: 1 make a motion that the Board adopt a conditional negative
declaration providing that the Town of New Windsor can supply the services
needed for the project, specifically water, sewer, storm water and archelogical
services with regard to Windsor Square Subdivision.

Mr. Schiefer: I will second that.

ROLL CALL

MR. LANDER AYE
MR. JONES - ' AYE
MR. MC CARVILLE AYE
MR. UAN LEEUMEN AYE
MR. SCHIEFER AYE
MR. SCHEIBLE . AYE

ZONE CHANGE RECOMMENDATION - ROUTE 207

Mr. Scheible: Lester Clark is here this evening and he requested representation
when he heard we were going to discuss the zone change for the present Shefner
property which is located on Route 207 opposite the old furniture market, the

piece of property which neighbors HWashington Lake and is 55 acres, if I am not
mistaken. : -

Mr. Clark: Slightly less.
Mr. Scheible: So,-Léster, give us a little presentatioh.

Mr. Clark: Thank you for letting me say a few words. My partner, Mr. Christner
(phonetic) is here. The Shefner property is an interesting and very significant
piece of property in the Town, I think. Our relationship began with it 15
months ago when in the thought of purchasing it for its intended use., HWe found
that it was under process of total condemnation by the City of Newburgh. He
entered into an agreement with Mrs. Shefner, nevertheless and we thought perhaps
that we could work out something where everybody would benefit, everybody beinqg
the City of Newburgh, Town of New Windsor and the developer. Namely that we
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WINDSOR SQUARE

Mr. Edsall: You all remember Windsor Square, fine project off

Route 32. The Board decided after looking at the, what they felt
were environmental concerns, decided to make a conditional negative
declaration.. The form of the negative declaration, the conditional
negative declaration has not been accepted by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation -Bureau of Environmental

- Analysis. The people who run the SEQR process. I had a number of
long discussions with them, mainly because the process is rather new,
I was a little surprised they didn't like the form of it because
they accepted the previous ones. Evidently, they have had enough
law suits where they are getting smarter also. To make a long

story short, the four concerns were sewer, water, storm water, and .
"archeaological. It is their opinion that if you have a mechanism

in your site plan ordinance or your subdivision ordinance which in
this case is subdivision, to require certain items to be done that
it is not appropriate that you are taking those items to a conditional
negative declaration. You should cover that under your own town law.
In other words, if there isn't enough sewer capacity available, don't
approve the project period. TIf there isn't enough water available,
don't approve the project. If you want storm water worked on, miti-
~gation work on-site retainage, have it on the plans or don't approve
the project. As far as the archeaological study goes, wait until
you get a formal report. If you feel the report says there is not

a problem, fine, approve it. If you think it is a problem, positive
dec it and call for a DEIS. They are telling you that you should
withdraw the C,N.D.,, get some more information. It screwed up the
entire SEQR time frame now so we have to do something. I recommend
that you withdraw the conditioral negative dec.

Mr. VanLeeuwen; I make a motion that we withdraw the conditional
negative declaration with regard to Windsor Square.

Mr ., McCarville; I will second that motiom

ROLL CALL:

Mr. VanlLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Lander Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye
Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr. McCarville Aye

Mr. Babcock: 1I'd like to say one quick thing. I was, I happened

to be with the highway superintendent and we were discussing some of
the projects and he was telling me some of the problems and I said
why don't we get together and we will do some reviews on that. He
told me that he really didn't bother sending any reviews to the
Planning Board anymore because the Planning Board doesn't listen to
what he says anyway so I told him that I would, if he would review
plans; -I would make sure that his review comments got read by the

" Planning Board,
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: He has asked for 110 foot cul-de-sac and we only
give him 100.

Mr. Babcock: Just to give you a little background on it, Windsor
Square, there is about a 6 to 8 inch culvert pipe that runs under-
neath the railroad tracks there that takes all the drainage from
Windsor Square. It is a tremendous problem right now and there is
no development. Oakwood Center, where we are talking about where
this parking is on the . corner of Oakwood and 94 is nothing but a
great big pond when it rains. That is where we really need to have
his review. Also, no drainage, no preparation of drainage to get
water from Oakwood Terrace down 94 to where its got-to go.  And,
that is one thing that we need; Oakwood. Commercial Center to do
before we approve a project. Myself, I am not aware of it. Mark
was not aware of it and ‘it definitely will be a problem.

Mr. Edsall: 1In follow-up on the culvert dimensions, to be very
candid if the law calls for 100 foot and someone other than the
Town Board wants to change it to 110, I don't think this Board

is the Board to impose requirements above the law. If we get re-
petitive requests, we should bounce it back to the highway depart-
ment, send a memo to the Town Board and have them change the law.
I will say it right now, the Town Board is the only one that can
change the town law subdivision regulations, local law in this
town, therefore, to change the town local law, you have to go to
the Town Board, We should make changes in the law if they are
necessary.

N
N

Mr. Babcock: One thing I wanted to say if it says 100 feet and if
you want to ask a developer and tell him we are having a problem
turning our trucks around because we have wing plows and he wants
to put in a cul-de-sac of 110 feet until we get laws changed, there
is not a problem there.

Mr. Soukup: If he refuses, we can't-+make him.

Mr. Babcock: Right but I don't think- anybody has a problem with 10
feet. The highway superintendent has to .sign his name for the dedi-
cation. - If he can't turn his trucks around, I don't think he is
going to be happy to sign his name. So, for 10 feet, we are only
asking for 10 feet. :

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We have to work with him;'

Mr. Edsall: It is George Greens intent to, every three months or
whenever these joint Board meetlngs are, to each and every suggestion
from those meetings enacted if it is found appropriate by the
following meeting that is why we are working very hard to take all
the ones that you suggested from the last meeting, get them in final
form and adopt them so it does not seem like we are not making any
progress. '
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762 01/11/87
3d 03/29/87
393 04/05/87
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CHRONGLOBICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

WINDSOR SBUARE
HINDSOR SOUARE
WINDSOR SBUARE
#IKDSOR SGUARE
WINDSOR SGUARE
WINDSOR 58 SURD
WINDSOR 5
WIHDEOR SOUARE

HINDSOR SGUARE
HINDSOR SQUARE SuR
#INDSOR SOURRE
WINDSOR SRUSRE
#1KOGOR SBUARE
¥INDSOR 58 S4B
HERO/YIRDSOR 58 SUB
HIHDEOR SBUARE
¥IND50R SRUARE
HERD/RINDS0R SOUSRE
HINDSOR SO/HYS PARKS
#45H G0 RYSDEC
HASHINGTON 58
¥14D50R 56 SPD

_g}ill'n.;
xxLu{’R gx
RINDEOR &
HIND 56
¥IND 50

HiND 58
BIND &6
EikD =8
HIND 56
¥INDSOR S

BiLiL - PARTIAL
¥I4DS0R SO
WINDSOR SBUSRE
¥IRGSER 58

RATE

40.00
17.60
50.00
44,00
£0.00
40.00

4.00
50,460
40,40

- 1.6

40.00

40,60

50,40
17.08
17.40
40,80
17,00
17.40

17.68

,-;"1 l'§£'i
és*ﬁa
17,490
40,00
40.09
i7.08
40,06

¥ind Sq Partial Bill

50,00
46,00
17.440
46,49
40,08

50,04
19.00
£0.00

HRS.

9,50
0,50
4,30
6,50
¢.30
0,40
1.5
.30
.89
0,50

4,50
4,58
e
G, 3l
4,28
4.5
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A
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B

CLIENT: NEWWIN

20.00
8.5
20,00
20,04
20,00
15,00
£0.60
12,060
312,00
B.50
32.60
ERE
44,00
17.00
7.0
70,04
i7.00
2,50
17,40
84,60
£3,00
A0 00
i7.04
g.00
15,08

20,00
0.0
8.5
8.40
20,60

PAGE:

- TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

EXP. BILLED

--------------

-548.00

t

BALANCE



AS OF:  09/18/85 ' PAGBE: 7
CHRONOLOGICAL JOR STATUS REPORT

J0B: 87-56  NEW WINDSOR PLANNING EOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWN OF NEW WIHDSGR
TASE: 86~ S8

— ~DOLLARG----n==mmmmmmm=mann
TASK-N  REC --DATE-- TRAN ENPL ACT DESCRIPTION-------—- RATE  HRS. TI%E E1P. BILLED HALANLE

B6-58 20159 01/75/89 TINE M

9 E EL WINDSOR SGUARE 13,00 1.50 28,50

Bo-50 20254 01725787 TIME RIE ML HINDSOR SO0 .00 1,30 29.00
24-58 20258 01726785 TIME RJE HC WINDSOR 58 50,00 0.50 30,00
B6-38 20311 02/06/89 TIME MIE HC HIND B &0.00 1,50 90.00
85-38 20328 0Z/06/89 TIEE MJE ML BINDSOR S8 50.00 1,30 98,40
86-58  Z0317 02/07/89 TIKE MIE HD WINR S8 £0.00 1,00 E0.00
85-38 20329 02707/89 TIME HJE ML DUPLICATE ENTRY .00 0.00 0.00
B6-08 20313 02/708/8% TIRE MIE ML WIND &8 0,00 0,50 .00
85-38 20331 0Z/0B/E9 TIME MJE ML ¥INDSGR 58 0,00 6,30 Hah
Bh-38 20315 02/09/8% TIHE MIE  HD HIND SO OG0 1.E0 F0.00
85-58 20333 02/09/8% TIHE MJE KL DUPLICATE EWTRY £0.00 (.40 4,00
BE6-38 21473 02709/89 TIHHE €] L WINDEOR 58 12,00 050 7.530
84-38 20313 0Z/10787 TIHE MJE  BC WIND 58 .60 1,00 50,00
B6-58 20335 02/16/8% TIME MJE ML DUPLICATE ENTRY 0.0 0.00 9.50
85-38  Z1476 0Z/10/89 TIEE B TL 17,60 0,20 3.80
85-38 21246 0F/15/8Y YIME MaE ED WIRDSOR SO £6.00 0,70 32.00
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TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667

22 January 1990

Town of New Windsor
Planning Board

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

Att: Mr, Carl Schieffer, Chairman
SUBJECT: WINDSOR SGUARE SUBDIVISION, ROUTE 32
Dear Mr. Schieffer:

Reference is made to the Planning Board’s grant of Final épproval
for the Subject Subdivision. éAs you will recall, one of the
conditions of approval was the placement of a note on the plan
concerning the square footage of the houses to be constructed on
the lots in the subdivision.

Aafter some deliberation, the Subdivider has requested that we
submit the following lanquage to »ou and the Town’s ceonsultants
for review prior to placement on the map. The proposed note is
as follows:

"Residences to be constructed within this Subdivision shall
have a minimum square footage of enclosed space, excluding
garages, of 1,500 square feet."

We believe thics note provides for an acceptable "footprint” of
the homes to be constructed, and addresses the Planning Board’‘s
cancerns expressed at the meeting. If this note is acceptable to
the EBxard and ite consultants, please advise us, and we will
place it on the plan. .

If you should have any comments or questions, please do not
hesi tate to contact this office.

Very truly yours

%‘%\

Elias D. Grevas, L.S.

EDG/cmg

cc Mr. Mark Edsall, P.E. Planning Board Engineer
Mr. Andrew Krieger, Esq, Planning Board Attorney

Mr. Micheal Babcock, Town of New Windsor Bu:ld:ng Inspector
Windsor Square Assoc;atec

JAN 2 6 1290 é?
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. "PUBLIC 'MEARING :=:WINDSOR’SQUARR:SS

Mr. Elias Grevas and Joel Hanig came before the Board representing
this proposal.

Mr. Grevas: I have the Affidavit of Mailing, Affidavit of Publica-
tion and return receipts.

Mr,. Schiefer: Mark, go ahead, you wanted to make a statement be-
cause of what we did at the last meeting.

Mr. Edsall: As the Board likely remembers during the execution of
the SEQR process, the Board determined that they felt that a
conditioned negative -declaration was appropriate for this project. .
Following that, it was decided that there would be a public hearing
held for the purpose of discussing the archaeological concerns.
Since that notice was sent and the finding circulated, the DEC has
advised us that they feel that the condition negative declaration
that was determined was not appropriate for this progect and that
the Board should reconsider their action, At the previous meeting
the Board rescinded the conditional negative declaration and deter-
mined that the concerns would be addressed as part of the site or
subdivision review process.

Mr. Schiefer: Were you aware of this, Lou?
Mr, Grevas: Yes,

Mr. Edsall: -Lou and I have discussed this so what I think you might
want to do and Joe, maybe you can give us a little additional guidance,
I would think that we'd want to continue with the public hearing,
take whatever information we can and gather the concerns from whoever
may be here to help us out for gathering this information regarding
the archaeologlcal significance but we should advise everyone that
= in fact the conditional negatlve declaration has been rescinded and

the notice that was: put in the paper is now not approprlate since
in fact the Board is now, should consider it a Type I action and

. should go through the procedures associated with a Type I action.

- The DEC has advised me that since it is near a reglstered historical
site, we must consider it a Type I action and proceed in that regard.

[EPRT VRS
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~Mr, Rones; Can I have a copy of the letter, Mark, when you get a
chance, the DEC letter,

Mr. Edsall; Okay., DEC sent back the determination, they put ope of
- their 1nform letters on it,

Mr, Grevas: I didn't see that, Basically, it is going to be a very
short presentation, We have all seen the subdivision plan and this
is the plan that was included in the archaeological report Phase 1
Study that was done for the site showing the disturbed areas. We
are here not just to gather information as the Planning Board's--on
what concerns there are based on the study we have. The study was

FOURR BTN R AT VIR VLN PAUIEYE - IR CCOVERCIRUIEF Y T N
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sent to the State back in October and again notified of the existence
of the report and copies sent to them at the last reporting time so
other than that, we are just here to see what the comments are on what
the report contains.

Mr. Schiefer: Before I open it to the public, have you two gone over
the responses.

Mr. Pagano: One is missing, Joe Rones.,

Mr. Schiefer: You did not respond to this, They said there is one

- name missing on the adjacent land owners.,

Mr. Rones: I am not the one who signs the certified receipts at the
office. I do recall getting the mail though. I am here anyway.

Mr. Schiefer: I'd like to open this to the general public for
comments ‘on the archaeological aspect of this subdivision.

Mr. Soukup: Did you ever get a responsé from the State, a review or
comments or anything at all. :

Mr, Grevas: Nothing, not a word since October.

Mr, Jones: Nothing with regard to the disturbed land or anythlng
else, just go right ahead and dig everything up and that is it.

Mr, Grevas: As I said, we sent two copies of the report up to
Albany in October, the 3rd, asking what the next step was, what miti-

‘gation efforts we had to make. an so forth. We haven't heard a word.

Mr, Jones: The only thing I can figure that the State Department for
Parks and Lands didn't:get their budgets and they are not working
hard, That is all,

Mr. Grevas: We have got them working on the Tanner Site Plan. They
were at the meetlng, the people from Bear Mountain.
Mr. Jones: If they don't care, I don't care either.

Mr. Grevas: At this point, what I'd like to say is I'd like to get
on with the subdivision, P

Mr ., Vanleeuwen: - I make a motion that we close the public hearing.

. Lo R <3
Mr. Soukup: I will second that motion. :
ROLL CALL:
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye
Mr. Lander Aye
Mr, Jones - Aye
Mxr. Soukup _ Aye
Mr. Schiefer Aye

-14~
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Mr. Schiefer: Any further discussion on this.

Mr. Grevas: What is our next step, Mark, can you advise me what the
next step would be on the Planning Board's part.

Mr. Edsall: Well, there are the four concerns, obviously, now the
archaeological concerns, evidently, the notified involved agencies
and other potential concerned person or persons evidently don't have
anymore information for us. I think the Board should reconsider or
at least review their position as far as if they feel that any
further action is required for archaeological studies. There is a
study done and there is a recommendation and I think the Board should
review that and take a position as far as the archaeological and
historical significance, The three remaining items, the question
was raised as far as the availability of sewer and water and how the
storm dralnage will be handled. I would say that on, in that regard,
I will just have to get together with Lou and if the Board can give
us some idea on what they want as far as submittals.

Mr. Grevas; The water and sewer, the County Health Department is
going to tell us whether or not they are going to allow us to con-
tinue on water and the DEC with sewer and I understand that the plans
have been submitted to both agencies. As far as storm drainage goes,
there was some preliminary calculations done on the retention area
down in the back. The final calculations would come in with the final
plan and quite frankly those are addressable items in the ‘final sub-
division approval process so that leaves basir~ally the archaeological
as you know the other item and the other item we feel has been
addressed by the Phase 1 study, what it said and the lack of any
further information,

Mr. Soukup: Unfortunately, the lack of a response does not leave
you off the hook. You still have to get response and approval from
them, right,.

Mr. Edsall: The fact that they haven't answered doesn't allow us
to do anymore until they do answer it.

Mr, Grevas; We have to start the process.
Mr. Soukup:; They have to answer. You have to get an answer.

Mr. Edsall: Being that it is a Type I action, I think what we have
to go obviously, Joe, can guide us through the proper notification,
we have to make that, that has been determined as a Type I actign
and again solicit any responses regarding prOJeCtS, the sewer and
water, There are other agencies that are going to review that.

Mr. Grevas: Greg Shaw who is handling the engineering, told me we
have approval on the water and sewer. The County Health Department
is now winding up the subdivision approval process so we have
approval on both the water and the sewer, I will send you copies of
those approvals,

-15-
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Mr. Pagano: So, the main thing is ‘the drainage.

Mr. Grevas: Yes and that is an item for Mark to address during the--
we usually do that when we come in for the final.

Mr. Joel Hanig: Since I came in late during this, I just wanted to
clarify a couple of things in my mind first that this Board at some
point in time declare itself lead agency on this particular project
and normally when there is a declaration of lead agency, there is
also declaration of what type of action we are dealing with. Did
that happen at some. point in -time.

- Mr. Edsall: The Board sent out a letter requesting coordination of
lead agency position to see if any other agencies were interested
in that position. They weren't. The Board did take lead agency.

Mr. Hanig: When did that happen.'
Mr. Edsall: I don't know.

Mrriﬁanig: Normally, when that happens, there is also a'declaration
as to the type of action you have whether it is a Type I or Type II.

Mr. Edsall: It was determined as being an unlisted action just be-
cause of the wording under the section for the unlisted action.
Mr. Rones: This letter here, excuse me for interrupting you, Mark,
really does not, the comments of the DEC doesn't really say that it
is a Type I action: It just says that the negative declaration was
based on the results of the further studies.

Mr. Edsall: Keep in mind that I had at least two hours worth of
conversations following that notice and those items were brought to
my attention that they felt it should be a Type I and explained--
the form letter was very sketchy and almost unuseable.

Mr., Rones: Another problem is that we sent out, by Mark, this notice
of determination of nonsignificance that among the agencies that this
was forwarded to was the State Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation with a‘copy of the Phase 1 archaeological survey
and I know that as far as I know, there hasn't been any response. I
know Lou tried to make telephone contact with these people. I've
tried to make telephone contact with these people and it was just
impossible to get a hold of anybody who had any interest in dlscu551ng
this with us.

'Mr. Hanig: There was a response.
Mr. Rones: The only response we got a response from Palisade Inter-

State Parks Commission. I didn't have a response however from the
State Historic Preservation.
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Mr. Hahig: DEC did not respond.
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Mr. Rones: What position does Palisades Park Commission have?

Mr. Hanig: They monitor the Cantonment. That is basically the only
agency that they basically gave a no response letter. Their letter,
we received your report that you let us know what you are going to
do. I don't know of any requirement that there be a response from
any State agency in order for the Board to proceed as long as they
have received notices of the application. At this point in time,
the Board really can't go very much further until they have made a
decision on it. We were somewhat satisfied with the conditional
negative declaration that was made before and we were simply waiting
for the 30 day time period to run before getting to the next stage
of the Board review process.

Mr. Edsall: Where that doesn't work is the 30 day time period does
not start until it has been puhlished in the environmental news
bulletin. They refused to publish it because the negative declara-
tion is not consistant for the intent under the law for a negative
declaration. That is why the Board rescinded it so we can go through
it as a Type I action which is a-proper classification.

Mr. Hanig: Why do you feel it is a proper classification?

Mr. Edsall: Because the unlisted listing had a reference to the
historical sites and there was a comment in parenthesis that said
unless the action or the design is to protect or some wording as

far as anything archaeologlcal findings or materials, the DEC in

my conversations follow1ng their form letter to me said that the
wording of that, although not clear, is intended to mean that if
you have a historical site and the work you are doing is to preserve
the site, if the Cantonment was putting in sidewalks or painting the
building, replacing the windows with similar type windows--

Mr. Hanig: Then that is a Type II.

Mr. Edsall: It is unlisted. I differ with you only because I talked
to the attorneys from . the State DEC and that is what they advised me.
I'd recommend to the Board that you follow the DEC's attorneys recom-
mendations. In fact, I explained to them exactly what this project
is and the conditions that the Board has and he said what the proper
classification is Type I since it is a registered historical area and
the Board should just review the concerns and make a positive or
negative declaration through the Type I chain of events.

Mr. Grevas: If it is, no matter what type the action is, if the
Board feels all of the items have been met, they can issue a neda-
tive declaration without any conditions Wthh causes the problems.

‘Mr. Edsall: They feel that the concerns of the Board should be
addressed as part of the subdivision review. If you classify it

as a Type I, take care of all the concerns and you in fact find

that there are no environmental significant effects from this pro-
ject that we have before us, just make a negative declaration, simple
as that. :

~17~
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Mr. Hanig: Just for clarification, my understanding, the fact that
there is a negative declaration still does not preclude the Board

as part of that negative declaration from adding a mitigation measure
to the negative declaration.

Mr. Rones: Generally, mitigation measures for all sorts of circum-
stances or impacts if you will, are part of any subdivision or site
plan review and but it maybe that as the subdivision process goes
along, it may just be determined that there are no significant ad-
verse environmental impacts.

Mr. Schiefer: Mr, VanLeeuwer, do you have any comments.
Mr. VanLeeuwen: Can I ask you what your position is?
Mr. Hanig: I am thélattorney for the applicant.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Well, could you make a phone‘call to Mr. Hauser and
get the information. : )

Mr. Hanig: Sure,
Mr. Vanleeuwen: I appreciate that. Thank you,

Mr. Grevas: What is the next step as I say we have water and sewer
approvals from the DEC. .

Mr. Pagano: Are they on file?

Mr. Grevas: Greg will give you copies. Then, I'd request then I
will get the copies within the coming--

Mr. Greg Shaw: For both the water and sewer main extensions, the
former applicant was the Town of New Windsor or they were the ones
who got the approval for the project. Therefore, all correspondence
is addressed to the Town of New Windsor or should be in this building,
may not be in the Planning Board's file but the applicant was New
Windsor and the correspondence was directed to the town.

Mr. Grevas: In order to make sure we get all the paperwork together,
the only thing I'd request then, obviously, we are not going to come
to a ¢2cision, could I request a definite spot on the next agenda to
get all these paperwork items cleared up, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Schiefer: I will try to get you on as soon as I can. We axe
going to have a meeting next week. We are going to invite you to
attend this meeting for a method of setting up an agenda and if it
is not contrary to our findings at that time, we will see if we can

~get you on, okay Mike,

Mr. Babcock: Fine,

Mr. Schiefer: We are going to follow your recommendations on that.

~18-
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WINDSOR SQUARE ASSOCIATES

MR. SCHIEFER: I have a letter stating:

",..We hereby request a six (6) month extension

of the conditional final approval given for this
project on 8th November, 1989 in order to complete
the process of obtaining a public improvements
bond..."

This is from Elias Grevas.

MR. MC CARVILLE: I make a motion that we grant Windsor Square
a six (6) month extension.-

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I will second that.

ROLL CALL: .

Mr. McCarville Aye

Mr. Vanleeuwen Aye

Mr. Soukup Aye ~~- But I'd like to go on record that
State law only provides one exten-
sion of final approval and this is
it so they may not be able to come
back for another.

Mr. Dubaldi Aye 4

Mr. Lander Aye -- Because they can't obtain this bond

they want an extension?
MR. SCHIEFER: Yes.

ROLL CALL (CONT'D) :

Mr. Schiefer aye

Being that there was no further business to come before the
Board a motion was made to adjourn the meeting by Mr. McCarville
seconded by Mr. VanlLeeuwen and approved by the Board.

Respectfully Submitted;

FRANCES SULLIVAN
Stenographer
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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

——————————————————————————————————————— x
In the Matter of the Application of ' DECISION GRANTING
\ AREA VARIANCE
WINDSOR SQUARE ASSOCIATES
% ROBERT KOLINSKY
#89-40.
——————————————————————————————————————— x

. WHEREAS, WINDSOR SQUARE ASSOCIATES, a partnership, located
at 19 Barrie Drive, Spring Valley, N. Y. 10977, has made
application before the Zoning Board of Appeals for area
variances, i.e. Lot #6 - 512 s.f. and Lot #7 - 2,943 s.f.
regarding the subdivision located on the east side of Windsor
Highway (Route 32) in an R-4 zone; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 14th day of
August, 1989 before the Zoning Board c¢f Appeals at the Town
Hall, New Windsor, New York; and

WHEREAS, Applicant appeared by its agent, Elias D. Grevas,
L. S. of Grevas and Hildreth, P. C.; and

WHEREAS, the application was opposed by several area
residents who expressed concerns regarding poor drzinage and
about the subdivision itself as preliminarily approved by the
Planning Board. |

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter:

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The
Sentinel, also as required by law.

2. The evidence shows that applicant is seeking permission
to vary the bulk regulations with regard to lot area on two lots
of an approved subdivision after deduction of the easement
areas. -

3. The evidence shows that this subdivision received
preliminary apprcval from the Town of New Windsor Planning Board
on 5/11/88 for lots which exceeded the 15,000 sg. ft. minimum
lot area requirement. Subsequent to this preliminary approval
the town adopted Local Law No. 4 of 1989 which changed the
definition of lot area by excluding from the computation all
land contained within an easement area. Due to this change in
definition, the lot area of Lots 6 and 7 was reduced to less
than the 15,000 sg. ft. minimum lot area. The applicant elected
to appbly for an area variance on these two lots rather than

e



redraw;ng the plans for the subd1v151on and resubmlttlng to the

Health Department.

4. The evidence presente