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County File No. ..NWIT. 42- 138 M
COUNTY PI.ANNING REFERRAL
(Mandatory County Planning Review under Article 12-B,
Section 239, Paragraphs 1, m & n, of the
General Municipal Law)

Application of Husted, Townsend,.and. .Purdy..............cccvvvneenn.
for & .ocoon.n. Major.Subdivision-... Dean. Hill.Road.................. .
County Action: APPrOvVed. ... ... e
LOCAL MUNICIPAL ACTION N
The Above-cited application was:
Denied .......... Approved ..........

...................................................................................

(Date of Local Action) (Signature of Locai Official)

This card must be returned to the Orange County Department of Planning
within 7 days of local action.
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STORM WATER RUNOFF REPORT
SUBDIVISION OF LANDS OF HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY
RILEY ROAD AT DEAN HILL ROAD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK
OCTOBER 1989

" PREPARED FOR:
HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY
C/0 FRANK PURDY
R.D. #2, BOX 108, ROUTE 94
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INTRODUCTION

The property proposed for development is located off Riley
Road in the Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York.
The 79.4 + acre parcel is located on the north side of Dean
Hill Road, on the west side of Riley Road, and abutts the
southeast corner of Browns Pond, a City of Newburgh
reservoir.

The site is presently undeveloped forest with mature growth
hardwoods and a high forest canopy. Some areas have been
thinned out and a thick underbrush has grown in. The
majority of the land is gently sloped between 5-10%, with a
few areas at 15% or greater.

The Orange County Soil Survey indicates the following soils
are within the site’s watershed (hydrologic soil group
given): Mardin gravelly silt loam (C), Erie extremely stony
soil (C), Swartswood and Mardin very stony soil (C), Alden
extremely stony soil (D). '

PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The property is proposed to be subdivided into 118 lots of
minimum 1/2 acre. Several internal roads will be constructed
with an entrance at Riley Road and two entrances on Dean Hill
Road. A storm water drainage system will be constructed and
discharge storm water to existing outlets under Riley Road
and to Browns Pond. Several of these existing outlets will
have to be upgraded to handle the increased flow.

The purpose of this report is to estimate the present storm
runoff, evaluate the effects of the proposed subdivision on
the existing storm runoff patterns, estimate the runoff in
the post-development condition and mitigate the impacts on
any downstream properties.

Procedures from Technical Release No. 55 (TR-55) by the U.S.
Soil Conservation Service (June 1986) are used in this report
to estimate the peak runoff during existing and developed
conditions. The methodology was developed by the Soil
Conservation Service to analyze the effects of urbanization
on watersheds less than 2000 acres.

TR-55 INPUT PARAMETERS:

" TR~55 uses the Runoff Curﬁe Number method and Module 251.

TR-55 Microcomputer Program (S.C.S., 3/87) was used to
determine representative CN numbers for each drainage area,
as well as calculating the time of concentration for the
drainage area. Input parameters are given in the appendix.
The hydrologic and detention storage calculations were
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performed by the Quick PR-55 and Pond-2 software from Haestad
Methods, Inc. Design storm for analysis consisted of the

- following:

25 year, 24 hour rainfall,
Orange County = 6.0 1nches/24 ‘hours (Fig. B-6, - TR-55)
Type II rainfall distribution

The ‘property has 4 separate drainage areas that were analyzed
independently due to having different outlet locations and
constraints. The outline of each dralnage area is shown on
the attached drainage area maps. The size of each drainage
area is as follows: ,

Drainage Area Pre-Develop. Post-Develop.
o 1A 24 Ac. , 20 Ac.
1B 74 Ac. 61 Ac.
1C 19 Ac. 19 Ac.
2 36 Ac. 12 Ac.
3 23 Ac. 58 Ac.
4 42 Ac. 48 Ac.
218 Ac. 218 Ac.

In the pre-developed condition drainage Areas 1A, 1B and 1C
combine and discharge through a 30" cmp under Riley Road at
Dean Hill Road. On the west side of Riley Road a large

wet area presently allows ponding to occur during heavy rain
storms. This ponding area will be used in the post-developed
condition to provide detention storage when needed.

Drainage Area 1A also contains a wet area approximately 6.0
acres in size. This low area is proposed to be partially
filled and the natural ponding area will be decreased to
approximately 1 acre in size after development. These

factors were included in the calculatin of peak flow from
Drainage Area 1.

PEAK FLOWS
A summary of the peak flow in cubic feet per second (cfs) for

each drainage area in the pre and post-development stages is
as follows:

Drainage Area Pre-Dev. Peak Flow Post-Dev. Peak Flow
1 ‘ 131.6 80.8
2 76.0 43.0
3 51.0 157.0
4 113.0 168 0

The elevation of Riley Road at the outlet to Dralnage ‘Area 1

is 300.0 feet. As the Pond 1B outlet hydrograph for the pre-
developed condition (HTP1BPRE) indicates, water will overflow
Riley Road at outlet 1 for this de51gn frequency storm. Note

Z 2 -



that the Post Developed Peak Flow for Dralnage Area 1
reflects the use of a proposed 36" dlameter CMP to replace
the existing 30" CMP at outlet 1.

PROPOSED MITIGATION

Storm water runoff from Drainage Areas 1, 2 and 3 dlscharges.
- through "existing culverts or drainage ways to the N.Y.S.
Thruway property on the east side of Riley Road. The
increase in peak flow from the development onto the Thruway
property will have a negligible effect on any downstream
drainage structures on that property.

The existing 30" CMP at outlet #1 will be increased to 36"
diameter and thus eliminate flooding of Rlley Road. - The’
Post-Development Peak Flow at outlet #2 is less than the Pre-
Development Peak Flow, therefore upgrading the storm drain at
that outlet is not necessary.

Outlet #3 will see an increase in Peak Flow due to the
development and a 48" RCP will be required to handle the
flow. This culvert will replace an existing 18" RCP that
discharges to the Thruway property.

The increase in Peak Flow from Drainage Area 4 due to the
development will have a negligible effect on Brown’s Pond.
Catch Basins and storm piping leading to this outlet, as well
as the rest of the storm drainage system will be submitted on
a separate plan from this report.

If there are any questions regarding any aspects of this
report, plese feel free to contact this office.

Respectfully submitted,

PRAETORIUS AND CONRAD, P.C.

Y e

‘Richard J. Praetorius, P.E.
President

A A o=

" George R. Collins
Project Engineer

RJP/GRC/ jsq
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PRE-DEVELOPMENT FLOW CHART

DRAINAGE AREA
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74 Main Street ¢ Saugerties, New York 12477
Phone: (914) 246-3671
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(PSTHTPIC)
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TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION

VERSION 1.1t
Prdiect : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. User: GEO- Date: 10-12-8%
County : ORANGE -+ State: NY - Checked: .. = Date: _______
Subtitle: PRESENT = 114 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD. ¢ DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 1A-PRE

e - e — ——" ot — —— o o —— i 4A" o ——_ i i o S A s A o o S o —— A . S — A A St T - . —_— — — T —— - _— - —— — A — Y — —

Hvdrolagic Scil Group

B C o
Percent (CN?
OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS ' .

Woads fair - - 45732 25772

qood - - 20L702 -

Total Area ¢by Hydrologic Soil Group? 75 25

SUBAREA: 1A-PRE TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 100 Percent WEIGHTED CURVE MUMEBER: 74

L
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' TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION  ~~ VERSION 1.11
Project : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. - User: GEO . Date: 10-12-2%
‘Couwnty : ORANGE State: NY Checked: ____ Date:

Subtitle: FPRESENT - 114 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD. & DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR

Subarea : 1B-PRE ' o : ) T

M e e e e e - —
S o S ) Hydrolegic Scil Group

COVER DESCRIPTION ' ' A - B - C L
1 - Percent (CN)

e " S —— . (- ——— T —— — Y T Y St s e o e T Sl A P . . Y ke i . S S G e T i S — A o o P e b e . . S ek S S e i v ke e o

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.)

Rezidential districts Auvg X imperv
{by averange lot size) ,
2 acre 12 - - 12(77) -
Ucer defined urban (F$ to define) - - 12488 -
Y. imperwvious ' - &0%
¥ unconnected impervious 7 ' 20

pervious curve number , 7z

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS :
Woods fair - ’ - -

7 43(73> -
good - - IZLT0 -
Total Area (b Hydrologic Scil Group? 100
f
SUBAREA: 1B-PRE TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 100 Percent AwEIGHTEE CURVE MNUMBER:74



~ TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION .-

VERSION 1.11 -
" Project : HUSTED-TOWNSEND~PURDY SUBDIV. " User: GEO  Date: 10-12-29
County : ORANGE , .State: NY = CheckKed: ____ . Date: .. __
Subtitle: PRESENT - 114 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD. & DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 1C-PRE - : ' ' '

" i . D = T " —— A — — . s S o i e it o e Y W S T e o = . S o S~ s s = ———— . e T —— e - i . e T —— —

Hydrologic Soil Group

A B C )
L S - - Percent (CHJ g
FULLY DEUELDPED UrEah AREAS (Veg Estab.) ) .
Ueer defined urban {F? to define? - - 25( 75> -
% impervious - : 10
Y unconnected imperwvious 207
perviouse curve number 73
OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS
loods fair - - Fo{ 73} -
Taotal Area {(by Hrdrologic Scoil Group? 100
SUBAREA: 1C-PRE TUTAL DRAIMNAGE AREA: 100 Peﬁéent WEIGHTED CURVE NUMBER:74

s -



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION ~ VERSION 1.11

Froject : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. User: GEO - Date: 10-12-39

Coupty @ ORANGE , - State: NY Checked: ____ Dates . __
Subtitle: PRESENT - 114 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD. & DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 2-PRE ) - -

e g s e e i e e o s 4 e e o T e O o S S B M o e S e e o e

. R Hydrologic Soil Group
COVER DESCRIPTION A B c D
Percent <(CNMNJ :

o e e e e T ——— - — {—f— " — O s 2t Bl o o o i S i, S e e e o T T YL 4 S . T S ol ke Sk e T T S —— . [ o T T Bl i B BT ke et e i e e e . G e

FULL'Y DEVELOPED URBAM AREAS (Vegq Estab.)

Residential districts Auvg ¥ imperv
{b» average lat size?
2 acre 12 . - - 25(771 -~

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS

Woads , fair c— - 404 73> -~
aoad - - 25(70) ~

Total Area by Hydrologic Sail Group? 1qa

EUBQREQ: Z-PRE TOTAL DRAINAGE ARE&: 100 Percent WEIGHTED CURVE NMUMBER:73

e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s e S~ S A e o, S " — — — T ok = S = e i e 4 i T~ S M T ke o . i e . ot e e e



Froject
County
Subtitle:
Sutarea

TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSIOM 1.11
HUSTED-TQWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV, ~ User: GEU Date: 10-12-8%
ORANGE - State: NY Checked: ——mx Date: e

PRESENT - 116 LGT‘QUBD., RILEY RD. & DEAN HILL RD.. T/NEW WINDSOR
3-FRE

- ——— e T AP —— . — - V" T T — ——— " S W S — T ood Wil A o S s M WD T Y T W S e ke o Sl Akl ok, s W s ST Brle O e o S e e

Hvdrologic Scil Group

COVER DESCRIPTION A B C D

‘Percent (CN)

o o T e S it e o S B ey o o S S o S Sl S S i Sy S e o St . A S ot e i U ks Skl o T Ul S e o . e e o o S ke e S (s e S U S P i i .

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (VYeg Estab.)

Uzer defined urban (FY ta define) - - AT -
“oimperwvicus : 207
“ unconnected impervious 20
pervious curve number : : 74

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS

Woads . fair - - SO0(73 -

qood - - 13(707 -
‘Total Area {(by Hrdrologic Soil Group? ' 100

===

s " T . . o o T — — — — o i b b ke e G S A T e . " T " T — " — — —— — — - T —— —— —— — — — T —— T — —— —————— o~ ——

e e e e e e e e e e = ———— — — ———— o — ——— — ——— —— —— ——————— _———— — — — o "t S o S ot . . S



 TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION  VERSION 1.1t

" Project }~HUQTED—TUMNSEND PURDY SUBDIU. User: GECG Date:-10-12-8%
‘County @ ORANGE ‘State: NY == Checked: ___. - Date:
- Subtitle: PRESENT - 11 LoT SUBD., RILEY RD. &€ DEAMN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 4-PRE : : -

o e e e e e e e e e o e e L 8 i e D T el T i i G e e e e e —

U Lo - , Hydroloq:c Soil Group
CUUER DESCRIPTION A S - B C D
‘ : : i : Percent TCCND

FULLY DEVELOPED UPBQN AREAS (Veg Estab.) o
User defined urban (F? to define) - - 200727 -

“ impervious 7 , 204
“ unconnected impervious . ‘ 11
pervicous curve number. ) : 72

OTHER QGPICULTHPQL LANMDS

Woods A C fair - -~ 35¢73) 15793
. - good - - C30L70) -
Total Area (by Hydralogic Soil Group) ‘ as 15

A e S " — ——— . o ot b o S o e e S o o e e ARk i S o WS S i Ul B i B S e e A, RS S . e e e S S e S B B . S b Wi o S e e e i e S T S e e

- s i e = i 01, o o e o f e T . e s S T . e i S e o S S W P S S (o W . o T e P B o e . e A S i e P T T o S S o S Dt s e o e S o



TR-55 Tc and

‘Preject 1 HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PUR

Caumty 1 ORANGE L
Sdbtitle: PRESENT - 114 LOT S
A SR
Fiow Type 2 vear Length
) rain (ft2

Sheet - "3.0 200
Shallow Concent’d 100
Shallow Concent’d cno
Flow Type 2 ¥ear Length

rain (12
Sheet 3.0 200
Zhallow Concent d 2s00
Open Channel 4a0
Shadloaw Concent’d 2400
Open Channel 400
Flow Twpe 2 »ear Length

rain (fi2
Zheet 2.0 200
Shallow Concent‘d 1700
Flow Trpe 2 rear Length

‘rain (i)
Sheet =.0 ﬁﬂﬁ
Shallow Concent’d

- -
£ - Hene

rated for use

Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION VERSION 1.11

DY SUBDIV. - Usér: BEO Date: 10-12-89
State: NY . ChecKed: ____ Date: _—

UBD., RILEY RD. € DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR

Subarea #1 - 1A-PRE —-——-——meommmm e
Slope Surface n _ Area Wp Velocity Time
(ftrft) code (sq/ft)  (ft) (Fft/cecr <(hr
0.02 H ‘ 0.8%0
005 u 0.024
.001 U , 0.424
Time of Concentration = 1.35%
Subarea #2 - {1B-PRE ~\-—————— o
Slope Surface n  Area Lip Velocity Time
(ft/ /%2 code {sq/ftr <(+1t) (+tszec? f(hrd
0.05 H 0.444
0.03 U : .13
0.00%5 03514 12.2 0.034
Time of Concentration = 0,84

.05 u , _ o.185
L0005 013514 - 12.2 0,024
Travel Time = 0.22%
Subares #2 - IC-PRE - ——--———rr————————
Slope Surface n Area Wp Velocity Time
{ft/ft) code (sqrsfty (Ft) (Ftssec) (hrd
6.02 H 0.s544
0.0% u : A 0.131
Time of Concentration = (0.77%
- Subarea #4 — 2-PRE ~———————m o
Slope Surface n Area Wp Yelacity Time
(ft/¥t>  code (sq/ft) (ft2 (ftrsecr (hrd
0.05 H 0.44&
0.07 u , S 0.195
: Time of Concentration = 0.44%

by TABULAR me thod



TR-S5 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION - UERSION 1.11

" Praject : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. User: GEO Date: 10-12-89

County : ORANGE _ State: NY ~ Checked: ...  Date: ________
" Subtitle: PRESENT - 11é LOT SUBD., RILEY RD. € DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
e Subarea #5 — 3-PRE ~=rm-—=—mmemm e
Flow Type 2 vear Length Slope Surface  n Area p Yelacity Time
rain (ft) (ft/f42 code {sqs/fty (ft2 (ftrsec) Chr
‘Sheet 3:i0° 200 '0.03 H T - - 0.547
Shallow Concent’d - 1500 g.07 L o ] g.092
Open Channel &00 - n.0S .03512.5 a.z2 .01l

Time of Concentration = 0.&8&%

e e e e Subarea #4 - 4-PRE - ———————
Flow Type 2 year Length Slope Surface n Ar-ea Wp Velocity Time

rain (ft? (ft/f12 code (sqgstt> (£t (ftzec? (hrd
Sheet LoEL 200 .04 H t.438
Shallow Concent’d @00 044 u , ’ 0.0s1
Open Channel 4nn 0.0% 0.04%.& 1.1 0,021

Time of Concentration = 0.57=%

. ——— 5Sheet Flow Surface Codes —-—-— .
A Smooth Surface F Grass, Dense -—= Shallow Concentrated ——-
B Fallow (No Reg.:’ G Grass, Burmuda == Surface Codes ——
« C Cultivated < 20 ¥ Res. H Woods, Light P Paved
D Cultivated > 20 % Res. + I Woods, Dense U Unpaved
E Grass—-Range, Short

# - Generated for use by TABULAR method



TR-5S5 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION - VERSION .11

Froject : HUSTED-TOWNSEND~PURDY SUBDIV. . User: GEO ‘Date: 10-12-8%
County : ORANGE . A State: NY - Checked: ..__ Date:
Subtitle: DEVELOPED-114 LOT 5SUBD., RILEY RD.& DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 1A-PST ' ' '

- - ——— — ———— 1 ———— —— . . s s T T i b T o Sy s B B e (it D D e s . B S T " Y ——— o o A T o e L " . — = T St .

L Hydrologic Scil Group
COVER DESCRIPTION A B C D

L _ ) 4 B - Percent (CM)

e i B s e . T i i S T o o P —— — T P i s A S o e~ — i i o S Sl Sl L T — ot — —— — — e e L o T S o T ———— . e Bl S T . . ot

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veq Estab.)

User defined urban (F% ta definel A - - 20¢77) 204827
“ impervious 207 20% 204
¥ unconnected impervious S04 : - 13 4 S0
perviocus curwve number ' 73 73 e

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS -

Waods fair - - 20(73) 15477

qgood - - 250700 -
"Tatxl Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group? &% 35
-SUBARE&: 1a-PST TOTAL DRAIMAGE AREA: 100 Fercent WEIGHTED CURUVE NUMEBER:7&

e e e b il S — . o e i S - i ot S0 ot T o o e e e Ao Pt B . o e, e e s L B e e i S L . P S e el S S S " S . i o B it Vot S s il S N o B ot . S e . . e o e . .



' TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION VERSION 1.11

Project :. HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. User: GEO Date: 10-12-3%
SEdunty 1 ORANGE. State: NY Checked: . _ . Date: _______
‘Subtitle: DEVELOPED-116 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD.€ DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea + 1B-PST

. L : Hydroleogic Scil Group
COVER DESCRIPTION . . A B ) C 7 D
: ’ : o Percent. {CN)>

—— . . . — . ———— i — T U —— " 154 Sl T Vo T . T _ L e S S {1l Y T T " —— — S i . e S — — —— - Sk o i . . o (i e o o e —

FUuLLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.>

Residential districts Avg ¥ imperw
fhy average lot size)

2 acre 12 . 14{77) : -
User defirned urban (F9 to define) - - 14¢88)  40(77)
: % imperwvicus A0% 207

“ unconnected impervicous - 20 . 0 80X
pervious curve number _ 73 73
OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS
Woods . ) : fair - : - 12(73) -
Total Area {by Hrpdrologic Soil Group? a0 A0

——— s - —— e T e i . T e o — i T ——— T ———— - . T e . T T e e S S T S . S T WU Sk T S Ml e e e ek e . . S . T o . ——— S . S dAe it o e S . e oo .

s o o L k. i Pt i S S ke e S . el . " e . . — T T — o — " — — — . o — —— —— — T_— — —— —— T —— T . " o . T il o . S ot S T e o, 80 e




TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION

Project .:

VERSION 1.11

HUQTED“TUNNSEND PURDY SUBDIU. . User: GEO Date: 10-12-58%
County ORANGE ~ State: NY - Checked: ___._ C Dates _______
Subtitle: DEVELOPED- 116 LDT SUBD RILEY RD.& DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSCOR
Subarea 1C-PST ' ' - ' :
e o e e e e e e e i e e e e e e

COVER DESCRIPTION

o ————— ——— o " _—_——— T ——— _—— . o ——— — TED G S ke — . ——— T ——

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.)
User defined urban ¢F% tao define)
Y% impervious
% unconnected imperviocus
pervious curve number

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS
Woads ) fair

Total Area (by Hydrologic Seil Group)

— e —— i —— . . o, e o e e . S S — A Sl T T . il Yo S T A i e S o i e St S e P o . e i o S e

SUBAREA: 1C-PST TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 100 Percent

~——n e = ’ .\ 4

Hydrologic Soil Group

B B C D
Percent (CN)

- 25¢(7o) -
102
z0¥
.73
- ? (72D -
100

e e ——— - ———— s " — 2 e

MEIGHTED CURME MUMBER: 74



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION . UERSION 1.11
Prdjéc}

HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. . . User: GEO Date: 10-12-89

Coynty ~ : ORANGE . - -~ _State: NY . . Checked: ____. =~ Date: ________
Subtitle: DEVELOPED-114 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD.é DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea .1 2-PST ‘ : : ‘ : : -

L A .Hydrdlog?c'Soil'Group

COVER DESCRIPTION A - B. K c D
- - : Percent (CN)

 FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.) : |

User defined urban (F? to define? : - - SQC7S) 25(79)

% imperwvicus - 7 ’ 1k Z5%
% unconnected impervious o o90x S0
pervious curve number ‘ o ) 73 74

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDS

Woods - - fair - . - 25(73) -
Total @rea (by Hydrolagic Soil Group) = ' 75 25
SUBAREA: 2-PST  TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA: 100 Percent WEIGHTED CURVE WUMBER:74



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION o  VERSION 1.11

Froject : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. . USéP:«GEQ Date: 10-12-8%
Coupty 1 ORANGE .~ State: NY Checked: __.__ ‘Date: . ___
Sdbtitle: DEVELOPED-114 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD.¢é DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 3-PST
e e
: ) ‘ , Hydrologic Soil Group
‘COMER DESCRIFTION . A -B N D
g Percent C(CM)

- e et e e e T T ————— —— - —————— " - — — ——— " S o e T —— T o oy P T — A . sy T S P s il T s e e o . e o S s

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Meg Estab.)

Fezidential districts Avg ¥ imperw
(by average lot size)
1 acre 20 - - 20¢7%) -
‘Uzer defined urban (F? te define) - - o5 Pey _
¥ impervious Z25%
“ unconnected impervious S0¥
pervicus curve number 74
OTHER AGRICULTURAL LANDE i
Woods fair - ~ 15(73 -
' good - - 40¢70) -
Total Area (by Hydrologic Scil Group) , 100
SUBARES: Z~-PST  TOVAL DRAIMAGE AREA: 100 Percent wEIGHTED_CURUE MUMBER : 7S

e e e e e e e e e e e e o o e e . —— ———— — o T ——— . " o ————— T 30, o . T o o . S o e Bkl e e e i S e S T —— . A _—— s T ol . . e e o e

[ppe— ————



TR-55 CURVE NUMBER COMPUTATION , VERSION (.11

Project : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. User: GEO Date: 10-12-8%
Coynty : ORANGE . State: NY ~ Checked: Date:
Subtitle: DEVELOPED-116 LOT SUBD., RILEY RD.€ DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
Subarea : 4-PST

' , o Hydro]ogic Soil Grourn
COVER DESCRIPTION | A B - C L
- FPercent {(CHD

——— e . s S o T —— — T — 7T o, bk T o Sl (. s i (et e T A Sl e S S — T —— A T {o o T T i et W Al e e e R s S — T Wi o T T T . e i Y o e e T i et

FULLY DEVELOPED URBAN AREAS (Veg Estab.)

User defined urban (F? to define) - 18(7s5s 24775 14(83)
Y impervious . 104 234 257
¥ unconnected imperviocus 505 S0 S0
pervious curve number 74 74 77

OTHER AGRICULTURAL LaNDs

Woods : fair - - 24¢732 -
’ qood ’ - - 1ai7#nn -

Total Area (by Hydrologic Soil Group? 18 &3 14

-5UBAREA: 4-PST  TOTAL DRAINAGE aREA: 100 Percent WEIGHTED CURVE HUMBER:¥&



TR-55 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION

1.114

VERSION
Project : HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBDIV. . User: GEQ Date: 10-12-89
County 1 ORANGE State: MY Checked: ____ - Date: _ .
Subtitlie: DEVELOPED-116 LOT SUBD.. RILEY RD.£& DEAN HILL RD., T/NEW WINDSOR
——————————————————————— ————-~ Zubarea #1 - 1A- PST'———————-m-f———---——f~e—--————
Flow Trpe 2 rear Length Slope Surface n  Area Wpe Melacity Time
rain Cft) - (ft/ft) code (sqs/ft) (ft) (Fftssecd (hro
Sheet 2.0 - 300 0.02 H 0,870
Zhallow Concent’d 100 005 u 0.024
Shallow Concent’d 2540 Lot U ] . o.171
Time of Concentration = 1.11%
————————————————————————————— Subarea #2 - 1B-PST —-=--—r—vo—m— e
Flow Trpe 2 year Length Slope Surface n Area Wp Uelaocity Time
rain fft2 (ft/4 ) code (sg/Ft> {(fty (ftrzec) thr)
Sheet 3.0 300 0.0£5 E 0.z240
Shallow Concent’d 400 g.07 u - 0.032%
Open Channel 1240 0.05 .0247 .07 kAT o, 020
Rpen Channel 700 0.005 .0354.0 &.89 0.048%
' Time of Concentration = 0,328%
Open Channel’ 1930 g.04 0247 ,07 P& 0.0532
Open Channel Z00 005 .03514 12.2 0.05%7
. Travel Time = 0.11%
————————————————————————————— Subarea #2 - 1C-PST ——————m—emmm e e o
Flow Trpe 2 wear Length Slope Surface N Area b Velocity Time
rain (£t | (f£t/€4) code (sq!ft) (ft) (ftssecr (hro
Sheet 2.0 200 0.0z H 0.444
Shallan Concent’d 1700 0.0%5 il o.121
fime of Concentraticon = 0.77°%
——————————————————————————————— Subarea #4 — 2-PST =—m———mm—— e
Flaw Trp 2 yvear Length Slope Surface n Area bp Velacity Time
rain (£t (ft/f1) code {sqr/ft) (Fftd (ftr secdr (hr
Sheet 3.0 250 0.035 E 0,244
Shallow Coancent’d 700 0.04 u - 1.0s40
) ' Time of Concentration = 0.33=
# — Generated fnr uEe'by TAEULAR me thod



TR-55 Tc and Tt THRU SUBAREA COMPUTATION

HUSTED-TOWNSEND—-PURDY SUBDIV.
ORANGE .

Pr@jétt
County.
Subtitle:

k. " it ke e N —— A 20 A — - - A ke it o S it et . it

Flow Type 2 year Leﬁgth Slope Sur
rain LFY) Cft/Et) e
‘Sheet 2.0 200  0.03
Shallow Concent’d - 250 0,068
Open Channel 1200 0.08
—————————————————————————————— Subarea #
Flow Twpe 2 vear Length Slope Sur
rain (ft2 IS SVER D c
Sheet 3.0 200 0.04
Shallow Concentd Sag 08
Open Channel 1450 0.05
‘ ——~— 5heet Flow Surfzce Codes —---
A Smooth SBurface F Brass,
« B Fallow (Mo Res.? - G Grass,
T Cultivated { 20 X Re=s. H Woods, .
L Cultivated > 20 % Res. 1 Woods,
E Grassz—-Range, Short

¥ — Generated for use by TABULAR method

. ~ Btate: NY .
DEVELOPED-11& LOT SuBD., RILEY RD.& DEAN HILL ROD., T/NEW WINDSOR

Subarea HS ~ 3~PST

© UERSIOM .11

-5até:
. Date:.

User: GEO

Checked:’

———— s g " T — - ———— Sy o A A, Wk 7o o o

face n _Area’ Wo  Velocity Time
ode C fsq/Ft) (Ft) . (ftssecd  Chrd
H T 0.547
U - o.a1s
.0247.07 .4 0.0z2
Time of Concentration = 0.597#%
& = G-PST ———m e
face n Area Wp telocity Time
ade {sq/ft>? (ft2 {ft/sec) {her
E 0,211
u , a.03s
.0247.07 .8 0.040
Time of Concentration = 0.27%
Dense ——— Shallow Concentrated ——-
Burmuda —— Surface Codes -
Light P Paved
Dense U Unpaved



PGND—E Vercion: 4,10 . ' : FégeAI of 4
S/N: 88021340 '

PP RV VRV TV SV EVEVEVETRTETEvETErRrEravEvEsSrrgngv v g v e

: 'HUSTED—TDNNSEND—PURDYSUBD.
PRE-DEVELOPMENT POND AT DRAINAGE AREA 1B

* Kok K ok K
TR ERE.

KEZEEEFEXEXFAREXXEFEREXXR EEEXXRERREJEXREXEXKEREXKX

EXECUTED 10-17-1989 12:23:13
Disk Files: C:HTPIBPRE.PND ; C:PRE-1 sHYD

INITIAL CONDITIONS
Elevation = 294 .40 +t

[wH

Outflow 0.0 cfs
GIVEN POND DaTa : COMPUTAT IONS

GELEVATIONSG QUTFLOW & STORAGE 6 & 258/t 6 255t + 0 &
a (ft) 4 f(cfz? & fac—ft) o & {cfs) o] {cfed ]
fmm—m—m———f———— R & fmm——m f—— &
& Z74.40 & 0.0 4 a.00 & I} .0 & g.0 &
& 297.00 & 2.8 6 0.74 & & 8.5 & 7.1 &
a  297.40 4 20.2 6 1.749 & ol 2i0.5 & 230.7 &
¢ Z2FI. 00 & 24.0 & 2.594 & & [N7.3 & 331.3 o
& 298.30 & 29.5% 6 2.20 ¢ Q 387.2 & 41&.7 &
& 2?2.20 & 35.0 & 4.42 & & 55%.0 & s74.0
& 2992.00 & ‘37.4 4 4.87 a & 589.2 & £24.8 &
& 2¥?.20 & 42.1 & 5.39 & ] 452.2 & 494,32 G
& 299.40 & 45.3 & 5.92 & & 7146.3 & 7al.& &
& 2e%.80 5 42.3 6 5.49 & fa) 785.3 G 833.5 &
& 29%.280 & S1.0 & 7.07 & & 2855.3% & F04.5 &

200.00 6 53.7 a .48 & ] P29.3 & PBZ2.9 &
G I0N0.20 & 110.0 & 7.70 6 fa] *31.7 & 1041.7 &
& 3200.40 & 200.0 & 7.70 & o ?31.7 & 1131.7 &

Time increment {t> = 0.200 hrs.



FOND-2 Uersion: 4.10 S/N: 8802f360 PégeVZ of 4

Pord File: C:HTP1BPRE.PND EXECUTED: 10-17-198%

Inflow Hydrograph: C:PRE-1 LHYD 12:23:13

Outflow Hwxdrograph: C:HTP1BPRE.HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH ) ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

4 TIME & INFLOW & 6 I1+I2 & 28/t - Q0 6 28/t + 0 & OUTFLOW SELEVATIONG
& f¢hrs> & (cfs> & & fCcfsr & (cfsd & (cfs) & (cfs) & (Ft) &
fm—m—mm———fm———— ———&  fme—mm———— R Tt R At fmmmmmmmmmfm—mm e &
& 11.000 & 5.06 & ————- & Q.0 & 0.0& 0.0 .& 294.40 &
4 11.200 & 7.06 & 12.0 & 10.7 & 13.04 1.1 & 295.42 4
6 11.400 ¢ .06 & 1&6.0 & 22.0 & 24.76 2.2 & 274.54 &
& 11.&800 & 11.1¢ & 20.1 & 34.8 & 42.16 3.7 & 2748.48 G
& 11.800 & 15.16 o 26.2 B 0.3 6 &1.06 3.2 & Z29&.77 &
T 1Z2.000 & 17.1& W 24.2 & &Z.7 0O 24.5a .4 86 24,72 &
& 12.200 & 42,24 & 52.2 6 108.% & 132.04 11.6 & 297.15 &
& 12.400 & 112.24 & 141.5 & 227.0 & 270 .3 21.7 & 2%7.74 &
& 12,400 & 191 .46 & 207.7 & 470.4 & S34.%46 2z.2 & 292.71 &
& 12,800 & 182z.84 & 274.4 & 747.4 & 844,86 42.7 4 277.43 &
& 12,000 & - 1332.18 G 315.7 & 800.1 ¢ 1063, 3¢ 131.8 & 300.25 &
& 12,200 ¢ P2.76 & 225.8 & g83&8.2 a6 1025.76& 74.8 & 200,15 &
& 12.400 & A7 .44 & 140.1 & 8483.2 & FP4.36 &4.53 &  300.05 6
4 12,4800 & 54,26 é - 121.8 & 272.8 ¢ 784,76 23,8 4 Z00.01 &
4 13.800 & 45 .76 & ?e.Y 6 847.0 & P73.7G 52.2 &6 299.78 &
& 14.000 & 41 .16 o] 26.8 & g848.35 o ¥53.86 SZ2.7 & 29F.¥Z 6
& 14.200 6 35.%76 & 72.0 & g23.1 & 24,36 51.7 & Z2%92.85 &
4 14,400 & . 23,26 ] 70.1 & 792.1 o 873.24 0.5 & 2P9.748 G
& 14.400 & 30,9286 0 & 63.7 @ 7S7.4 & g55.86 42.1 & Z2P7.44 &
& 14.800 4 27 .70 & 8.2 4 720.8 & g815.846 47.5 46 2?9.559 4
& 15,000 & 246.08 e} S2.7 04 &682.8 6 774 .36 45.8 & 297.449 &
& 15.200 & 24 .76 & 50,7 & $45.46 & F33.5a 44,0 & 29%9.32 &
o 15.400 & 22.44 ] 47.1 @ L08.7 & &EP2.70 42.0 & 29¥.20 a4
a 15,400 & 22.18 & 44 .5 a 374.% & &52.26 3.2 6 297.08 &
& 15.200 & 20 .84 & 42.2 6 943.8 & 4£17.446 6.8 & 278.%7 4
4 14£.000 & 20.506 & 41.3 & 515.4 a 585.148 - 34.7 & 2¥2.27 &
& 145,200 & 20 .24 & 40.7 & 488.7 & 556.34 32.8 6 2¥8.77 &
a 1&.400 & 17.%6 & 3.1 & 440.9 & S24.846 2.7 & 293.47
& 148,400 4 17.44 & 25.5 6 432.5 & 494,44 22.0 & 2923.57 &
& 14.300 & 146,28 & 232.8 & 404.2 & 446 .36 21.0 & 298.47 &
& 17.000 & 15.0& & 2.2 0 375.2 & 4345.44 .1 ¢ 278.37 4
& 17.200 & 15.74 [} 21.7 .5 3S0.0 & 407 .76 28.7 & 2FR.2Z7 &
4 17.400 & 14.56 G 0.2 & 325.9 & 330.246 22.1 & 293,17 &
a 17.400 4 14.24 o 28.7 4 203.8 a6 354,84 25.8 4 2P2.08 4
a 17.800 & 14.08 & 28.2 & 283.8 o 231.84 24,0 6 278.00 &
4 18,000 & 12.8¢ G 27.8 & 2&88.1 o6 211.64 22.3 @ Z¥7.FZ 4
& 12.200 & 13.58 ] 27.3 & 247.3 & 2%2.44 22.5 & 297.84 &
& 12.400 & 12,36 o 2&6.83 @ 220.4 & 274.16 21.8 o 277.77 &
& 18.400 & 12.1& ] 25.9 & 213.5 & 255.86 2.1 &6 297.70 &
& 18.800 & 11 .76 ] 24.0 & 19&.6 O 237 .54 20.5 & 297.43 &
4 17.000 4 i1.26 & 22.7 & 181.7 6 220.3¢ 1.3 &6 297.55 &
6 1%.200 & 11.8a o 23.4 & 187.2 & 205.16 18.0 & 297.48 &
Lo 17,400 & 11.5& G 23.1 & 158.¢ & 122.34 16.2 & 297.43 &
& 19.400 & 10.46 G 21.9 & 148.% & 180.56 15.8 & 297.37 &
& 172.800 & 10.326 - 20.7 & 139.9 & 16%.44 14.9 & 297.32 &



oo

[» '~ TR H

POND-2 Version: 4.10'5/N: 88021 340 ) Page 3 of 4
Pond Files C:HTP1BPRE. PND EXECUTED: 10-17-1989
Inflow Hydrograph: C:PRE-1 . HYD ' 12:23:13

Outflow Hydroaraph: C:HTPiBPRE.HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH - S ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

P T Y U VR T o Pl T T . L TR T~ YR L PR m o R L

TIME & INFLOW & & ‘It+12 & 28/t - 0O & 25/t + 0 &6 OUTFLOW GELEVATIONG
(hre) &6 (cfs) 4 & fcfs) & (cfs) 4 (cfsd & - (cfs) & (Ft2 &
~~~~~~~~ G i D - B - Rt Il
20.000 & 10,20 & 20.35 & 132.3 & 1460446 14.0 & 297.22 4
-20.200 & 10,16 g - 20.3 & 125.9 & 152. 46 12.4 & 297.22 &
20.400 & 1o.1é¢° & 20.2 & 120.5 & 1446.146 12.28 & 297.22 &
20.&00 & 7.06 & 1.1 & 115.1 & 13%.44 12.2 & 297.1% &
20.300 & 2.76 & 17.7 & 109.7 & 122.06 11.7 & 297.14 &
21.000 & 2,768 g 17.8 & 103.2 & 127 .56 11.2 4 297.12 4
21.200 4 g.7a8 & 17.48 & . 101.3 & 122.86 10.8 & 2?7.11 &
21.400 & 8. 44 & 17.3 4 ?7.8 & 118. 448 10.4 & 297.07 &
21 .400 & g =1x & 14.1 & ?3.9 & 113.986 10.0 & 2F7.07 &
21.800 & 7 .48 & 14.9 & 7.8 & 102,86 .59 & ZF7.05 4
22.000 & - 7 .36 & 14.7 & 854.2 & 104.58 2.2 4 297.03 4
22.200 & 7.28 & 14.5 & 82.0 & 100,76 2.8 & Z2?7.01 &
22.400 & 7.1& & 14.2 & 80.3 & 77 .36 .5 & 298.77 &
22.800 & &.1é & 12.2 & 77.1 6 ?3.590 8.2 & 27&.97 &
2z2.200 & &.08 0 & 12.1 & 73.4 & 89.26 7.8 & Z294.75 &
23.000 & 3.96 3 11.%9 & 70.5 a@ 85.56 7.9 4 Z2P&.72 &
23.200 & S5.78 & 11.8 & &72.9 & 82.3d 7.2 6 294.70 &
22.400 & S.94 6 11.8 & 3.7 & 77.78 7.0 &6 2794.8%9 &
22.400 & 4.88 - & 10.7 & &3.0 & 74.40 L£.7 &6 278.87 &
32.800 & 4.86 & ?.6 B 59.9 & 72.4&6 &.4 & 295.84 &
24.000 a . 2.846 & 8.4 "54.5 6 4£8.548 S&.0 & 27&£.82 &

————— "~ —— — — —— —— — — e s e s o it Uk e e s S s . e e 7S AL B Ml e e . ot e St . . Bl e e B S . e e . . Sl e e . . e e i e

Feak Inflow = 121.8 cfs
Peak Qutflow = i21.& cHs
Peak Elevation = 300.29 ft



POND-2 Version: 4.10 S/N: 88021340

Pond File:
Inflew Hrdrograph:

€ :HTP1BPRE . PND
C:PRE~1  .HYD

Fage 4 of 4

Qutflow Hrdrograph: C:HTP1BPRE.HYD

Peak Inflow = 191.4 cfs
Peak Qutflow = 131.6 cfs
Peak Elevation = 200.25 £t

40 100 120 140

EXECUTED: 10-17-198%
12:23:13

Flow (cfeal

0 0 40 g0 140 180 200 220
m————— === G————- G———— - g———-- G———- ————— fom——— G————— G-
o]
11.0 —-ax =
Gx *®
11.2 —Gn =
G wE
11.4 -G = =
& x ¥
11.& -0 2 *
I
1.8 & = =
& =2 =
12.0 -6 =
& ¥ *
12.2 -d % *
N & = *
i2.4 —a # *
o 4 *
(2.6 -G Y *
& o *
12.8 -6 X =
G * *
12.0 -4 x*
& ®
12.2 -4 ®
TG %
1Z2.4 =& X
] %
12.46 -4 £33
G A
12.8 -& *® H
i) ® %
4.0 ~& * %
14.2 -4 * x
& *» b4
14.4 -o * ¥
& *® X
14045 -4 * 4
" ] * F 4
14.8 -a * #
. & 3 ¥
15.8 —a = ®
& = ¥
15.2 -6 »* ®
& * 4
15.4 -~& »» ke
TIME 7 ) )
thrs? -# Inflow hydroaraph ---> C:PRE-1 CHYD

x  Outflow hydrograph —---> C:

HTP1BPRE.HYD



uted: 10-17-1989 08:17:55
Watershed File ~-=% C:PRE-HTP2.WSD
HUSTED-TOWNSEND—-FURDY SUBD., T/MNEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, MEW YORK
PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2--———-———~v

Hydrograph File -—> C:PRE-HTPZ.HYD

- it o —

>»3> Input Parameters Used to Compute Hydrograph <<¢<<

Subarea AREA CN Te * Tt Precip. 9 Runoff lasp
Description facres? thre? thrsl {in G inmd input/used
2-FPRE - . 237.00 73.0 0.75 0.00 5.00 e} 3.0% 12 .10
®# Travel time from subarea ocutfall to composite watershed ocutfall paint.

Total arez = 37.00 acrees or 0.03781 sq.mi .
Peak discharge = 7é cfs
) >»»>» Computer Modifications of Input Farameters {{{{{
Input Values Rounded Values lasp
Subarea Tc = Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated la/p
Description Chr? thrd Chr) Chrd (Yes/No) Mezsages
2-PRE 0.449 .00 0.75 g.00 No — :

# Travel time from subarea ocutfall to comﬁogite watershed cutfall point



“Quick TR-55 Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 , Page 2 cf S

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
~ Type II Distribution
{24 hr. Duration Storm)

} o Executed: 10-17-1987 08:17:55
Watershed File ~-> C:PRE-HTPZ.WSD Hydragraph File —-> C:PRE-HTPZ.HYD

HUCTED TﬂWN°END-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW NINDSGR ORANGE ca, MEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVEL OPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2-————m—m e

Fxr> Summéry af Subarea Titmes to Peal {{<(¢

Time to Peall at
, Feak Discharge Composite Outfall
Subarea : - (cfed (hrsl

—— e ey e e e ey e S o -~ ——— — —— —— — —— e e — ——

——— —— — i e s e — — —— it ——— P b i o S Sl i — e o —— o

Composite Watershed 78 12.4



Buick TR-55 Uersibn: 4.0&6 5/NM: 87011724 , , FPage 3 of 3
' TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
‘ Trpe 11 Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm)
, Executed: 10-17-198% 08:17:55
Watershed File —--> C:PRE-HTP2.WSD Hydrograph File —-> C:PRE-HTFZ.HYD
HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SURBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORAMGE Co, HEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2-——---——-—-—-
Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs)
Subarea 1i.0 11.3 11.& 1i1.% 12. 12.1 12.2 12.32 12.4
Description hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hr
=2-FRE 2 3 4q é e 12 21 39 532
Totzl {cfe) 2 32 4 é 8 12 21 25 5z
Subarea 12.5 12.4 12.7 12.2 13.0 13.2 12.4 13.4 12.2
Description b he hr hr hr hr hr hr hr
Z2—PRE L2 78 73 &8 45 31 22 17 12
Total fcfzd A2 738 73 && 435 21 Z22 17 13
Subarea 14.0 14.2 14.4 15.0 15.5 1.0 14.5 17.0 17.5
Description hr bir hr hr hr - hr hr hr hr
Z—-FPRE i1 @ r é 4 S 4q 4q q
Tﬁtd] fcfed 11 b4 7 & & S q 4 4
Subzres 18.0 1%.0 20.0 22.0 26.0
Dezcription hr hr he hr hr
2-FRE ] 3 3 2 0
Total (cfs) 2 3 K 2 v}

T — i ——————e P



Quick TR-55 Vercion: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 Pége 4 of S
TR-5S TABULAR HYDROGRAFPH METHOD
Type 11 Distribution
124 hr., Duration Storm?

7 Executed: 10-17-1989 08:17:55 )
iatershed File —=> C:PRE-HTPZ.WSD Hy»drograph File —--> C:PRE-HTPZ.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2-——~———=——=v

Time Flow Time Filow
threl (cfs ¢hrs? {cfg)
" 11.0 4 14.3 &
11.1 2 14.% &
11.2 2 15.0 &
® 11.2 ] 15.1 &
11.4 a 15.2 &
11.5 4 15.3 &
11.4 4 15.4 . A&
11.7 S 15.5 &
11.8 S 15,4 &
11.%7 & 153.7 &
12.0 2 15.8 5
12.1 2 15.9 3
1iz.2 21 14.0 5
12.3 25 14,1 ‘5
12.4 53 14.2 S
12.5, &8 146.3 g
12.4 7é 146.4 4
12.7 73 16.5 4
1Z2.8 &8 15,4 4
12.9 25 1&.7 4
12.0 43 14.8 4
13.1 38 15.9 4
12.2 31 17.0 4
13.2 24 17.1 4
12.4 22 17.2 4
13.5 20 17.3 4
12.4 i7 17.4 4
i 153.7 15 17.5 4
13.¢ 13 17.4 4
2.7 12 17.7 4
14.0 11 17.8 3
14.1 10 17.9 2
14.2 10 18.0 I
14.3 14 18.1¢ ]
14.4 g 1g.2 3
- - B o TR LR T -~



14.6 / 1.4 3
14.7 e 18.5 7 3
_dQuick TR-55 Verzion: 4.04 S/N: 87011724 ' Fage S of 5

TR-5% TARBULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
Trpe II Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm)

. Executed: 10-17-1989% 08:17:55
Watershed File -~—-> C:PRE-HTPZ.WSD Hrxdragraph File —-> C:PRE-HTFZ.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORAMGE CO, NEW YORK
-------- PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINABE AREA 2-————————=m

-...I
3
o
-
Q
£
_|
3
T
T
2
=

thrsl (cfsd ‘thrs? (cfer
18.4 3 22.4 Z
18.7 3 22.5 z
T 1&8.82 ] 22.6 Z
12.9 3 22.7 2
) 1%.0 3 22.8 v
. 17.1 3 22.9 z
1.2 3 22.0 2
19.3 3 23.1 1
S - i - 3. 23.2 1
17.5 2 23.3 1
19.4 3 23.4 1
19.7 3 23.5 |
19.8 3 23.4 1
17.9 2 23.7 1
20.0 3 23.8 1
2o.1 =2 23.9 1
20.2 3 24.0 1
20.3 a 24.1 1
20.4 3 24.2 1
20.5 3 24.3 1
20.4 3 Z4.4 1
20.7 3 24.5 1
20.8 2 24.4 1
20.% 3 24.7 1
21.0 3 z24.8 1
21.1 2 24.9 1
. 21.2 2 25.0 1
21.3 z 25.1 a
21.4 2 25.2 ]
- 21.5 V4 25.3 0
21.4 z 25.4 0
21.7 2 25.5 0
21.8 2 25.4 0
21.9 2 25.7 1]
z22.0 V4 25.8 ]
22. .2 25.% 0
22.2 z
b i B s} - ~
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Ouiek TR-5%5 Werszion: 4.04 S/N: 87011724

12.8 -6 *

TIMHE , 7
(hrs> * Hrdrograph file —--> C:PRE-HTP2.HYD
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Quick TR;SS Version: 4.08 S/N: 8?011?24 S Page 1 of &

TR o5 TABULAP HYDRGGRAPH METHDD
" Type Il Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm)

. , Executed: 10-17-1989 08:04:52
Watershed File --3> C:PRE-HTP3.WSD Hrdroaraph File --3 C:PRE-HTPZ.HYD

HUSTED~TOWNSEND- PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, MEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA B-—-————m—ee

}>>>'Input Parameters Used to Compute_Hydrograph {€4<

e o i — — ——————— " A i S e S S o o S S S P o, " S S s — " e Ul b i e P . S . e i i e o . T it iy ke o . e . i e Wt A T et S — —— . b o

Subarea AREA TN Te Tt Precip. & Runcff 12/p
Dezcription - (acregl , ‘hrs) {hrs) Cim2 & Cin? input/used
2-PRE 24.00 74.0 0.75 0.00 &.00 & 3.12 .12 10

- % Travel time from subarea cutfall to composite watershed outfall point.

Totzl area = 24.00 acres or 0.037350 s=q.mi
Feak discharqge = &l cfs

##»» Computer Modificatians of Input Parameters <{<{{{{
Input Yalues Rounded Yalues lasp -
Subares Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated lasp
Deescription Chrd Chro thr? thrd>  (Yes/Nod " Mezsages
3-FPRE 0,44 0.00 0.75 0.00 No -

—— o i, e i o . T . e, e . A, . S e S S S S o T I e b, e k. e, e . e e . . e i e e ey S, S Y S V— A " ] T~ ] ——— ——— T e ot T, T T 1 o o o e . e e e o .

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed ocutfall poiﬁt.

B A e L b e e



Quick TR-55 Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724
) TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD Page 2 of
~ Twype 11 Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm)

cn

- Executed: 10-17-198% 08:04:52 _
Watershed File —-3 C:PRE~HTP3.WSD Hydrograph File --» C:FRE~HTFI.HYD

HUSTED~TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAIMAGE ARES 3--—-——-———=

»22? Summary of Subareaz Times to Peak <{<X

e

Time tac Peak at
Peak Discharge Composite Outfall

Subarea {cfe) {hrsl
2-FRE 51 12.4
Composite Watercshed =1 12.45




Quick TR-55 Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 B . Page 3

, °f s
TR-SS TABULAR'HYDRGGRAPH»METHGD
e Trpe Il Distribution
' {24 hr. Duration Storm?

o o ) Executed: 10-17-1989 08:04:52 : o
Watershed File -—-> C:PRE-HTP3.WSD - . Hydrograph File —--> C:PRE-HTF3.HYD
HUSTED~-TOWNSEND—-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK

———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 3————-——-—w——
Composite Hr¥droaraph Summéry‘(cfs)
Subarea . 11.0 11.3 11.4 11.% 12.0 12.1 12.2 12.2. 12.4
Description hr bir hr br hr hr bir hr hr
3~PRE 2 2 3 4 S a8 14 2z 25
Tatal (cfs). 2 2 2. 4 = 8 14 23 35
éubarea 12.5 12.& 12.7 12.8 12.0  13.2 13.4 13.6 1z2.8
Description hr hr hr . hr “hr hr hr - hr hir
Z~PRE 45 o1 4% 44 30 21 15 11 &
Total (cfed 45 51 4% 44 30 21 15 11 7
Subarea 14.0 14,32 14,4 15.0 15.5 14.0 146.5 17.0 17.5
Deccriptian hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hre hr
Z~PRE 7 & S 4 4 3 2 3 2
Total (cfs2 7 & 5 4 4 3 =2 3 2

Subarea 12.0 1.0 20.0 22.0 26.0
Description - hr - hr ~ hr hr hr
I-FRE 2 2 2 1 o
Taotal {cf=2 2 z z 1 ]




-

Quick TR-5S Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 ' ’ Page 4 of 5
’ TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
Tvpe II Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm?

Executed: -10-17-1989 08:04:52

llaterched File ——-> C:PRE-HTP3.WSD Hydrogqraph File —=> C:PRE-HTPI2.HYD
HUSTED-TOWNSEND~-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDISOR, ORANGE CO, NEL YORE

———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 3-—————m———o

Time Flow Time Flow

thrs {cfe) (hre? {cfed

11.0 2 14.8 4

11.1 2 14.9 4

11.2 z2 15.0 4

11.2 2 15.1 4

) 11.4 2 15.2 4
11.5 2 15.2 4

11.4 3 15.4 4

: 11.7 3 15.5 4
i1.82 4 - 15.4 4

11.9 q 15.7 4

12.0 5 15.8 2

12.1 3 15.92 3

12.2 14 14.0 3

i2.3 23 146.1 3

12. 25 16.2 3

12.9 43 15.3 2

12.4 51 146.4 3

12.7 4% 14.5 32

12.8 44 146.4 3

12.7 A 37 15.7 z

13.0 30 14.8 3

13.1 25 14.9 2

12.2 21 17.0 2

12.2 18 - : 17.1 3

13, 1S 172.2 2

12.5 : 13 17.3 2

13.8 11 17.4 =

12,7 10 17.5 -2

12.8 4 17.4 2

13.9 g8 17.7 2

. 14.0 7 17.8 2
14.1 7 17.9 2

14.2 b 18.0 2

14.3 é 12.1 2

14.4 & 18.2 2

14.5 G 18.3 2

14,4 S 18.49 z

14.7 S z



Quick TR‘éS'QQ-, 7 ,
‘ “rs. A - L
“lon, TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAFPH METHOD , :
* 4.06 SrhipeSTR11DBR4tribution Fage 5 of 3
{24 hr. Duration Storm» :

L Executed: 10-17-1989 08:04:52 , ‘
-Watershed File =--> C:PRE-HTP3.WSD Hydrograph File —-> C:PRE-HTP3.HYD

HUSTED~TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK
~~%-—-—-PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE "AREA 3-————— ————-

Time Flow Time Flow
thrs? fcfe2 Chrs) {cfz)
12.5 2 22.4 1
12.7 2 22.5 1
ig.8 2 22.6 1
18.9 2 22.7 1
17.0 2 22.8 1
17.1 2 22.9 1
12.2 2 22.0 1
12.2 2 23.1 1
1.4 2 23.2 1
b 19.5 2 23.3 1
17.4 2 23.49 1
19.7 2 23.5 1
: 19.8 2 23.46 1
19.% 2 22.7 i
20.0 2 23.8 i
20.1 2 232.9 1
20.2 2 24.0 i
20.3 2 24.1 v]
20.4 2 24.2 a
20.5 z z24.2 a
20.4 2 24.4 a
20.7 2 24.5 o
20.8 2 24.48 0
z20.%9 2 24.7 o
Z1 .0 z 24.8 1]
21.1 1 z24.% 0
21.2 i 25.0 0
21.32 1 25.1 o
Z1 .4 i 23.2 ]
21.5 1 25.3 a
Z1 .4 1 25.4 a
21.7 1 25.5 ]
. z21.8 1. 23.¢& o
21.9 1 25.7 i
22.0 i 25.8 o
. 2z2.1 1 25.%9 0
Z22. 1
22.3 1



quick TR-5S5 ersion: 4.0& S/N: 87011724
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Quick TR-SS Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 | Page 1 of S
| TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD

e : ' : Trpe Il Distribution

) (24 hr. Duration Storm

. -  Executed: 10-17-1989 08:12:42
‘Watershed File =--> C:PRE-HTP4.WSD Hydroaraph File —-3 C:PRE~HTP4.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, MEW YORK
_ B PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4——--—————um

B AR . ok e e S —— T ——— s o o " S o e ST e iy S S o e . i o . o S e . S S —— o o (08 OV e Gl . o T B . T " s e, o e e Bk s

Subarea AREA CN Tc % Tt Precip. & Runaff Ia“p
Description (acres) thrs) (hrs) (in & {ind inputsused
4-FRE 42.00 74.0 0.50 0.60 &.00 & 3.18 1z 10

Total area = 43.00 acres or 0.04717 =q.mi
Peak discharge = 112 cfs

d ) Input Yalues Raunded Values Iasp

Subsarexz Tc = Tt - Te * Tt Interpolated lasp
Dezcription Chr) thr?> - chr) Chr? (Yes/Na) Messages
4-FRE 0.57 0.00 0.50 Q.00 Mo -

e e e e e e e o e S Tl o o, B e S e A el i s . S S e ki S S e oy, e S M . T S o . S S — " — — — " . . S . T~ e S S T s T o ——— . o o o

#* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed cutfall paoint,




Guick TR-55 Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 - ‘
- , . ) S S Page 2 of 5 .
TR-3S% TaABULAR HYDROQGRAPH METHOD . :
Type Il Distribution
L (24 hr. Duration Storm)

R , Executed: 10-17-1989 08:12:42
Watercshed File ~-=> C:PRE~HTP4.WSD Hydrograph File ——» C:PRE-HTF4.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND—-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK
--------- PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA d--—-——————— -

*»»> Summar)y» of Subarea Timés to Peak <<<¢

Time to Peak at
Peak Discharge Composite Outfall
Subarea , {cfs) thrs?

e e o~ — —— e - —— s e —— A . o A i e e o R e e

e s e s S S — — —— e e i o - 0 —— L T p——



Guick TR-S5 Yersion: 4.06 S/N=‘8?dx1§24

7 Page 2 of =
TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
Type Il Distribution
{24 hr. Duration Storm?
. Executed: 10-17-1989 08:12:42
Waterzhed File --> C:PRE-HTP4.WSD Hydrograph File —-» C:PRE-HTF4.HYD
HUSTED~TOWNSEND—-PLURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4———————————
" Compeosite Hydrograph Summary (cfz2
Subarea ‘ 11.0 11.3 11.4 11.9 12.0 12.1 12.2 12.32 1Z2.4
Description hr hr hr hr hr hr b hr bir
4-FRE 4 S 7 12 20 24 & 1040 113
Total {(cfs) 4 5 7 12 20 34 86 100 113
. Subarea 12.5 12.4 12.7 12.2 13.0 13.2 3.4 13,4 12.8
‘Deecription hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hr
4-FRE 108 8s &3 48 20 21 14 12 11
Total (cfs? 108 8é &3 48 3a 21 14 13 11
Subarea 14.0 14.2 14.4 15.0 15.5 1.0 16.5 17.0 17.5
Description - hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hr bir
4-PRE 10 7 g 7 & & S 4 4
Total (cfed 10 cd g 7 & & b 4 q
Subarea 1g.0 19.0 20.0 22.0 258.0
Description hr hr hr hr hr
4-PRE 49 2 2 2 0



S . . - . F'age 4 of S
Quick TR-55 Version: 4.04 ﬁ/N 8?&11724 . : Do
- TR-5S TABULAR HYDRDGRAPH METHDD
Twpe Il Distribution

. (24 hr. Duration Storm>
., - Executed: 10-17-1%98% 08:12:42 , :
Watershed File --» C:PRE-HTP4.WSD . Hrdrograph File ——» C:PRE-HTP4.HYD
HU”TED"TUNNSEND ZPURDY SUBD. . T/NEw wINDSDR GRQNGE CO, MNEW YORK
—————— e-PRE DEUELUPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4—f——f—————f
Time Flow Time Flow
thrsl fcfsd (hrsed {cfsd
11.0 4 14.8 7
11.1 4 14.% 7
11.2 S 15.0 7
11.3 S 15.1 7
11.4 & 15.2 7
11.5 & 15.3 &
11.6 7 15.49 a
i1.7 4 15.5 &
11.8 10 15.4 &
. i1.¢9 1z 15.7 &
12.0 20 15.8 &
12.1 34 15.% &
v 12.2 &4 146.0 &
2.3 100 16.1 &
12.4 113 16.2 &
12.9 108 146.3 ]
12.6 84 16.4 a
12.7 &3 16.5 5
12.8 48 146.& S
12.9 29 ' 16.7 S
12.0 20 156.8 4
2.1 25 15.9 4
12.2 2 17 4
13.3 18 17.1 4
12.4 14 17.2 4
12.5 1= 17.3 4
12.4 13 17.4 4
13.7 12 17.5 4
12.8 11 17.6 4
13.7 10 17. 4
14.0 10 17.8 4
1i4.1 10 17.9 4
14.2 g 18.0 4
. 14.3 ? - 18.1 4
14.4 ¢ 18.2 4
14.5 2 18.3 4
i 14.4 8 18.4 4
14.7 8 4

—_——— — — ———



Guick TR-SS Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 ' Page S of S

TR-S5 TABULAR HYDROBRQPH METHOD
Trype 11 Distribution
{24 hr. Duration Storm)
S Executed: 10-17-1989 08:12:42 .
Waterched File -—=3> C:PRE-HTP4.UWSD Hydrograph File ——} C:PRE-HTFA.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, MNEW YORK
———————— PRE-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4-—————w————-
Time F1ow Time Flow
thrs) {efe) thresl tcfsl
18.4 3 22.4 2
18.7 i 22.9 2
12.8 3 22.4 3
1i8.9 3 22.7 z
19.0 2 22. 2
19.1 3 22.9 2z
1#.2 3 22.0 2
17.3 3 23.1 2
17.4 3 23.2 2
1.5 3 22.3 2
17.4 3 22.4 2
. 1.7 3 23.5 z
17.3 2 23.4& 2
19.9 3 23.7 2
* 20.0 2 22.8 2
20.1 3 23.% 2
20,2 3 24.0 2
20.32 3 24.1 1
20.4 2 29.2 1
20.95 2 24.3 1
S 20.6 3 24.4 1
20.7 3 24.5 1
20.8 2 24.4& 1
20.%9 ] 24.7 1
21 .0 2 24.8 i
21.1 2 29.9 1
21.2 3 25.0 1
z21.32 2 25.1 1
21 .4 3 25.2 1
21.5 3 25.3 1
Z21.4 =z 25.4 a
21.7 2 23.5 a
21.8 2 29.% 0
21.9 3 25.7 Q
2z2.0 3 25.8 a
- .1 2 25.9 0
.2 2
.3 2

[ A
[N



Guick TR-SS Version: 4.08 S5/N: 87011724

Lo B ] Flow {c+
a 15 20 45 &0 79 20 105 120 135 150 1
fm—————— Gm———— G————- G————— f—m——- Q-——— G———— O~———- G-———- G————- G—————
Lt o]
11.7 -& *
I a) *
11.8 -6 *
- & *
11.92 & E
Ix] *
12.0 -& *
In] =
12.1 -& *
G *
12.2 -4 *
] *
12.2 -8 *
o] =
12.4 -a *
& *
12.% -& E
s *
12.4 -4 *
G *
12.2 —-aG *
I} *
1z2.8 -4 *
. & *
i2.7 — *
G *
2.0 -4 x
G *
iZ2.1 -6 »
& *
12.2 —-a& =
v} *
12.2 -a& »
1Z2.4 -a =
Il *
{12.% -4 *
& *
12,86 -4 *
G *
12.7 -6 =
& *
12.8 ~& *
- G *
1Z2.5 —-ia *
a
- TIME ) S . )
Lhr=) * Hrdrograph file -~—-> C:PRE~-HTP4.HYD - Qmax = 113.0 c+s



POND-2 Version: 4.10 - o o Page 1 of
S/N: 83021360 B : ' '

aa i***************%******%*********************ﬁ*

* *
* . HUaTED—TOwNSEND PURDY SUBD. : *
- ® PDQT DEUELOPMENT PGND AT DRAINAGE AREA IB *
- ¥ *
* *
% *

EEEREERREEREERRERRREERREEREHAERRR R R LR EREERN AR

. EXECUTED = 10-17-1989  11:46:21
Dicsk Files: C:HTPIBPST.PND : C:PST-1  .HYD

INITIAL CONDITIONS
Elevation = 295.00 ft

futflow 0.2 cfs
GIVEN POND DATA - COMPUTATIONS
BELEVATIONG OUTFLOW & STORAGE & a 25/t 4 257t + 0O
& (£t & fcfe)y & Cac-fty & & {cfs) & {(cfs)
Ho———m——— e ——————— fm————————— & R T - T
& 295.00 & 0.0 & 0.00 8 "B 0.0 & o.o
& ?7.00 o 30.0 & .74 & & 8%.9 & 119.5
a 292.00 & 43.9 & 2.54 & & 207.2 & 351.2
R & 298.30 & a0.8 & 3.20 & & 287.2 & 428.0
& 292.70 & 47.0. & 4,462 & & 59%7.0 & &24.0
4 297.00 & &F7.3 6 4.87 & & 598%9.3 & 538. 4
. 6 . 297.20 & 72.0 & 5.37 & & &52.2 a 725.2
& 299.40 & 75.4 & 5.92 & G 716.3 o 792.5
& 299.50 3 L 7?.7 & s$.4% & & 785.2 & 264.9
& 29%.80 & 8z.7 & 7.07 & & 855.5 & 738.2
& 200,00 & 8%.7 & 7.468 & 5 F27.2 & 1015.0

—— e —— — ——— i e . e e S ———— —— —— " — s - e . o e S i A ——— T~ — — "

0.200 hrs.

Time increment (t)

= T = T~

[ 13 e H o

o

(1]

[ IR =1 n }



CPOND-Z Version: 4.10 S/N: 820213&0

Pond Fi‘e: )
Intdlow Hydrograph:
" Outflow Hrdrograph: C:HTPIBPST.HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH

C:HTE1BPST.PND
C:PST-1

HYD

ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

EXECUTED: 10-17-1989

11:46:2

Page 2 of 4

— —  ———— — T ——— A4 o S T - . e Y S T e - > ————— D THD W i i — S - A A o T A e S — -

& TIME & INFLOW & & 11412 & 28/t - 0 & 257t + 0 6 OUTFLDW GELEVATIONG
¢ C(hre) 6 (cfs) & 6 f(cfs) & (cfs> ) {cfe) & fKcfed o (Ft) &
ommm——mm—— i ———— ———3 fmm——————— R ettty B Gmm——m————G
& 1i1.000 & 4,08 6 ————- a 0.0 & ‘0.0é 0.0-6 295.00 &
& 11.200 & 7.0& & 13.0 & 4.5 6 12.06& 2.3 6 295.22 &
& 11.400 & 2.04 & 15.0 & i0.7 & 21 .56 5.4 & 295.34. &
g 11.&00 & 11.04 & 1.0 & 14.8 & 29 .76 7.5 & 295.50 &
4 11.800 & 15.06 & 24.0° 6 20.2 & 40 .24 10.2 ¢ 295.48 &
G 12,000 & 12,048 & 34.0 & 27.1 B 54,26 12.6 & 295.91 &
4 12.200 & 42.16 & 7.1 6 44,9 & - ?4.,248 22.4 & Z294.58 &
& 12.400 & 120,24 & 178.%9 o 193.1 & 225.84 4.4 & 2F7.4& b
& 12.400 & 122.06 & 322.8 & 3E7.7 b 47?5 .?& 54.1 & 298.42 &
& 12.800 & 145,346 & ‘257.3 & 377.0 & 725.0a F3.0 & 2?20 &
6 12.000 & 114,28 i) 277.5 & &PP.7 6 858.5& 7.4 & Z29?.58 &
G_132.200 & 72.46 b 192.& & 731.4& & 2823.35 0.8 & 297,48 &
& 12.400 & 41 .54 G 140.92 & 712.46 & 872.546 30.0 & Z99.82 &
G 12,400 & 52,840 G 114.3 & &71.0 & 824.9¢6 FB.0 & 299.49 &
& 13.800 & 47 .88 G 100.& o &20.8 & 771 .46 75.4 ¢ Z299.34 &
& 14.000 & 432,548 '] 1.3 & 5&47.3 & 712,18 72.3 6 299.14 &
éiIQ.EDD & 40 .74 G 24.4 & 514.2 & 651 .76 42.9 & ZFP2.92 &
& 194,400 & 22,05 & 78.9 & 444.7 & 993.14& £4.2 & 298.77 &
& 14,400 & 35.%74 & 3.9 4 419.7 & 538.84 2.5 & 298.42 &
& 14.800 & 33.85 a 49.7 & 378.9 & 487 .46 99.2 & 278.44 &
& 15.000 & 33.54 & &7.2 & 3432.2 & 444,26 S1.9 & 298.32 &
g 13.200 & 22,14 o 45.48 b 211.8 & 408.826 48.5 & Z92.20 &
& 15.400 & 29.70 & &41.8 & 282.3 & 373.60 45,7 & Z9R.08 &
& 19.400 & 28.26 6 57.9 6 253.7 a 240.2& 43.2 & 297.95 &
& 15.200 & 25. 44 & 33.8 6 225.0 & 307.5& 41.2 & 277.321 &
&, 1&4.000 & 22.246 G 423.9 & 1953.4 & 273.96 39.2 & 297.587 &
& 14.200 & 19.76& & 42.0 & 154.2 & 238.46 7.1 &6 Z77.5%1 &
& 14.400 & 12.%7a G 23.6 & 128.4 & 197.86 24.7 & 297.34 &
5 14,4800 & 12,24 & 27.1 & 1.2 & 155.54& 32.2 & 277.14 &
& 14,200 & 1Z2.0& & 2&.2 4 58.5 & 117.46 29.5 & 224,948 4
& 17.000 & 13.06 & 2&6.0 & 42.1 & 84 .55 2.2 & Z94.41 &
& 17.200 & 12.06 4 246.0 & 33.79 & 88.16 17.1 & 294,14 &
& 17.400 & 12.45 G 25.0 & 29.3 & 58.76 14.8 & 295.29 &
& 17.800 & 2.0a & 24.0 a Z26.46 & - 93.2& 12.4 & 2%5.8% &
& 17.800 3 10,76 & 22.7 & 24.5 4 49 .38 12.4 & 295.82 &
& 12.000 5 10,14 & 20.8 6 Z2Z2.6 © 45.35 11.4 & 2P5.74% &
& 18,200 & 10.0& & 20.1 & 21.3 & 42.76 10,7 6 299.71 &
& 12.400 & 10.066 & 20.0 & 20.48 @& 41 .36 10.94 & 295.48% &
& 12,400 & 10.0& & 20.0 & 20.2 & 40 .46 10,2 & 2Z95.488 &
& 18.200 & 10,08 & z20.0 & 20.0 & 40 .28 10.1 & 295,87 &
& 17,000 & 10.04 & 20.0 & 12.9 & 40.0& 0.0 & 275.67 &
& 19.200 & 10.06 & 20.0 & 19.9 & 39.%75 10,06  295.47 &
% 17.400 & 10.0& a 20.0 & 19.7 a 37 .76 10.0 & ZPS.47 &
& 17,8400 & 5.04 & 18.0 & 18.9 & Z7.%76 .5 & 295.63 b
& 19.200 & 2.08 & 14.0 & 17.4 & 24.95 2.7 & 293.58 &




POND-2 Version: 4.10 S/N: 88621360 - - - Page 3 of 4

Pond File:  CiHTP1BPST.PND EXECUTED: 10-17-198%

Ipflﬁw‘Hydrogﬁaph:‘ C:PET-1 LHYD 11:44:21
Dutflow Hydrograph: C:HTPIBPST.HYD
INFLGN HYDROGR&PH _ .-~ ROUTING COMPUTATIOME
& TIME & INFLOW & & I1+l2 & 28/t - 0 & 28/t + 0 &6 OUTFLOW GELEVATIONG
& f(hre) & (cf=) & &6 (cfsd & {cfsd o] (cfs> & fcfer & CftD ¥}
‘«f[ffj'-::::t—ﬁ—_—--,—;—jﬁ B - B et v e ————— e e e —f———— &
420,000 & 8.04 & 16.0 @& 16.6 & 23.4¢ 8.4 & 295.54 &
¢ 20.200 & 2.046 & 14.0 & 16.2 & 32.66 B.2 4 2$3.5% &
& 20.400 & .06 & 14.0 & 16.1 & 22. 268 8.1 &6 295.54 &
& 20.400 & 2.06 & 16.0 & 16.0 & 32.16 2.0 & 295.54 &
4 20,800 & 5.06 & 14.0 & 15.9 & 32.06 .0 & 295.52 &
4 21,000 & 7.04 's] 15.0 & 15.4 & 30,90 7.3 86 295.52 &
G Z1.200 & 7.06 & 14.0 & 14.6 & 29.48 7.4 & Z295.4% &
& 21.400 & 7.08 & 14.0 & 14.3 & 28. 48 7.2 & 295.48 &
& 21.400 & 7. 04 G 14.0- 6 149.1 & 28.36 S F.l 6 295.47 &
& 21.800 & . 7.0a & 14.0¢ & 14.0 & 28.16 7.0 6 2¥5.47 &
4 2z.000 & . 7.06- & 14.0 & 13.9 & 28.06 7.0 ¢ 295.47 &
4 22.200 & 4,348 & 12.2 6 . 13.& 6 27 .26 &.8 6 295.4& &
& Z2z2.400 & L.18 G 12.4 & 12.% o 256.06 4.5 & 295.42 &
4 22,400 & 5.0& & 11.1 & 12.0 & 24 .08 &.0 295.40 &
& 22.800 & S5.06 & 10.0 & 10.9 & 22.06 5.9 4 295.37 &
& 22.000 & S.046 ) 10.0 & 10.4 & 20.78 5.3 &4 2¥5.35% &
o 23.200 & =. 06 & 10.0 & 10.2 6 20,448 5.1 & 2959.34 a
4 22.400 & "5.08 & 10.0 & 10.0 & 20 .28 9.1 & 295.34 &
& 22.400 & 4.0& & 9.0 5 ®.95 & 19.048 4.2 & 2959.32 &
& 23.800 & 4,04 G 2.0 & 2.7 & 17.354 4.4 & 295.2% &
& 24.000 & 2.0 & 7.0 6 7.2 & 15.76 3. 6 295.248 6
Peak Inflow = 1¢2.0 cfs
Peak Outflow = 20.8 cfs
Pealk E]eugtion = 299 .48 ft

o~ — - e——————— = » -



11.0
i1.2
i1.4
t1.5

1.

o

12,2

.
12.4
1 Z
= =
1z.8

-
st
-

W]

14.4
14.4

14.8

POND-2 Version: 4.10 S/N: 38021340

Fond

File:.

C:HTP1BPST.PND

Inflow Hydroéﬁaph: C:PST-1 HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: C:HTPIBPST.HYD

Feak
Peak

Peal -

[ e 11

|
[t I 1

1nflow
Qutflow

Elevation

192.0 c+s
S a0.8 cfs
29%.48 +t

40 80 100 120 14D

10-17-178%
11:44:21

.
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z0 40 140 180 ° 200 S220
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* Inflow hvdrograph ---> C:PST-1
x Outflow hydrograph ——-> C:HTP1BPST.HYD 7

JHYD
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uunck,nH-::,U@rsion' 4 Ué S/N: 82011?24 o - S ~ Page | of 3

TR~ 55 TABULAR HYDRUGRQPH METHDD:
- Type 11 Dlstrlbutlon<
(24 hr.fDuration Storm)
B Executed: 10-17-1989 08:19:26 ' : y
Watershed Fi}e‘ —=3> C:PST-HTPZ2. wso _ Hydrograph Flle -=> C:PST-HTP2.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND PURDY SUBD., T/NEW NINDSOR, DRANGE CO, NEW YORK

——— i e — - ——— T — i A S T T T T T Y S —— — S T _——— W T = = (ke S S —— - o T W i ks Sl L S Sl L W S - S . T S . ot S S . . o . ot ke . e S

Subarea AREA CN Tc ® Tt Precip. & Runcff 1a/p
Description {acres? E (hrs) Chrs> (in? &  Lin? inputsused
?—FST 12.00 76.0 0.30 0.00 46.00 o 3.38 .11 10
% Travel time from subarea outfall tc composite watershed outfall paint.

Total area = 12.00 acres or 0.01873 sq.mi
Peak discharge = 43 cfs

>»2» Computer Modtf:catlons of Input Parameters <<<{§
. R Input Values ~  Rounded Values lasp :
Subarea . Tc * Tt Te * Tt Interpolated lasp
-Description Chr) {hr} thrl Chrd | \(Yes/Nq) Messages
2—-PST 0.22 ag.0a 0.20 0.00 No -

o e e L e . e e = i i B e —— —— — o —— T o . T o S T S S T T - — ——— . ——— ———— —__, T ——— —

# Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed cutfall point.



Guick TRfSﬁAUéFéidﬁ- 4 04 5/N: 870

11?24 -;,,*f: : 7",” B 'Page'Q'cf 5

TR 55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHQD'

Type I1-

S : Exétutéd. |
MatEPEHEd Fi!e —"} C: PST HTP2 USD

HUSTED—TONNSEND—PURDY SUBD.,

Distribution
Duratnon Storm) .

0-17-198% 08 19:26 C
' Hydroqraph File —=> C: PST HTP2.HYD

T/NEW MINDSDR ORANGE CU NEN YORE

~—-—-~-=POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2w ————

1>>>} Summary of Subarea Timee to Peak <<{<

Time ta Peak at

Peak Dischargé - Composite Qutfall

" Composite Watershed

— i —

(cfs) {hrs)
432 12.2
432 12.2



Quick TR-85 Version: 4,08 S/N: 87011724 7 . Page 2 of G5

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH. METHOD
Tvpe 11 Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm)

. o Executed: 10-17-1989 08:19:26 : .
Watershed File --> CiPST-HTP2.WSD ‘Hydroaraph File —=3 C:PST-HTPZ.HYD

-

UoTED-TDWNSEND PURDY SUBD.. T/NEN MINDSGR, DRANGE CO, NEW YORK

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs)

- ——— — S — e — e e AR = — A —— e v S Sy e - S T A S o . - S A ik o T S Sk e " P S S — TS S ek e o n i e e — —

Subarea 11,0 11.2 11.6 11.9 12.0 1z2.1 12.2

: 12.2 12.4
Description  hr hr hr hr hr hr hr he bie
Z2-P5T i 2 3 7 15 28 43 43 =7
Total {cfe? i 2 3 7 19 28 43 43 2%
Subarea 12.5 12.4 12.7 12.8 13.0 13.2 13.4 12.4 13.42
Description : hr  hir hr hr hr hr hr hr hr
e e e e it ot S e o e o e o o o 2 o o 2 e o e e e o 2 0 o e 7 o e 2
2—-PST 18 12 @ 7 S 4 4 3 =
Totzl (cfcs i8 12 a 7z 5 4q 4q 2 =
Subarea 14.0 14.32 14.6 15,0 15.5 16.0 16.5 17.0 17.5
Description hr b he hr hr hir hr hr hr
2-FPET 3 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1
Tatal {cfesd 2 z 2 2 2 2 i i 1
" Subarex 18.0 1.0 20.0 22.0 24.0
Description hr hr hr hr he
Z2-P5T 1 1 1 1 0
Total icfed 1 1 1 1 0



Guick TR-5S Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 - - Page 4 of S
TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD |

Type 11 Distribution

{24 hr. Duration Storm)

Executed: lﬁ—l?-l?B?r 08:19:24

Watershed File --> C:PST-HTPZ.WSD Hydrograph File ——> C:PST-HTF2.HYD
HUSTED-TOWNSEND-FURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CQO, NEW YORK
——————— FOST~-DEVELOPMENT DFRAINAGE AREA 2-——————n—- .

Time Flow Time Flaw

(hrel {cfel Chrel (cfec?

i1.0 1 14.8 2

11 .1 1 14.% 2

11.2 2 15.0 4

11.3 2 15.1 z

11.4 2 15.2 z

11.5 3 15.3 2

11.4 2 15.4 2

EURUNE ¢ % SUR 15.5 2

11.8 & 15.¢8 z

h 11.9 7 15.7 2
1z2.0 15 15.8 2

12.1 28 15.% 2

) 12.2 43 14.0 2
12.3 43 14.1 2

12.4 2% 16.2 2

12. 13 14,32 i

12.¢6 12 14.4 1

1z2. 7 14.5 1

12.8 7 146.8 1

12.9 & 1&4.7 1

12.0 S 14.8 1

13.1 4 14.%9 i

13.2 4 17.0 i

12.3 4 17.1 1

12.4 4 7.2 1

3.5 4 17.2 1

12.6 3 i7.4 1

12.7 2 17.5 1

12,8 3 17.46 i

12.% I 17.7 1

14.0 iC 17.8 1

id.1 3 17.9 1

14.2 2 s.0 1

- 14.3 2 18.1 1
14.4 2 -18.2 1

14.35 2 1§.3 i

- 14.4 2 12.4 1
14.7 2 18.5 1



Huick - IR-2D version:'4.06'S/N;'8?011V24“"‘ L o Page 5 of o
TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD -
Type 11 Distribution
{24 hr. Duration Storm)

.- : . Executed: 10-17-1989 08:19:24

Watershed File =--> C:PST-HTP2.WSD Hydrograph File ——» C:PST-HTPZ.HYD
. HUSTED~TOWNSEND~PURDY SUBD., TA/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK
————~=—=POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2=—=~===——w--

Time Flow Time Flow
(hre) fcfs) (hrel Tcfs)
18.4 1 22.9 i
12.7 1 22.5 1
15.8 1 22.48 1
15.9 1 22.7 i
17.0 1 22.8 1
12.1 1 22.% 1
1.2 1 22.0 1
19.32 1 23.1 i
17.4 i 23.2 1
i9.5 1 23.3 1
17.4 1 23.4 1

- 19.7 1 22.5 1
17.2 i 22.4 i
17.9% i 232.7 1

- 20.0 1 23.8 i
20.1 1 23.9 1
20.2 1 - 24.0 i
20.3 1 24.1 0
20.4 1 24.2 ]
20.5 1 24.3 a
20.4 i 24.4 i}
z20.7 1 24.5 a
20.8 1 24.4 a
z20.7 1 24.7 0
21.0 1 24.8 a
21.1 1 24.% 0
21.2 1 25.0 0
21.3 1 25.1 0
Z21.4 1 25.2 1]
21.5 1 25.3 0
21.4 i 25.4 0
21.7 1 25.5 0
21 .8 1. 25.4 i}
21.9 1 25.7 a
22.0 1 25.8 0

. 2z.1 1 25.9 ]
22.2 1
22.3 1



Guick TR-55 Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724

- _ R o _ Flow (cfs)
o.0 4.0 &.0 12.0 14.0 20.0 24.0 28.0 3232.0 34.0 40.0 44.0

 mm————— e ——— f————- - G- f—m————f———— G————- G———— H————- G=—=———b-
-7 6 - - -
11.4 =& *
ta] *
11.5 -é& *
. & %
11.6 —é o=
& *
11.7 -6 =
& ¥
1.8 -é& *
G *
11.9 ~i& *
12.0 -G *
& =
12.1 -G *
la] E 3
12.2 ~é *
G *
12.3 -4 *
- T T - T MR e T M - *
12.4 -6 . *
& : : * ‘
12.%2 -4 * .
- A *
12.&8 —-@ - ¥
{2.7 —-o *
G ¥*
12.8 -6 *
a] *
12.% a4 E 3
G *
13.0 & E
[n} *
12,1 -& . K
€1 ES
12.2 -4 =
12.3 -6 *
& *
12.4 -G ®
& *
12.8% -& ¥
& =
12,8 —-4& *
o

TIME : 7
-thrs) # Hyrdrograph file ———> C:PST-HTPZ2.HYD Gmax = 42.0 cfs=s

P —



Duick TR-SS Uersion: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 . Pace 1 of

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
.t .- - : Twpe II Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm?

L , , - Executed: . 10-17-1989 20:33:04 - . o
llaterehed File —--=> C:PST-HTP2.WSD Hydrograph File ——> C:PST-HTP3I.HYD
HUSTED-TOWMSEND—-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORAMGE CQ, NEW YORK

~~~~~~~ POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 3--——=——-==- =
*%>» Input Farameters Used to Compute Hydraograph {4<<
Subarex AREA oM Te # Tt  Precip. & Runoff las/p
Description {acres? thrs)  (hrs) o (in) i fin? input/used
Z-FPET Sg.an 72.0 0.50 Q.00 &.00 I 3.28 11 .10

¥ Travel time from subarea Gutfall to composite watershed outfall point.
Total area = 58.00 acres or 0.092083 sq.mi
: Peak discharge = 1357 cfs

»»»> Computer Modifications of Input Parameters <<{{<¢

.. Input Yalues . ‘Rounded Yalues Ia/p

Subarga Tc * Tt . Tec * Tt Interpolated Tasp
Description thry o <hr2 chrd thr? {Yes/Nol Messages
a-psT - 0.5  0.00 . 0.50  0.00 No -

4
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n
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n
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.
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Quick TR~S§ Version: 4.04 S/N:‘87d11?24 V . FPage 2 of 5

- , TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
Trpe I1 Distribution
£24 hr. Duration Storm)

- ‘ Executed: 10-17-1989 20:33:04
Watershed File --> C:PST-HTP2.WSD Hydroaraph File ——3 C:PST-HTP2.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY. SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, MEW YORK
e POST~-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 3—-——=——-—oe

2> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <(<{

Time to Feak at
Peak Discharqge Composite Qutfalil

Subaresa - Lcfsl thrs
2-P&T 157 12.4
Compasite Watershed 157 12.4



Quick TR-5S Version: 4.08 S/N: 87011724 : . Page 2 of S

. TR-55 TABULAR HYDROUGRAPH METHOD
- Type 11 Distribution
(24 hr., Duration Storm)

-

Executed: 10-17-1989 20:33:04

Watershed File ——3 C:FST-HTP3.WSD Hydrograph File. —=> CiPST-HTPI.HYD

. HUSTED-TOWNSEND~PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE ©O, NEW YORK
—————— FOST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 3--~———-———- .

Composite Hydrograph Summary (cfs)

Subarea g 11.0 i1.3 11.& 11.% 12.0 12, 2.2 12,32 12.4
Description he b hr hr hr he br hr hr
3-PST bl 7 10 17 22 51 F2 1327 157
Total (cfs? b 2 1Q 17 28 Si 72 127 157
. Subareasa 12.5 12.4 2.7 12.8 13.0 13.2 12.4 12,4 12.8
Description hr hr hr hr hr he hr hr he
3~PST 151 117 ag &7 42 2% 22 e 14
Total (cfs2 151 t1% ae &7 42 29 22 i 14
Subares 14.0 14.2 14.6 15.0 15.5 1.0 1£.5 17.0 17.5
Dezcription hir hir hr hr hr hr Fer hr hr
=-PST 14 12 11 10 ¥4 = 7 £ &
Total {(cfsd 14 1z 11 1Q ? 3 7 & £
Subarea ig.0 1.0 20.0 22.0 26.0
- Descrictian hr hr ~  hr hr hr
2-PST & S 4 4 u
Total f(cfs? & b 4 4 0



Suick TR-5SS Verzion: 4.04 S/M: 87011724 | : | Page 4 of S

TR-5S TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
“" Trpe 11 Distribution
(24 ‘hr. Duration Storm)

B , Executed: 10-17-1939 20:33:04 , A
Watershed File -—=~» Ci:PST-HTP3.WSD - Hydrograph Filte ——3 C:PSI-HTFZ.HYD

HUSTEL-TOWMNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WIMDSOR, ORANGE C0O, MEW YOREK

——————— FOST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 3———~————e—

Time F1ow Time Flow

{thrs2 . (cfs) (hrs? (cf=z2

i1.0 5 14.8 10

11.1 & 14.% 1

i1.2 & 15.0 10

11.3 7 15.1 10

11.4 2 15,2 10

. 11.5 2 13.3 b
11.4 10 15.4 2

11.7 12 15.5 7

. 11.28 15 15.4 7
11.% 17 15,7 7

1z.0 28 15.8 g

12.1 51 15.7 ]

12.2 gz 7 14.0 &

12.2 129 _ ' 14.1 3

1z2.4 157 148.2 2

12.5 151 15,3 7

12.4 117 14.4 7

12.7 28 1&.0 7

12.8 A&7 146.4 7

12.% 54 1&4.7 7

1=2.0 2 14.8 &

13.1 z5 5.9 4

12.2 =27 17.0 &

iz2.2 25 17.1 &

12.4 2z 12.2 &

12.5 20 17.2 &

13.4 H 17.4 &

12.7 17 17.5 &

12.8 14 17.6 &

i 12.72 15 12.7 &
14.0 14 17.8 &

14.1 132 17.% &

. 14.2 13 i8.0 &
14.3 i2 ig.1 &

14.4 12 1g.2 &

14.5 11 12.2 &

14.& 11 o 18.4 &

14.7 11 : 18.5 &




Guick TR-5% VYersion:

Waterched File —->

4.06 S/N: 87011724

TR-55. TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHO
Tyvpe Il Distribution
(24 hr. Duration Storm)

Executed: 10-17-198% 20

HCIC
C:PST~-HTPI.WSD Hydrogra

ph-

Pacge S of 45

D

ng

File —~» C:PST-HTP3.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND~-PURDY - SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORE

Time

thrs

12.4

12.7

12.82

18.%

1i?.0

i7.1

T TR

. 17.32
1.4

17.5

. 17.4
i9.7

1#.8

17.7

z20.0

20,1

20.2

20,3

20.49

20,5

20,4

20,7

20.8

20,7

21.40

21.1

21.2

21.32

21.4

z21.5

21.4

. 2i.7
21.2

21.%

- z22.0
1

z2

2

| XS
[N

POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 2

S0 VI U N N
VI S U N G

I
i
|
{
i
|

i
|
5
1w

B Y S O N TS STV T I T L S T O NS T

.

- " & % e " w e

Mp Wpa= o0 m-d o W Ry =90 ~in th i

I
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PR PSRRI PO RO B BA B RO P RO PO PO RS

L
Cr

2.7

Febpdppprbp bbb pEp P RRLDDR WM WUANGN
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Qui&k TR-ES Vereion: 4.04 SfN:VS?Gil?Ed

. : - . ] Elow (cf
o 20 40 &0 a0 100 120 140 140 150 zaon p
f Gm———- f————- f————- e e R A G———— G-———- G
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Guick TR-55 Version: 4.06 8/N: 87011724 ‘Page 1 cf 5
. TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH: METHOD
) Trype 11  Distribution
T ee. 7 : (24 hr. Duration Storm>

, - a . Executed: 10-17-193% 08:54:3% . A :
‘Watershed File =~-» C:PST4HTP4;wSD Hydrograph File —~->» C:PST-HTF4.HYD

HUSTED-TOWNSEND—-PURDY SUBD.,. T/NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE CO, NEW YORK

e = i e i o St e T i o e S i Mk - et S T oy T o T g o Ve S " S . S G Gl Y g b W . S o o " . o St S T o S S o e T o, o o U o e

Subarea AREA cN - Tec = Tt Precip. & Runoff

0 I 2 ,"r "_'l
Description {acres) - - Chre? (hrs) {in? o] {in) inputsused
4-~-PET 47.00 74.0 0.30 0.00 4.00 ) 2.38 L1100 .10

o - —— - - —— v — — " - —— = T — Ak - . e S o o — " L —— S ok o T (Y G i e — " _— — ———— - —— _—— — o " - — — o — {35 ke e

* Travel time from subarea outfall to composite watershed outfall paint.
Total area = 47.00 acres or 0.07344 sq.mi -
Peak discharge = 148 cfs o

. >>%¥» Computer Modifications of Input Pgrameters 444K
. ] . Input Walues Rounded Ualues la/p
Subarea Tc * Tt Tc * Tt Interpolated las
Jescription chro {hrd Chr) {hr? {Yes/Nod Messages
___________________________________ e e e e e e e e e o e e et~ — s — . ——— —— . —— ——— — — —— — . —
~PST 0.2% 0.00 .30 0.00 No --

- e o~ — ———— o . S " . S S, it i s W St e e e i e e T S e i Sl Sl s e b o, W Tl e s Gt S (. e S . o e e . S Yt i T i . e i . W g o Sy e o S e St

: Travel time from subarea cutfall to compogite'wéterahed cutfall point.
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Quick TR-55 Verzion: 4.06 §/N: 87011724 Page 2 'cf 5
. TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
N Type I1 Distribution

24 hr. Duration Storm?

, 4 Executed: 10-17~1989 08:54:3% A -
Watershed File ==> C:PST-HTP4.WSD Hrdroagraph File —-> C:PST-HTFP4.HYD

HUS TED°TUwaEND FURDY SUBD., TA/NEW-: wINDqOP DRANGE CO,

NEW YORK
——————— POST-DEVELOPMENT - DRAINAGE QREA 4 :

>3>> Summary of Subarea Times to Peak <<<<
Time to Péak at
Peak Discharqe Composite Qutfall
Subarex (cfg2 (hrs)
4-P51 148 12.2
Compasite Watershed 148 12.2



Quick TR-55 Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 Page 3 of S
* ' TR-SS TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
Type Il Distribution
.. (24 hr. Duration Storm)
Executed: 10-17-1922% 08:54:3%
Waterched File ~-=> C:PST-HTF4.USD Hydroqraph File ——> C PET-HTP4.HYD
HUhTED—TUHNSEND PURDY SUBD T/NEN NINDSDR, DRANGE CD NEM YORK
------- POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4--———-—m—=
Composi te Hrdrograph Summary {cfs)
Subarea 11.0 11.2 11.4 11.% 12.0 12.1 12.2 12.2 12.4
Description hr b hr hr hr hr hr hr - hr
4-pPST b ra 10 27 &g 111 148 142 114
Total {ctfs> b 7 10 27 58 111 1&g 148 114
Subarex 12.5 12.8 12.7 12.8 12.0 13.2 3 12.8 2.5
Dscription ke hr hr hr hr hr hr hr hr
4-pP&T ch 4% 24 28 20 14 14 1= i1
Tatal {cfs? -a 47 35 22 20 14 14 13 it
Dng:?;i?nn lg;& 1: 2 14.4  15.0 15 1.0 14,5  17.0  17.5
_oEseriptien o he o hE he hr hr hr hr hr
a-PeT 10 ? 3 8 7 s s s =
Totxl {cfsd 1o ? a 8.-——-—-;----__;-___“;_____-;__,_-_;__
Subarea 18.a  19.0 20.0 »7z.0 2.0 TTTTTT
Description hr hr hr hr hr
q‘P"_TiT 4 4 - ;—; ————— ; —————— E ——————————————————————————————
Total (cfs? 4 4 3 —; ______ g ————————————————————————————
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Quick TR-SS Version: 4.06 S/N: 87011724 I © Page 4 of S

TR-55 TABULAR HYDROGRAPH METHOD
Type 1I: Distribution

o (24 hr. Duration Storm?
: : Executed: 10-17-1%8% 08:54:39 : .
Matershed File =—-> C-PqT—HTP4 W5D Hydrograph File —--> C:PST-HTF4.HYD
HUQTED—TONNQEND PURDY suBD., T/NEN NINDSUR 'ORANGE CD NEW YORK

——————— POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4—————~—————

Time Flaow Time F1ow

(hrs) (cfs) (hrsd (cfsd

11.0 s] 14.8 &

11.1 4 14.9 8

11.2 & 15.0 e

11.3 7 15.1 a

11.4 g 15.2 g

11.5 ¢ 15.3 7

11.4 10 15.4 7

11.7 14 15.5 7

11.8 23 15.6& 7

. 11.2 29 - 15.7 7
. 12.0 S8 : 15.8 &
12.1 111 15.9 &

2.2 1458 14.0 &

. 2.3 148 156.1 é
12.4 114 ’ 16.2 &

12z.5 . 70 16.2 5

12.4 49 18.4 5

12.7 38 156.5 5

12.8 21 14. 46 5

12.9 24 16.7 =]

13.0 20 ‘ 14.8 o

12.1 18 16.9 E

12.2 14 17.0 S

13.3 15 17.1 >

13.4 14 , 17.2 5

12.5 14 - 17.32 =1

12,4 13 17.4 3

12.7 12 . 17.5 =

12.8 1 17.6 5

13.9 10 172.7 =

14.0 i0 17.8 4

14.1 10 ’ 17.9 4

14.2 % - 18.0 4

14.3 ? 18.1 4

14.4 4 18.2 4

* 14.5 g 18.3 -4
14.4 g 18.4 4

. 14.7 3 18.5 4

fwick TR-SS Version: 4.04 S/N: 87011724 S  Page § of §




Type 11 "Distribution =
{24 hr. Duration Storm)

Executed: 10-17-1989 08:54:39

Watershed File —--3 C:PST-HTP4.WSD . Hydrograph File —--> C:PET-HTF4.HYD
ot HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PURDY SUBD., T/NEW WINDSOR, DRANGE CO, NEW YDRK

——————— POST-DEVELOPMENT DRAINAGE AREA 4~~ve——re————-

Time Filow . Time Flaow

thrs) (cfs? thrs) {ctes)

12.48 4 22.4 3

12.7 4 22.9 3

1a8.2 ) 22.48 =

18.9 4 22.7 zZ

17.0 4 22.8 2

12.1 4 22.% 2

1.2 ) 23.0 2

12.3 4 22.1 2

19.4 4 23.2 2

19.5 4 23.3 Z

17.4 -3 232.4 2

12.7 2 23.5 2

1#.8 z 22.4 2

. 19.7 ] 23.7 2
. Z0.0 3 22.8 2
20,1 2 22.%9 2

* 20.2 3 24.0 z
. 20.3 2 z24.1 1
20.49 2 24.2 i

z20.5 3 24.3 i

20.48 2 24.4 i

z20.7 ] z24.5 1

20.8 2 24.5 i

zZ0.7 3 24 .7 |

21.0 2 24.¢ 1

Z1.1 2 24.% 1

21.2 2 25.0 i

21.32 3 z25.1 i

21 .4 2 25.2 i

21.5 2 25.32 i

21 .8 3 23.4 H

21.7 i Z23.5 a

21.3 3 25.4 a

21.9 3 25.7 0

2Z2.0 2 25.8 ]

2Z2.1 3 25.9 o

. 22.2 2
Z22.3 2

Quick TR-55 YYer=zion: 4.04 S/M: 87011724
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OUTLET %1 PRE-DEVELOPMENT
: T CULVERTS o
- 'E;N'iTIMG 30" CMP o S RESULTS
DIAMETER (IN> 7 30 HEADWATER (FT> - FLDMRHTE (CF=ED
LENGTH (FT) ? 20 = ,
. S o _ , 298,90 ac . 28,99
_ FRICTION COEFF (FTOl-/4) 7. 0.022 S ZeP.00 - 0C 0 -30.79
TENMT+EXIT COEFF - , ? 0.5 299.10 ac 32.87
INLET CONTROL COEFF ? 0.7 299 .20 - IC 34,33
- _ , , 299.30 SIC 35.42
ING ELEYW QUT (FT) ? 295.7 29%.40° 1c 34,468
IMU ELEY IM ¢FTD ? 294.4 297 .50 Ic 3751
TalLWATER ELEY (FT> T 2949.7 299 .40 1c 32. 51
ELEY IMCREMENT (FT) 7 a.1 299.70 Ic 2%.48
' 299.20 1c 40,
L 299.90 IC 41 .3é
ROKD ELEV. 300,00 __IC 472,377
: 300.10 1c 43,14
300.20 Ic 44,03
300.20 IC 44 .29
4Shift> <(Prt Sc> print {Return> repeat {Space Bar’ back to menu
-
-
, ULVERTS - : .
EXISTING 187 CMP CULVERTS | RESLLTS |
DISMETER (IRD 718 HEADWATER (FT) FLOWRATE (CFS)
LEMGTH <FT) o35 ==
‘ : ' 29%.00 oc &.57
FRICTION COEFF (FTils&) 2 0.022 o 299.10 ac 7.20
EMT+EXIT COEFF ? 0.5 ‘ 297.20  OC 7.78
IMLET COMTROL COEFF ? 0.7 .. : 299,30 o 2.32
E s 297.40 ac .82
IMU ELEY OUT (FT» 7 297. ' , . 29%.50 oc 7.30
CIMU ELEY IM (FT3 ? 297.5 - 29%.40 oc- 2.75
TAILWATER ELEV (FT) ?-294.7 _ 299.70 . OC 10.18
ELEY IMCREMENT £FT) 7 o.1 : 299.80 ac 10.40
o - 299.70 s T 11.00
300.00 ac 11.3%
300.10 oc 11.24
300.20 oac 12.12
- A , : 300.30 oc 12.47 -
. o o ' 300.40 0 0 oc 0 12.81

—— e " — o~ e o i e e o - i o S o S G i T s W e o, M . —— — ——— . Tt S ] o " T — " ko, o o . S ol g S, g e i g M S S o o, P e e R0 S i


bD5.ce

DU‘TLE?\' “7. POST - DEVELOPMENT.

, CULVERTS o
mmsau 3¢ cmp (REPLACING 30 cmp) , RESULTS
DIﬁMETEP CIND v 34 " HEADWATER (FT>  FLOWRATE (CFS)
LENGTH ¢FT) ? 20 : =
-~ S 298.40 o 31.4%
FRICTION COEFF (FTO1/&) 7 D.022 298.70 ac 44,582
EMT+EXIT COEFF ? 0.5 292.80 oc 47.91
INLET CONTROL COEFF ? 0.7 ' ' 298.%0 ac s0.82
L : o - 299.00 o 53.57
IMVCELEV QUT <FTY° ? 275.0 299.10 I S4.15
IMY ELEV IN ©F12 7 295.4 299 .20 Ic 57.54
TAILWATER ELEV (FTO ? 294.5 299.20 Ic S8, 70
ELEY IMCREMEMT <FT> ? 0.1 299.40 Ic &0.22
: 292,50 IC &1.51
29%.60 Ic &2.78
299.70 1c 44.032
299 .20 Ic 45,25
299,90 I £6.44
300.00 1C A7 AT
iShift> {FPrt Scr print ‘{Return> repesat {Space Bar> back to menu
I
° e
-
, CULVERTS :

ENISTIG 18" CmP (70 REMAI) | RESULTS |
DISMETER (IM3 ? 18 HEADWATER (FT)> = FLOWRATE (CFS)
LEMGTH {FT> 7 35 ===

_— 29%.00  ©  Oc 4£.57

FRICTION COEFF {FTU1-4> 7 0.02Z . 227.10 ac S7.20
ENT+EXIT COEFF T oa.5 ' 29% .20 oc 7.7
IMLET COMTROL COEFF ? 0.7 : 299.30 oc 8.3z
299.40 ac 2.582.

IMY ELEV OUT <FT2 7 297.0 299.50 oc .30
IRY ELEY IM <FT3 T PP7.S 299 .50 o F.7S
TBILWATER ELEYW (FT2 ? 294.7 T 299,70 oc “10.18
ELEY IMCREMEMT (FT3 7 0.1 299.80 ac 10.40
299.90 oc 11.00

300.00 oc 11.37

300.10 oc 11.74

300.20 oc tz.12

300.320 o 12.47

300.40 QC 1Z2.81

{Shigty {Prt Sc> print {Return> repeat {epace Barx back to menu
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O\)TLET 4 POST- 'DEVELOPMEMT
, CULVERTS : :
 YRIPOSED 4g” RCP (‘m r.mncz ExisT. /6°CMP) RESULTS
DIRIETER (IND 48 HEADWATER (FT) FLOWRATE (CF32
LEMGTH (FT) 7 20 : ' :
' 327.50 . Ic 114,75
FPftTIGN CﬁEFF (FTOl/4y 7 0.0 227.70 IC 122,85
EMT+EXIT COEFF , 7 0.4 327.%0 Ic 122,11
INLET CONTROL COEFF ? Q.82 : 228.10 ic 132.34
' o , ' 328.30 IC 138.37
IMVY ELEV OUT (FT) 7 322.5 S . -328.350 - ic - 143.23
INW ELEY I (FT2 ? 322.8 328.70 I 147 .73
TAILWATER ELEY (FT2 7 317.0 . 328.70 1c - 152.48
ELEY IMCREMENT (FT 7 0.2 32%.10 Ic 154,70
: 327.30 o IC 141.20
329.50 Ic 145,37
aze. o Ic 149 .47
-32%.%0 1c 172,44
. 230.10 Ic 177.38
o 230.320 Ic 181.17
{Shiftry {Prt S5c> print {Return? repeat {Space Bar> back to menu

e
-
- .}
.
L 4
L ]
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v 8,



~ Roll Call: All Ayes , o Motion Camed 5-0

86

REGULAR TOWN BOARD AND WATER BOARD MEETING
WED., AUGUST 6, 1997: 7:30 P.M. SHEET 2

#5 On Agenda — Motion-Authorize Change Order #2-R.O. Excavating-Rt. 207/Silver 'i":
Stream Waterline Project

Motion by Councilman Finnegan, seconded by Councilwoman Mullarkey that the Town$
Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize Change Order #2 submitted by RO.
Excavating Co., Inc. for general construction on the Route 207 Silver Stream Waterline]
Project. Net increase resulting from this change order is $2,112.43.
Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0

#6 On Agenda — Motion-Authorize Final Paymént-R.O. Excavating-Rt. 207/Silver
Stream Waterline Project

Motion by Councilwoman Townsend, seconded by Councilman Green that the Town W
Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize final payment request submitted by R.0.%
Excavating Co. inc., for general construction work on the Route 207/ Silver Stream }}'

Waterline Project, in the amount of $21,350.30. Also authorize the release of retainagé i
the amount of $23,448.01. B

Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0

#7 On Agenda — Motion-Authorize Supervisor to Execute Easement-AVR Realty Co. - o .
w/TNW Section 4, Block 2, Lot 21-Discontinue Condemnation ‘5
Action

Motion by Councilwoman Mullarkey, seconded by Councilman Finnegan that the Town,
Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize Supervisor Meyers to execute an Acces
and Utility Easement for a Water Transmission Main for the Consolidated Water Distric
from AVR REALTY COMPANY to TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, and authorize the
discontinuance of a condemnation action against AVR Realty Company which was’
authorized at the July 2, 1997 Town Board Meeting. g l

i



, a3
#8 On Agenda - Receive and File-Bids-Water District #11 ' !

Hearing no objections, the Town Board of the Town of New Windsor receive and file
Bids, received and publicly opened on August 4 1997 for the construction of Watef_
District #11. 3

B ey ———

#9 On Agenda — Motion-Award Bid-Water District #11

Board of the Town of New Windsor award Bid for the construction of Water District #ll‘-
to DNM Haulmg and Excavating Co., Inc., 5 Sicomac Road, Suite 16, North Haledon;, 38
New Jersey, in the amount of $1, 008 655.00 . As per the recommendation of Matk,
Edsall, Town Consulting Engineer, under the date of August 5, 1997.

Roll Call: All Ayes ’ Motion Carried: 5-0
#10 On Agenda — Motion-Advertise for Sealed Bids-Water Meters

Motion by Councilman Green, seconded by Councilwoman Townsend that the Town3
Board of the Town of New Windsor authorize the Town Clerk to advertise pursuant to
law, calling for sealed bids for Water Meters. Bids will be received and publicly opened
on September 4, 1997, at 3:00 P.M., at the Town Clerk’s Office, 555 Union Avenue, Nev ‘
Windsor, New York. The Town Board of the Town of New Windsor reserves the right
reject any and/or all bids.

Roll Call: All Ayes Motion Carried: 5-0

e T R TS T NI T ey T AT T
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‘@rowN OF NEW ®INDSOR
' 555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (914) 563-4630
Fax: (914) 563-4693

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY FOR TOWN

June 12, 1997

Robert Dinardo, Esq.
Jacobowitz & Gubits

158 Orange Avenue
Walden, New York 12586

Re: Shannon Acres/Hudson Valley Development
Dear Bob:

I am enclosing a letter from your client, Tony Danza, of Hudson Valley Development dated June
3, 1997. The essence of the letter is that Hudson Valley Development is agreeable to signing an .
easement requested by the Town of New Windsor, if the Town waives certain fees which have
accrued against the site in the past.

You are aware of the fees, for there has been prior correspondence from you on the subject.

The Town of New Windsor is agreeable to waiving the fees in exchange for the easement. I have
received the concurrence of the Town Supervisor and Town Engineer.

At this time I am en'closing an easement together with a description. Mr. Danza has requested
that I forward the instrument to you for review and signature. I also enclose the Form TP-584 for
signature and Federal 1.D. number.

Please return the executed easement and Form TP-584 to me for recording. I shall send a copy to
you at that time.

Very tryly yours, , /
Phip A. Cro /
Attorney for the Tewn
pac/pab

Enclosures

cc: Supervisor Meyers
Mark J. Edsall, P. E.




o Grevas o suers
& LAND SURVEYORS ‘  Comonsons
Hildret .h | - _——

33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 . LOCATION SURVEYS
TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 .

247January 1994

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 123553

Att: Mr. James R. Petro, Jr., Chairman

SUBJECT: HUSTED TUNNSEND PURDY SUBDIVISION
bttt (PLANNING BOARD NO. 86-81)>

Dear Mr. Chairman and Planning Board Members:

On behalf of the Applicants in the Subject matter, a request is
hereby made that the Planning Board extend the Preliminary
Approval granted the Subject project through December 1994. The
original Preliminary Approval was granted on 13 December 1989.
The latest extension was granted for 12 months on 27 January
1993. In the meantime, the Applicants have been pursuing the
necessary approvals which have been delayed by the moratornum on
water and sewer exten510ns.

I¥ you should have any questions concerning thls matter please do

not hesitate to contact thls office.

Very truly yours,

Wi

William B. Hildreth, L.S.
Vice-President, Grevas & Hildreth, L.S., P.C.

cc: HcGoey; Hauser & Edsall Engineers, Atf: Mark Edsall, P.E.V
EDe/cy o /-R6-997 |
TE 2o |
o mA1? - .
',ahnon'H\ Ext. Granted ; (%an MQSB
1-27-94 |
mxed To: B. ﬂl}c‘rd,ﬁ
RECETVED AN 2 4 1904 &



Nt

d‘anuary ’ 1994 . 19

~i2/94)

MR. PETRO: On behalf of the applicants of the subject
matter, the Planning Board extended preliminary
approval granted through December 1994, original
approval was granted on 13 December, 1989 latest
extension was granted for 12 months on 27 January,
1993. In the meantime, applicants have been pursuing
necessary approvals which have been delayed by the
moratorium on water and sewer extensions. They are
looking for one year extension. :

MR. EDSALL: I don’t think there’s any restriction on
what you can do in the code. '

MR. PETRO: We gave it 12 month extension on the
preliminary.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Make a motion we give another 12
months.

MR. EDSALL: We should inform Mr. Hildreth and I‘l1l do
so that there’s no water moratorium in the Town of New
Windsor. There is in fact a restriction on sewer but
now with the availability of service via contract
arrangements with Majestic. That alternative still
exists so I would hope that they avail themselves of
the opportunity to get both sewer and water otherwise
the preliminary approval may go on forever so they do
have alternatives at this point and I would hope they’d
avail themselves of those as other applicants have.

MR. PETRO: Would you make Mr. Hildreth aware of that
and he can pass it on to the applicant?

MR. EDSALL: I’11 do so.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made for 12 month
extension.

MR. DUBALDI: Second it.



L - January . 1994 . S . 20

'MR. PETRO: Any further discﬁssibn?rﬂlf'not, roll

call.

ROLL CALL

MR. VAN LEEUWEN  AYE.
MR. DUBALDI - AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. DUBALDI: I make a motion we adjqutn.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Secbnd it.

ROLL CALL

MR. VAN LEEUWEN  AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

Respectfully Submitted By:
@mew .
Frances Roth §k§40v$%

Stenographer



;A.

‘*GreVas C meme

_LAAH)SLHQVEHQJRS '  SUBDIVISIONS
3 QUASSAICK AVENUE NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 . N LOCATION SURVEYS

TELEPHONE. (914) 562-8667

20 January 1993

" Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue ‘
New Windsor, NY 12353

Att: Mr. James R. Petro, Jr., Chairman

SUBJECT: HUSTED TOWNSEND PURDY SUBDIVISION
(PLANNING BOARD NO. 86-81)

Dear Mr. Chairman and Planning Board Members:

On behalf of the Applicants in the Subject matter a request is
hereby made that the Planning Board extend the Preliminary f7
Approval agranted the Subject project through December\iZZE’ 4gp//5p
Since the original Preliminary Approval was granted on

13 December 19879, at least one extension has been granted and the
Applicants have been pursuing the necessary approvals which have

been delayed by the moratorium on water and sewer extensions. ’

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please
do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly y

IO

William B.

WBH/ cmg

cc McGoey, Hauser & Edsall Engineers, Att: Naﬁk Edsall, P.E.
Frank Purdy
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William Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas & Hildreth appeared
before the board representing this proposal.

MR. PETRO: The extension you’re requesting we have
only did that one extension?

MR. HILDRETH: Honestly, Jim, I don’t know how many
we’ve had. I think there’s only been one.

MR. PETRO: We should be able to track that.
MR. HILDRETH: Here’s what’s happened.

MR. EDSALL: There’s no control or limit, let’s say to
the length or number of extensions for preliminary to
my knovledge. 1It’s basically a situation where they
are attempting to get outside agency approvals. We
obviously all understand that there are certain
moratoria in effect which limit their ability to get
those approvals so they basically just want to maintain
the status until they are able to get the outside
agency approvals, final approval does have a limited.

MR. PETRO: How long of an extension?

MR. EDSALL: Normally it’s six months. I suggested to
Bill in this particular case, since there’s not a lot
of light at the end of the tunnel at this particular
time, he may want to make it easier and just look for a
MR. PETRO: Do you have a date?

MR. HILDRETH: I suggested in the letter December ’93.

MR. EDSALL: How about December 31 that way we have on
record a time we have to act again by.

MR. KRIEGER: Why don’t we make it the last meeting in

- December then.




January 27, 1993 ' - 21

MR. EDSALL: That way they can act. .
MR. HILDRETH: That way we can come in if we have to.

MR. KRIEGER: The board may not decide they want a
meeting December 23, so maybe it would be the first
meeting in January of ‘94 would be a better approach.

MR. PETRO: Why don’t we leave it December 31, 1993 and
we’ll have to remember when the meeting is.

MR. KRIEGER: Who is going to remember?

MR. EDSALL: I guess the applicant will have to
remember.

MR. KRIEGER: If the board runs up against the six
month prohibition, they are not going to be meeting on
the 31st. It would expire and nobody would be here.
To make it easier, December 22 to make it easier for
the Planning Board in doing so so that you are not
trying to keep track. It occurs when your having a
meeting. You’re not trying to keep track in between.

MR. HILDRETH: 1I‘11 make sure I get on the agenda with
Myra for the December of 22, 1993.

MR. PETRO: 1Is there a motion to give--

MR. DUBALDI: So moved.

MR. LANDER: You don’t have any problem with that?

MR. KRIEGER: No, not if it is a request by the
applicant and an agreement by the Planning Board, I
have been, there’s no time limit on preliminary
approval other than the six month requirement that the
board must act within six months but you can extend
that.

MR. LANDER: 1’11 second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been seconded to grant Husted,
Townsend & Purdy extension to December 22, 1993 under




 January 27, 1993

prel iminary subdivision plan.

ROLL CALL

'MR. VAN LEEUWEN  AYE
) HR.”DUBAL_DI AYE
MR. LANDER AYE -

MR. PETRO: AYE

22



. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARM’ .
NEW YORK DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING L
NEW YORK. N.Y. 10278-0080 T

~ mEmY YO
ATTERTION OF

Regulatory Branch
SUBJECT: Army Corps of Engineers Jurisdiction

Mr. Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Dear Mr. Edsall:

It has come to the attention of the New York District of

. the Army Corps of Engineers that a proposed housing project

has come before the board, known as the Husted, Townsend and
Purdy Project. It is our understanding that this proposed
project may involve the fill of up to 4 acres of a pond and
surrounding wetlands in the Town of New Windsor, Orange
County, New York. Please be advised that such an activity may
require authorization from this office.

The Army Corps of Engineers regulates activities that
include dredging or construction activities in or over any
navigable waters of the United States, the placement of any
dredged or fill material in any waters of the United States
(including coastal or inland wetlands) or the accomplishment
of any work affecting the course, location, condition or
capacity of such areas. Such activities may require a
Department of the Army permit, in accordance with 33 CFR 320-
330.

Most waterbodies, including wetlands, intermittent
streams and natural drainage courses, are considered to be
waters of the United States. Currently, the State of New York
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) recognizes
and maps state fresh water wetlands as those wetland areas
that are 12.4 acres or more and/or are ecologically unique. A
NYSDEC determination classifying an area as a non-state
regulated wetland does not free a property owner from his or
her obligations under the Clean Water Act; the Corps regulates
the discharge of dredged or fill material into all freshwater
wetlands, regardless of size.

To remain out of Department of the Army jurisdiction
completely, we recommend that the applicant limit the project
to those areas upland of any waters or wetlands of the United
States. Not only is this envirommentally sound, but it could
potentially save the applicant considerable time and expense
while attempting to obtain necessary federal, state or local
permits.



1f f111 material is contemplated to be placed within
those areas of Corps jurisdiction, the. extent of these waters
of the United States needs to be delineated according to the
Federal Methodology, which requires the evaluation of features
including the hydrology, the vegetation, and the soxls present
on the 81te.

The ‘current method for dellneatlng Army Corps of
Engineers jurisdictional wetlands is in accordance with the
"Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual," Technical
Report Y-87-1. A copy of the manual may be obtained from the
National Technical Information Service by calling (703) 487-
4650.

When the delineation has been accomplished, the applicant -
should supply a wetland delineation report, including wetland
data sheets, a site map that shows flag numbers and surveyed °
lines, and photographs of the site. In addition, the ;
applicant should submit a detailed description of the proposed
construction activities listing the individual fill
requirements (in acres) within waters of the U.S., and spec1fy
the total numbers of acres of waters of the U.S. proposed to
be lost or substantlally modified.

If you have any questions, please contact Brian Orzel; of
my staff, at (212) 264-0183.

Sincerely,

L

George Nleves
Chief, Western Permits Section

Enclosures

—— — -



Grevas o sunvers
(gt SUBDIVISIONS

LAND SURVEYORS

Hildreth, rc e

33 QUA.SSAICK AVENUE, NEW MNDSOR. NEW YORK 12553
TﬂEH«»E.@VOﬁE%ﬁW

14 January 1%%}

Town of New Windsor Planning Beoard
555 Union Avenue
Mew Windsor, NY 12353

Att: Mr. Carl Schiefer, Chairman

SUBJECT: HUSTED, TOUWMSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION, DEAM HILL AMD
RILEY ROADS; REGUEST FOR EXTENSIONM OF PRELIMINARY
APPROVAL

Dear Mr. Schiefer & Planning Board Memebers:

As the Board will recall, Conditional Preliminary Approval was
granted to the Subliect subdivision on 13 December 178%. Flans
meeting the conditions impocsed by the Flannino Board were
submi tted on 12 July 17%0 for receipt of the Approval Stamp.

Since that time, however, conditicns imposed by other Agencies
have taused vs to reguest an extension of the Preliminary
Approval for a period of cne (1) vear from the date of submittal
of the plans meeting the Flanning Board-imposed conditions,

12 July 1270,

We also request that the first sheet of the plans, entitled the
"Final Subdivision Plan" {(only») be Stamped for Preliminary
Approval, =o that we may prUCEEd with our submittals to thase
agencies that are prepared to review the plan.

If you should have any questione concerning this matter, please
do not hesitate to contact this office.

Yery truly yours

Elias D. Grevas, L.S.

EDG/cmg

cc Robert DiMardo, E=sq., Projsct Attorney

Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Flanning Board Engineer
Frank Purdy : /

und“’ j%uﬁﬂmuﬂb /;U”g/

JA M
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1-23-91

HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION (86-81)

MR. EDSALL: As per our new procedure, we want to
document extensions so they are part of the minutes
and part of the agendas. We have a letter from Elias
D. Grevas of Grevas & Hildreth requesting a 12 month
extension to application 86-81, Husted, Townsend &
Purdv Subdivision. 1It's an extension of ovreliminarv
approval as my comments note, I stronaly helieve that
they are justified because it involves the extension
of water system and the town is tryinag to coordinate
how it can be properly done and--

MR. PAGANO: So it's a hardship?

MR. EDSALL: They are being delaved and I'd suaaest
giving therm 12 month extension.

MR. LANDER: So moved.

MR. SOGKUP: 1I'1l1 second that.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Soukup Ave
Mr. Dubaldi Ave
Mr. VanLesuwen Ave
Mr, Lander Ava
Mr. Pacano hye

Being that there was no further husiness to corme hefore
the 2oard a motion was rade to adiourn the meetinag hv
Mr. Soukup seconded by Mr. Dubaldi and avnproved bv the
Board.

Rispectfully subritted;
L

Stenocranher

-31-
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v Grevas

. LAND SURVEYORS LAND SURVEYS
SUBDIVISIONS
Hildrethrc =
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550
TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667 LOCATION SURVEYS

12 July 1990
, Page 1 of 2
Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

Att: Myra Mason, Secretary
SUBJECT: HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION, DEAN HILL ROAD
Dear Myra:

The Planning Board, at its meeting of 13 December 1989, granted
Conditional Preliminary Approval to the Subject subdivision.
The conditions were:

1. That additional storm drainage information be submitted by the
by the Project Engineer, Praetorius & Conrad, for review by
Mark Edesall.

2. That a note on the plan be revised to reflect an agreement
made with an adioining property owner (White).

It is our understanding that the drainage information has been
submi tted, reviewed and found acceptable by Mark Edsall. The
note revisions requested by the adjocining property owner’s
Attorney, Laura Zeisel, Esq., have been addressed.

We are enclosing seven (7)) copies of 2 of the 18 sheets
comprising the current plans for this project. These sheets
are:

1. Sheet 2 of 18; Final Subdivision Planj
2. Sheet 3 of 8; Site Utilities Plan.

The remainder of the sheets consisting of a Cover Sheet, and
profile and detail sheets, are for future submittal to the Orange
County Department of Health and New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation. A full set of the drawings,

eighteen sheets, are being hand-delivered to Mark Edsall for his
information and use.




C Att- Nyra Hason, Secretarr

Page 2 of 2

SUBJECT HUSTED TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVIS!ON, DEANE HILL ROAD

After confirmation that the conditions of the Preliminary
Approval have been met, we would apprecnate the receipt of a
stamp of Approva] by the Planning Board Chairman or Secretary. -
If you should have any questions prior to such approval stamping,
please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Uery truly yours

Elias D. Grevas, L.S.

cc: Mark Edsall,:P;E., Planning Beard Enqgineer
Laura Zeisel, Esq. w/encl (sheet 2 of 18)

DiNardo, Gilmartin & Burke, P.C. w/encl (sheet 2 of 18)
Frank Purdy A



TOVN OF NEW WINSSOR
555 UNION AVENUE ,
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK -

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC RECORDS

DATE:

{Please specify or describe items(s) requested)

Name:._ 2'/“1//9' WO

Address:_228 HMOivi Moll
dughlitersie N Y- 2607

Phone: " 473~ pO 2o

Pt D 7 D

Documents MUST NOT be taken from the office and MUST be returned
intact.

Time Out:
Time Returned:




LAIJRA ZEISEL

ATTDRNEY & CDUNSELDR AT LAw
Ve 169 MAINSTREET - - - .
. . POST OFFICE BOX9 . ', ¢
NEWPALT‘Z NEWYDRK |256| o

s (9: 41255 9299

" SUSANNFOSTERBROWN .~ .},
" DONNA MARTIN-JAEGER |

L FAX #(914)255-7734 L
i LEGALASSISTANTS ;. el R T

7 August 13,71990 .

,_;,_.;Carl Schlefer, Cha:.rman o
© 1 Town--of ‘New: windsor Plannmg Board
. 555 Union’Avenue - , :
New W:.ndsor, New York 12553

I!usted Townsend E Purdy Suhd:wiszn.on, . e
B Dean Hill. Road S : SRS

*Dear Mr. Schlefer. _

;:_of my c11ents. »Ken and Lmy Wh:lte, had been satlsfled..; ‘__1:. S

Tlus 1s to adv;.se you that 1n accordance wlth an agreement o

e At 1ts December 13. 1989 meet:mg regardlng “the above‘ o
. subd:.vx.s:.on, ‘the Board- 1nstructed me to notify it when the concerns'ﬂ :

‘;:i:—;}'reached ‘between. . the-: Whites - and: the" developers of -~ the - above . . .

-_‘plan dated June 14, 1990, and- subnutted to the Plann:mg Board on‘
‘: "~July 12 1990 by Grevas & !uldreth P C. R . - .

:3opposit10n to the subdins:on.

. . PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER

",.:',;*subd:.Vleon, certain changes - (prlmarlly ‘relating to:setbacks and . .
. open space .areas). have been  madeé in the proposed: subdivision.
“These changes are’ satxsfactorlly reflected on the final subdivision- -

In view: of the above, my ‘ clients hereby w1thdraw thelr: S




AS OF:  08/04/91 , PAGE: 1
S , CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT :

198: 87-56  NEW NINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Apolicant) CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWK OF NEW MINDSOR

AsK: 8&- 81

. DOLLARS
TASK-NO  REC  --DATE-- TRAN EMPL ACY DESCRIPTION--------- RATE  HRS. TINE EXF, BILLED BALANCE

L I I R R R R R R R R R R T T T T T T T T T T T

86-81 126 02/01/87 TINE MIE MC  HUSTED-TOWNSEND 40.00 (.30 20.00
86-81 127 02/08/87 TIME MJE HMC HUSTED TOWNSEND 40.00 1,00 4¢.00
B6-81 153 02/08/87 TINE FMD CL HUSTED-TOWNSEND 17,00 0.50 8.5%0
86-81 154 03/22/87 TIME MJE CM HUSTED TONNSEND 4000 1.00 40.00
84-B1 4387 07/19/88 TINE MJE MC HUSTED TWNSND PURDY  40.00 0.8 32,00
86-81 4774 07/20/88 TIME N CL HTFP 17.00 1,00 17.00

1597.50

Ba-B1 4777 0B/i7/88 BILE W TP Partial Rill -157.50

-157.50
Bg-B1 5327 09/2R/BR TINE MJE W[ HIF . £0.60 830 i2.00
34-81 5528 09/79/498 TIME ME MO HIP 40,40 0,50 30,00
BA-Bf  SB1Z 09/30/BE TINE MJE L HUSTED 17.00 1,00 17.00
BE-RE 5780 10730788 TIRE  JMF MR HUSTED TOWNBEND PURD 40,040 2,34 12,00
218,50

BA-B1  A¥57 1Z/19/8F BILL  PARTIAL -41.08

~248 G

LiTe Y

b 4
~i

L

M {T £0,40 o
HIE  TL HUSTED, TWRSND.PURDY 19,00 5,30
MIE AC  HUSTED TOWNSERD FURE 40,00 18,40
%IE TL PURDY SUR 19,04 9.50
#ie  ED i, 18.00
RIE  EC i, £5,00
£3 0L 18,

2 H

vIE AT 120

Bi-BI Y904 05710789
’ -374.50

ga-B1 11 TIRE  HIE HD HIF 84,4
ga-81 1 TIXE RIE NT HIF 50,04
Ba-B1 1! TIME EJ [t HUSTED/FUREY 15,40
-2 S B TINE  MJE ML uTF . 56,50
g6-81 11170 TIME  EJ {1 HUSTELSTO#NSEND 19,60
8a-8f 11 TisE  ®IE EL 4I® 50,00
Be-§1 1i3% TIME  KiE  MD HIF 40,04
2h-3% 7 11 FIEE E O HUBTER-TONNSEND-FUR 19,00
BA-BI 11 TINE Mt B[ HIF : LURET




85 OR: 08/06/91

JOR: 87-56  NEN WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Charges

fASK: B8&- 81

TASK-NO  REC

g&-
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T
XA CEY UL KX
NS I
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12750
12633

13815

15377
15431
13358
15465
15537
15456
153470

" 14205

186487

14541
16578
1A573

20544

221

mnat
L

B 4§ yic)
3877

23874

P B RO R RO

08/07/89

08/10/89
09/18/89%

11/791/89
11401789
11704789
11707789
11707789
11/09/8%
11/10/8%
12709769
12711789
12711789
12148

.....

iT3 7 [ 3]
12711/8%

2413790

D4/197%0
D87261D
04437170
06719790
47706790
GRIO3/90

29708190

06713790
49/147%4
09/15/%0
39413790
49120190

TRAN

TINE
TINE
TidE
TIME
TIHE
TIME
TINE

TIHE

Tint
TIME
TIME
TINE
TIHE
TINE

TIKE
{Ri:13
TIME
TiME
TIHE
TINE

" CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

ENPL  ACT DESCRIPTION-==----~

KIE

MIE

PIH
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PJR
SJE
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FURDY DRAINAGE REY
HUSTED-FURDY
HIF

HIP

HUSTED

HIP

HIF

Hig

HIF

HLF DRAINRSE
HTF

HIF

HTF

HUSTED, TOUNSEND

BILL IRV BY-481
il INY 93-143

HIP
HIF
HIP
HIF
HYG-CRLLE

4ie
BILL  INY 90-297

HIP RIGPP
MEAD:PURDY SUR & WIS
HIF B/LPP

HIP

HIF

ble to Applicant)

19.00

60,00

46,00
12.040
40.00
£0,00
19,00
50,00
ISIREL
30,00
Al OG
13,00
19,440
40,40

12 00
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CLIENT: NEWWIN - TONN OF NEW WINDSOR

2

736.30

80,00
.30
84.00
10,00
9.50
0,00
30,00
24,00
18,00
20,00
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-365.80

-736.30
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AS OF:  08/06/91

TASK:

JOB: 87-56  NEW WINDSOR PLAWNING BOARD (Chargea
8- 81

le to Applicant)

TASK-ND  REC -—-DATE-- TRAN EMPL ACT DESCRIPTION---------  RATE  HRS.

84-81
84-81

86-81

8s6-81

86-81

g4-81

3b-81

H6-81
26-81
84-81
B6-81
25-81

ag-81
24-81

' t |
I pon

e l'-:‘ e
LEN WX XD e

(LN - T ¥ Y )
[T

[V
[T
1

o )
—

LR T T ]

25538
2573
25826
25833
26732

- 28747
2917
30881
10844
30057
29512
30238
32300

37

S

18177
4081

RN

42183

09/21/90

09/21/90
09/25/90
09726190
10£22/9

11705/90

2/21/90
21/10/91
01710791
1/15/91
01/22/91
01/23/91
01/23/91

Vaidl

(2728791

0z2712/91

0379
05/15/91
0617491
08127791

TIRE
TIE
TINE
TINE
TINE

TINE
TIME
TN
THE
TIME
TIXE
TINE
TIRE .
Tise

TivE
TIEE
TIME

TIRE

DEI2L791

(7711791

47117491

TINE
TIgE

NIE
o

- MIE

MIE
HE

M
HIE
NE

gl

MC

L

- NC

1N
LN

nc
AL
KC

K
kX
oL
ML
b

51
L 1

o
HE

RE

H

« ® 8 + 2 8 2 & ® s 2 2 5 s @

HIP o
MEMO: PURDY SUED
HIP

HIP

HIF

BILL  90-390

HIF - CALLS RE:WATER
HIP

HILST DK, TONKLFERRODY
HOUSTON, TOWN & PERE.
Hip o
12 %08 PRELIN EXT
HUSTED TOMNSEND
HUSTED-NTR SYS REY
HIP-CALLS

BILL IRV 91-173

HIP-MIER W/&PFP
qiF CaLlL

HiE
HOLSTOH/REVIEY RFT

HJUSTER/REY EHB RFT
HIP ~ [AlLs

60,00
83.00
63.00
$%.00
65,00
85,980
23.00
£3.00

5.0

£5.00
23,80
AS.00

£3.40

5.00

5
45,00

0,50
2,50

1.9

1,00
0.30
0,10

100

2,50
0,50

£.50
8.30
a.2n

1,480

Lol

4.3

TRSE To1AL

CHROMOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

PABE: 3

CLIENT: NENNIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

TINE

¢ s e 8 8 s

30,00
12,50

18,00
10.00
18.00

1707.0¢

10,00
12,50
97,50
A3.00
12,50
- 4,50
25,00
12,59

3
LR

12,540

iy

¢

PR

EXP.

DOLLARS .
BILLED BALANCE

L I I I I N Y I

-343.00

170700

-275.400

45,00

19,50
23271.5 R -218%.00 162,50
217,50 8,00 -2185,50 152,50



'09)1319¢

A8 OF:

J0B: 87-56

TASK: 86- 81

TASK-NO  REC  --DATE-- TRAN
B6-81 208 02/01/87 TINE
84-81 209 02/08/87 TINE
25-81 249 02/09/87 TINE
84-81 250 03/22/87 TIME
84-81 11403 07/19/88 TINE
85-34 12393 07/20/88 TIME
84-81 12393 08/17/68

86-81 14504 09/78/38 TIME
Bi-81 14505 09/29/88 TIME
86-61 15287 09/30/88 TIME
84-81 15177 10710788 TIME
85-81 18651 12/19/88

g&-B1 20783 02/04/89 TIME
B4-81 71195 02/08/89 TINE
84-81 72993 03/15/89 TIRE
Ba-B1 2320 03/15/89 TIAE
84-81 24737 04/0%/89 TINE
BL-81 4T3 04/10/89 TINE
85-81 24997 (4/10/89 TINE
BA-E1 74995 04/11/89 TIME
36-81 24920 05/14/89 TIME
a-31 25164 03/10/89

94-81 29825 08/12/89 TIME
B&-31 78879 0L/13/89 TIRE
B5-B1 28920 04713739 TIM
B5-31  7EE3L 0A/14/89 TIME
ga-B1 78973 0A/13/89 TINE
85-81 79304 08719789 TIME
35-31 29315 6471789 TIME
26-31 79880 Q&/71/89 TIME
34-81 29317 0bJ2278% TINE

EHRUNQLBSIEA' J08 °TR¥US REFORY

NEW KINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant)

FL ACT DESCRIFTION--------- RATE  HRS.
MIE ML HUSTED-TOMNSEND 40,00 0,30
KIE KL HUSTED TOWNSEND 50,00 1.00
FED  CL  HUSTED-TOWNSEND i7.00  6.50
MIE [CM HUSTED TORNSEND 40,00  1.00
BIE KD HUSTED THNSND PURDY  40.00  0.80
HIE CL HTF 17.60  1.00

BILL  H T P Partial Rill
BIE ML HIP 40,90 0.30
HIE HC HIF 84,00 0.5
HJE  CL HUSTED 1700 1.00
I¥F MR HUSTED TURNSEND FURD  40.00 9,30

BILL  PARTIAL
AIE KD HIP 50,00 Q.36
HJE €L HUSTED,TWHSHD,PURDY  19.00  §.50
MIE  BC HUSTED TOWNSEND FURD  40.00 0.30
WIe  CL PURDY 5uR 19.06 2,50
E3E KL HIF 50,00 0,30
MIE HC HTF £0.00  1.60
£5  CL HUSTED-TOWNSEMB Suyf 19,00 0,50
Ed  [L HUSTED-T - PE COMHS  19.00 Q.50
MIE KL HIP 50,00 0,19

BILL  invB% 243
HIE ML HIF 50.60  1.10
ME R HIF 50,08 4,50
El LU HUSTED/PURDY 19.00  0.50
KIE HL HIP 50,060 1.00
£l LU HYSTEG/TOENSERD 15,00 0.20
BIE ML HIP 40,60 0,50
ME KL HIF £4,06 0.50
E3 LU HUSTED-TOWNSEND-PUR  19.090 Q.59
BIE ML HIF 50,00 0.5

CLIENT: NEWWIN

£xp.

20,00
40,00
8.50
40,00
32,00
17.60

17,90
20,00
17.00
12,00

ig.a0
9.50
18,00
9.3
18.400
&0.00
ll\-{l
9.50

54,00
30.60
9.50
£0.00
3.86
36,60

30,00

(=20

¥yt

38,00

PREE: 1

- TGN OF NEW KINDSOR

BILLED FALANCE

e 8 3 3 33
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AS OF: 09/18/89 L o PABE: 2
o , CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT , S
J0B: 87-55  NEW WINDSOR PLANNING ROARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEWIN .- TOMN OF NEW WINDSOR
CTASK: 96~ 81

» _ , , ' -----DOLLARS ---
TASK-NO  REC  —-DATE—- TRAN EWPL ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RATE  HRS. TINE £xp. BILLED - BALANCE
85-81 32879 08/07/89 TINE MNIE €L 19.00 100 19.00
Bo-B1 37838 08/10/89 TIME MIE MO HIP 50.00 1.00  40.00

TASK TOTAL 736.30 9.00 37050 165,80

GRAND TOTAL 736,30 0.00 -370.50 355,80




CITY OF NEWBURGH

CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE
CIY HALL
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550
TEL. (914) ¢ 565-3333

ANDREW J. DAMIANO
CITY MANAGER

November 6, 1989

Town of New Windsor Planning Beard
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12550

ATTN: Chairman, Carl Schiefer

RE: Husted, Townsend and Purdy Subdivision
Dean Hill Road

Dear Mr. Schiefer:

The City of Newburgh has been advised of a subdivision
proposed on Dean Hill Road in the Town of New Windsor which
borders Brown's Pond which is a part of the City of Newburgh
water supply. The City of Newburgh has some very
significant concerns relative to the possible impact the
development of this subdivision may have on the water supply
system.

The City of Newburgh takes no exception to the Lead
Agency Status for the purposes of SEQRA review which is
assumed by the Town of New Windsor Planning Board as long as
the review conducted with respect to possible impact on the
environment is a "Coordinated" review with the City of
Newburgh.

Obviously the City is concerned about how the City's
watershed and the pond are to be protected f£from polluted
run-off water, both above and below the ground surface and
we request that a study be conducted which determines
whether the protection proposed is adequate and if not,
thoroughly describing the protection methods to be used to
provide this necessary protection. '



Husted, Townsend and Purdy Subdivision - Dean Hill Road
November 6, 1989
Page 2

We hereby request that the Town of New Windsor prohibit
development within a minimum of 500 feet from the water line
of Brown's Pond in order to provide a buffer of protection
to the pond. We also regquest that measures be taken to
absolutely minimize the run-off of surface water from
roads, etc. into the pond.

We have reviewed the latter submitted by the
Applicant's surveyor describing the measures proposed for
protection and £ind them to be in our opinion, inadequate
based on the limited description provided. We feel that the
measures should be described in greater detail and that the
approval of the Orange County Department of Health and the
New York State Health Department be obtained for these
measures prior to any approval being granted by the Town of
New Windsor. We request this step in view of the vast
interest and monitoring that the City's water supply has
received from these agencies in recent months. We are, for
your information, soliciting comments on behalf of the City
regarding this subdivision from these two agencies to assist
in determining the requirements for adequate protection and
we will keep you informed of our findings in this regard.

We also suggest that due to the size of this project
and the potential for a significant impact on the City of
Newburgh water supply and the environment that a thorough
Environmental Impact Statement be prepared which addresses
the issues we have raised as well as others which may be
manifested in the required “"Scoping Session".

We look forward to being part of the review process on
this and other projects which may impact the City of
Newburgh and we appreciate the cooperation of the Town of
New Windsor in this matter.

Please reply to this office if you require further
comment however, we will await further input from you
regarding this project.

Sincerely,

City Manager

cc: McGoey, Hauser and Edsall, P.C.
William M. Kavanaugh, Corporation Counsel
Mathias Schleiffer, P.E., Orange County Health Dept.

AJD/fb
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State Environmental Quality Review

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

g

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. : - . ) e : '

The full EAE 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 Conipénems: Tﬁe 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 2 potentially-
" large impact. The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

Part 3: If any impactin Part 2 is identified as poteniially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the
impact is actually important. .

YOS

! DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE—Type 1 and Unlisted Actiqns
. fdentify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: & Part1 O Part2 ‘ OPart 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
Jead agency that:

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

0 B. Although the project could have a ﬁgniﬁcant 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.*

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

P

Hosren , Townsewo § Pogpy - Mbsor Svepiision)

Name of Action

+ %Tw JJ&-J WD S Rﬁﬂmﬂi BQMLD

-~y o .

; : Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency %tle %&ﬁur

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Si:.nature of Preparer (If different from r ible officer)
SLsbs R
.2 ; JSone / 75 7
Date

1
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. PART 1—PROJECT lNFORM.ON

Prepared by Project Sponsor
NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effec:
on the environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considerec

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

newhstudles. research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specif-
each instance.

NAME OF ACTION

uuﬁﬁ,mtxﬂé t'PUrgLi- MﬂJW 5\}‘;4;\/' Sio

LOCA“ON OF ACTION (luclud. Street Address, Municipality and County)

| L Soo't West a{ g \61 Road i
WE OF BUSINESS TELEPHONE
Clo :F-rau kb D, R}rAu\ ) Se|-4666
CITYIPO BD Z &d& 94‘ Bax ‘o & STATE ZIP CODE
N ewboral, ' MY | jzsse
NAME OF OWNER (f different\.)

BUSINESS TELEPHONE
_____-AGmcn_l:\uiPs(.,_J?w'o\h‘\' Vownsend § Tk Pur dyl () Gre qs.«c\
ADDRESS
( Jha_ 3

CITYPO -~

STATE 2ZIP CODE _
DESCRIPTION OF AcTIoN ¢ -lob Single -:Famflj
' Ees deutial 5‘2\9&-{\1 RIS

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 Dindustrial DCommercial esidential (suburban) ORural (non-farrm.

OForest OlAgriculture OOther

2. Total acreage of project area: -~ 79.402  acres. ;
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMBE‘_ET!ON
Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) : © __ acres *® acres
Forested (Woo dod 7942 acres . 32:3%acres
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) o acres o acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) © ___ acres =) acres
Water Surface Area o acres o acres
Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) © _ acres o acres
Rdads. buildings and other paved surfaces © __ acres 19. 4": acres
Other (Indicate type : ¢ 45 L ___ acres _____Z__7_:I__ acres

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? M%(M_QEMML,_&_M_)__

. a Soil drainage:  BfWell drained _ S __ % of site Moderately well drained ___%2 % of site

DPoorly drained ___ % of site
b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified wrthm soil group 1 through 4 of the NY$
Land Classification System? ____ acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370).

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on »proiéct site? DYes o
a. What is depth to bedrock? 2 50" (in feet) (s..w.u !419




2 w%ﬁy““ a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary

\
{ s . . ) e
Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: oW

a\

'S, Ab‘p'rqximate percentage of prouosed project site with slopes: 30-10% _ﬁQ_L % 01015% __li_i_. %

C15% or greater 52 «

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

7. Is project substantaally contlguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? OYes Ko
8. What is the depth of the water table? 3_.5_. (in feet) (‘h spmearfﬂ")

9. Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? OvYes | ®Ro

10. Do hunting, ﬁshing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? OYes @Ko ]
11. Does project site contain any species of plant or ammal fife that is identified as threatened or endangered?

DYes No °  According to ___ NN 9 Qé [off (&c letber dgled lbﬁ_ﬁ&qm
Identify each species 4ty -

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

13. Is the project site gresently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area?

CiYes o If yes, explain

14. Does the present sije include scenic views known to be important to the community?
DOvYes - No ’

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area: Peowne

a a. Name _

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? Z(Yes CONo
a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? #Yes ONo
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? @Ves ONo

Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA,
Section 303 and 3047 OYes , ElNo

b. Size (In acres)

18.

19.- Is the site located in or substantially contiguous go a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8

of the ECL and 6 NYCRR 6177 OvYes No
20. Has the slte ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? OYes Eﬁo

B. Project Description
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate)
a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor —29.42% acres.
b. Project acreage to be developed: .__Q_'.Z_l:‘:'. acres initially; .__i"i‘-ﬁ-_ acres ultimately.
c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped ____ 323 *acres.
d. Length of project, inmiles: ___________ (If appropriate)
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed _______ %

f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing ____ @ ___; proposed ___ 2 32
8. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour /85

(upon completion of project)?
h. If residential: Number and type of housing units:

One Family . Two Family Muiltiple Family Condominium
Initially _lle
Ultimately ¢ -

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure B8’ height; _BO' _ width; __B0" length. C&*'W‘l)
j- Linear feet of frontage along a public tho:oughfare project will occupy is? lﬂ_f."ft (Zvo.w\-; om aqé)

’ 3




2. How muc:: natural material . tock, earth, etc.) will be removed from. %ite? o tons/cubic yards
3. Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? ﬁes. ONo  DN/A

a if "\-.es, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed? ____Lau.m-:u &G& S\i'p/-s

b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation?  Zfves  ONo

c. Will upper subsoil be stoékpuled for reclamation? BYes DNO( ?«MA "F-"ﬁw
4. How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? .__LL___. acres.
S. Will any matug'/:prest (over 100 years old) or other Iocally-lmportant vegetation be removed by this project?

o

Dves s by At rrsrell ¢ el G prmirin 1987 '):M/LA%
6. If smgle phase _project: Anticipated period of construction months, (including demolition).
7. if muiti-phased:
a. Total number of phases anticipated — A4  (numben. i

b. Antlcipated date of commencement phase 1 _Aq.ul__ month IR 19% year, (including demolition).

c. Approximate completion date of final phase _AQnL_ month __199% __ vear.
d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? OvYes % 1 1)

8. Will blasting occur during construction?  Oves BNo

9. Number of jobs generated: during construction 40 _;after project is complete o

10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project ___ ©

11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? E(Y'es ) ONo If yes, explain
?) ion jon n el 4 e Ager 49@194

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? OYes @fo
a. if yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount
b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged
13. s subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? I!(es ONo Type S’uh_qf e

14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? DYes #1to W,zﬂw"“‘c‘// T»
Explain ‘
15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plam? JYes o
16. Will the project generate solid waste? Bies ONo
a. If yes, what is the amount 'per month___lg____ tons
If yes, will an exustmg solid waste facility be used? E(e-s ONo -
If ves, give name __ YQnqe Countny Lé\\-lvc*l\ ; location __New QCN\?\'W\ Y-

b.
c.

o PRo
d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? DOYes [
e. If Yes, explain

17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DvYes Eﬁ; s
a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? ________ tons/month.

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years. -
18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides?  [lYes [Bfo -
19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? [IYes [B‘(o

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? DYes &No

21. Will project result in an increase in efiergy use? BYes CNo

If yes , indicate type(s) _Foel O, Eleckvicitn , Nok. G4%
22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity ______._____._GG . gallons/minute. ..

23. Total anticipated water usage per day _ﬂa.é_?i’_tgallonslday.

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? OYes B(
If Yes, explain 'y




. 43, AppiOvais Requuéd: . . . . Submittal

ce _ : Type Date

Cit‘y, Town, Village Board Dves DONo . :

City, Town, Village Planning Board @Ves DONo éihé"\\"\‘f\‘b" i #1.4:.!_3_&.
City, Town Zoning Board - Oves ONo : - -
City, County Health Department’ Aes DONo MM J

Other Local Agencies DYes ONo

Other Reguonal Agencies Oves DNo R

State Agencnes NNS.DELC. ®Yes DNo Mﬁf Go\teckion

Federal Agencaes OvYes -ONo

c Zonlng and Planning Information ,
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? B{es ONo
If Yes, indicaté decision required:

Dzoning amendment Dzoning variance Ospecial use permit subdivision Osite plan
DOnewfrevision of master plan Oresource managem et plan Oother

2. What is the zoning classification{s)of the site? 5'“‘1“ ':F‘.a.‘!i:‘ﬂ &5:"“*{‘“
3. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?

As showw
4. What is the proposed zoning of the site?
5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning?

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? MVes ONo
7. What are the predommant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a ¥ mile radius of proposed action?
T é‘ms’c ~Toamily_ Les! deunia)
8. ‘Is the proposed actuon compgtible with adjommglsurroundmg land uses within a % rmle? @Yes ONo
9. If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed?
a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? .__Z_‘_.._‘.Z_BQ T
10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? OvYes PrRo

11. Will the proposed agiea create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police,
fire protection)? ONo

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? Mfes ONo
12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? [Z’¢es ONo
: a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? BVes ONo

D. Iniomatiohdl 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 duscuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or
avoid them.

E. Verification
| certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.

Applicant/Sponsor Wrx{ f /’ 0"6/3 : Date _&‘J ztzf_z_
Signature Title M
EC/AS 2 GRS

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

5



Pért Z‘ROJECT IMPACTS AND THEH’&A_GNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General Information (Read Carefully)

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

. ldec‘atify.ing 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.

o The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold of
magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and

for most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples andfor lower thresholds may be appropriate
for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

o The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and i
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 provided, check column 2. If 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.

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

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

W] . R ) ’ 1 2 3
\"{ ' , L . . Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
- xj R : ’ Moderate Large Mitigated By
VA IMPACT ON LAND Impact Impact | Project Change
{\N 1. Wdl the progo_sed action result in a physical change to the project site?
. - C T o0 ONO  DYES
Examples that would ‘apply to column 2 . '
* Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 0 0 Oyes [ONo
foot of length), or where the general slopes in the project area exceed '
“10%. - : :
¢ Construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than O O Oves [ONo
3 feet. .
* Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. C1 a Oves DNo
» Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within 0O 0 Dyes CIno
3 feet of existing ground surface.
¢ Construction that will continue for more-than 1 year or involve more 0O |} Oves [No
than one phase or stage. C
¢ Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 O O Oves [ONo
tons of natural material (i.e., tocl_c or soil) per year. -
o Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. O .} OvYes [No
e Construction in a designated floodway. 0 O Oves 0ONo
» Other impacts 0 O Oves DONo
2. Will there be an effect t:. .1y unique or unusual land forms found on
< the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etcJONO  DIYES
* Specific land forms: i a O Oves [ONo
6
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_ IMPACT ON WATER
3. Will proposed action affect any water body designated as protected?
{Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL)

] . CNO  0OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

¢ Developable area of site contains a protected water body.

* Dredging more than 100 cubic yatds of matenal from channel of a
" protected stream.

¢ Extension of utility distribution faculmes through a protected water body.
e Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland.
e Other impacts:

4. Will ptopésed action affect any non-protected existing or new body

/}gb’

of water? DONO  DYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

* A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water
or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

e 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? ONO  0JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

* Proposed Action will require a discharge permit.

* Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not
have approval to serve proposed (project) action.

® Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45
gallons per minute pumping capacity.

* Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water
supply system.

* Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater.

* Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently
do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

* Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per
day.

* Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an

“existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious visual
contrast to natural conditions.

* Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical
products greater than 1,100 gallons.

* Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without water
andfor sewer services.

® Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses which may
require new or expansion of existing waste treatment and/or storage
facilities.

[ ther impacts:

v 6- Will proposed action alter drainage flow or patterns, or surface
water runoff? ONO DOVES
Examples that would apply to column 2

® Proposed Action would change flood water flows.

1

2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
impact impact | Project Changg

O O Oves 0OnNo
O 0 Oves 0OnNo
O O Oves [Ono
0 O Oves ONo
] 0 Oves [ONo
O ] Clves ONo
O 0O Oves [no
0 0 Oves [ONo
O O Oyes [OnNo
O 0O Oves [Ono
0 0O Oves Ono
] 0O Oves Ono
O O Oves [OnNo
O 0O Oyves [Ono
O (] Oves ONo
O O Oves DONo
(| O Oves 0OnNo
O O Oves ONo

O OYes [ONo
(I} 0 Oves DOnNo
O 0 Oves DOnNo




1 2 3
Small to | Potential |{Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
Impact Impact |Project Chaoge
¢ Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion. O 0O Oves OnNo
* Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. 0 O DOves [OnNo
* Proposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway. O O Oves DnNo
o Other impacts: 0 O Oves [ONo
S TS T IMPACT ON AIR
f Wnll proposed actnon affect air quality? ONO  DYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
- Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given 0 O OYes ONo
hour.
¢ Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of 0O a OYes OnNo
refuse per hour. .
« Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour or a O o Oves ONo
heat source producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
* Proposed action will allow an increase in the amount of land committed O O Ovyes DOnNo
to industrial use.
* Proposed action will allow an increase in the density of industrial ] O Oves DOnNo
development within existing industrial areas.
¢ Other impacts: O O OYes 0OnNo
IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
. Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered
species? : - DONO  0OYES
Examples that would ‘apply to column 2
* Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal D O Oves 0DOnNo
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site.

* Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. O 0 Oves DOwNo
o Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other 0 O Oyves Ono
than for agricultural purposes. _

* Other impacts: O O Oves DONo

.y
3. will Proposed Action substantnally affect non-threatened or b
4, non-endangered species? ONO  DOYES
A Examples that would apply to column 2
e Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or O (] Ovyes [OnNo
migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species.
o Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 -acres O O DOves [ONo
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?
/ ONO  OYES _
¥ Examples that would apply to column 2
* The proposed action would sever, cross or limit access to agricultural O a Oves DOnNo
land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.)

8
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1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
Impact -| Impact |Project Change

-

e Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil prohle of 0 -0 Oves [DNo
agricultural land.
* The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres 0 ] Oves ONo

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

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

e Other impacts: O D Oves [OnNo

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic rescurces? ONO  OYES
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.21,"
'I\L Appendix B.) o
Examples that would apply to column 2
¢ Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different from O O Oves ONo
or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether
man-made or natural.
® Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of O O " | Oves [OiNo
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 Oves [No
screening of scenic views known to be important to the area.

e Other impacts: 0O O ) Oves ONo

O
a

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic, pre-
#'L_historic or paleontological importance? ONO DOYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
e Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or substantially 0 0O Oyves ONo
contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or Nationa! Register
of historic places.

* Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located within the O
project site.

Oves [ONo
® Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for Dyes DONo
archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory.

e Other impacts: D 0 Oves DONo

a
O O

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 ONO 0OYES
¢ The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity.

* A major reduction of an open space important to the community.
e Other impacts:

Oves DONo
Oves ONo
Oves ONo

0oo
0oa




A~ Examples that would apply to column 2

el

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

14. Wsll thete be an effect to exustmg transportation systems?
ONO  OVYES

* Alteration of present patterns of movement of people andfor goods.
* Proposed Actxon will result in major traffic problems
U Other nmpacts

’

IMPACT ON ENERGY

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

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

any form of energy in the municipality.

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

transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family
residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use.

¢ Other impacts:

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS

16. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result
of the Proposed Action? ONO DYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 .

® Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensmve
facility.

¢ Odors will occur routinely {(more than one hour per day).

* Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.

® Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen,

* Other impacts:

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

17. Will Proposed Action affect publlc health and safety?
ONO  DIYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 :

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

* Proposed Action may result in the burial of “hazardous wastes” in any
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating
infectious, etc.}

¢ Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of 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. :

e Other impacts:

1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
impact impact ] Project Change
O O Oves [ONo
O 0 Oves. [ONo
(] 0O Oves DONo
a ] Oves 0ONo
0O O Oves DOnNo
O O OYes 0ONo
O O Oves DOnNo
] O Oves OUNo
O O Oves OnNo
0 O Oves Do
O O Oyves OnNo
0 O Oves DOno
D [} Ovyes [DONo
0 0O Oves ONo
O 0 Oves Dno
O 0O OYes [OINno
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1 2 3
IMPACY ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be

18. Will proposed action affect the character of the existing community? impact - | Impact |Project Change
g - ‘ ONO 0OYES

- Examples that would apply to column 2
¢ The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the O 0 Oves DNo

project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.
¢ The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services 0O (] Oves OnNo

will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project.
 Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. 0 O Oves [ONo
* Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. O O Oves [ONo
* Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures 0 O DOyes [ONo

or areas of historic importance to the community.
* Development will create a demand for additional community services O (] Oves Do

{e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) .
* Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects. a D Oves - OnNo
* Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. O O Ovyes OnNo
¢ Other impacts: O ] Oves ONo

19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to
potential adverse environmental impacts? ONO  OYES 7 Fo
. é//

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 or 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:

* The probability of the impact occurring

e The duration of the impact

® |ts irreversibility, 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

® Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact.

(Continue on attachments)

R
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Visual EAF Addendum

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

(To be completed by Lead Agency)

Distance Between
Vislbility Project and Resource (in Miles)
1. Would the project be visible from: : 0V Y% %3 35 54

* A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available O 0 O (] 0O
-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 O O O O O
observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural
or man-made scenic qualities?

~ ® A site or structure listed on the National or State O O O O O

Registers of Historic Places?

e State Parks? (] O O O O

* The State Forest Preserve? D D 0 O 0

* National Wildlife Refuges and state game refuges? D O 0 O a

* National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding (] O o 0 0O
natural features?

* National Park Service lands? 0 O 0 O D

e Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic 0O 0 0 D D
or Recreational? |

¢ Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such O () O O O
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak?

e A governmentally established or designated interstate O D O O 0

or inter-county foot trail, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation?

* A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as 0 (] () ] O
scenic?

¢ Municipal park, or designated open space? a ] 0 (] O

» County road? O O O 0 O

o State? ' O 0O 0O O O

* Local road? O O 0 O O

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 durmg the tlme of year
during which the project will be visible?

OvYes ONo




- .

- DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT

4. From each item checked in questnon 1, check those which generally descnbe the surrounding
* environment.

Within
- *1/4 mile *1 mile
Essentially undeveloped O O
Forested B O
Agricultural O O
Suburban residential O a
Industrial O O
Commercial O O
Urban O O
. River, Lake, Pond D O
Cliffs, Overlooks O O
Designated Open Space O a
Flat O 3
Hilly O O
Mountainous O O
Other O O

NOTE: add attachments as needed

5. Are there visually similar projects within:

*14 mile DYes OnNo
*1 rniles Oves ONe
*2 miles OvYes OnNo
*3 miles - Oves OnNo -

* 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.

CONTEXT _
7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is
' FREQUENCY
Holidays/
Activity Dal

ily Weekly Weekends Seasonally

Travel to and from work O O O O
Involved in recreational activities O O O O
Routine travel by residents a 0 O O
At a residence a O a a
At worksite O O O O
Other O O O -
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FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

nenys

13162 (2;87');-_7c : : .

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-
lv, 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.- o : N S
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 pérts:

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

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

Part 3: If any irﬂpact in Part 2 is identified as poten{ially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the
impact is actually important. ; ,

! DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE—Type 1 and Unlisfed Actions
tdentify the Portions of EAF cochpleled for this project: [B/ Part 1 [J Part2 OIPart 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 csmmanreemn p—tua e om e S

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.

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

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

Hosven, Townsewp $ Poeoy- Masor Susowision
Name of Action .

Town o New WmDsore:. Planumg Boaep
Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (If different fwm?éponsible officer)

D, Gpevas LS
Eev.2- 7 Nov. 1989 S
Date

1




PART 1—PROJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor
NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effec:
on the environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considerec
as part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additionz:
information you believe will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

It is expected that completuon of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve

new studies, research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify
each instance.

NAME OF ACTION

Hysted, ,Townsert ¢ Pueoy— Masoe SuaoWisioN
LOCATION OF ACTION (Include Street Addrcss, Munlclpality and County)

North ot Dean Hill Poad, Soo't west oL E‘Ie««%ml Town o l\,ewa)mclsa"ﬂ'amé

NAME OF APPLICANT/SEONSOR BUSINESS TELEPHONE
Clo Frank D. Pw-du (A 561- 4666
ADDRESS
ED Z, Foute 94, P 105
CITYIPO Ve STATE ZIP CODE
Nery bnm'n NY | 1z550
NAME OF OWN \S“ different) BUSINESS TELEPHONE
ames, \-—\us-lecl Do.hth' oumsend 41 'anL Purda | ¢ o (2= above)
ADDRESS
[ W o o ab:)‘lcl
CITYIPO STATE ZIP CODE
DESCRIPTION OF ACTION
16 -\Vok Single-Famil
Residential Svbdivisien
Please Complete Each Question—Indicate N.A. if not applicable
A. Site Description :
Physical setting o_f overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.
1. Present land use: OuUrban Oindustrial DCommercial esidential (suburban) CJRural (non-farm,
OForest OAegriculture OOther
2. Total acreage of project area: 19. AO-acres ’ 2
APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COM!:!&TION
Meadow or Brushland (Non-agncultural) © _ acres © 2 acres
Forested ( No-beg 7813 acres 220% acres
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) _© acres =) acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24 25 of ECL) O__ acres © __ acres
Water Surface Area ( 5quu9~3 Povsc\) : 132  acres ©.3%  acres
Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) O __ acres (o] acres -
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces © _ acres 19.4%  acres
Other (Indicate type)Laww Aveas £oad S\opes O acres 277 % _ acres

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? Q\ acial il I&wu C\ﬁq Loam 511} w] Stones)

a. Soil drainage: @Well drained a8t % of site lBModerately well dtamed 20t o of site

OPoorly drained 2% % of site
b. If any agricultusal land is mvolved how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS
Land Classification System? ______ acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370).
4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on -project site? . (Yes Bﬁo :
a. What is depth to bedrock? + N/A (in feet) & Well loqs indicale > o' "‘*"
wel lodfations on site.

2




5. Approximate percentage of proposed proj’site with slopes: * - [B6-10% __&__, ‘oH015% _ 1S 2 9%

: ’ 5% or greater ___ 2 ¥- 9% - ‘

6. Is project substantially contiguods to, or c(goatain a building, site, or district, Iisted on the State or the National
Registers of Historic Places? Oves o. S g e e s

PRI L BN

7. Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? ©  OYes - [@ENo
8. What is the depth of the water table? _8-5_(in feet) ( in Sowme Areas) .

9. Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? DOvYes - Eiﬁo
10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the pro;ect area? DYes . BRo

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

DYes o According to N\/é DE.C. (See lerkr'dah-d iQ Feb. 1459, 4’H’4<heé)
Identify each species ’

12. Are there any umque or unusual land forms on the project site? (i e, cliffs dunes other geo!ogical formations)
: DYes ®Ro Descnbe

~ 13, Is the project siuéyresently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or -‘recreation area?
N

- DYes o If ves, expiain
14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community? .
OvYes o

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area: -
a.' Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary

. +Ac.
16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: ' Brown's Pond: 1652 Ac
a. Name _unnamed Suwampy_ pond ; Browns POHA b. Slze (In acres)__lo 12Ac é""“"‘ﬂ% *""é)
L. 3 'k‘ (o :
17. Is the site served by existing public utilmes? Eﬁes ONo (a AX A ovks: ccﬂ.‘ed
a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? @Yes ONo
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? ElVes - DONo

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

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguo[uasﬁto a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 6177 OYes o

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? - [JYes o

B. Project Description _
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project {fill in dimenSions as appropnate)
a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor 19.40+ acres. -

b. Project acreage to be developed: ATt acres initially; AN acres ultimately.
c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped ___3_7_.’-’_.1; acres. o
d. Length of project, inmiles: ___________ (If appropriate)
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed ____ — %,
f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing —_—o__; proposed —Z3Zz
g Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour __18S ___ (upon completion of project)? .
h. If resrdential Number and type of housing units: : "

. One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium
Initially e '
Ultimately il

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure _35.__ height; __ 30" width;, __&2"_ length. ( Eéf'-m&ﬂ‘)
j. Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 148144 _ ft. ( 3 w;"—‘g on @446)
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2. How muc:: natq(al material (i.e., rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the isite? O ___ tons/cubic yards
3. Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? PVes ONo ON/A

a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed? Lawns, ©Coad 5[‘5,3" S

b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? (¥es ONo

c. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation?  BYes ONo (€oad 4:”‘9) D
4. How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? __U_ﬁ.f_.. acres.

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

6. If si'ngle phaée project: Anticipated period of construction ______ months, (including demolition).

7. Iif multi-phased:
a. Total number of phases anticipated _____ (& ___(number). i
b. Anticipéted date of commencement phase 1 _Apvil _ month _134e - year, (including demolition).
c. Approximate completion date of final phase _..Ap.L_ month __199% year.

d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases?  [JYes BiNo
8. Will blasting occur during construction? ~ [OYes . BNo.

9. Number of jobs generated: during construction __4_‘_.0_3__; after project is complete o

10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project . <& __ . .

11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? Eﬁes ONo If yes, explain ______
Erlocgtion efz‘ Portion o} Dean Hill Foadf‘éf«‘e Plan A'm‘,z\'olcel’. Constvuchkion beeuul

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? OYes Bﬁo-

a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount
b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged

13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? [@Yes [ONo  Type _éem_:;e ((’o(l«,km 5«3"‘6’“‘55"“')
14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or-decrease by proposal? es ONo

Explain JEor\—ion# SWamp %‘an‘ fo be Liled (Lot Ac)
15. Is project or any portion of project lo¢ated in a 100 year flood plain? OvYes BNo
16. Will the project generate solid waste? [B{es ONo

a. If yes, what is the amount per month _1%2% _ tons

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

c. If yes, give name _QYanqe (ound« Lan L £ ; location New l—‘a»\j,z‘v_m nY-

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? OYes @ANo

e. If Yes, explain : : A .
17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? OYes Dﬁo B

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? ___________ tons/month. ’

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? _______ years.

18. Will project u;é herbicides or pesticides? OvYes @Ro
19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? OYes Elﬁo
20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? OvYes Bﬁo
21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? | PlYes ONo
If yes , indicate type(s) ___Foel O/l | Ekak.‘c({—v}', Natora a2
22. if water supply is from wells, indicate pumping cépacity ___Mb__ gallons/minute.
23. Total anticipated water usage per day 46,400 ¥ _ gallons/day.

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? OvYes (34)
If Yes, explain ‘ :




~ 43. Approvais Required: . " Ty . Submittal

r

Tfpe Date

City, Town, Village Board BYes [No wWa ler Distvick Torwation (k\o\l. €4 )
City, Tg_wj, Village Planning Board ®Yes [INo juhd-\/"m’“ 2EQREA __ﬂﬂ:’ﬁ_@ a
City, Town Zoning Board - DOYes [No

City, é_c_n_rp_ty Health Department BYes DNo Aev 5 Wisien

“Other Local Agencies OYes ONo

Other Regronal Agencies 7 OvYes D}ido :

State Agencres NNSDEC " PYes DONo San. aqe lollecion

Federal Agencres 7 OYes 0ONo

C. Zoning and Planning Informatron
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zonmg decision? El{es ONo
if Yes, indicate decision required:
Ozoning amendment Dzoning variance Ospecial use permit Eﬁrbdivision Osite plan
Onew/revision of master plan Oresource management plan Oother
2. What is the zonmg classrfrcatlon(s)of the site? | ') ( 55"4'6’»3(7@»\{ lvl Eesiden -Hé’\)
3. What is the maxrmum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?

As Mown

4. What is the-proposéd zoning of the site?

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

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? lB{es CONo
7. What are the predommant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a % mile radius of proposed action?
: 5rm|£—fFam. ly Ees: dental
8. Is the prOposed action compatsble with . adjommg/surroundmg land uses within a % mile? Bfes CONo
9. If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed?
a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? zl,180 5.€

10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formatron of sewer or water districts? E(es (ONo

11. Will the proposed agren create a demand for any community provrded services (recreation, education, police,
fire protection)? es ONo ’ .

a lIf yes, is existing capacity suffrcmnt to handle projected demand? Yes [ONo

12 erl the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? OYes ONo
a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? Bﬂs 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 drscuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or
avoid them.

E. Verification
I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.

APplican%w%W £ Purdy Date ] Mev.1989
Signature Trtle Land 5(#1’6&,1:»’- :

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

-



Part 2—.OJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR .GNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency
General Information (Read Carefully) E
* In completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determmatlons been
reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst.

» ldentifying that an impact will be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessanly ugmfucam.

Any large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine slgmfncance Identifying an impact in column 2 simply
asks that it be looked at further.

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

* The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and
have been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive Jist 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 consndered as Yes answers.

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

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

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

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

1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
IMPACT ON LAND - Impact Impact | Project Change
1. Will the proposed action result in a physical change to the project site?
ONO .- OYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

« Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 (] 0 Oyes [INo
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 OClNo
3 feet. -

¢ Construction of paved .parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. O 0 Clyes [jNo

e Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within ] 0 Oves Mo
3 feet of existing ground surface.

¢ Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or mvolve more O O Oves [No
than one phase or stage.

* Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1.000 (] O Oves ONo
tons of natural material (i.e., rock or soil) per year.

» Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. (] O Oves [INo

e Construction in 2 designated floodway. (] O Oves [ONo

e Other impacts O O Oves [ONo

2. Will there be an effect t:. ...ty unique or unusual land forms found on )
the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc)OONO  OJYES . ' o

e Specific land forms: Oves [ONo

0
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e Other impacts:

¢ Proposed Action would change flood water flows.

IMPACT ON WATER

3 erl proposed action affect any water body designated as protected?

(Under Articles 15, 24 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL)

ONO  [JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

¢ Developable area of site contains a protected water body.

¢ Dredging more than 100 cubrc yards of material from channel of a
protected stream. ; :

¢ Extension of utility drstrrbutron faciliies through a protected water body.
e Construction in a desrgnated freshwater or trdal wetland.
e Other rmpacts

4. Will proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body
of water? ONO  0OVYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 o

® A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water

or more than a 10 acre increase or  decrease. - .

e Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area.

¢ Other impacts:

5. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwat'er :

__quality or quantity? ONO [JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 -

* Proposed Action wrll require a drscharge permit.

* Proposed Action requrres use of 2 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 pumpmg capacity.
¢ Construction or operation causrng any contamrnatron 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 wrll likely cause siltation or other dlscharge into an'*
- "existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvrous vrsual :

contrast to natural conditions. .

¢ Proposed ‘Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemrcal
products greater than 1,100 gallons.

* Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas wrthout water
and/or sewer services. .

¢ Proposed Action locates commercial andlor rndustnal uses which may

require new or expansion of existing waste treatment andlor storage
facilities.

6. erl proposed action alter. dramage flow or pattems or surface

water runoff? - @ ) DNO DVES
Examples that would apply to column 2

1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate | Large Mitigated By
Impact Impact | Project Change
d ] Oves ONo
O - (] Oves [ONo
(] a Oyes Ono
O O Oyes [ONo ]
O O Oves [ONo
O O Oves [ONo
O J Oves [No
O O Oyes [ONo
] O Oves 0ONo
O O Oves DOnNo
] 0 Oves DOno
O 0 Oyes 0ONo
O 0O Oyves [DONo
0] O Oves [INo
0 0O Ovyes OINo
0o O Olves 3 ONo
O O Oves 0OnNo
O 0 DYes | ONo
O (W] Oves DONo
3 ] Oves 0ONo
O D Oves DOnNo
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1 2 3
Small to | -Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
Iimpact Impact | Project Ch_ange
¢ Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion. 0O O Oves DNo
¢ Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. O 0. Oves [DNo
* Proposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway. O up Oves [No
e Other impacts: O O Oves DONo
iMPACT ON AIR
7. Will proposed action affect air quality? ONO [JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 ' "'
e Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given O -0 OYes 0[OnNo
hour.
* Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of 0 O DOvyes DNo
refuse per hour. o : :
* Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour or a O ‘O ) Oves ONo
heat source producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour. : ‘
¢ Proposed action will allow an increase in the amount of land committed (] O Oves [INo
to industrial use. . ]
¢ Proposed action will allow an increase in the density of industrial a -3 Oves DONo
development within existing industrial areas.
¢ Other impacts: O O Oves UNo
IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS
8. Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered
species? . : ONO OVYES -
Examples that would apply to column 2
¢ Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal O O Oves Ono
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site.

* Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. O O Oves [DNo
o Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other O O Oves [ONo
than for agricultural purposes. .

» Other impacts: ] () Ovyes [ONo

- - A
2. Will Proposed Action substantially affect non-threatened or : SR
non-endangered species? ONO  0OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or O a Oves [OnNo
migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species. .
* Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 -acres O 0 Oves [ONo
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? .
ONO  OYES _
Examples that would apply to column 2 -
« The proposed action would sever, cross or limit access to agricultural O O Oves DOnNo
land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.)
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1 2 3
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated By
impact impact | Project Change

e Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of O O Oves [ONo
agricultural land. ‘
* The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres ] 0 Oves [ONo

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

o The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of agricultural | OO a Oves [ONo
‘land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain lines, outlet ditches,
strip cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm
field to drain poorly due to increased runoff)

* Other impacts: __ ' : ' O O Oves DNo

Y
[

- IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES _
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources? © [ONO  OYES
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Sectlon 617.21,
- Appendix B.)
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed land uses, or project components obwously different from O O OvYes [ONo

or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns whether
man-made or natural. .

* Proposed land uses, or project components vusxble to users of O O Oves [INo
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 Oyes DONo
‘screening of scenic views known tc be important to the area. .

e Other impacts: : . O O Oves [ONo

a
O

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic, pre-
historic or paleontological importance? DNO OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or substantlally O O Oves [ONo
contiguous to any facility or snte hsted on the State or National Reguster "
_of historic places.’

® Any impact to an archaeologncal site or fossul bed located within the
prolect site. .

* Proposed Action will occur in an area desngnated as sensutwe fo:
archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory.

e Other impacts:___

O
O

Oves [ONo
Oves DONo
Oves [ONo

o 0
o a

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION
13. will Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing o '
" future open spaces or recreational opportunities?
Examples that would apply to column 2 .. - ONO .0OYES
* The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity. :

* A major reduction of an open space lmportant to the community.
o Other lmpacts i

Ovyes OINo
Oves [INo
Oves [ONo

Dooo
ooao




IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

14. Will there be an effect to existing transportation systems?
ONO  OYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* Alteration of present patterns of movement of pebple andfor goods.
* Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems
e Other impacts:

IMPACT ON ENERGY

15. Will proposed action affect the community’s sources of fuel or
energy supply? DONO  DIYES
Examples that would apply to column 2 .

® Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% mcrease 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

16. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result
of the Proposed Action?
Examples that would apply to column 2

e Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive
facility.

Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day).

Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures. .

Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen.

Other

impacts:

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

17. Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?

ONO  [JYES
Examples that would apply to column 2

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

® Proposed Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes” in any
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating,
infectious, etc.)

® Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of 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.

e Other impacts:

10

ONO  [JYES -

1 2 :
Small to | Potential | Can Impact Be
Moderate | Large Mitigated By
impact impact | Project Change
D ‘O | DOves Ono
ao |- 0 Oves. ONo
o {0 Oves 0[ONo
O 0 Oves [ONo
O O Oves [ONo
O O Oyes [OINo
a O OYes [OINo
O O Oves [DONo
0O O Oyes [No
0 O Oves [ONo
O O Oves [INo
O O Oves OnNo
O 0O Oves 0ONo
O O Oves [ONo
O O Cves © ONo
0 0 Oves [ONo
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' N 1 2 3
IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER Small to | Potential |Can Impact Be
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD Moderate | Large Mitigated By
18. Will proposed action affect the character of the existing community? Impact Impact | Project Change
. ONO  DYES
Examples that would apply to column 2
* The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the O O Oves [INo
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.
* The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services 0 0O Oves [No
will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project.
* Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. ] 0 DOyes [DNo
* Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. O 0 Oves [No
* Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures 0 0 COyes [ONo
or areas of historic importance to the community. :
* Development will create a demand for additional community services O 0 Oves [ONo
(e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) _ :
* Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects. O 0 Oyes DONo
* Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. O O Oves [ONo
¢ Other impacts: O O Oyes [ONo

19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to -
potential adverse environmental impacts? DONO  DIYES

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 or more impagt(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:

* The probability of the impact occurring
The duration of the impact
Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value
Whether the impact can or will be controlled
The regional consequence of the impact
Its potential divergence from local needs and goals
Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact.

(Continue on attachments)

1)
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INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

T0: Town Planning Board
FROﬁ: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: 22 November 1989
SUBJECT: Husted, Townsend % Purdy Preliminary Subdivision
PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-86-81
DATED: 8 November 1989
FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-89-101

A review of the above referenced preliminary subdivision plan was
conducted on 21 November 198%9.

This preliminary subdivision plan is found acceptable.

PLANS DATED: &6 October 1989, Revision 5

Robert F. Rodgersj; CCA
Fire Inspector

.

RR:mr
Att.

cCc: ME.



o atof :
& Development

124 Main Street
Goshen, New York 10924
(914) 2945151

- : Peter m Co-nhsmtcfo- . .
July 24, 1989 'eherd & DeTurk, Dopuly Comminione

Mr. Karl Schiefer, Chairman

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue’

‘New Windsor, New York 12550

Re: Husted, Townsend, and Purdy; Major Subdivision
Dean Hill Road ) 7 o B
“ Our File Nos. NWT 20-89 N and NWT 42-88 N

Dear Mr. Schiefer:

. We have reviewed and field inspected the above-referenced subdi-
vision in accordance with the General Municipal Law, Section 239, para-
graphs 1 and n. We offer the following comments for your consideration:

1. Road A Stub Street: It is important to require that the dead
end portion of Road A be constructed and properly paved. By requiring the
pavement, residents will be aware of the possibility that Road A may be
connected with another road in the future.

2. The placement of the open space area should be reconsidered.
The value of the open space area is minimal. The proposed open space area
is not unique nor is the space designed as one contiguous area. The narrow
strips will not be utilized by the subdivision residents.
- If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call.

ipcerely,

Peter Gafrison
Commission of
Planning and Development

Refiéwed-by:
" Cheryy Mergo
Planner

CM:cmd

'(c.’:.B.Hcﬁiba?

AL 25 g @

————



Department of Health

SALLY]UUTil[ﬁ)RFNUUU M.D.,, M.S.H.S.A.
Cmmnnunmnrofﬂaﬂﬂn -

June 27, 1989

RE: Husted-Townsend-Purdy Subdivision
Town of New Windsor

Town of New Windsor
Planning Board

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

Attention: Mark Edsall, P.E.

Gentlemen:
We concur with your Board's assumption of Lead Agency status.

There will have to be approval of the sewer extension by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation and of the water main extension by
Orange County Department of Health prior to our review of the realty subdivision.
This must all be accomplished before your Board grants its final subdivision
approval.

ry truly yours,

y

M. Schleifer, P.E.
Assistant Commissioner

-MJS:d1lb

ce: File

124 Main Street (1887 Building), Goshen, New York 10924 Tel: 914-294-7961
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Department of Health

SALLY FAITH DORFMAN, M.D., M.S.H.S.A.
Commissioner of Health

August 15, 1989
RE: Husted/Townsend/Purdy

Realty Subdivision
Town of New Windsor

-Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

Dear Sir:

We concur with the Planning Board assuming Lead Agency status.
As indicated in the E.I.S., plans must be reviewed and approved byvthe D.E.C.

and this department before a final approval can be granted by your Board.

Very t y yours,

M. J. Schleifer, P.E.
Assistant Commissioner

MJS:d1lb
ce: File

124 Main Street (1887 Building), Goshen, New York 10924 Tel: 914-294-7961

CC:M.E o
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RICHARD D. MCGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

\ A4 | |
McGOEY, HAUSER ans EDSALL | o
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. - © Uicensed in New York,

New Jersey and Pennsylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

"TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914)856-5600 -

RECORD OF APPEARANCE

TOWN OF NE b WKDSOR P/B # Jiz; Ny
WORK SESSION DATE: A& A07Y /%57  APPLICANT RESUB.

- - REQUIRED:
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COMPLETE APPLICATION ON FILE _ (_REW ____ op b—""

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: _ Qoib>&

TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. __ "o~
- FIRE INSF. |
P/B ENGR. _V
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® 617.21
Appendix B
State Environmental Quality Review

Visual EAF Addendum

SEQR

the Full EAF.

(To be completed by Lead Agency)

Distance Between
Project and Resource (in Miles)

Visibility
1. Would the project be visible from: 0-Ya Va-Y2
¢ A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available (] ]

to the public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation
of natural or man-made scenic qualities?

seasons)
OYes ONo

during which the project will be visible?
Oves ONo

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

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

e State Parks? O 0O

¢ The State Forest Preserve? O 0

¢ National Wildlife Refuges and state game refuges? O O

* National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding O ]
natural features?

* National Park Service lands? 0 (]

* Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic O O
or Recreational?

* Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such 0 D
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak?

¢ A governmentally established or designated interstate O O
or inter-county foot trail, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation?

* A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as O (]
scenic?

® Municipal park, or designated open space? O O

¢ County road? O O

® State? D O

e Local road? D 0

2-3
O

a

0O O oo cooao O

ocooo O

35
]

O

O O og ocooo O

ocooo o

This form may be used to provide additional information relating to Question 11 of Part 2 of

S+
O

a

0O 0o oo oooo o

Dooo0o O

. Is the visibility of the project seasonal? (i.e., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other

. Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year
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DESCRIPT ION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT

4. From each item checked in question 1, check those which genera"y describe the surrounding

environment.

Essentially undeveloped

Forested
Agricultural
Suburban residential
Industrial
Commercial

Urban

River, Lake, Pond
Cliffs, Overlooks

Designated Open Space

Flat

Hilly
Mountainous
Other

NOTE: add attachments as needed

5. Are there visually similar projects within:

*142 mile
*1 miles
*2 miles
*3 miles

Oves ONo
Oves OnNo
OYes ONo
Oyes CNo -

Within

*1/4 mile

oooooooooooobd

*1 mile

DGDDDDDDDDDDDD

* Distance from project site are provided for assistance. Substitute other distarices 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.

CONTEXT
7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is
FREQUENCY
Holidays/
Activity Daily Weekly Weekends Seasonally

Travel to and from work

| O O O O
Involved in recreational activities O O O (]
Routine travel by residents O O O O
At a residence O O O 0
At worksite O tl d O
Other O O U O
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HUSTED, TOWNSEND, P - SUBDIVISION (86-81) (kﬁinuation
Mr. Elias Grevas came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Grevas: We have opened up the plan to a hundred foot scale. We
have the two foot contours on it now. All the lots are dimensioned
and the square footage shown. The lot count on this is 102 but our
clients are purchasing this piece from the County right here. They
are currently under contract. We have to put this piece on so we
added a . lot of 2 up in here depending on the size, the tax maps say
it is an acre but it is an old tax lot. It is land locked and they

-10-
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are purchasing that. What I want to do was since it takes a couple
of weeks to get the assessors list and a couple of weeks to get in
the newspaper, 1'd like to request permission to proceed to public
hearing and take that time in the interim to supply of the data that
Mark needs and I am assuming also that you will require a long form
EAF Statement. So, I can prepare that and submit everything to Mark
prior to his review, prior to the meeting.

Mr. . Jones: I see 102 lots. That is alot of lots but I don't see
any recreation area. Where are they supposed to play?

Mr. Grevas: We have two choices here. Money in lieu of recreation.
Mr. Jones: I can't see that.

Mr. Grevas: We have land over here which is a larger parcel adjoining
Brown's Pond..and we have. the well site, several acres in here.

Mr. Jones: Looks to me like that piece of property, he squeezed
everything you could out of it.

Mr. Grevas: If you recall some time ago, we came to the Board with a
cluster plan. The Town Board decided they didn't like clusters. We
had alot of green space on that one. This one we have a half acre

out here. We can conform to all the zoning requirements. If you

look at the lot areas, you will see that very few of them are at 21,780
square feet. Most are in excess so I don't think it is jammed. That
is my opinion of course.

Mr. Jones: I say everything is jammed in where there is no room for
anything else.

Mr. Grevas: We have two things to consider here. Number one, since
the water is not available to the site, we have to drill wells and
put in a water distribution system. 1In order to do that, we have to
have a return on the investment so it is not worthwhile to cut down
on the number of lots if we are permitted that number by zoning.

Mr. Jones: Septic system?

Mr. Grevas: No, sir. It is in the sewer district.

Mr. McCarville: ' What are these little lines?

Mr. Grevas: They are trails.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I am inclined to agree there is a large number of
lots. Originally, they came in with a trailer park and we didn't
like that and we wanted this thing and now we are seeing how massive
this is.

Mr. Scheible: It is a big piece of property also.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I still think it is better than the trailer park.
I'm not really against trailer parks.

~11--
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Mr. Jones: I am not against a trailer park. The only thing I was
against his other submittal because I don't go for them open spaces

that he is talking about on that plan because that is where all the
garbage from the development goes.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: You are right.

Mr. Grevas: I want to point out something we did do in response to

a promise we made. On each of these lots, we have a deed restric-
tion, open space area that is a deed restriction which has nothing

to do with the town, nothing to do with continuity with owners and

we have it along the southwesterly boundary and along the southeasterly
boundary and that was because when we started this project out, we
wanted to please people and said we are going to keep some buffer
between us and that is in response to that. You will notice that

the lots along there are quite deep so they are not affected by it
but it was still something we felt we had to do.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Considering the land, I can't say anything about
the layout.

Mr. Scheible: You have 3 cul-de-sacs?

Mr. Grevas: We have contacted the town about connecting to the water
district and in absence of affirmation on that, we are proceeding
with this plan on the water distribution system on-site. We have
some excellent wells and water distribution system will be there.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: The one cul-de-sac road, is ‘there anyway you can
loop that and come around  like this.

Mr. Grevas: I think possibly this piece here depending on the shape

of it. I have a lousy deed for it. If I could find out the boundaries,

I'd like to that because it makes a little more sense.

Mr. Scheible: Which side of the road is the sidewalks going to be
on?

Mr. Grevas: Is that a requirement in the R3?

Mr. Scheible: It is not a requirement but welcome to the 20th
Century.

Mr. Lander: There has to be durbs.

Mr. Scheible: Personally, I'd like to see sidewalks. I think that
New Windsor is getting to that point where we have to look 1like a
regular town now with sidewalks.

Mr. Grevas: My only question is sidewalks to where, to Dean Hill
Road.

Mr. Scheible: Internal sidewalks, recreation area, to something that
might be the only recreation area we have is a place to walk since

~12~




you are not giving us some recreational area.

Mr. Grevas: There are two possibilities. This area right here and
this area right here. There's three acreas right here. If that is
the Board's desire, that is what we will do.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I have nothing against sidewalks but I don't want
thenm within the town's easement. The homeowners--

Mr. Scheible: Each homeowner maintains the sidewalk on his own
property.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: But, if it needs to be replaced, that is the town's
problem. The way it is today.

Mr. Babcock: I don't know typically sidewalks and all improvements
are on the town right-of~way with curbs and whatever. Sidewalks are
a big problem,

Mr. Scheible: < I have been in some developments and they are not in
this town that sidewalks look damn beautiful and I don't care what
you say. My brother lives in one in Rochester, a development probably
twice the size of this. It is a typical housing development but
before one house was built, they had the curbs, sidewalks, everything
was in place and those sidewalks are not deteriorating. They look
beautiful. The kids are able, let's take hypothetically the school
buses going to be running through the whole area.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No.

Mr. Scheible: No, for pick-up points. The children will have to
come out in the morning and walk to the school bus. That is one
little tiny example and it is just the 20th Century and we are al-
most in the 21st Century. I am sorry, that is my feeling. You guys
do whatever you want to do. Make fun of it, do whatever you want.

I am going to push for sidewalks.

Mr. Lander: Good idea.

Mr. Grevas: On the development your brother lives in, do you know
the lot size?

Mr. Scheible: The lot size is three quarters of an acre or.possibly--

Mr. Grevas: And they still went with sidewalks?

Mr. Scheible: Yes.

Mr. Grevas: Well, I'd like to have all these things brought out at
the public hearing. Can I have permission to go ahead with one pro-
viding I get all of the stuff to Mark that he needs for his review

and get everything. We can't schedule a date, because I don't know
when we are going to get the list. Typically, it takes two weeks.

-13-
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Mr. McCarville: Lots 4, 3, 2 and 1 will be accessed on Dean Hill?

Mr. Grevas: Yes, driveways on lots 2 and 3 should come into the road
here.

Mr. Mccérville: Keep them up aways from this end.

Mr. Grevas: Yes.

Mr. McCarville: This drops down there a little bit?

Mr. Grevas: Yes, that is where we are relocating it.

Mr. McCarville: Yes. Is lot 24 going to be a building lot?

Mr. Grevas: That is the question that we are talking about now.

- This could be a recreational area. It has got a great view.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think that what we should do, the sidewalk end °’
of it, we should sit down amongst ourselves and see what we all want
to do. In large developrents like that, it is a good idea because
you have kids walking, you have school bus pick-ups in certain_areas.
The only thing that bothers me once you get out of the development,
you have no place to go with the sidewalks. I don't want the Town
of New Windsor to wind up with the responsibility of repairing side-
walks in the future.

Mr. Grevas: Repairing and replacing is two different things.

Mr. McCarville: They will be dedicated to the town just like any
other utility, any other road, that is what we pay taxes for.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Would you want to be paying for a hundred thousand
dollar bond issue to pay for that?

Mr. McCarville: If I had sidewalks, I'd be very willing to pay for
them.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Do you want to pay for somebody elses development?
I don't.

Mr. Scheible: I-don't want to pay for blacktopping put up. I don't
care about any other road in the town, only my own road. That is
giving the same attitude. I don't want to see Beattie Road o0il and
chipped.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I want to keep these sidewalks out of the town
right-of-way.

Mr. Scheible: It is going to happen.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: You should have sidewalks but let's keep them out
of the town right-of-way. Let's keep them on the edge so the town
doesn't get burned with the maintenance and repair of the _.sidewalks.
If somebody took us into court, I bet you dollars to: donuts if the

town owned the sidewalks, they can't make the homeowner keep them
clean.
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Mr. Rones: The town by ordinance can make the homeowners not only
keep it clean of ice and snow and things of that sort buy maintain
it if it becomes damaged by tree roots and things of that sort and
in the event it isn't done, they could have the work done and add
that as an assessment to that particular lot. Ultimately, the re-
sponsibility , for maintaining the improvements in its right-of-way
are the town's but it can pass that along and enforce it against
the property. :

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Can't we make them put sidewalks outside the town.

Mr. Rones: I don't think that would be a good idea to do. It is
a public thoroughfare and you'd want it in the public right-of-way.

Mr. McCarville: A friend of mine just sold his house in New Jersey.
He has a sidewalk in front of his house and as part of the inspec-
tion the town makes prior to a sale, he had to replace four sections
of the sidewalk which gets right over to your department Mike but -
it doesn't mean that a property owner would bear some responsibility
depending on how the ordinance is written up but it'is an issue

that we should probably take up.

Mr., Jones: What about the recreational area.

Mr. Pagano: Some of the planning schools that you go to, this is
called desert for children. There is, you know, if you live around
here, you have Temple Hill School a place to play baseball, do
things. This here is dead. There is no place to play for a kid to
walk to, even ride his bicycle to, to get to anyplace unless we
address this. I am not happy with this. We are not going to have
senior citizens. We are going to have families raising alot of
children. We are going to have these streets as the playground.

We have seen this in all the developments and it is not a good
thing and we have the opportunity from the ground floor to establish
something here that if we want to do it, it is available. 8So, to
start planning something like this, this is our opportunity maybe
we can trade-off sidewalks, I don't care what we do. When you look
at a place like Schoonmaker, it is a guy that began this particular
development without a sincle place for a kid to play. We are es-
tablishing a place to raise children and we have to address this
problem. Otherwise, the kids will be taking short-cuts to yards
and we have to, we will be creating another problem.

Mr. Scheible: What if Mrs. Jones lives here. She wants to visit
her girlfriend that lives over in lot 21. Mrs. Jones takes off
with the baby carriage and I don't care what you say, she is
walking down, there is cars parked along the side of the road and
she is weaving in and out of the cars which are coming by, garbage
trucks coming by and she has to dodge the trucks and cars all the
way until she gets to her girlfriends.

Mr. Rones: You have got 104 families coming in here potentially

and usually it is appropriate to consider the environmental issues.
If a public hearing is necessary on them at the same time that you
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have the public hearing on the subdivision. So, maybe we ought to
take a closer look at the SEQR problems that are raised by this and
decide whether this is, you know, there should be a negative declar-
ation or positive, or conditional negative declaration or something
of that sort so that the developer rather than the Planning Board
can consider these problems and make some solutions in order to
minimize these impacts.

Mr. Pagano: The statements on SEQR is very good where there is de-
velopment which has already been established in the area. We are
looking at a SEQR with a desert all around this, isn't much to im-
pact so the SEQR will come out favorably. We have to have a SEQR
to the development itself. We aim the SEQR to start at the ground
and the SEQR will work but the SEQR will only go by the boundaries
and will come out favorably.

Mr. McCarville: Not necessarily because you have traffic. You have
air quality.

Mr. Pagano: I will guarantee you the SEQR will be favorable. The
SEQR has to be convoluted into such in- effect that it must be the
families that are going in here, if we address that we find that
the SEQR will be more effective to this area.

Mr. MarCarville: The SEQR has to be effective on the surrounding
areas.

Mr. Pagano: I am talking about the development itself.

Mr. Grevas: If I can address the recreational situation for a min-
ute. We have two possible sites, one or both. We have a lot here
that is about 3 acres. The shape of the lot doesn't lend itself to
development and the topo doesn't come until you get way up here.
This area is really nice. It overlooks Brown's Pond but in order
to get there, you'd have to build to much road to get there so we
stopped that and left this as one piece, one of the options that I
had was the dedication of this piece of the recreational land. The
other situation is the well field which can't be built on. We have
to maintain a 200 foot clearance from the well so that is all avail-
able because the recreational land doesn't require the same facili-~
ties as the residence does. So, there is two sites.

Mr. Jones: How would you get to that site?

Mr. Grevas: Which site?

Mr. Jones: The well site.

Mr. Grevas: Right off Dean Hill Road. Again, in preparatlon of the
long form EAF statement will address the items that I have picked up

tonight and also when we have the public hearing, if there are amend-
ments to be made based on the comments made then it would suit us.
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Mr. Scheible: I think we are going to have to have a little meeting

amongst the Board to exactly where we are going to stand with alot
of things, the recreation, sidewalks, there's alot of problems here.

Mr. Grevas: Before you schedule us for a public hearing. I must
say that this plan, when we submitted it last time was basically
that plan and nobody said anything then and that was several months
ago. I would like at least proceed to the public hearing. You
don't have to give me an approval right after the hearing either.

Mr. Rones: It is generally a good idea not to have multiple public
hearings and if there is a decision that it is necessary to have a
public hearing as part of the SEQR process, we wouldn't want to
have a public hearing on our subdivision here and then in.a frag-
mented fashion have to put you through another public hearing on
the DEIS or some aspect of the SEQR process.

Mr. Grevas: But, if the long form EAF is submitted prior to the
hearing, is reviewed and the comments brought forward at the public
hearing, how are we going to know what the comments are and what
items to address without that, without. some input from your consult-
ants, from the public.

Mr. Rones: That is one possibility. Another possibility would be
that the environmental aspect would be studied a bit further before
the public hearing so that the comments of the consultant and of
the Board and what not, that might effect or change that plan some-
what, could be incorporated into a plan, would then be presented
to the public so the public could see a closer version of what was
actually going to happen there than this may be.

Mr. Grevas: Suppose that we do it this way. I will submit the
environmental form to the Planning Board and to your consultants
simultaneously to Mark and following that will request to be placed
on the agenda for review comments and the can proceed from there.
Does that sound okay?

Mr. Rones: I think that would be my preference.

Mr. Pagano: What happened to our professional planner?

Mr. Scheible: We were just discussing it.

Mr. Pagano: I'd like to get some input from him. This may not be
what we want to be brought out at the public hearing.

Mr. Scheible: We were just discussing that.
Mr. Grevas: - Is he on board?

Mr. Scheible: Yes.

Mr. Rones: As a needed basis.

Mr. Grevas: Do you want me to submit a copy to him also?
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Mr. Scheible: Yes and I will be in touch with him in the next couple
of days.

Mr. Rones: In the check list, is there any SEQR action?

Mr. Babcock: This project started before we originated the check
list in the folder. This has project number of 86.

Mr. McCarville: I make a motion that the short form EAF is not suffi-
cient for SEQR purposes and the long form EAF is to be submitted by
the applicant with regard to Husted, Townsend, Purdy Subdivision.

Mr. Lander: I will second that motion.

Mr. Rones: As soon as we receive that submission, it will be for-
warded to Ed Garling for his input on the planning aspects involved
here before we make a declaration either negative or positive or
whatever. ’

ROLL CALL:

MR. JONES - AYE
MR. PAGANO AYE
MR. MC CARVILLE ~ AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN - AYE
MR. SCHIEFER AYE

MR. SCHEIBLE AYE

|
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD MEETING

APRIL 12, 1989

MEMBERS PRESENT: JOHN PAGANO, ACTING CHAIRMAN ABSENT: CARL SCHIF
DAN MC CAFRVILLE ’ RON LANDEF
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN
LAWRENCE JONES
VINCE SOUKUP

ALS50 PRESENT: MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR
JOSEPH PRONES, ESQ., PLANNING BOARD ATTORKNEY
MARK EDSALL, L.S., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER,
(arriving late)

PUBLIC HEARING: HUSTED, TOWNSEND, & PURDY SUBDIVISION

Elias Grevas, L.S., came before the Board representinag this proposal.
He presented the Affidavit of Mailing, Affidavit of Publication and
return receipts with one return.

Mr. Grevas: As stated in the hearing notice, this land is on Dean
Hill Road, 400 feet more or less of Riley Road and also has frontage
on Riley Road at this point, approximately, 800 feet north of the
intersection of Dean Hill and Riley. There is also another point
near the intersection of Mt. Airy Road on Dean Hill Road at which

the property touches a public road. Since the Planning Board has
seen this plan a couple of things have happened. Number 1, our
clients finalized the acquisition of this tax lot 32 from the County
of Orange. We have incorporated that into the plan. 2s of yesterday,
another change took place and at the request of the Supervisor of the
Town of New Windsor, a meeting was held of all of the large oroperty
owners within the area with reference to the establishment of ¥ater
District 8. If you will recall, from our previous submittals and
from this plan and the notes contained thereon, we have wells on site
that could provide water for this project and those--the report and
the well drilling logs were furnished to the town engineer. However,
as of yesterday afternoon, it was determined that this property would
be the nucleus of Water District 8 wherein we would tie into Riley
Road at this point and bring the water line through the site in a 12
inch pipe to this point which would allow the extension of the water
line from Riley Road in a westerly direction. That means that we do
not need the wells and that would of course be finalized in the near
future. That decision was made yesterday.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: How much do those wells produce?
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Mr. Grevas: It is in the report. The only problem is that they have
to be run back to the treatment plant.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I know they do. If they are large enough--
Mr. Grevas: Do you want to look through this while I continue.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: Yes.

Mr. Grevas: Now, a related item as a result of a request from the
Planning Board that we put in some recreational lands, we used the
well field area for recreational area since that land could not be
developed and some discussions with the Supervisor have recently--

it was also ascertained that this site does not require recreation
because there is a 30 acre recreational site on the west side of

Mt. Airy Road that will be developed in the near future. The Super-
visor indicated to me that if I made formal application to the Town
Board they would verify that but he is of the opinion that they do
not need additional recreational land in this subdivision. In that
event and in the event that the Water District goes through, we will
then subdivide this area into additional lots. That would be the
well field area immediately adjacent to Dean Hill Road. Access to
the project would come again from Riley Road in a southwesterly
direction northerly from Dean Hill Road from an area which is being
relocated by the developers under a site plan that was approved by
the Planning Board some years ago and has been about 80% completed.
This area will be graded and paved by the developed and dedicated to
the town for straightening out Dean Hill Road. The other point of
access is again on Dean Hill near Mt. Airy Road which would provide
three points for this project. At the present time, there are 104
lots proposed but as I said before with the well field coming out of
requirement for wells or for recreation, there would be some additional
lots in that area when a final plan is presented. The storm drainage
for the site goes in three directions, westerly side of the site
drains out to the site of Newburgh, Brown's Pond or Silverstream
Reservoir. We have written a letter to the City Engineer askinag for
any requirements for that discharge into that water supply system.
The storm drainage from the northeasterly portion of the site goes
out under Riley Road, Thruway and enters Silverstream opposite the
New Windsor Cantonment. The southeasterly portion drains down towards
the intersection of Riley and Dean Hill where there is an impoundment
now standing water at that point and eventually enters the wet lands
to the west side of Route 32 south of Vails Gate and on into Moodna
Creek. The southeasterly water course is the most or the least able
to accept the storm water from this project so we have shown a storm
water retention area along the southeasterly bounds to control the
storm water going out in that direction. Again, in the final design
stage, that information would be provided for the size of the basin,
the depth and the flow rates in accordance with the town engineer's
requirements. In addition, we have provided a buffer strip along the
southwesterly boundary and along the southeasterly boundarv in response
to the owners desires to buffer the proposed single family residents
from the adjoining property to the southwest and to the southeast.
The buffer strip along the southwesterly boundary is a minimum of 490
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feet in depth and the buffer strip along the southeasterly boundary
is a minimum of 20 feet in depth. Those buffer strips would be in
the nature of deed restricted covenants in the lots and would not
require any maintenance by the town or any town facility at all.
They would be in the nature of deed restrictions. The water system
has been laid out on this plan to show both, whether we went with
wells or public water. Public water would provide for hydrants.
Hydrants are shown on the plan. We had several sets of comments
from Bobby Rogers, the fire inspector and have since revised the
plan to conform to his comments concerning the installation of
additional hydrants in this area. We understand that the sewer
department is concerned about the capacity of oump station 12. We
have received a comment to that effect and that of course will be
looked into and if there is a requirement for that pump station to
be upgraded by this subdivider, it shall be done. The roads are
all proposed to be town roads with curbing and sidewalks along one
side. The sidewalks are shown along the easterly side of road A,
the southeasterlv side of road E and so forth. They are on one side
of the street of the subdivision. We have curbing on both sides
and street lights are shown in intervals to provide half a fcot
candle on the ground. That is basically the plan at this point.
I'd be glad to answer any guestion.

Mr., Pagano: Any members of the Board have questions before we open

to the public?

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think you should open to the public. We have
gone over this guite a few times.

Mr. Pagano: We welcome comments from the public now on this develop-
ment. If anybody would like to rmake a comment, please stand, raise
your hand and give us your name and address.

Mr. Werner: I live on Dean Hill Road. The only thing that I would
like to know is the water line going to go on Dean Hill Road. Would
the water line go up Dean Hill Road.

Mr. Grevas: No. At this point, the water line will be on Dean Hill
at two points here, at one point of entrance to the subdivision and
here at the other point of entrance on Dean Hill. The subdivision
will have water lines throughout which is why there will be a water
line at these two points. The main line for the water district will
be a 12 inch line coming from Riley and going through to the westerly
noint of access on Dean iill.

Mr. Werner: On the easterly side on Dean Hill Road, in other words,
my »roperty borders rignt there.

Mr. Grevas:. Right across the street.
'Ir. Werner: Same side the water will be right there, right.

Mr. Grevas: The vater will be right here at this point.




Mr. Werner: A couple hundred feet from mv property.

Mr. Herbert Kellv: I live at 244 Parkwayv Drive otherwise known as
East Windsor Park. My question is that you maintain there is going

to be a drainage impoundment in the southeast guadrant of the develop-
ment. Could you. sir, tell me what a drainage impoundment is, what
are the specs on it, in other words.

Mr. Grevas: The purpose of it.

Mr. Kelly: Yes and what it will entail, how deep it will be, will
it be fenced in, etc.

Mr. Grevas: First, the purpose of a drainace impoundment area is to
accommodate adequete downstream drainage system. There are wvater
impoundment areas already in existence downstream of this property.
Therefore, since we will decrease the time of concentration for the
water to reach a given point, we propose to slow it down by containing
it and letting it out at a controlled rate. The depth cf this basin
depends on the storm water flows, usually these are laid out to be
no more than a foéot and a half deep if it can be helped because that
means that it spreads the water out over a larger area. The final
design will determine the depth of that but the purpose, as I sav,
is to slow the water down, let it out at a controlied rate equal to
the rate at which it exists the property at the present time.

Mr. Kelly: Will it be fenced in?

Mr. Grevas: No, not at a foot and a half.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: They can't mow it, you get grass in between the fence
if it is going to be a foot and a half deep, we'!d rather see them mow

it along with the lawn.

Mr. Kelly: We had some drainage ponds in another proposed project
that were put there and all of a sudden fences appeared around thern.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: They were way to deep. They weren't built to con-
formity.

Mr. McCarville: This would be dry most of the year.

Mr. Grevas: Right, and most of the time they fill up probakly for
a short period of time and drain out.

Ceasar Paris: I live on 295 Dean Hill Road. On Mr. White's property,
there on the property, there is a pond. I looked at the map this
afternoon and I didn't see the pond. I wonder if you can point it

out where it is on the map.

Mr. Grevas: In this area here. There is low wet spot in here.

Mr. Paris: I think his property goes through halfway through the pond
- Mr. Grevas: It didn't show up on therareal'topo; We have a pond

over here.
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Mr. Paris: That is not what I'm talking about. It is on Mr. White's
property between the two parcels, half of it is on Mr. White's
property and half of it is on the parcel. I was wondering what kind
of~~ '

Mr. Grevas: Can you tell me where Mr. White's property is?
Mr. Parizs: I am not guite sure.

Mr. Werner: I will show you. It is right over in here. 1In other
words, Mr. White's property, my property and then this here new
development here. It is right where the three meet.

Mr. Grevas: That is in the middle of the v»roject.
Mr. Werner: It is wet year round.

Mr. Paris: You have a dog leg that is coing to go around the entire
piece of property.

Mr. Grevas: Correct.
Mr. Paris: Where is the pond?

Mr. Grevas: Nothing is proposed there. This area won't be touched.
The housing sites are up here. You see this buffer strip, the
houses are going up in here.

Mr. Paris: Any where near the pond vou are going to be on the
other side. There is going to be a road on the other side of that
spot. )

Mr. Grevas: Correct.
Mr. Paris: How far would they be here.

Mr., Grevas:; This is the road, the front yard setback in the zone is
40 feet so they'd be approximately here. If they were at the minimum
setback, some might be setback further.

Mr. Paris: There won't be any on this side?

Mr. Grevas: Yes, there is 23, 22 and 21. This is the road, this is
the knoll back here. This is that low area where we are talking
about. They'd be up in here. The scale of the map is 1 inch equals
100 feet. ‘

Mr. Pagano: 2Anybody else have any questions or comments ?

Herb Kartiganer: I own the property directly north of this subdivi-
sion. The subdivision regulations paragraph 6bl indicates that an
obligation of the subdivider is to provide  future access to remainding
land areas. My remaining land area, the only indgress and egress and
the only access is along the northern boundary of this subdivision.

I see no provisions for that ingress and egress. To carry further

the maximum block length under the town subdivision regulation called
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for 1200 foot block lengths so not only is a single nublic access
required but in this particular case, two public access are reguired.
With no other outlet to the west or to the east on the west we are
bounded by the City of Newburgh public supply of water and on the
east by the New York City public supply of water. The other comment
I would have is the ordinance calls for the intersection of streets
at right angles if possible. The intersection at Dean Hill Road

and towards the Mt. Airy Road section, of course, is not convenient
to access right angles. However, the intersection of road A and if
I may, I can go up and point it out.

Mr. Pagano: Step right up, sir.

Mr. Kartiganer: The intersection of road A and B does not appear

to be inconvenient to intersect at right angles and would also
avovear to be probably a proper point of continuation to the access of
the back proverty. I don't know what the classification of the
streets are at present but it would anpear that those streets on
this major subdivision that access to existing public roads are con-
sidered collector streets. And, if so, we have excess grade
aporoaching 10% on' the suggested 7% between stations 950 plus or
minus. I have a auestion just in general, Lou, what is the status
of the continuation of Dean Hill Road.

Mr. Grevas: Dean Hill Road was closed some years ago by the pre-
vious Highway Superintendent at a point somewhere in here where the
road was blocked off so the point of access was from this direction
and from Riley Road coming westerly. Some years ago our clients
approached the Highway Superintendent about reorening the road if
they straightened it out and paved it in this area and that was
agreed to by the town and they did reopen Dean Hill Road.

Mr. Kartiganer: In other words the road was closed by Superintendent
a previous Superintendent or abandoned.

Mr. Grevas: There was no formal abandonment procedure.
Mr. McCarville: They put a sewer line in and never repaired it.

Mr. Kartiganer: I was trying to find out if it was abandoned and
apparently not so it would go back to town maintenance.

Mr. Grevas: Right after it is reconstructed by the developer.
Mr. Kartiganer: Has the Town Supefintendenf been informed?

Mr. Grevas: Yes. |

Mr, Rartiganer: Has this been budgeted?

Mr. Grevas: I am not sure. We have spent quite-some time going

through the subdivision. 1'd presume by the time we get to final
it would be some time next year so they's have time to do it.
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Mr. Kartiganer: Part of the subdivision contains AT&T right-of-way
lot 25 is qoing to be dedicated to the town, lots 27 and 28 and I
believe 24 becomes a part of the lot areas. Are there restricted
covenants on the right-of-way. '

Mr. Grevas: On the right-of-way, it is one of those that was acquired
by condemnation, the width had to be assumed at a 50 foot width, it is
very vagqgue description so there are no--the only rights-of-way are

for the cable line. It is a clearance of 8 feet each side of the
Cross arm.

Mr. Kartiganer: There is no restriction on building setbacks or
anything like that.

Mr. Grevas: No.

Mr. Pagano: Anything else you wish to discuss?

Mr. Kartiganer: I would want to know, apparently, there is going to
be a major change on this subdivision pertaining to additional lots
etc. Will there be another public hearing on this?

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, we only hold one hearing.

Mr. Pagano: Unless vou have brought up something that could change
our--the whole method which this has come to the vpublic hearing. If
vou'd like to sum up what you have just said. Are you for or against
this project.

Mr. Kartiganer: I am certainly for a project as long as it provides
nroper facilities and access to adjoining lands. I have a major
noint, there is 1600 feet of frontage that is not accommodated.

Mr. Soukup: Do you have any other access?

Mr. Kartiganer: No.

Mr. Soukup: The piéce is land locked because of a town line or--
Mr. Kartiganer: It was land locked by the City of New York in its
acquisition of the aqueduct property and this was a part of this
particular land that was sold by Frank Purdy, Sr.

Mr. Soukup: At what time, a year ago, 20 years ago?

Mr. Kartiganer: Fifteen plus years agc so there is no other access
really, it is basically a triangular piece of land as you can see
there

Mr. Grevas: That is more shaved like a dumb bell.

Mr. McCarville: It would appear that there is additional lots that
could be land locked as well, this lot 79, 7 acres. ‘
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Mr. Grevas: They have easements across the acgueduct.

Mr. Kartiganer: Excevnt for this warticular piece from this point
to this voint is entirely my pronerty.

Mr. McCarville: Are there easements for farm purposes over the
aqueduct?

Mr. Kartiganer: No.
Mr. Soukup: Do you have an access easement?

Mr. Kartiganer: No, not on my deed. I believe the procedure is you
have to make application or something for, I think it is farm access
or something of that sort.

Mr. Werner: Is that the property that Colonel Monell (phonetic)
owned. Well, that is the Veterans Spanish/American War that comes
across the agqueduct on Riley Road, doesn't it.

Mr. Kartiganer: Nctmine.
Mr. VanLeeuwen: We will look into that and take it under advisement.

Mr. Kartiganer: How would we be notified when changes are made to
this blan prior to final approval.

Mr. Pagano: Depending on how the rest of the meeting goes, we may
have a vote tonight or not.

Mr. Rones: I would suggest that vou keen in touch with the Planning
Board's secretary and she can let you know when this manner will
appear on future agenda's and then you may wish to either come to
the meeting to see what, if anything is being changed or you may

be able to get the minutes of the meeting to see what has been accom-
plished but if you keep in touch with the Planning Board's secretary,
she will be able to let you know when this matter will come up in
the future.

Peter Martin: I own property on Riley Road. I just would like to
know where the road is going to be running through. It is running
parallel to my property.

Mr. Grevas: This is your piece right here and we have the road
coming in adjacent to your piece on this side, your driveway is
right here, our road would be next to that on the other side of
the boundary of course but on that side.

Mr. Martin: You are going to have a road on one side and houses on
the other side.

Mr. Grevas: The houses would be here, here and here, two across

over here and one immediately surrounding it would be three. The
road would be dedicated to the town uvon completion.

I -
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Mr. Martin: I don't care about a corner piece of property. I have
a road on one side and a road now on the other side. Do you know
what I am saying.

Mr. GreVas: Yes.

Mr. Martin: Are they going to take any care or anything as far as

my property is concerned running a road right through there and every-
thing.

Mr. Grevas: We can't go on your property. We have to stay on our
priece and in that particular location, as you know, by your driveway
grade which is pretty steep, we have to be careful, We may have to

retain along that side to make sure that we don't cut into your
proovertv.

Mr. Martin: You are going to take all the precautions necessary.
Mr. Grevas: We have to. We cannot encroach on your property.
Mr. McCarville: .That road will have a curb, correct.

Mr. Grevas: Yes, sidewalks also.

Mr. Pagano: Get a camera and take pictures and if there is a nroblen,
you will have something to refer to with the builder and get it
straightened out.

Mr. Martin: I think my son might have been interested in one of those
vieces.

Mr. Grevas: The owners are here.
Mr. Martin: All right, thank you.

Ceasar Paris: 1If this is approved, when would they start construc-
tion and when would it be completed.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: It depends on the County Health Department.

Mr. Paris: It would be a year at the minimum before construction
could start.

Mr. Grevas: We have to go through the New York State Department of

Environmental Conservation, the County Health Department and back to
this Board again for final approval. We are anticipating a year to

a vear and a half before we can get into the ground.

Mr. Paris: What is the proposed price range of these houses. What
are they going to be.

Mr. Grevas: We have discussed the style a little bit with some
builders. Right now, this is a land subdivision but one point that
was made was most of these will be two-story houses. The builder
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that we had spoken to prefers that style over any other. As a matter
of fact, I saw in the file we were looking at some houses that were
less spread out horizontally that were more deep because these lots
are deep. I am not going to say that they are going to monstous

but I would suggest that they'd probably be in the range of 280 to
350,000 dollars but nothing in permanent. This is strictly a lot
sale situation.

Mr. Werner: The size of the lots is 100 by 200.

Mr. Grevas: The lot size is 100 foot minimum lot width and half an
acre or 21,780 square feet. All of these lots are at least that and
quite a few of them are approaching 30,000 square feet.

Mr. Paris: Are these lots available to buy out individually?

Mr. Grevas: I am not sure what is going to happen a year and a half
from now when all the appbrovals are in. Again, the owners are here
tonight if you want to discuss that with them.

Fran Maxwell: I live at 11 Hudson Drive, I want to know how many
acres is this.

Mr. Grevas: 79.40 all together. I say altogether because it was
made un of three separate tax lots. :

Mr. Pagano: Okay, anybody else. This is the last chance to get
comments in.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion to close the public hearing.
Mr. Jones: I will second that motion.

Mr. Soukup: I'd like to make a comment. We have an engineer's
letter with nine items. We have four or five items from the engineer
tonight including changes in the recreational area and alternate
without wells and with additional lots a new access consideration

to adjacent oroperties that are land locked and I think that rather
than closing the hearing tonight, we should continue it for a month
and allow these changes to be made and the data to be resubmitted

so the public can see the changes and have an opportunity to comment
before the hearing is closed.

Mr. Pagano: We are closing--
Mr. VanLeeuwen: I withdraw my motion.

Mr. Pagano: I must redirect myself. We closed it to the public

‘but we are not closing the meeting itself or the public hearing.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion that we adjourn the hearing.

Mr. McCarville: I will second that motion.
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Mr. Pagano: I am trying to .close. the meeting to the domments part
but the public hearing is not closed. It will remain open. Ve will
adjourn for 30 days. '

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Jones Aye"
Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye

Mr. Rones: We can have Lou go over the comménts with Mark and come
back to the next meeting with the changes.

Mr. Grevas: I'd like to do it that wav because things changed quite
a bit vesterday.

Mr. Rones: Mavbe you can coordinate with the adjoining land owners
on the access issue and come uov with something for the next meeting.

Mr. Pagano: Hank, if you can try to follow-up on the retention
nossibly of that olayground area.

Mr. Grevas: I am going to be writing a letter to the Town Board. I
am going to get that in writing.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: They don't want pocket parks because it costs us to
much money to maintain them and there is a 53 acre parcel that they
have right on Mt. Airy Road. :

Mr. Grevas: Thirty-three acres.

Mr. Soukup: This will be asseséed for recreational fees which will
be utilized in an escrow fund for that development. I'd like to re-
quest that the deed restrictions on the lots espvecially the buffers
be added to the plan so that the filed map incorporates that informa-
tion. '

Mr. Grevas: Put it right on the map.

Mr. Soukup: Yes.

-11-
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

$55 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

7 August 1989

SUBJECT: HUSTED/TOWNSEND/PURDY MAJOR SUBDIVISION
“TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK (86-81)

To All Involved Agencies:

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has had placed before it an
Application for Subdivision Approval of the Husted/Townsend/Purdy
project, located off Riley and Dean Hill Roads in the Town of New
Windsor. The project involves the development of 112 single~family
residential lots with associated improvements on a 78.1 +/- acre
parcel. It is the opinion of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board
that the action is an unlisted action.

This letter is written as a request for Lead Agehcy Coordination as
required under Part 617 of the Environmental Conservation Law.

A letter of response with regard to your interest in the position of
Lead Agency as defined by Part 617, Title 6 of the Environmental
Conservation Law and the SEQRA Review Process, sent to the Town of New
Windsor Planning Board, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12550,
would be most appreciated. Should no other involved agency desire the
Lead Agency position, it is the desire of the Town of New Windsor
Planning Board to assume such role. Should ‘the Town Planning Board
fail to receive a response requesting Lead Agency within thlrty (30)
days, it will be understood that you do not have an interest in the
Lead Agency position. -

Attached hereto are copies of the preliminary subdivision plan, with

" location plan, for your reference. A copy of the Full Environmental

Assessment Form submitted by the Applicant for the project is also
included.

i%hé?é?
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SUBJECT: HUSTED/TOWNSEND/PURDY MAJOR SUBDIVISION
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK (86-81)

-2’
Your attention in this matter would be most appreciated. If you

should have any questions concerning this project, please do not
hesitate to contact the undersigned at (914) 562-8640.

cc: NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, New Paltz (w/encl.)
orange County Department of Health (w/encl. )
City of Newburgh (w/encl.)
Orange County Department of Planning (w/encl )
George A. Green, Town of New Windsor Supervisor (w.o./encl.)
Pauline Townsend, Town of New Windsor Town Clerk (w/encl.)
Town of New Windsor Planning Board Chairman (w.o./encl.)
Town of New Windsor Planning Board Attorney (w.o./encl.)



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD MEETING

JUNE 14, 1989

MEMBERS PRESENT: CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN
JOHN PAGANO :
RON LANDER
- DAN MC CARVILLE
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN
VINCENT SOUKUP -

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

MEMBERS ABSENT: LAWRENCE JONES

Elias Grevas, L.,S., came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr, Schiefer: Do you want to go over the basic, what this applica-
* tion is about?

Mr. Grevas: As we stated back at the beginning of the public
hearing, just immediately prior to the beginning of the hearing, the
decision was made to put a water line in this area and create Water
District 8, At the same time, it was also determined by conversation
with some of the Town Board members that there will be a new recrea-
tion area on Mt. Airy Road and that no recreation areas would be
required in this subdivision. Subsequently, as I stated at the last
meeting, we put lots in those areas and have now lot count of 116
since we have used up the recreation areas and the well fields.

For the Board's information, the lot size, minimum lot size is 21,780
saquare feet, In the lot sizes between 21,780 to 22,000 sguare feet,
we have 28 lots, Between 22,000 and 25,000 square feet, we have the
majority of the lots at 50, and between 25,000 and 30,000 sguare feet,
.we have 26 lots and 30,000 square feet and more we have 12 lots.

Some other changes we made on the plan in response to the comments
made at the meeting, were these #1, we provided two means of access
to the property to the north to the Kartiganer property, one by
extending a road up through here and providing for a temporary
cul-de-sac and one making this road D at the intersection with road B
at the right angle, extending this througch. The extension would be
constructed by the adjoining property owner and I have a note to that
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on the plan. I did have the opportunity to discuss this with .

Mr. Kartiganer who couldn't make it here tonight but he agreed that
this was what he was basically talking about. We have therefore
effectively followed the ordinance in respect to maximum block
length and providing access to adjoining properties. Some of the
other changes we have made, we took a loop out of this road at this
point ‘in the neighborhood of lots 27 and 28 and brought it straight
down  through here. We have been in touch with American Telephone
and Telegraph and New York Telephone with respect to-the cable line
that goes through.and we are in the process of finding out what the
requirements are for moving it over to one side. There seems to be
some question on what the useability of that line is. I have also
taken the opportunity to enlarge the scale on the location plan to
show some more of the surrounding tax lots to make it a little more
visible on where the property is. I have also added a list of open
space deed restrictions right on the plan which was another comment
made by one of the Planning Board members at the last meeting. I
have added a note with respect to the existing wells that they shall
be capped and filled-in in accordance with the New York State Depart-
ment of Health requirements. In conjunction with that, we have
increased road E's length and put in those lots that I have spoke of
before. I have gone -over the plan with Mr. Fayo this afternoon
around 2 o'clock, he has no objection. He is concerned with the
downstream drainage from the retention area because he has a ponding
situation now at Riley Road and Dean Hill. We told him that during
our design calculations, during the final-design phases, that we
would address that issue and perhaps even provide a new culvert
crossing on Riley Road if that is indicated by the report. We have
also shown all the lot areas, gross and net and those areas affected
by easements. Since we have an easement starting between lots 94
and 95 running down to road E and out between lots 104 and 105 for
storm drainage and continuing along lots 106 south to Riley Road for
the sanitary sewer. The fire inspector has also signed over on this
plan. There is a copy of that plan with his stamp on it in the file.
One of the other concerns that we have attempted to address during
the preliminary design is the fact that the property to the west is
City of Newburgh's water supply. The natural drainage pattern now
from this property is out towards to that property and we have
written to the City Engineer to determine what structural changes
might have to be made to ensure that the water supply does not get
contaminated from any construction on the site and from subsequent
use. We discussed that again with him as late as this afternoon and
"we are to find out what we are supposed to do between now and the,
when we go into final design. :

Mr. Schiefer: Are there any questions from the Board members before
I open this up to the public?

Mr. McCarville: What is the status on Dean Hill Road from the point
here westerly point, is that going to be rehabilitated?

Mr. Grevas: Yes. On Dean Hill Road, it is Dean Hill Road was closed
by a previous highway superintendent somewhere to the east of the,
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of this house right here to the rear, south of Dean Hill and east
of Mt, Airy. It is closed by dumping a pile of dirt right from the
middle of the road but it is used all up to that point from the
other end coming from Riley Road, there are some houses gaining
access and particularly on the property immediately to the east of
this property. Then, the road sort of dies right there. Now, some
time ago our client approached Fred Fayo about straightening out
Dean Hill Road to provide a better grade and we brought that site

. plan to this Board and received approval to do that and work has
already begqun on that. That began some time ago, excavating to

" straighten out Dean Hill Road and provide a more attractable grade
maximum 10%,

Mr. MeCarville: These lots €wo.or one, 107 and 106, will they be
accessed off this reconstructed road?

Mr. Grevas: That is correct.
Mr. McCarville: Quite a grade there.

Mr. Grevas: No, because we, right now, there is a cut through here
but there will, if you will notice, the lots drop off from right to
left in some places, there is quite a cut right -in front of it but
we do have sufficient width to bring a driveway on the low side.
Incidently, that road cut isn't finished yet either. It has got

to be fared out. If I may just one more thing I did because we
changed the number of lots, I did prepare a new environmental
assessment form. I noticed just now reading Mark's comments that
you need several copies so I have prepared a total of five, I have
given four to Mark.

Mr. Schiefer: Mark, this is the first you have seen this?
Mr, Edéall: You gave me this before, this is just a revised one?
Mr., Grevas: Yes, revised it for the new number of lots.

Mr. Schiefer: If there are no additional comments at this time, I'd
like to open it to comments from the public. If someone has any
comments to make, first identify yourself, your name and where you
live.

Laura Zeisel: I represent Ken and Amy White. They live at 295

Dean Hill Road. I came. prepared.tonight to discuss the environmental
assessment .form. .It._is . my understanding.though that the Board has
not yet been formally designated as lead agency under SEQR for re-
view of this project and therefore, I guess, I would like to make
arrangements to get .a copy of the revised EAF to look over it. I
assume the Board is going to go through a formal lead agency process,
I guess, I'd like to reserve my comments as long as I will have an
opportunity at a point in the future to address the revised EAE,
either orally or in writing. I don't know what this Board's procedures
are if they are going to hold the public hearing open but I do want
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an opportunity to address it.

Mr. Schiefer: As far as availability of the environmental impact
form, I think Mr. Edsall can give you one right now. He has four
extra copies.

Mr. Grevas: I can make some more.

Mr. Schiefer: As far as assuming lead agency, this has not been
done, maybe we can do that immediately right now, take action on
that. .

Mr. Rones: We can declare our intention to take lead agency position
and a coordination letter will be sent out to the other involved
agencies,

Ms. Zeisel: Will the public hearing be held open?

Mr. Rones: The public hearing on the site plan has already been
held and continued to tonight. There may be further public hearings
necessary in connection with the SEQR aspect. Do you have any in-
formation that would be, that you'd like to get into the record at
this point? - : :

Ms. Zeisel: I went through the existing EAF with my clients and
made a number of comments on it about additional information. Most
of my comments were going to be addressed to Part 2 of the EAF and
what I think are potentially significant impacts of this project

and why this Board or whoever for some reason turns out not to be
lead agency which I doubt why the lead agency should positive dec it
and require a positive impact statement.

"Mr. Rones: Tell us about that.i

Ms. Zeisel: I don't know if there is new information on what has
just been circulated so--

Mr. Schiefer: Let me ask Mr. Grevas a question. Lou, has there
been any basic change in the environmental impact form especially
in the area which she is referring to?

Mr. Grevas: The changes are these. Number one, of course, the

number of lots. Number two, the number of cars generated by those
number of lots increased naturally and the area ifo.-be left undeveloped
has changed because of the additional roadways and so forth. Those
are the basic changes. The rest of the information is basically

the same.

Mr. Schiefer: Based on that, could you give us your input?
Ms. Zeisel: Sure. Well, this is working off the old EAF.

Mr. Schiefer: That is understandable.
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‘Ms. Zeisel: On page 2, first going through Part 1 of the EAF, we
guestioned the answer given to question 3, soil drainage which in-
dicates that 80% of the site is well drained and 20% is moderately
well drained, according to my clients. ’

Mr. Schiefer: That has not been changed. That is exactly--~

Ms. Zeisel: According to my clients who know the property better
than I do,. they consider at least a certain portion of it, what they
would characterize as poorly drained, that is swampy. I question
whether that is an accurate characterization of the existing soils.

Mr. Soukup: Wasn't there a question of standing water on lots 15,
16 and 17?2

Mr. Grevas: There was a question about a wet area which is. actually
between 18, 19, 20 and 21 right up in here, there is a wet area.

Mr. Soukup: What about 14, 15 and 16?
Mr. Grevas: This is' a knoll, it drdps quite rapidly.

Mr..Soukup: I think that is a depression on 14, 15, and i6, I believe
I am not down at lot 10, I'm -up another lot 15.

Mr. Grevas: - From 1572

- Mr. Soukup: Is a depression?

" Mr. Grevas: . Riéht.

.Mr. Soukup: I don't see a reference on your map.

- Mr. Grevas: It is seasonal, this right in here is wet sometimes of.
-the .year when it-rains. .

Mr. Soukup: .How much water is.there now?

Mr. Grevas: Maybe a foot. I haven't been back all the way in here.
I could see water back in here. ’

Mr. Rones: Are all other portions of those lots not buildable poss-
-ibly because of the water condition or--

Mr. Grevas: .. What we are talking about is a 2 foot difference in
elevation and a low spot, natural low spot which:can be graded out
- during the  lot  construction.

Mr. Soukup: I don't see-any evidence of drainage out of that area.
Tt seems . to be a natural low spot. .

. Mr. Grevas: When the road was constructed and these lots are graded,
-this lot grading would be higher than the roadway adjacent to it.
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"Mr. Soukup:- Where do:you-show that?

" Mr. Grevas:.. As we don't -have it on this map, we don't have a site
grading plan necessarily until final.

.Mr. Rones: - Just before we left that point, I was wondering if there
- are other areas of the property that you know to have poor soil
. conditions or--

Ms.. Zeisel: That is the area that I was aware of where there is,
‘'what has been .characterized to me as something resembling a wetlands,
although it is not a protected wetlands.

Mr. Schiefer: My only comment there would be :the applicant is aware
" of ‘the problem. He plans to do something with it. We have not seen
that as of now. That will be addressed before we go any further so

what you have pointed out is one of the things that have to be

- addressed. Anything else?

Mr. Rones: Just before we leave that, do your clients have any
objections to that area being drained. Is there something about it
“-that should be preserved?

" Ms. Zeisel: My clients feeling overall is that that is development

- of significant enough size that -they would like to see and they be-

- lieve would be benefited by a, you know, a more elaborate explanation
- as to what exactly is going to occur and ‘their, I.don't even want to
- call it a position because it ‘isn't crystalized into a position,

. they feel that more information has to be made available to the Board
- because certainly drainage both drainage 'in this particular area and
- also drainage into what is called Brown's Pond or I understand there
- is another name, the reservoir of the City of Newburgh, is going to
“'be ‘impacted by this project. So, that is one of the primary concerns
more than that, I don't feel appropriate to say at this point. Also,
on the same page, question #4, are there bedrock outcroppings on the
-project site? The answer ‘is no.- Now, my clients, whom I believe

- and the engineer may know better than I, but I believe my clients
live in this, they are 295 and as I say, I haven't been to the
property. I believe this may be their home here. They tell me that
on -their property--

Mr. Rones: You are indicating along side of lot #24?

+ Ms. Zeisel: Yes, you are right, 24. On-their property which is a

- 15 acre parcel, -they have substantial bedrock outcroppings and the
.depth to the bedrock on their property is approximately 3 feet. 1In
fact, they have had problems because of that so they raise the

- question. - They said isn't it unusual that something so close should
have such a difference in geology, if you will, so I raise ‘that as

a question. I don't say that it is inaccurate but I raise it as a

- question and again it would relate:to drainage. On page 3, the next
- page of ‘the EAF, question 15, streams within or contiguous to the

- .project area. The answer ‘is given none but according to the informa-
-tion with -which my clients have provided me, there is a feeder stream
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from what they characterize as a pond on the property towards
Brown's Pond. ' I specifically asked them if it was an. intermittent

. stream and they said as far as they knew, it was there most of the

time. It certainly is not a classfied ‘stream but we did have a

- wildlife biologiest, Warren McKeon (phonetic) take a look at the

- property. .He felt that the stream was probably a year round drainage
- stream towards Brown's Pond. Question 16, are there any ponds on
the project area.. The answer that is given is none. Again, my
clients tell me that there is an approximate 4 acre, what they
-characterize .as a pond which I think is the same wet area we have
been -discussing. On- page 4, question #5, will any mature forrest
or other important vegetation be removed by this project? Then
answer is given no. According to my clients, there already have
been removed a substantial number of large trees which they believe
were over a hundred years old. They indicate to me it was part of
"clearing for a road for -the project. I don't believe this was the
straightening of Dean Hill Road but perhaps the engineer could
enlighten me on that.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: They got permission from the Board to do that.
Ms. Zeisel: Dean Hill Road?

- Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, to remove the heavier -trees.. They came to us
and got permission. . ’

Ms. Zeisel: ~For whatever it's worth, under the SEQR requlations, no
‘site clearing is supposed to take place before there has been a de-
‘termination of significance so that a project is not prejudged.

But, I will tell that to the White's. When was that permission given?

Mr. Grevas: 1987, March 18th.

Ms. Zeisel: Question 14, will surface area of an existing water
body increase or decrease by the proposal? The answer that is

given is no. As we understand, the project, this pond or swamp or
whatever you want to call it is going to be replaced or eliminated
so I would suggest that the answer to that question should be yes.
In addition to that, I think that the potential impact on Brown's
Pond vhich has been eluded to by the engineer, needs to be addressed
more fully in the EAF. Now, turning to Part 2 of the EAF.

Mr. Schiefer: Let me interrupt just for a moment. Everything that
you have pointed out has not changed on this new one. If there is
any differences; as you go through them, I will bring it to your
attention.- Everything is exactly as you said. Go ahead.

Ms. Zeisel: Turning to Part 2 of the EAF which this Board would go
through once it is formally designated as lead agency, based on the
information which my clients provided me, I went through it and it
seemed to me there are at least 6 or 7 areas which are going to be
potentially impacted. Going through them, it seemed to me that
question #1, is there an impact on land, the answer there would have
- to be yes. Obviously, this Board would assess the extent of the
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impact. There is construction that is going to continue through
several phases. There is a question-as to the depth of the water
table that I have raised. This is a large piece of under developed
land which whether it is this particular formulation or some other
is obviously going to be physically changed by development. On the
next one, question #2, will there be an effect on any unique or
unusual land forms? As far as- I am aware, the answer to that would
be no. On the next page, question 3, will the proposed action
effect any water body designated as protected by the Environmental
Conservation Law? As far as I know, the answer would be no to that
question. Question 4, will the proposed action effect any non-protected
existing or new body of water? There it seems to me the answer would
be yes, based upon the pond on the property that is going. to be
filled in and also the potential impact on Brown's Pond. Similiarly,
question #5, will the proposed action effect surface or ground water
quality or quantity? I think that the answer should be yes because
the surface or ground water which could be effected which might be
effected by the project is that which drains to the City of Newburgh
reservoir. Similiarly, question.6 raises the same issue in a
slightly different way. Will the proposed action alter drainage flow
patterns or surface flow runoff? The answer is yes, if the pond
that is on lot 15 through 19 or thereabouts is going to be impacted
by the project. Question 7, is there going to be an impact on air?
There probably will be a minor impact on air because of the addi-
tional traffic but I said that the answer to that would be probably
no or negligible impact. Question 8, no threatened or endangered
species ‘according to the applicant. Question 9, will the proposed
action substantially effect non-threatened or nonendangered species?
- Assuming that the suggestion of the Department:of Environmental
Conservation in this form which is that the removal of more than 10
acres of mature forrest in and of itself effects wildlife species,
the answer though on this question would be yes. Question 10, will
the proposed action effect agricultural land resources? I presume
not. Question 11, will the proposed action effect aesthetic resources?
I don't know that the Board has enough information from . the applicant
to decide that at this time and I would certainly suggest that the
visual EAF adderndum should be filled out by the applicant. I don't
know if it was in the form. Thank you. .

Mr. Grevas: No,vit was not,

Ms. Zeisel: Impact on historic and archaeological resources, I do
not know of any but I would assume that if the Department of Environ-
mental Conservation would look at their infamous circles and squares
map and advise the applicant about whether there are any historic
sites in the vicinity. I would suggest that anytime with regard to
question 13, although this is private land, whenever a parcel this
size is developed, it forecloses the possibility of using that parcel
as open space or recreational resource so that the answer to
question 13 should be yes. Similiarly, question 14, are there going
to be traffic impacts in the immediate vicinity and so I believe
that question 14 should be answered yves. Question 15, 16, 17, it
seemed to me would be answered no, no impact and question 18, will
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the propoSed action effect the character of the existing community?
Yes, it would as would obviously any development on a parcel this
size is ‘going to drastically effect the nature of the existing
community by definition so from my perspective and I think that I
have tried to take a conservative approach and not check off ques-
tions in my own mind where there was clearly no impact, it seems to
me there are at least 6 or 7 areas in Part 2 of the form where there
are potentlal impacts, significant impacts. As again, I believe,
"would. be the -case with any' large development such as this development
on. a substantially large parcel that has not been developed in the
past.. - Given that that-is the case:.and given that whatever develop-
ment the Board ultimately approves for the parcel will have large
ramifications for the community and the immediate neighborhood. It
seems: to me that this 'is the type of development for which an

‘ environment impact statement should be prepared so that the-Board
has available to guide it in decision making and in mitigating adverse
impacts, more information than is available in just in an Environ-
mental Assessment Form. So, that assuming the Board becomes lead
agency for this project.after you have gone through the formal
designation process, I would urge the Board to make a positive de-
termination of significance and require the preparation of a DEIS.

Mr. Schiefer:  Lou, would you care to respond to any of the individual
details of: that at this time?

Mr. Grevas: Basically, I'd like to introduce Bob DiNardo, he is the
project attorney to have him speak. .

Mr. DiNardo: I am the -attorney for the applicant. The overall im-
pression I have from counsel, essentially is that the size of the
project by reference to acreas and the number of lots would indicate
the necessity for draft EIS. I'd like to point out to the Board

that the criteria in Part 617 of the regulations classifies this"
project as an unlisted action, that is an .action neither pron toward
significant effect nor exempt from significant effect by virtue of
‘the number of lots being generated or the proposed being serviced by
public water and sewer. The threshold as I am sure you are aware
before you get to-a Type 1 Action, when. serviced by public water and
sewer is 250 lots so you have approximately half the number that the
Commissioner of Environmental Conservation has identified as a Type 1
Action which is half the number that the commissioner has identified
as likely- to require an environmental impact statement. So, I think
it is dangerous and misleading to equate size or number of lots-
with the necessity for absent something else with the necessity for
"a draft EIS without at the same time pointing out the regulations
which clearly do not make this a Type 1 Action and again bring it
only to half the level of the threshold for a Type 1 Action. I think
therefore, then specific other physical features and criteria that
are in the regulations have to be identified by competent- engineering
and technical professionals before this Board should contemplate
classifying it as an action which would have a potential significant
impact. I would like to ask counsel if there is any engineering or
biologist or archaeologist type of written report available to
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support the positions of her client or the questions raised and I
think it is that kind of hard documentation that this Board needs. -
If the positions are to be taken credibly at this point, I'd like

to know if  that kind of information is available or has it been asked
for and produced? ‘

Ms. Zeisel: As I said before, we had a wildlife biologist examine
look at the property, my clients property actually and it was he,
who raised the suggestion about drainage.

Mr. DiNardo: ' In writing?-

Ms. Zeisel: No, not in writing but I have raised these points because
I think the points the applicant has to answer as I am sure all
counsel here are aware, it is this Board's obligation to take a hard
look at a project under SEQR and the things I have raised are

issues- that I think deserves this Board's taking a hard look, the
criteria under 617.11 which are used for unlisted actions and I am
not- certain this wouldn't be a Type 1 Action because of its proximity
to the City of Newburgh public area but I am not going to take the
position it is a Type 1 Action, whether this Type 1 or unlisted,
although Type 1 is more likely than not to require an impact state-
ment, might a project have significant environmental impacts and

that is what this Board will have to determine.

Mr. DiNardo: It has to be based on hard documentation. I agree
with you and some real substantial evidence and just not speculation.
Let me not just be a nit picker with you, I don't want to duck any
real  issues that exist, what I would suggest procedurely as the,

in anticipation of the Board by acquiescence becoming the-lead agency
to the extent that the Board wants the EAF supplemented to any ex-—
tent or needs further, we gladly will do that and I think we should
do that before you -consider the fairly lengthy and speculative
process of a draft EIS. If that is necessary, it is necessary.
However, if it is not necessary as you know, it is gime consuming
and quite costly and I don't think you want to engage in overkill so
what I would like to suggest is you simply identify those issues,

if any, that your technical advisors, your professional advisors

feel need to be supplemented and we will gladly do that at your

next meeting, assuming we have a reasonable amount of notice and
that should dovetail with your taking the lead agency status.

Mr. Grevas: I just wanted to point out as far as streams on the
site, you know maybe it is a question of whether they are called
creeks or streams. I don't know. My field crew and the topo infor-
mation we obtained showed water courses but nothing that I con-
sider to be a stream. Perhaps, my designation of what a stream

is versus a water course might be at fault there. BAs far as the
wet area goes, which has been called alternatively a wet area and

a pond, what I'd like to do is offer the opportunity for the Board
to walk the site and also might answer the question of rock out-
croppings on the site too.

-10-
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Mr. Schiefer: Based on what I have heard, the Board will do exactly
that before any decisions are made. I do appreciate your bringing
these things to our attention. They will not be overlooked when we
made a physical survey of the site.

Mr. Grevas: Just for your informatiqn; I want to make this part of
the file, it is a letter we wrote to the City Engineer requesting
information on their concern on the Brown's Pond.

Mr. Soukup: Did you get a response? }
Mr. Grevas: Verbally, this afternoon at 10 after 5, we spoke about
the possibility of putting water/oil separators at the outlets of
the storm drains to make sure that if any o0il was spilled on the
road, there was some talk about buffering and city regulations so
we have to further check on that. '

Mr. Soukup: -How close is the water level to the edge of your
property?

Mr. Grevas: The water level is right around here (indicating).

Mr. Soukup: Don't they have a water shed restriction that extends
beyond that water level..

Mr. Grevas: That is the question at hand. There is a question
about a discharge of any pollutants, dish water and some other things
within the water shed area and of course we have sanitary sewers
here so the only discharge we have is storm water and that is what

. I am concerned about as how to handle that as it comes off the
property. o

Mr. Soukup: If it is determined that they have jurisdiction over a
water shed area, I'd like it shown on the map because it may effect
the utilization of three or four lots. :

Mr. Grevas: The one that was read to me tonight talked about dis-
charge of any pollutants in the water.

Mr. Soukup: That could be back water from a swimming pool and that
outline should be identified on those lots that back up on that
pond so we know the full picture.

Mr. Grevas: That was the reason for the request to find out what
-there was that I had to be concerned about.

Mr. Soukup: I would assume that the lead agency designation would
also go to the City of Newburgh and the water department people,
let them be aware of it. They have obviously an interest in it
with respect to the storm drainage. I notice that about 2/3 of the
site goes down to the retention pond that you show and 1/3, maybe’
40% goes to Brown's Pond and on the Brown's Pond part of the site,
you show no retention for storm water or even a silt basin which is

-11-
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where the more delicate flow goes.

Mr. Grevas: What we have going towards Brown's Pond is between 25
and 30% of the site. I don't know what the percentage off the top
of my head from the intersections from road C and B, we go out
actually, we go to the east directly to Riley Road.

Mr. Soukup: There is no retention basin in that direction either?
Mr. Grevas: That is correct.

Mr. Soukup: How much of the site goes into the basin you show?

Mr. Grevas: From lots 92, 93, this area here down here and I would
say approximately another 25 to 30%.

Mr. Soukup: About 65 or 70% doesn't go into any retention basin at
allz

Mr. Grevas: That is correct. As far as the drainage system on the
Riley Road end, that was extensively done over when they did the
thruway. The problem is at the intersection of Riley Road and Dean
Hill Road. There is standing water there now.

Mr. Soukup: Do you have calculations and reports that show no down-
stream effect or no downstream damage?

Mr. Grevas: No, we don't have those in hand yet.

Mr. Soukup: Before preliminary.

Mr. Grevas: I had assumed that the design would be done during final.
Mr. Soukup: I think it is a major concern in this particular case.
Mr. Grevas: I will have that done for preliminary.

Mr. Soukup: On the 50 foot righ-of-way, you have going to Kartiganer
at the top of the map, I'd like to see a reversion clause in there

in addition to the dedication. If it is not used by the adjacent
property owners as a connection, it should revert to the adjacent
property owner so somebody doesn't get a lot number and and try to
put a house on it.

Mr. Grevas: Is there a particular time limit?

Mr. Soukup: ‘If it is not used by that person at that time, then it
reverts. » ‘

Mr. VanLeeuwen: You should put a time limit.

Mr. DiNardo: Irrevocable, offer it to the town and that would put
the control in the town's hands.-

Mr. Grevas: - It would only be constructed.

-12-
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: I don't know if the town is interested.
Mr. Soukup: I'm concerned that it becomes a non-conforming lot.
Mr; Rones: ' His answer is to dedicate it to the town.
Mr. DiNardo: Offer it for dedication.
Mr. Rones: It has got that note as a reserved strip for a road.

Mr. McCarville: The problem with leaving it to the town, it still
becomes an area to collect clutter. .

Mr. Soukup: You can abandon it to the adjacent property 6wners.
Mr. McCarville: I don't think that has ever been done.
Mr. VanlLeeuwen: I think we should put a time limit, 5 years.

Mr. DiNardo: Highway law or town law, I forget which indicates “that
property dedicated or offered for dedication to the municipality to
the town for public road that is not owned and maintained as a-

public road for a period, I think it is 6 years, then it is no longer
available. It loses its status as a public road so we might tie the
time period into the statute. If the irrevocable offer is in fact
irrevocable, the town can always pick it up-put it really is intended
to cover the situation where the town ‘takes title to it.  Now, the
town has title to this piece of ground and what are your obligations
in terms of making it a public road. Your obligation as I recall it
ends 1if it is not opened.’ w1th1n a 6 year period.

" Mr. Pagano: We just had the same thing near Park Hill Drive where

a piece of property for 18 years has not been paid.taxes on, they
came in and looked for a building permit and the neighbors on either
side of that right-of-way were not even asked about it.

.Mr. Grevas: That was never offered for dedication by the town.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'd-like to see you put a 5 year contingency on
it if it is not developed, it reverts back to the two people.

Mr. DiNardo: I am sure the attorneys can agree just food for thought.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Mr. Kartiganer seems to be in an awful hurry to get
that so it should be developed within 5 years.

Mr. Soukup: Revert to the adjacent owners but the idea is not to
“artificially create a 50 foot lot that we go through the Zoning
- Board of Appeals proceeding at a later date.

- Mr. DiNardo: One possibility is to convey that strip to the adjoining
owner. -

‘Mr. Edsall: I think what we have to make clear here is that the

-13-
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. problems that occurred in the past where the Planning Board wanted

- a dedication and it was not followed through on.. It.is not the same
situation. If the Planning Board requires a dedication prior to

" the -stamping of the plan, we require that the offer be presented to
- the town attorney and I review the description so that the irrevocable
- offer is made at the time of approval. The previous cases where it
-was, failed to be followed through, so the Planning Board has to
decide whether they want it made or not. You are tying things that
- have happened in the past because of failure to follow through with
things now. There.is a variety of ways to approach it if you want
to make it a dedication, make it a dedication. If you want to make
- it an offer, make it an offer with a time limit.

. Mr. VanLeeuwen: Mark, I agree with you 100%.

Mr. Edsall: There was subdivisions made in this town and there were
dedications shown on the plan and the dedication papers were never
followed through on. -That is not a problem in this Board, it is a
problem the plan was stamped before the papers were received. That
is the same ‘as releasing a bond before the work is done.
Mr. McCarville: I don't think we are going to resolve it if we try
to solve the issue here tonight. We have seven more items and we
have heard from one person .on this public hearing. I think we
ought to get back to the public hearing.

. Mr. Schiefer: We have heard from -the applicant and the attorney,
‘there will be no decisions tonight. What -the basic purpose of this

- meeting this evening is-to get exactly the input which we are getting.
Resolutions, there will be none this evening. " Lou, are you going to
address ‘this? Mark, he has his end of it, we shall visit the site
and again our comment, I appreciate it this but there will be no
decisions at this point. .

~ Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'd like to walk the site before we méke that
decision. .

Mr. McCarville: 'Absolnte;y,

Mr. Rbnes: On whether a DES is required?

- Mr. Schiefer: Of course.

_ Mr. Pagano: I'd also like to reserve the ability that after we walk
-the propgrty.that we can comment again. I have alot more questions

- to ask.

Mr. Schiefer: There will be no, again, no decisions. These are
inputs, these are points -that are being brought to our attention

- and we shall address them.

Mr. Schiefer: Based on what I anm hearing, I'd like comments from
. the Board. I don't know if we are able to close the public hearing

-14-
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- because of these undecided things.
Mr. McCarville: I think we should close the public hearing.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'd like to close the public hearing and reopen it
at the next meeting so after we visit the site, we can have dis-
-cussions amongst ourselves because John has quite a few things and
I don't have a map in front of me, I have a few questions.

Mr. Soukupi You mean close or adjourn?
Mr. VanLeeuwen: Adjourn.

Mr. McCarville: It is for the purpose of getting input from the
- public. We can discuss this anytime we wish.

Mr. DiNardo: Time frames do not run against you until you make the
- environmental determination. No clock starts to run until you do a
. negative declaration or we give you a DEIS.

Mr.'McCarville:. I think we should close the public hearing.

Mr. Soukup: We haven't gotten all the--

Mr. Schiefer: I am going to ask for further comments. So far, we
- have had one comment plus the applicant's answers to some of these
things.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We have spent and hour and a half. on this. Like
Mr. McCarville says, we have other items and we should adjaurn and
open it back again when we do a site visit.

Mr. Schiefer: Ais there anyone else from the public that has any
input or questions on this project? If not, then if there is no
objection, you want to make a motion to that effect?

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion that we adjourn the public hearing
until the meeting after we visit the site.

Mr. Pagano: I will second that motion.

Mr. Edsall: The agendas are setup 2 or 3 weeks before the meeting
so we can't guarantee that. ’

Mr. VanLeeuwen: The next meeting after we have a site visit.

Mr. Edsall: That is not possible. The agendas are setup 3 weeks in
advance. '

Mr. Schiefer: If we visit the site in hhree weeks, it is completely
possible, let's say the first date available on the agenda. The
first avallable date after the Board has had a chance to visit the
site.

-15-~
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Mr. Grevas: I'd ask that the Board schedule it as soon as possible.

Mr. DiNardo: If the Board wants a waiver, they have it at this
time an unlimited time waiver. You have a stenographic record. I
don't think any clock is running but if any clock is running, you
have an unlimited time waiver unless and until we advise you in
writing to the contrary.

Mr. McCarville: I don't understand the reason for leaving the public
hearing open. As a Board, we meet and we can discuss the issues.

I don't understand why you want to prolong the public hearing.

Under the DEIS, we can call for a separate public hearing on that
subject alona.

Mr. Pagano: We may still have problems on this, the drainage for
the City of Newburgh.

Mr. McCarville: The applicant is not running away. He will be

here. We are all going to be here.  The purpose of the public hearing
is to get: input from the public. As Board members, we are here every
meeting to get input. I don't.understand why you want to leave it
open.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I feel it is safer.
'Mr. Schiefer: Joe, do you have any comments on the legal aspects?

Mr. Rones: It is okay to hold the public hearing open. It is
possible that the site plan may change somewhat as a result of the
SEQR review and so it may be necessary to have additional public
input, not only in the SEQR process but with respect to the site
plan since it mlght change or, not 51te rlan, excuse me, the subdivi-
sion plan.

Mr. Schiefer: Any other further comments? We have a motion.

Mr. Soukup: Two comments. The applicants are listed as three indivi-~
duals. 2re they the owners of record also?

Mr. Grevas: Yes.

Mr. Soukup: The other thing that I wanted to ask Mr. Chairman, I'd
like to ask the attorney, Mr. Rones, to talk to the town attorney
about note 17 as far as storm water retention basin to be maintained
by the homeowners association, specifically, versus storm drainage
district concept as to the advantages and what the Board would want
to do.

Mr. Rones: What is the town engineer—-do you know if the town
engineer has.-a position on that?

Mr. Edsall: As to whether the storm detention facility should be

municipally owned and maintained or maintained by these homeowners
associations? I will tell you that the Town Board's position from
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past experience, they are not interested whatsoever in having any
responsibility for maintenance for any exposure for liability so I
would suggest to this Board that they--

Mr. Soukup: What I meant was municipal storm district as against a
homeowner's maintenance responsibility because a homeowner's associa-
tion can't tax and collect for payments. A district can.

Mr. Edsall: Homeowner's association would have.that ability.

Mr. DiNardo: And we can confer it on the municipality. There may
not be any reason for an H.0.A. without on-site recreation and the
H.0.A. concept started when we had on-site recreation which the Town
Board expressed a preference not to have. If you look at the map
and understand what is going on there, there doesn't seem to be any
reason for an H.O0.A. to be formed and functioned. There is nothing
for it to manage.

Mr. Grevas: Maintenance of the retention area is important. We
can't be letting it go to seed. o

Mr. DiNardo: But for that very reason, if an H.0.A. is not motivated
to stay vibrant for any other reason, they may not stay active and
if they don t stay active, we have a maintenance problem.

Mr. Grevas: As Mark pointed out, the drainage district attempt was
made in another project right around the corner here for that very
reason and the Town Board said no, they would rather not do it, they
wanted an H.O.2A. That is why the note is there.

Mr. DiNardo: Then the H.O.A. is going to have to by declaration
give the municipality the ability to tax and default of the EH.O0Q.A.
taking care of it.

Mr. Rones: Well, discuss that with Mr. Seaman.
Mr. DiNardo: Yes.

Mr. Schiefer: We have a motion before us to adjourn, not close the
public hearing, motion be made and seconded we have gotten comments
on it now unless that motion is withdrawn, I'm going to take a vote
on it -and see what the Board's opinion is. Should be adjourn this
until we have had a chance to visit the site and continue the public
hearing meeting at that time?

Mr. VanLeeuwen: The attorney said it is better to leave it open, am
I correct?

‘Mr. Rones: I said it was okay. I didn't express an opinion as to
whether it was better or worse.

‘'ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville No
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Pagano . Aye
Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr. Lander Aye

Mr. Schiefer Aye ’ -17-
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Mr. Rones: Before moving to the next agenda item, the Board should
take a vote on its intention to assume lead agency status and :

,authorlze Mark and/or the applicant to circulate the appropriate

notices.

Mr. Schiefer: Anyone care to make that motion?

Mr. Soukup: I Qiil'ﬁéké>théiwméﬁiéﬂiéhét the Planning Board of the

Town of ‘New Windsor expresses its intention to assume lead agency
status and authorizes the distribution of a coordinated review
letter to the other involved agencies.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'll second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye
Mr. Soukup '~ Aye
"Mr. Lander Aye
Mr. Schiefer Aye

Mr. Grevas: Might I ask if the Board can possibly let me know when
they are scheduling it, I'd be glad to go with you.

Mr. Schiefer: Yes, we will notify you.

-18~



? February 1989 ,

”iC|tr of Newburgh Englneers Office
83 Broadway
Newburgh, NY 12550

Att: Mr. William J. Hauser, P.E.

 SUBJECT: SUBDIVISION FOR HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY, TOWN OF NEW
WINDSOR

Dear Mr. Hauser:

We are enclosing a copy of the Preliminary Plan for the Major
Subdivision of lands in the Town of New Windsor, a portion of
which are immediately adjacent to the Silver Stream Reservoir.

" Al though the project will be served by a Municipal Sanitary
Sewage Collection System, which eliminates concern over pollution
of the City’s Watershed due to subsurface disposal .of sanitary
wastes, the discharge of Storm Water runoff as a result of this
subdivision must be considered.

You will note on the plan that a collection srstem has been
proposed in the roadway entering the property near the
intersection of Mt. Airy Road and Dean Hill Road. The
"discharge point would be in an existing watercourse running to
the west, along Dean Hill Road.

Please advise us of your concerns and/or requirements for
protection of the City Watershed. 1f you have any questions, we
would be happy to meet with you to discuss the project.

Very truly yours

Elias D. Grevas, L.S.
President

enci/as

EDG/bg



'OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12550
(914) 565-8800

21 June 1989

SUBJECT: HUSTED - TOWNSEND - PURDY MAJOR SUBDIVISION;
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

To All Involved Agencies:

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has had placed before it an
application for a major subdivision of a 79.4 +/- acre parcel located .
between Riley Road and Dean Hill Road. - One hundred and sixteen (116)
single-family residential lots are currently proposed. The parcel
involved is referenced as Lots 16.2, 34 and 35.2 of Section 65,

Block 1 of the tax maps of the Town of New Windsor.

As of this time, it has not been determined if the proposed action is
an unlisted action or Type 1 action, as defined under Part 617 of the
Environmental Conservation Law. This letter is written as a request
for Lead Agency Coordination as required under Part 617 of the
Environmental Conservation Law. A letter of response with regard to
your interest in the position of Lead Agency, as defined by Part 617,
Title 6 of the Environmental Conservation Law and the SEQRA review
process sent to the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, 555 Union
Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12550, Attention: Mark J. Edsall, P.E.,
Planning Board Engineer (contact person), would be most appreciated.
Should no other involved agency desire the Lead Agency position, it is
the desire of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board to assume such
role. Should the Planning Board fail to receive a response requesting
Lead Agency within thirty (30) days of this letter, it will be
understood that you do not have interest in the Lead Agency position.

Aﬂ:aexmbé?
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Attached hereto is a copy of the preliminary subdivision plan, with
- location plan, for your reference. A copy of the Full Environmental

Assessment Form prepared by the Appllcant and submitted for the
progect is also 1ncluded

'"Your attentlon in this matter would be most apprec1ated. éhould you

- have any questions concerning this project, please do not hesitate to
contact the undersigned at (914)562-8640.

'Veryvtruly yours,

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

‘Ma J. Edsall, P.E.
P ing Board Engineer
MJEemj

cc: NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, New Paltz (w/encl.)
Orange County Department of Health (w/encl.)
Orange County Planning Department (w/encl.)
Town of New Windsor Town Clerk (w/o encl.)
Town of New Windsor Supervisor (w/o encl.)
Planning Board Chairman (w/o encl.)
Planning Board Attorney (w/o encl.)
Elias D. Grevas, L.S., Applicant's Surveyor (w/o encl.)
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City of Newburgh Engineer’s Office
83 Broadway
Newburgh, NY 12550

Att; Mr. William J. Hauser, P.E., City Engineer

SUBJECT: HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION, TOWN OF NEW
WINDSOR; SILVER STREAM RESEVOIR PROTECTION

Dear Mr. Hauser:

Reference is made to our letter of ¢ February 1989, our
Memorandum of 9 June 198% and our letter with attachments dated
15 June 1989, in the Subject matter.

During our verbal conversations of recent date, it is our
understanding that the City Corporation Counsel has yet to advise
you of any "buffer® requirements surrounding the Silver Stream
Reservoir (Browns Pond). It is also our understanding that the
discharge of storm water drainage toward the Reservoir is of some
concern to you. Therefore, in order to address your concerns,
and to provide protection to this City of Newburgh Water Supply,
we offer the following items for your consideration:

1. A restriction of development on lot 24, limiting -any
construction to the northly portion of the lot. A "limiting"
line would be placed on the subdivision plan, and would be
referred to in a Deed restriction for that lot when conveyed;

2. The installation of "traps® at the outfalls of the storm water
discharge culverts at Dean Hill Road and between lots 27 & 28.
These "traps" would be similar to those installed by
N.Y.8.D0.0.T. on route 300 near Washington Lake. Their
purpose would be to contain fuel oil or ather petroleum—base
products that may be spilled on the subdivision streets in the
vicinity of the storm drainsg

3. A Deed resfriction on lots 24, 25, 26, 27 and 28 prohibiting
any surface liquid discharges, particularly from swimming
pools, in the event they are installed.

Since this project is served by Municipal Water and Sewage
collection facilities, there will be no wells or subsurface

sani tary disposal systems to be concerned with. Therefore, we
believe that the methods outlined above will serve to protect the
Reservoir.



Page 2 of 2
SUBJECT: HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION, TOWN OF NEW
UINDSDR; SILVER STREAM RESEleR PROTECTION

We wauld appreclate your comments concerning the proposed ntems
at your earliest convience, since we are attempting to obtain
Preliminary Approval from the Town of New Windsor Planning Board.
1¥ you should have . any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Very truly yours

Elias D. Grevas

cct Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Frank Purdy

DiNardo, Gilmartin & Burke, P.C.
Praetorius & Conrad, P.C., Project Engineers
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_November‘:./ 9, 1989

City of Newburgh

City Manager 8 Offlce
City Hall ..

Newburgh New York 12550

RE PURDY SUBDIVISION - TOWNSEND HUSTED -

‘ Dear Mr Damlano~'“
We represent the above referenced subdlvlslon andg . We ‘are in receipt
of your 1letter dated November 6, 1989 relative to the adjacent
eecondaxy Clty ‘of Newburgh water supply

We recognize our obllgat1on not to do anything to threaten the City
water supply and we have every intention to take all reasonable

mitigating and protective measures to accomplish this objective. In
fact, we first proposed such protective -measures in August of this
year. o i ) A o -

I am not aware of any specific regulatory authority that the City of
Newlburgh has in connection with its reservoir watershed. If you are
familiar with any existing regulatory authority concerning the  same,
I would- appreciate your advising me of such. There is of course our
responsibility under SEQRA and we have every intention of strictly
complylng w1th the Act and Regulatlons

In fact, we have suggested to the Plann1ng Board that it would be

appropriate for the Health Department to review this aspect of the
application since the Health Department ' is already charged with the
responsibility of reviewing the application because of the proposed
water main extension. Similarly, New. York State DEC will be
reviewingg”the -application because of the proposed = sewer main.
extension. . It would also seem appropriate to request that DEC review -.
the appllcation relative to any potentlon impact on the Clty 8 water
supply - . L _ S R
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May 1 sﬁggest "that you request the City engineering consultants

-.review the ‘-application and respond to the'-applicant's ‘proposed

mitlgatlng measures.

The - Publlc Hearlng has been contlnued to November 22nd and 1 belleve

the Town of New Windsor Planning Board would like to take some- action

in connection with your recent letter at that meeting. I would like
"to 'emphasize that our clients intend to act respon31b1y ‘and ‘in an
Aenv1ronmenta11y sensitive manner, relative to the City's water supply.‘
1 believe it would be constructive ~for - the Clty engineering
consultants to review the- matter w1th our engineering consultants

-Praetorius & COnrad
;;;izczrjz;bquééﬁ
. DiNARDO

ROBERT
RED:dd
cc:
"William Kavanaugh Corporatlon Counsel
McGoey, Hauser and Edsall, P c. )
Matthias Schleiffer, P.E., Orange County Health Dept.Planning Board
Planning Board, Town of New W1ndsor Joseph Rones, Esq
Praetorlus & Conrad - )

Joseph Rones, Esq.
Louis Grevas PE



' PURDY, HUSTED AND TOWNSEND SUBDIVISION
: PROPOSED NOTE NO. 6

With respect to Lots No. 9, 10,. 1i, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18
and 19, no residence shall be located closer than forty feet (40')
from the open space deed restriction buffer line. ' This shall not
apply to accessory buildings. The subdivider shall not remove any
trees or other vegetation within the open space deed restriction area
or the area forty feet (40') porperkisssber from said open space deed
'restricfion buffer line except for those trees or other vegetation
required to be removed in connection ‘with the installation of a
foundation for the main residence. This Note shall only apply to

Lots 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19.

o

PURDY . NO6 /MU



PUBLIC HEARfNG: HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION: Mr.
Elias Grevas L.S. came before the Board presenting the
proposal.
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BY MR. GREVAS: This is 116 lot subdivision on 79.4 acre site.
It lies within sewer district number 16 and will be within the
soon to be created water district number 8. The lots, minimum
lot size for this zone is 21,780 square feet. All the lots
meet that, and some, most exceed it by quite a bit. We did
have some questions raised at the last meeting. 1In reply to
those, I have revised the environmental assessment form and
submitted that this evening. I have given a copy to Mark for
his review. Also attached to the environmental assessment form
is a storm drainage study prepared by Praetorius & Conrad,

P.C. Mr. Praetorius is here this evening to discuss briefly
the storm water situation for the project. Since this plan
was submitted and the storm drainage, in order to touch on
that briefly, it was found that we can eliminate the storm
water retention area. This will result in lots 104 and 105
being extended through into that area. Lots 1, 2, 104, 107
and 108 will be in large across the frontage on Dean Hill Road
with 108 being the largest lot since there is more grade,
there is a break in grade across that lot, so we have extended
the easterly lot line to make that lot larger. I have revised
the plans, but since these were submitted and under review,
they will be submitted at the later date. There is another
note to be added on the open space deed restriction section
which calls for a setback for the principal residence on lots
9 through 19 to be measured from the buffer line at 40 feet
and that no clearing will be done, except as necessary for
that structure on each of those lots. You will notice that
the open space deed restriction parcel has been enlarged along
the southwesterly bounds adjacent to the White and Morris
properties. We have also added the low wet area which I
referred to in the environmental assessment form as swampy
pond and shown the 1imits of that and note that the drainage
from that pond area goes out to .the south, south and
southeast, discharging eventually on Dean Hill Road. That has
been addressed in a drainage study and the drainage study
calls for certain off site improvements. Basically that is
it, and at this point, I'd like to answer any questions.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Before I open it to questions, Mark, you did
not see this before this evening, the full environmental
impact statement?

BY MR. EDSALL: Revised EAF, Lou knowing that you would most
likely like to address that tonight, dropped one off to me
today. '

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Did you get a chance to look at it?
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BY MR. EDSALL: Yes.
BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any questions?
BY MR. SOUKUP: Mark, you said you got that earlier today?

BY MR. EDSALL: Yes. Matter of fact, I had requested that Lou
was, I am not sure if he is going to have it tonight anyway,
but I had requested that he go ahead and get it ready for
tonight so I had asked for it.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any questions for Mr. Grevas?

BY MR. SOUKUP: What other changes or modifications have you
made, Lou, with respect to the comments at the meeting or
other changes in the course of the maps, last couple of
months?

BY MR. GREVAS: Basically on getting back to the retention
area a minute, I stretched the sanitary sewer easement through
to the southeasterly boundary, created a 30 foot easement
along that side and brought the sewer line and the storm
drainage system out to Dean Hill against the southeasterly
boundary. And I, as I said before, enlarged the lots in this
area opening up that frontage. Other changes since you last
saw the plan, I have shown more of Silver Stream Reservoir. I
have shown a lot development 1limit line on lot 24, some
additional topo, the position of the adjoining buildings on
the White property and the existing storm drainage system at
the intersection of Dean Hill Road and Riley Road as well as
some spot elevations along Riley Road to our other point of
entry. We did this for Mr. Praetorius' benefit in preparing
the drainage report, so we decided to leave it on the plan so
that when the report was reviewed, it could be reviewed
against the plan.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: You said you were going to take the pond
out?

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes.
BY MR. PAGANO: Wwhy?

BY MR. GREVAS: Because the on site drainage from this site
and Mr. Praetorius can tell you better than I can, basically
it comes down this area, down south to Dean Hill out to the
east to Riley Road and to the west towards Brown's Pond. The
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internal road network and storm drainage system can pick off
some of this and bring it down to Riley Road to the east,
which doesn't, which means that not as much water will come
down through here now. We can also handle the additional
drainage by enlarging the culvert under Riley Road and piping
from our subdivision down there. The Riley Road at the
present time, there are two culverts under Riley at Dean Hill
and as everybody knows, there is a wet spot in here presently.
Riley Road right now overtops occasionally, so we propose to
enlarge the culvert to handle our drainage and prevent
overtopping. ,

BY MR. SOUKUP: Provide sufficient downstream analysis to show
there will be no detrimental effect on any properties?

BY MR. GREVAS: Right, the preliminary drainage report at this
stage, what has happened is we have taken the pre and post,
the development runoff from the site from the three basic
discharge points. If those flows are acceptable off site,
then we can go internal and design that and downstream to
double check those figures during the preparation of the
report. Those water courses were walked out and they seem to
be and again Rich, you will have to speak on this, seem to be
okay.

BY MR. PAGANO: Can you bear with me if I ask you some novice
type questions? When you say you studied the water flow, help
me out, what do you base the water flow on, earth that is
there now or base it on concrete and driveways and walkways
and streets? There has got tobe a difference in water flow
now versus proposed, so how do you determine water flow on
that basis?

BY MR. GREVAS: I will touch on it briefly and I will ask

Rich to get into it. Basically what one does, we take the
conditions that are there now, factor with the runoff '
coefficient on the existing soil as it stands now, rainfall
data for the area and the slopes and how long it takes the
water to get from point A to point B. That is called the time
of concentration time. It goes from here to here.

BY MR. PAGANO: In its pfesent form?

BY MR. GREVAS: Present form. Then the project is calculated
on the basis of as developed, numbers of roofs, driveways,
roadways and so forth, that increases, doesn't increase the
amount of rain that falls and hits this, but it increases the

time of concentration from this point to this point instead of
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coming across grass or wooded areas, it is coming down much
quicker, lawns and so forth are much quicker, so the water
gets from point A to point B quicker. At that point, you can
calculate the cubic feet per second to go through any
particular point in the drainage pattern and from that figure,
you calculate what size culverts are needed to handle that
flow.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Just expanding also, does that increase the
amount of water that flows off?

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes. Building coefficient of runoff are
factors for the fact that yes, this is dirt and the runoff
figure is much lower than it is for paving and house roofs and
even lawns which runoff more quicker, less is absorbed.

BY MR. PAGANO: Reason for my question looking at the topo and
I see more uphill beyond your development now as another
development is developed behind your property line, the runoff
from that development has to go through your development.

BY MR. GREVAS: Not totally.
BY MR. PAGANO: Are we addressing this conceivable problem?

BY MR. GREVAS: Yes. If you look again, there is a copy on
file but the drainage area that Mr. Praetorius calculates was
based on not just this project but areas outside the project
also. Pre and post development, what is unique about this
particular site is if you look at the contours this high point
which is about in the middle of the property at the northerly
boundary where it hits Kartiganer's property, there is a knoll
right in here and you will notice that the contours are almost

'prependicular to that boundary line which means that the

existing flow, a lot of it comes down this way from east to
west and again going towards Riley Road conversely from west
to east almost direct without coming through the subdivision.

‘What does come through the subdivision is from basically that

high point down through this ridge and off to the southwest
and the southeast. 1In the drainage report for example, this
area that covers these parcels along Riley Road, the White and
Morris parcels, portion of our site and a portion of the
Kartiganer site total 42 acres going over to the west. And
that is far in excess of what our coverage is of the same
area. And also on this side, you will notice a drainage area
that discharges into this culvert is larger than just what we
are putting towards it.
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BY MR. PAGANO: Your explanations are always great. I really

appreciate it, but one question sometimes begets another. We
are coming at the termination of your culverts that you are
enlarging. What lies behind that. We are increasing a water
flow to that point. Now this has to be dramatic. There has
got to be a lot of water.

BY MR. GREVAS: It is not so bad, and I hate to interrupt you
but what happens here in this particular site, we have roads
cutting off some of the flow in culvert systems. These act
almost as interceptors and we are able to control where we put
some of the storm drainage. For example, some of the drainage
that used to come down through here will now be carried out
here. The reason for that is we are building a road right
here that intercepts some of this water coming this way. The
culvert system under the Thurway is much in excess of what the
Thruway needs there and what we have to do is enlarge the
culvert system on Riley Road to get to that and that is taken
care of.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: That is right in the swamp.

BY MR. PAGANO: The other one down here, Lou, on the southerly
part there, where does that lead to?

BY MR. GREVAS: Dean Hill Road used to extend right on through
years and years ago and the Erie Railroad along here also and
0l1d Dean Hill Road all further to the southeast, this drainage
course went down along Old Dean Hill Road under the railroad,
eventually came out on 94 down near 0ld Riley Road in that
area and continues down to Vail's Gate.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: There is a big swamp back in there.
BY MR. GREVAS: That is in back of the properties on the west
side of 32 down near, down near this line. It is down in here

to the south of the location plan.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any further questions before I open it to
the public?

BY MR. SOUKUP: It sure looks to me like lots 20 and 29 take a
heck of a lot of water off Kartiganer's property.

BY MR. GREVAS: 28 and 29 will right through here, that is

correct.,

BY MR. SOUKUP: You said you diverted it off the property
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before, didn't you?

BY MR. GREVAS: No. What I. said, a lot of the flow from the
Kartiganer property goes east to west.

BY MR. SOUKUP: You indicated that none went on your property.
BY MR. GREVAS: I hope I didn't say that.
BY MR. SOUKUP: 28 and 29 and 27 take a lot of water flow.

BY MR. GREVAS: I hope I didn't give the impression we are
taking it all out of there because the total drainage area is
42 acres going off site on site and through --

BY MR. SOUKUP: How many acres are you taking away from the
lower Riley Road water Dean Hill Road water shed and moving
over to Riley Road?

BY MR. GREVAS: At this point, to get down to the nuts and
bolts of the report, I1'd like to ask Rich Praetorius to give
his spiel on that. They prepared the report. I had the
opportunity to read it only, so Rich, if you could step up and
give us the report.

BY MR. SOUKUP: He has indicated new road C will intercept a
lot of water shed away from Dean Hill and take it to Riley. I
am asking how many acres is that being diverted from the
existing water shed to the new outlet?

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: That is in the report. Drainage area 1A
from 24 to 20 acres.

BY MR. SOUKUP: Four acres difference?

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: Yes. I think one of the things, do you
have -~ you have a copy of the report?

BY MR. GREVAS: Just gave him one.

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: I believe I submitted it to the town
engineer about two weeks ago maybe or more.

BY MR. EDSALL: Two or three.
BY MR. PRAETORIUS: Something like that, and I don't know how

detailed you want to get with your questions here tonight but
I will try and --
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BY MR. SOUKUP: The engineer will follow up and address all
the things that we raised tonight, specifically lots 28 and 29

‘and the shifting of the acreage. I would not call it'.

substantial if it is four acres in magnitude. I'd like to
know how have you factored in the total emanation of the
retention of lots 17, 16, 15 and 14. What have you done to
make up for that?

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: With the elimination of the acreage, we
drop the peak flow enough to have the post development peak
less than the predevelopment peak and the purpose of a
retention pond is to decrease the peak and keep it to
predevelopment conditions. When you have an existing piece of
property, you have an implied easement onto adjoining property
for drainage. Downstream land owner cannot say you can't have
your rainwater flow across my property, if the topo says that
it goes across the property, it goes across the property. 1If
by your development, you increase that flow, then the
downstream land owner can say I don't want the increase, I
don't want that impact. Now, if we decrease the peak flow
from pre-existing conditions, we do not need the retention
pond. The same --

BY MR. SOUKUP: The detention pond is over on lots 105 and
106. I am reflecting or asking particularly about lots 14
through 17, the shaded area that indicates the low wet area to
be retained only within the open space, that means that on
those four lots, the shaded area between building lines is
going to be filled in and removed. What have you done to
mitigate or make up for the removed natural retention area
because that is, that doesn’'t run off to the retention basin,
that runs off onto the property adjacent.

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: We have increases in peak flow in two of
the drainage areas, one of which is to Brown's Pond and the
other one of which is to the large wet area by the New York
State Thruway. We decreased two of the peaks and increased
two of the peaks. That is how we did it. The concept here and
here was that the increase in peak would not have a
discernible impact on. Brown's Pond or on this large pond

area by the Thruway, whereas this seemed to be a sensitive
area and this seemed to be a sensitive area so that is how we

. approached this rather than get into a retention pond.

BY MR. SOUKUP: Let me repeat my question. What have you done
at lots 14 through 17 specifically, what was the original
runoff flow and what is the final runoff flow at the edge of
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the property onto the lands of White and Bernick (phonetic)?
BY MR. PRAETORIUS: Well, --

BY MR. SOUKUP: - There is a natural low lying area that has a
natural retention value that is being eliminated by the
development of those lots. 1I'd like to know specifically what
your mitigating measure is in that area.

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: From what I remember, this area went to
this catch basin was taken out to Brown's Pond rather than
retained in that particular area. This has an eventual outlet
down here and rather than keep it going in that direction, I
believe we took it out towards Brown's Pond.

BY MR. GREVAS: May I just, now, we walked that site
extensively, Vince, and what that low wet area does and maybe
I can explain it better as I was more on the site than Rich
was. This wet area reaches a certain elevation and spills out
to the south and southeast out through the property and comes
down and finally gets down to Dean Hill Road in this area. By
f£illing this first off starting from the east, the, by
constructing the road through here, we have changed the
discharge from the property as it exists now to the southwest
into the low wet area, picked it off and have run it out in
different directions, so now this pond area can be reduced
because there is not as much need for that retention. This
area consists of 1.3 acres on our site. We are filling about
one acre of that and the .3 acres will be retained in here as
well as the property or the wet area still on the White
property. All I am saying is that by building a street here,
this is basically taking the flows away from the natural flow
which came down through there into that pond area.

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: And goes to Brown's Pond and the other
way, but mostly I believe it went to Brown's Pond.

BY MR. SOUKUP: You didn't deal with that area specifically as
a subarea or a subbasin area, you didn't calculate the runoff
before and after development on those four lots?

BY MR. PRAETORIUS: No.
BY MR. SCHIEFER: I don't think we are going to resolve that.
Mark, you are hearing the concerns of this drainage. I am not

going to ask you to comment right now.

BY MR. EDSALL: Preliminary commenté prepared on the report,
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but I had talked to Lou and there were some changes being made
rather than confuse the issue we will send them directly.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I am going to say pay particular attention
to what we are talking about.

BY MR. EDSALL: I will carry Mr. Soukup's questions to ours
and look for an overall response from the applicant.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: I'd like to open it to the -- are there any
questions right now? If not, are there any comments from the
public or any questions or concerns?

BY LAURA ZEISEL, ESQ.: I represent Ken and Amy White with
regard to the subdivision. I was here before, the last time
this was a public hearing. There was some confusion in my own
mind as to exactly where the property lines were. I think the
easiest way of seeing it is to look at the location plan. The
White's property is tax map number 15 which is this large,
largest lot that is surrounded by the subdivision right here.
Now, the last time I was here, I made a number of comments
about the White's concerns about the project and requested
that the applicant submit a revised EAF. Since that time, the
White's and the developers have met on numerous occasions.
There have been at least two and maybe three site visits with
Mr. Grevas, myself, Mr. DiNardo, the principals and my clients
and we have tramped through the property at some length. I
can tell you it is full of poison ivy. What I really want to
say tonight is that I feel that, and my clients feel that, the
developers have in good faith tried to address the concerns
that the White's have and specifically what they have done to
meet our concerns, they have substantially increased the open
space area along the line of the White's property from lots 9
through 19, essentially it has been I believe doubled in width
since the last time we were here, and that is reflected on the
map. In addition to that, something which is not yet on the
map but which will be put on the map between now and the next
meeting, they have agreed that as an additional covenant for
lots 9 through 19, there will be a restriction written in
which says that no residences shall be located closer than 40
feet to the edge of the open space area. So accessory
structures will not be regulated at all within that 40 feet,
so you have an open space area which goes from 43 feet at the
narrowest point to 76 feet at the widest point within which
there will be no development at all, and then an additional 40
feet within which there will be hopefully no development. If
there is, it will be limited to sheds and things like that and
the White's really appreciate the efforts that the developer
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and the de#eldper's‘consultants have put into meeting our .
concerns. 1 know that they have also submitted a revised EAF
tonight which I think is an adequate and correct

representation of the project at this point and --

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Have you seen it?

BY MS. ZEISEL: Yes, I have and predicated upon those changes

in the project and with the further understanding that an

additional proposed note regarding the additional 40 feet
setback is going to be added to the plot plan between now and
final approval and this is a draft of it, if the Board would
like to see it, predicated upon those changes being made, my
clients would withdraw their opposition to this project and
would also like to go on record as saying that at least with
regard to their concerns, they fell no need at this point for a
positive determination of significance under SEQRA and feel as
far as the White's concerns are, the Board could neg dec the
project.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Thank you, ma'am. Any other comments from
the public? Lou, I assume you have seen this added notes they
are going to addz

BY MR. GREVAS: I will be honest, what happens is I was going
to bring that plan with me. My plotter blew up on me tonight
and it should be here momentarily. My son is running a new
plot and prints with the notes on the drawing.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We have a copy of it here.

BY MR. GREVAS: You can keep that in the file if you wish.
The wording is exactly the same.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any other comments from the public? If not,
we will close the public hearing portion of this.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: I make a motion that we close the public
hearing. :

BY MR. RONES: Just before voting on that --

BY MR. PAGANO: I will second that.

BY MR. RONES: Just before voting on that, I would like to
note for the record and for the benefit of the Board and the

applicant, that the City Manager of the City of Newburgh has
written to the Planning Board by letter dated November 5,
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1989. I don't know if the applicant has seen a copy of that
communication as yet and in sum, the City through its City
Manager raises a concern about the polluted water runoff which
may affect Brown's Pond and asked for a positive declaration

‘and an environmental impact statement on that and any other

issues that may arise during the scoping session so we are
perhaps not quite to the point yet where we can make a
determination with respect to the significance, but the
applicant certainly is invited to confer with the city
officials and with Mr. Schiefer who has also been copied with
this letter, and see if it is possible to fully acquaint all
of these interested parties with the project so that we can
get their informed input on the issue of whether an
environmental impact statement is necessary.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Have you seen this letter?

BY MR. DI NARDO: My name is Robert DiNardo. Yes, we have. I
am the attorney for the applicant. If I can address that
briefly. I think it is not really the magnitude as it seems
at first. We have been prompting the City for some .reaction
for about ten months now. There are some conceptual
mitigating measures that are proposed as part of the plan and
we have kind of been prodding the City to react to it for some
time. Unfortunately, they just reacted a couple of days ago.
We just found out about it today. 1I'd like to suggest this.
As I understand it, and I am trying to reach the City
corporation counsel to confirm the City has no regqulatory
authority dealing with this, no published regulatory water
shed authority. I think what the City is relying on properly
so is the environmental protection of the SEQRA act and that
is fine. We wish they had spoken up sooner. We think that
the letter that was received was prepared by the City Manager
and not by an engineer, properly questioning our impact on the
city water. However, there is no technical support for it as
we understand it. Certainly it is not prepared by a
professional. What we'd like to suggest is this. Even were
you to adopt entirely what is in that letter, which we don't
see any foundation for and is, we think, unnecessary, the
impact of that as it has been explained to me by Mr. Grevas,
Mr. Praetorius, at the worst case would only effect some six
or seven lots. It is really a single issue. It seems all the
other potential environmental issues will be answered
satisfactorily. It is only a potential issue and narrowly
focused. The plan has to be for health department for water
extension and sewer extension. They have copied the Health’
Department. It seems like that the perfectly appropriate
agency to address this issue with their technical expertise,
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what seems to make sense to us based on our appreciation of
the magnitude of the problem is that it is not so significant
that it would cause positive declaration. We think the job
can be neg dec'd and that this issue can be referred to the
Health Department for dealing and ba51cally whatever their
recommendations are, whatever, however they analyze the
problem and however they recommend we deal with the problem is
how we are going to deal with this. As I say, worst case, if
it cost the elimination of six or seven lots, were you to go
to the extreme referred to in the letter that that is on a
worst case basis which for me at least seems to frame out
exactly the magnitude - of the problem and indicate at least to
me that it wasn't that serious. 1In any event, that is what
I'd like to request if the Board is otherwise disposed to
grant preliminary approval that it do so and ask the county,
ask the Health Department to review the City's concerns and --

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I think the City of Newburgh would like to
keep the Town of New Windsor forever green, if you ask me.

BY MR. DI NARDO: There is an existing road now and
hydrologically it is not an immediate source and there are a
lot of other technical things that have been told that I
barely understand, but I guess the Planning Board has to
quantify through its consultants how serious the potential is
and whether in view of everything this job has been through up
until now, whether it has to suffer another delay or whether
his concern which is a legitimate concern, can be picked up
between preliminary and final. Thank you.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Personally, I am not going to make a
decision now, but between our own engineers and the Health
Department as you are suggesting, depending on what they say,
we will come up with a final decision based on that. Whether
or not Newburgh agrees will depend on their reactions.

BY MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I told you how I feel, City of Newburgh
wants to keep New Windsor forever green.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: There is two other professional
organizations that are going to pass opinion on it and before
their input, I am not going to say Newburgh is right or wrong.

. BY MR. GREVAS: Mr, Chairman, it is not a qﬁestion of - having

ignored the City, as Bob pointed out. We made our first

inquiry on February 9, 1989 and what I think I'd like to say
is that there are means and methods of controlling the runoff
from the City towards a reservoir. None of us want to pollute
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any water supplies. It is just a case of being able to do
that under a review agency that has control and in this case,
there are two. There is County Health Department and New York
State D.E.C. because we have to submit the plan to them for
the sewer permit as part of that review. D.E.C. in White
Plains sends the whole package to New Paltz for environmental
overview so it is not something that is going to sneak by
anybody.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: That is what I am saying. There will be
other professional input.

BY MR. PAGANO: Just looking at plan-and reflecting upon the
City of Newburgh's concerns over their water shed lake and

Mr. Soukup's comments on these lots 14, I believe Vince,
through 17, it is a wetlands in there most times now. This
will be a protected wetlands area, but it is not. But this is
the main concern over the, my concern over the drainage
towards Brown's Pond and I would like personally to see
possibly two, maybe three of these lots made into a retention
pond to slow down high speed runoff towards Brown's.Pond. And
I'd like also to see the other retention pond down below
retained until such time as we see whether it is needed or
not. We are not going to know anything on this until this
development starts coming into shape and these retention ponds
are going to be needed. This is just two of my concerns and I
am not even an expert at this sort of thing, but the need to
me is evidence, you have to have something to slow down. Your
studies, andIl agree, they are very good, but water trickling
through leaves or grass is one speed and water coming down a
paved highway is another speed, and what happens that water is
going to get down to the bottom of that hill very rapidly.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: 1 have asked Mark to address that concern.

BY MR. GREVAS: I just wanted to clarify one thing that the
Brown's Pond situation and the pond situation are two
different directions, okay. There is a high spot right here
that divides the drainage. This drainage goes out towards
Brown's Pond to the northwest. This goes out through this lot
wet area to the southeast. I just wanted to make this clear.
We verified that by not only the, by walking through there and
looking for the outlet and found it basically underground and
on top of the ground only in heavy rains coming down through
the Werner property and onto our site, so I just want to make
that clear that is two separate drainage patterns.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We have a motion on the floor.

NN — 8 1e5e
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BY MR. MCCARVILLE: On that whole number of lots going down
there of the 116 lots, what are you talking about, 12 to 13 of
them draining towards Brown's Pond or more?

BY MR. GREVAS: It depends on -- I don't mean to sound like I
am waffling, it depends on what happens at this intersection
from this point to the west. We have, and let's take the
worst case situation. As far as the lots draining in that
direction, we have two, four, six, eight, ten, 12, 14, 16, 17,
18, 19, perhaps 20.

BY MR. SOUKUP: Counting the lots is a good way to determine
it but their real concern is not lots or the houses or the
roofs. It is non point source runoff which means oil and
grease droppings, people changing their oil in the driveway
and dropping a gallon out the front in the gutter, other

" comparable acts of that nature which nobody is ever going to

be there to police. There is now way you can prevent it or
guard against it.

BY MR. GREVAS: What we proposed to the City in August was a
trap at the drainage discharge. There are traps and filters
that we can put at the discharge points from the two points

that we are picking off and discharging towards Brown's Pond.

BY MR. SOUKUP: Who is going to clean and maintain the filter?
Is the City of Newburgh?

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: No, they haven't gotten the mentality to
do it.

BY MR. GREVAS: All I can tell you is we to address it. We
have to address it and as far as the maintenance part of it
goes, if it means the City has to come out there, if it means
the town has to come out there, that is the way it has got to
be. They have to be maintained. We have to protect the water
shed. We can't discharge anything down there.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: How many grease traps did they put on
Union Avenue when they made four lanes? Who cleans them?

BY MR. GREVAS: That is a state maintenance item.
BY MR. SCHIEFER: I hate to cut this argument short, let's

close the public hearing portion. We are going to keep
discussing it. '
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BY MR. SOUKUP: I have a problem with closing the public
hearing. Perhaps presently being revised if we close the
hearing, we wouldn't have a map received within the hearing
date to vote. Also documents were received tonight including
a drainage report that hasn't been available to the public for.
even five days. I don't think it is appropriate to adjourn.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: Adjourn the hearing.

BY MR. MCCARVILLE: I'll make a motion, I withdraw my motion
and make a motion that we adjourn the public hearing.

BY MR. DI NARDO: To what date, may I ask?

BY MR. GREVAS: Would you consider putting us on the next
available agenda since that will give people two weeks to
review the information?

BY MR. SOUKUP: As long as you get the revised map in.

BY MR. GREVAS: I am waiting to hand them out to you in five
minutes.

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Motion made and seconded to adjourn the
public hearing on this development for the time being.

BY MR. VANLEEUWEN: I will second it.

ROLL CALL:

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

BY MR. SCHIEFER: Any other questions before we close this?

BY MR. DI NARDO: What date?

BY MR. SCHIEFER: We are going to try and have it on November
22nd, if the maps are available by that time and I assume they

are based on Mr. Grevas' comments.

BY MR. DI NARDO{ Can you set it for a date assuming you have
the maps by tomorrow? '

BY MR. GREVAS: They will have them tonight.

NOV — B 1e88
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BY MR.PAGANO: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mark Edsall's comments is
that this is going to be a-four stage project. 1I'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 publlc
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, do you want to bring these in
formally? ‘

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




New York State Department of Environmemal Conservaﬂon

T e —————————

21 South Putt Cormers Road
New Paltz, New York 12561

914-255-5453

Febtparyrlé,ri989A
Mr. Elias A. Grevas ,Lit}ﬁi3f3ﬁﬁ?liyﬁﬂ e
Grevas and Hildreth v BRI R

33 Quassaick Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12550

Re: Husted Townsend and Purdy Subdivision
Dear Mr. Grevas:

I have reviewed both our Significant Habitat and Endangered
Species files.

I found no records of either located within the above refer-
enced project area. -

Sincerely,

(\ n ',,9“'0]\"""' .
' M .'.x‘\ ,
, ,erl L Hermes -
- Senior wWildlife Biologist
Region 3

JLH:kc
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

T0: Town Flamming Board

FROM: Town Five Inspector
DATE: &7 February 1989

SUBJECT: Husted, Townsend & Furdy Subdivision
FLANNING BOARD REFERENCE MUMBER: FE-84&-81
FIRE FREVENTION REFEREMCE NUMBER: FFS-89-014&

FREVIOUS REFERENCE MUMBERS: FP-8B-54

A review of the zabove referenced subject site plan/ sub-
division was conducted on 27 February 178%, with the
fTollowing being noted. A '
TOWM CODE CHAFTER 21, 3ECTION 21-10
fidditional hydvrants ars nseded at the end of the
Cul—dz=-8ac on road "D and cne (1) additional

hydrant is nesdsd on vroad "BY between Dean Hill
Road and the first turn in the voadway.

FLAN DATED: 24 January 1989, Revision 2

This site plan/subdivision ié found unacceptable.

Robert F. Ro
Fire Inspectdr

CCTMLE.
- houw Grevas

—— —— -
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TOWN BOARD
TO: TOWN PLANNING BOARD
FROM: ATTORNEY FOR TOWN SEAMAN
SUBJECT: PURDY/TOWNSEND SUBDIVISION
DATE: _ JANUARY 25, 1989

I have been requested by Robert DiNardo, Esq., attorney for the
PURDY/TOWNSEND SUBDIVISION, to advise the Planning Board of the
status of Water District #8.

The engineering firm of McGoey, Hauser and Edsall Consulting
Engineers P. C. has prepared a map, plan and study for water
District $#8. Water District #8 includes the Purdy property as
well as the lands of Benedict, Etruscan, Mt. Airy Estates,
Lydecker (Par 3 Golf Course), Fayo and other smaller properties.
As you know, the town is under a court order to construct a water
line to serve Mt. Airy Estates. In the event Water District- #8
should be defeated by permissive referendum, the town will reduce
the boundaries of Water District #8 so that it will serve Mt.
Airy Estates and other property owners that wish to be included
in the district. Obviously, this would include the
Purdy/Townsend Subdivision.

At the present time there is a small modification that must be
made to the map, plan and study before it is formally accepted by
the town and a public hearing for the development of Water
District #8 is held. I would expect the public hearing for Water
District #8 to be held during the next sixty (60) days. After
the public hearing, the Town Board will probably adopt a
resolution authorizing the formation of Water District #8 which
will be subject to a permissive referendum. 1In addition to the
procedure set forth above, the town will be obligated to enter
into another agreement with the New York Board of Water Supply to
use aqueduct water for serving Water District #8. The water will
be purchased from the New Windsor Consolidated Water District. I
do not envision any problems with negotiating a contract with the
City of New York for the water, however, the amount of time
necessary to develop a final agreement cannot be projected with
any reasonable accuracy.

In summary, it is my opinion that the Town Board is dedicated to
developing Water District #8 for serving the lands on Mt. Airy
Road and definitely will incorporate the Purdy property within
the district.’

J. Tad Seaman

JTS/PAB
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‘BQQHQE“I'd like to call the regular m er now. We will
have t6 i of the minutes. I am sorry, I
had mine ‘have a. chance to go over them but the way

em was by coming in €0

HUSTED, TOWNSEND, PURDY—SUBDIVISiON (86-81) - DEAN HILL

Elias Grevas, L.S., came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Grevas: I have some smaller maps that might be a little easier
to handle. It is a reduction but the big maps are in there also.
Very briefly, our reason for appearing before you tonight is to
request to be set up for a public hearing.at a future date. But,
since our last meeting at which we asked the same questions, there
.were certain items that were addressed as a result of comments made
at that meeting and the two that T figure are most important to the
layout were the provisions of sidewalks along one side of the road-
and I have darkened them on here to make them easier to see because
they are on here but this is a hundred scale plan. We have also
shown two recreation areas, one in the well site area and one over
here, This one is about 6.9 acres., That is the southeastern most
and the one on the west is approximately 8 tenths of an acre,
Inclusive of the road. Now, we have changed the layout since last
meeting in respect only beside the sidewalks and recreational areas,
we have added a roadway out to Dean Hill Road out to the Mt. Airy
Road section so we have three points of ingress and egress, one on
Dean Hill at Mt. Airy, one on Riley and one on Dean Hill up at the
top. This is a request for a hearing. I have written a letter to
the Board where I have stated that since we have to advertise in
the local newspaper and we have to get the accessors list, we
estimate that the soonest we can have such a hearing would be the
second meeting in March. Fourteen days prior to that, I would
supply Mr. Edsall with the road profiles, the environmental assess-
ment form and all the other information for his review prior to the
hearing provided there are no serious problems with this layout.

1
g
i
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i
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Mr. Schiefer: -Mike, do you have any ideas how that would fit in,
March l4th, the second meeting in March, a public hearing.

]
1

' Mr. Grevas: I think that is the 22nd. That would be the earliest
: date if we don' 't get the assessors list in three weeks, we couldn't
! make this. :

? Mr. VanLeeuwen: - I make a motion we put them on the April agenda.

; Mr. Schiefer: Does anybody have a problem with that. We already
: ruled out the one date.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: . I make a motion we put them on for a public hearing,
the first meeting of April, April 12th, 1989.
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Mr. McCarville: I will second that motion.

Mr. Soukup: Do we want the applicant to approach the Town Board
that they will accept the recreation land being offered for dedica-
tion and I question that.

Mr. Schiefer: Certainly before a final approval.

Mr. Soukup: If the Town Board isn't going to accept it, especially
that little triangular piece on the left, if they are not going to
accept it, let's not present it that way.

Mr. Grevas: This area is where the roadway is coming through which
would be dedicated and this whole parcel would be dedicated but B
that item has to be addressed by inquiry to the Town Board, whether
or not they want to accept it.

Mr. Schiefer: Would you do this, Lou?

Mr. Grevas:: Certainly.

Mr. Schiefer: Any other comments.

Mr. McCarville: On this parcel currently under contract to be pur-
chased by the subdivider, where would your access to that be.

Mr. Grevas: We'd come in through here. We discussed this the last
time, this cul-de-sac would be brought up in this area as soon as
we figure out the shape.

Mr. Schiefer: You feel confident you will be ready by then.

Mr. Grevas: Yes.

Mr. Schiefer:; . We will take a vote on the motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville Aye
Mr. Pagano : Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen - .. - Aye. -
Mr. Soukup ~ Aye
Mr. Lander " Aye
Mr. Schiefer : " Aye

Mr. Soukup: I'd like to offer the applicant one piece of information
with respect to the 6.9 acre recreation area. Since you are using
half as storm water retention area, I think that is feesible but I
think you are going to need some under drains to make it work so it
drains dry and is usable property, otherwise, I recommend that the
Board not accept it unless appropriate improvements be put.

Mr. Grevas: We are looking to it to be fairly shallow also.



. o T - e W oo ..

. | . o6&/

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TOWN BOARD
TO: TOWN PLANNING BOARD '
FROM: ATTORNEY FOR TOWN SEAMAN
SUBJECT: PURDY /TOWNSEND SUBDIVISION
DATE: JANUARY 25, 1989

I have been requested by Robert DiNardo, Esg., attorney for the
PURDY/TOWNSEND SUBDIVISION, to advise the Planning Board of the
status of Water District #8.

The engineering firm of McGoey, Hauser and Edsall Consulting
Engineers P. C. has prepared a map, plan and study for Water
District #8. Water District #8 includes the Purdy property as
well as the lands of Benedict, Etruscan, Mt. Airy Estates,
Lydecker (Par 3 Golf Course), Fayo and other smaller properties.
As you know, the town is under a court order to construct a water
line to serve Mt. Airy Estates. In the event Water District #8
should be defeated by permissive referendum, the town will reduce

‘the boundaries of Water District #8 so that it will serve Mt.

Airy Estates and other property owners that wish to be included
in the district. Obviously, this would include the
Purdy/Townsend Subdivision.

At the present time there is a small modification that must be
made to the map, plan and study before it is formally accepted by
the town and a public hearing for the development of Water
District #8 is held. I would expect the public hearing for Water
District #8 to be held during the next sixty (60) days. After
the public hearing, the Town Board will probably adopt a
resolution authorizing the formation of Water District #8 which
will be subject to a permissive referendum. In addition to the
procedure set forth above, the town will be obligated to enter
into another agreement with the New York Board of Water Supply to
use aqueduct water for serving Water District #8. The water will
be purchased from the New Windsor Consolidated Water District. I
do not envision any problems with negotiating a contract with the
City of New York for the water, however, the amount of time
necessary to develop a final agreement cannot be projected with
any reasonable accuracy.

In summary, it is my opinion that the Town Board is dedicated to
developing Water District #8 for serving the lands on Mt. Airy
Road and definitely will incorporate the Purdy property within
the district.’

J. Tad Seaman

JTS/PAB




HUSTED, TOWNSEND, PURDY ~ SUBDIVISION | #56 -8/

Mr. Ron Purdy came b&ore the Board representin this proposal.

Mr. -

Pﬁrdy:;—Lastryear you gave us5permiséion'to;log the acreage and

when it came time, there is two parcels with the subdivision, when
it came time to log it, we had not yet closed on the second parcel
so we were not able to log the second parcel. So rather than go
ahead and do it, I thought we should go back to you to ask again.
I had Mr. Karnig who is supervising it draw up plans.

Mr.

Mr,

Scheible: You have gone through the first section, correct.

Purdy: Yes, you actually gave us permission to do the whole

thing but we hadn't élosed yet.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.

Jones: Take all the trees down.
Purdy: No.
Scheible: All the trees have been identified.

McCarville: Are these identified on a map, these trees, are they

laid out?

Mr.

Purdy: He has some type of a rough map that he uses for the

loggers showing where the trees are and how they are marked. You
basically did all that the first time. You can see there is a tre-
mendous amount of trees on the property that are not marketable,
that are staying. It is just the larger ones that we are taking out
which we did before and Mr. Karnig, of course, marks every tree and
goes through the entire process and monitors everything and it is

not

Mr.

just a wholesale cutting of trees.

Scheible: What you are asking for tonight is permission to go

into the second--

Purdy: Yes.

Scheible: The second and remaining, thai is the remaining part
section two.

Purdy: Yes, right.

Scheible: To continue logging?

Purdy: Yes.

Scheible: Gentlemen, what is your pleasure?

Purdy: The parcel is very thickly wooded.

~2-
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: There's alot of wood. I can't see any problem.
It is better if he thins them out.

Mr. Lander: The ones to be cut will be marked.

Mr. Scheible: Is Mr. Karnig, I am just curious how this works. When
he takes the trees, does Mr. Karnig come in after and make sure that
he has made notes of how many trees are left in there.

Mr. Purdy: Absolutely. He states in the report that there is so
many trees left that there is to much for him to count. I mean, but,
he monitors the entire process. He watches the--he observes them
cutting the trees. He makes sure it is done properly. They have to
carry insurance. They have to be bonded. The whole bit. It is a
very carefully done operation. We are relying on him.

Mr. Jones: Has it been logged out already?

Mr. Purdy: No, no sign of logging on this parcel in quite a few years.
Sixty thousand board feet. _

Mr. McCarville: Can we assume that the ones that he will be harvesting
are the older ones between 70 and 80 years.

Mr. Purdy: Yes, there is nothing under 14 inches being taken. They
are all, you know, just the larger trees.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion that the Planning Board of the Town
of New Windsor give permission to log and to finish the logging that
has already been started regarding the project site of Husted,
Townsend, Purdy - Subdivision, 86-8l1 as outlined by the report put
together by Mr. Karnig as of August 14th, 1987.

Mr. Purdy: He had it graded as far as species.

Mr. Jones: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

MR. JONES AYE -
MR. PAGANO ABSTAIN

MR. MC CARVILLE AYE

MR. LANDER AYE

MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE

MR. SCHIEFER ABSTAIN

MR. SHEIBLE AYE

Mr. Babcock: Here is a copy of :the engineer's comments. You can
keep for your files. 7 - 7 :
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DiNARDO & GILMARTIN
- Attorneys at Law

90 East Main Street (Route 94).

( P.O. Box 1000
‘Robert E. DiNardo - Washingtonville, New York 10992 " John F. X. Burke
Brian G. Gilmartin , (914) 496-5414 (914) 294-6686 David A. Donovan

Hiram Anthony Raldiris

April &, 1987

Town af New Windsor

Town Board

555 Uniaon Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12550

Attn: Jchn A. Petra
- Dear Mr. Petro:

Please be advised that ! represent Frank Purdy, James Husted and
Dwight Townsend who are the owners af premises located in the
Town af New Windsor known by tax map designations 65-1-146.2 and
are the contract vendees af premises located in the Town of New
Windsor - known as tax map parcel 6&5-1-34 and 65-1-35.2.
Preliminary sketch' plans far the develiopment of these : parcels
have been prepared by Lou Grevas and some preliminary discussions
have been had with the Town ot New Windsor Planning Board.

The property is within the service area ot the sewer district and
the owners are preparing teasibility studies and engineering
design plans to service the interior ot the property with
municipal sewer.

The owners would like +to discuss with the Town Board, the

teasibility ot providing water to the praperty fram the trunk
line Iocated within Riley Road. We would leave it to your
Judament whether or not these initial discussians should be had
at a work session or at a regular meeting.

In furtherance of this design, may I request that ygu contact
either Lou Grevas or myself tor the purposes of scheduling these
discussions. : .

I thank you for your anticipated cooperation in this resard.

Very truly yours,

'BRIAN G. GILMARTIN

BGG:pe | TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

oot e, PLANNING BOARD
Duisht Townsend : ' ~ RECEIVED w

Lou Grevas

Tad Seaman, Esq. ' v DATE ‘l-\-\?r@;‘
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GI‘ cvas LAND SURVEYORS BONIONS.
Hildreth, rc e LA
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE, NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 LOCATION SURVEYS

TELEPHONE: (914) 562-8667

8 February 198%

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
595 Union Avenue
New Windsor, N.Y. 12350

Att: Mr. Carl Schiefer, Chairman

SUBJECT: SUBDIVISION FOR HUSTED, TOWNSEND AND PURDY, DEAN HILL
ROAD

Dear Mr. Schiefer:

Enclosed are thirteen (13) copies of the Preliminary Subdivision
Plan in the Subject matter. We note that this item has been
placed on the Planning Board Meeting Agenda for this evening, 8
February 198%9.

The purpose of this appearance is to request the scheduling of a
Public Hearing, to be held at a future date.

The enclosed plan represents some changes from the plan
previously presented the Board, in the following areas:

1. We have revised the road layout to provide an access point on
Mount Airy Road;

2. We have provided Recreation Areas in the vicinity of the new
road, as well as in the propocsed Well Field;

3. We have shown the proposed water, sewer and storm drainage
lines;

4. We have provided for the installation of sidewalks along one
side of the roads within the subdivision.

I1f the plan is acceptable for scheduling the Public Hearing we
will, within fourteen (14) days of such Public Hearing, provide
Mr. Mark Edsall, P.E., with the following information for review
prior to the hearing:

a) A long form Environmental Assessment Statement, addressing
storm water drainage, proposed water supply and sani tary
sewage collectiong

b> Proposed Preliminary Road Profiles, showing road grades and
proposed public improvements;

c) @A Typical Cross Section of the proposed roadway and sidewalk;

FE8 ~8 w9 PR HIE S/



SUBJECT: SUBDIVISION FOR HUSTED, TONNSEND AND PURDY, DEAN HILL
ROAD _ : , C o

d) Proposifs for uses of the Récbeatiqﬁ Areas.

Given the time necessary to receive the list of Property Owners

"from the Assessor’s Office, and the requirement for advertisement

in the local official newspaper, we would anticipate that the
Public Hearing could'not be held until the 8 March 1989 meeting,
at the earliest.

I will be in attendance to discuss this project at your meeting
this evening.

t;;;gé%%%] yourszfi .
Elias D. Grevas, L.S.

President

EDG/ms

‘Encl/as

cc: Mark Edsall; P.E.
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Mr. Lou Grevas came before the Beard representing this proposal. (-Vl‘ Dvr)

5-F1)
Mr. Grevas: The last time we appeared before you it was our understanding the :5/ :
Board was going to consider this over and give us their idea on whether or not /ijP?
we should proceed in this fashion and te the Town Board for cluster application.

We are here tonight to discuss your decision with you and get your feedback on
an our proposal,

Mr. Reyns: HWe had scme discuceion on this and I think that we probably
indicated to our chairman that we should have a special meeting regarding these
cluster developments because we are coming up with probably three of them and
the rules and regulations are not all alike. And perhaps we should discuss this
among the Boarde before we tell & prospect just how he is going to have to
comply because if we tell him if we give him one set of rules and it doesn‘t

apply to the other situation and I den’t think that is very good planning in the
Town of New Windsor,

Mr. Scheible: 1 think this goes back,

Mr. Reyns: What I am asking for and probably will pole the Board and see if we
can’t come up with a meeting for thic and ask what Mr. Grevas and our engineer
think about such a thing because there are certain things that are going to have
to be addressed here and if they are not addressed at this point you are going
to have problems down the line and you are geing to be giving these people the
wrong quidelines and if you give them the wrong guidelines and go back to them
and say you had that wrong it is going to cost them money and time and 1 don’t
think that is necessarily fair.

Mr. Grevas: 1If I may reply to that the procedures as we all know is to make the
application to the Town Board for the open area development under Section 281
under the Town law. The reason we are appearing before you first it is a
subdivision and we are going to need your positive recommendation when we go
before the Board in backing thic type of subdivision. MWe fully realize that the
same number of units go on the site whether it is standard or cluster the reason
for the cluster application is to preserve some of the green space provided
buffers and I submit that the requirements set forth for the use of the green
space either in the ordinance or by resclution but either of the Buards would be
a matter of rules of the game. And I also submit that I think probably although
many of the item sare the came you‘d almost have to take ech situation an its
own merrit., There are some situations that lend themselves to this type of
development and some that don’t. 1 believe in this instance that this one does

but as only my believe which is why we are here tonight. AQAlso it happens to be
my client’s belief of course.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: Didn’t we, going back 6 or 7 meetings didn’t we lock at both
and didn‘t we tell him we’d prefer cluster?

Mr. Grevas: I think that is where we are at now.

Mr. Scheible: Here tonight is just for that which direction that they should go
in. This goes back, he ic very right in saying we don’t have any cluster but we
don‘t have any rules or guidelines of how a cluster development should be built
until we start getting some rules and gquidelines we’d better start thinking
seriously. HWe have three or four in the Town now and every one of them is built
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N to s different »pe, Ge .'hs raad p,:dthc, the ';‘undx.ar&ar here who ouns

what and who deesn’t cun what and we don’t have any specifice,
Mr. Van Leeuwen: MWe don’t have any guidelines set.

Mr. Grevas: I den’t think you can set 3 set of quidelines maybe 3 sliding scale
set depending on the zone of the project we brought in this projects as a mobile
tome we brought it in later on as a residential single family subdivicion
standard layout and we then considered the cluster layout. Two months ago we
acked for this direction from the Board and what we are getting tonight is that
we probably will not get any direction, probably until another set of meetings
is held o all I am <aying here ics if we proceeded with a standard layout then
we could proceed to preliminary, do our road design and g9et in and out even
though that is nct the way to develop thic piece of property. All I am caying
we have waited two monthe for the answer and the answer is that we should study
it some more. Quite frankly we’d like to get started on the project it has been
many months since we first came in here with mobile home parks. All I am saying
here ic¢ if we are guing ta study the quection further and come up with a set of
quidelines wonderful I am all fer guidelines we can all sink our teeth into if
it is going ta mean more delay cur next application will be for a8 standard
layout and we will forget cluster on the project.

Mr. Scheible: Are you threatening us?

Mr., Grevas: No sir. He just have to get going. We submitted this in March and
weeks 3ge we were told we were going toc be given an ancwer,

Mr. Revns: |If we go along with your thinking tonight and the move would be for
us ta give it & pleasing and pass it along to the Town Board ie that what you
are asking?

Mr. Grevas: Not necessarily no 8ll1 I am saying is this the directien we chould
go in. I can’t even apply to the Town Board, well I could but I don’t want to
without at least a direction I am not caying | want your full pleasing we are
not into preliminary design yet there are a lot of things we have to design,
road, water, sewer | want to know whether 1 can continue designing should I
design it this way or standard layout. I am asking for direction.

Mr. Edsall: And whether or not that should be recognized is that the plan
identified as sketch plan if you look in the ordinance there are very few things
you have to have on & sketch plan I think what Lou, the way the ordinance ic set
up for cluster open space the Town Board has to approve the association or
ownership for the cpen area. So if you give him direction that is where he wants

to go we are bound on the the Town Board for saying yes or no they will go along
with it.

Mr. Grevas: If the Planning Baord is in back of a project they feel is
important it makes a little more weight before the Town Board.

Mr. Mc Carville: You don“t intend to leave the two turnarounds on there, they
are mistakes aren’t they? )

Mr. Greva: No sir.

Mr. Mc Carville: and the cpace between 50 and 49 is for future access?
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Mr. Grevas: Yes. That it right now the reason we left it open was because in

your ordinance it says that you may request an opening through there and we have
get that set as the highest point just in case.

Mr. Mc Carville: It would seem to me there would be some way you could bring
the street through and only lose a lot.

Mr. Grevas: This is a sketch plan and by the time we will get through you will
cee a lot of changes.

Mr. Mc Carville: 1 think that the cluster plan I kind of like. I like the one
proposed for 32 and I like this because if the proper restrictions are put on
for the maintenance of the green area so that somebody down the road years from
now is going to thank the Planning Board for having this type of thing. This is
& very rural area this property surrounding it and it gives protecticon.

Mr. Lander: Generally, the cpen space 1 like but again like 1 will echo what 1
had said before the gquidelines zhould be mere defined on the other cne Lou on 32
it is right in the deed for each lot.

Mr. Grevas: It is & parcel in & deed a restrictive parcel.

Mr. Lander: They are responsbile for their own that is the biggest question
that 1 think we 3ll1 had was the open space.

Mr. Jones: That is my problem with the open space not becoming a catch all for
grass cuttings, old sheds, motorcycles and everything else.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: What 1°d like to see is the open spaces ties into the lots
like we did down on 32, 1 like the idea of open space.

Mr. Reyns: I don’t think we should be discussing this part of the problem what
we should be discucssing here is do we want the concept.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: The concept is all right with me.

Mr. Scheible: | have nothing derrogatory to cay about the concept becuase this
whole area is a wasteland anyhow here.

Mr. Grevas: It is more developed.

Mr. Scheible: As long as it is done appropriately but the concept I go along
wi th.

Mr. Babcock: 1 have no problem with the concept of the whole thing, the problem
1 have with it is that every cluster development has different setbacks and when
somebody comes in my office after these houses are built and they want te put up
a shed or garage or whatever and they say where they live that is what
determines what setbacke they use. If they are in R4 these are their setbacks
now with all the clusters coming up and non-conforming lots it is almost
imposcsible to figure that cut. You have one development which is

Butterhill which is being built so I have that under control but the idea these
projects the only way you have it unless it is in the back the only way you can
do it is to remember it.
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Mr. Grevas: - That is not true. On Butterhill subdivision map there is a typical

cross cection on every one of these there is & typical cress section plus zoning
table.

Mr. Babcock. Hy suggestion wae that if all the cluster develoments .even if it
has . to be a slide rule like Lou said should have some type of standard so that
when 1 determine it is in a cluster development I can have comething to go with.

Mr. Reyhé. This is why we should have a meeting and have that taken care of even

“though we discussed this tenight as to direction we can. gxue them direction and

then discuss this at another time.

Mr. Babcock: Would the setbacks be the same as Windsor Square? No, becauce
this zone is an R3 zone which calls for an acre what we are proposing is 20,000
square feet or half acre 21,000 so these are different than Windsor Square.
Because we started out with something different.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: There i¢ another think you can do to eliminate the problem,

when you write out the deed write a certain set of deed restrictions that there
are no outside cheds of any kind.

Mr. Grevacs: HWe took care of that on Windsor Square 1 hope to satisfy everybody
and that is what I intend to do on every cluster plan I work on.

Mr. Van Leeuwen: HWe have to make sure it ic on the deeds.

Mr. Grevas: When it is put on file in the Orange County Clerk’s office as a
restriction on the lot it is picked up by the title people. Yes it chould be in
the deeds.

Mr. Babcock: The one problem with the deeds is that when somebody comes for a
permit they don’t show me the deed.

Mr. Jones: These lots are all going te conform, not like Butterhill ycu come in

later and you want to change people want to build and you didn‘t have the lines
in the proper place.

Mr. Grevas: No.

Mr. Reyns: "That the Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor give their
approval to the cluster concept so that the applicant may proceed with their

next steps relating to Husted, Townsend and Purdy Subdivision." Seconded by
Mr. Van Leeuwen.

ROLL CALL MR. JONES AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
Mk. MC CARVILLE AYE

MR. LANDER AYE
MR. SCHEIBLE AYE
MR. REYNS AYE

LEXINGTON GATE SITE PLAN (86-17)
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDE‘ﬁCE

(Y

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: - Town Fire Inspector
DATE: 1 July 1988

SUBJECT: Husted, Townsend & Purdy Subdivision

Planning Board Reference Number:  86-81
Fire Prevention Reference Number: 88-54

A review of the above subdivision, as prepared by Elias D. Grevas,
LS, revision dated 7 March 1988 was reviewed on 28 June 1988, with
the following being noted.

1) Assuming there will be on street parking, it is
recommended that the street width meet the present
town code spe01flcat10n of thirty-four (34) feet
of pavement.

2) This area presently does not have town water. On lot
number 72, a 10,000 gallon in ground water storage
tank, kept filled at all times is to be located for
use by the fire department. Additionally, a pump
house is to be erected with a 500 gallon per minute
pump and an emergency back up system, permanently
connected to the water storage tank in order to f£iil
fire department tankers.

OR
3) The subdivision be connected to the town water system

using eight (8) inch water mains and fire hydrants
- spaced every five hundred feet (500').

,’/r/;)-‘: ’/,' /Z"

}5)4;"~i} S S

Robert F. Rodgersf cca
Fire Inspector—f



CONSULTING FORESTER

- Juck J. Kamtg T Box 483 » Cuntinental Road ® Comwall, N.Y.12518-0483 » Olfice (914)534-4517
. . ) Home (914) 534-7502

August 14, 1987

Nessors. Purdy, Tounshend and Husted
Re. 13 acre property on Riley Rud
New Windsor, Nev York

REFORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THIS WOODLAND

This woodland is composed primarily of mixed oak timber with most of the
trees in sawtimber sizes. Associated species consist of tulip poplar, red maple,
white ash, hickory and basswood. MNost of the land is well drasined having slopes
no greater than 5 to 10f. Adequate moisture and upoot have created bettor than
average growing oonditions for trees. G(rowth rates m rapid plrhmlu'h for

the oak species, ‘
1 estimate that the bulk of the trees on this site are between 70 and 80

yoars of age. There is no evidence of recent timber harvesting or any other dis-
turbance for several decades.

Attached hereto is an invemtory of the traot detailing all of the living
trees twelve inches and larger. 1 did not catalog the mmaller trees since they
were too numerous to count and have little value when compared to the mature tim-
ber present on the property. Observations made during my survey of the timber
lead me to conclude that there is adequate advance reproduotion of desirable
oaks, maple, ash and tulip poplar to revegetate the land following & selective
ocutting of the mature trees. Fortunately, deer populations are quite low in this
area and this factor will allow new growth to develope at an optimum rate.

The inventory sheet shows tree numbers and associated board foot volumes
arranged by tree dia-eter and by species. The totals at the lower right hand
portion of the sheet summarise my findings. If one assumes harvesting mly the
trees 16 inches and larger, slightly more than half of the trees will be elimin-
ated from the woods. One quarter of the board foot volume will be retained for
future growth. Sufficient numbers of trees will be harvested (60,210 board ft.)
to attract a cosmercial logger. The timber sale will be regulated and super-
vised Yy a professiomal forester and anly marked trees will be designated to be
cut mdor the provisions of a writtem omtract. :

‘Justification faor hu-vestug this u-m in the near future can be summar-

ised for the following reasons:
18 lur]ythruhmdredtmaorthrnﬁfth-mutmmdofﬂwu '

quite a few are well past their priame.
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2,

3.

4.

5e

Apprmutol.y 5 to 10 poront of the lum.-hor trees have diod nithin
the last five years. This norulity s m'ohw tho remult: of receat

opsy woth infestations. hch yur more tml m d:iu and osusing
lanotuv lm to the o\uu-l.

As alrudy notnd, roproductim of v.lulblo tres species is quite ad-
oqu;to thro\ldxout the tract, Sapling and polo lilod trees are noll
distributed over the woodland. ' .
Geantle slopes coupled with cnrcful akidding will. prwnt any erosion
from ocounnsusronlt ortrnr-anl :

Tho value of timber stumpage is preseatly at an hiltoric high., The
owmers need to cnsider the demand factor Vin timing a sale of this re-

_source since lumber prices tend to be rether volatile and wnpredictable.
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-: Related Reviews and Permits -

4
L .. .. : Depatmentof Planning
orange .7 ©&Development
: : o : “: 77 124 Main Street ¢ o
county S Gonben, New Yok t0m24
' _ . ) - . ST 49:4) 2945151 D
" Lovis Nelmboch S o Peter Garrison, Commissioner
) M&ouﬂn SRR TR - S - :"iichds.fl:;..rk;b'o.pmdyComh;sdom
ORANGE COUNTY DEPARTHENT OI" PI.ANNING & DEVELOPHEHT
239 L, M or N Report
‘4 'l'hls proposed actlon is belng tev1ewed as an ald in coordxnat:).ng such action between

and among governmental agencies by bringing pertinent 1ntet-co—m1ty and Countywide con-
s,xderatlons to the attention of the wumicipal agency having ]utlsdlctnm.

Referred by Town_ of New N1ndsor P]annlng Board D P&D Reference Fo. NWT 42-88 N
" County I.D. No. _65  / 1 /16.2,34,35.2

Al'l’llcapt _Hus_tJ_d_._I_Q_unsend, and Purdy
Provosed Actlon- Major - Subd1v1510n— Dean Hill Road

State, County, Inter—l‘lunu:lpal Basis for 239 Re*uew w1 thin 500 feet of I 87

Co—entS- 1. !he respgnswﬂgz of the constructlon of Dgan Hill Road needs to_be c]amﬁ ed.

.2, The: Q}acement of the open space area should be reconsidered. The purpose of the: open

space area -is unclear. The open space preserved is -not unique nor is the open space .

rea. T rrow _stri vill n t be used by the resadents of '

. the. subdivision.

County Actxon. iocal Detemid‘ationr~ - ’ Disépptoved 5 Approved XXXXXX

Apptoved subject: to the follmung -o(hflcatxons and/or condxtl.ons

- ,Vj ; ."  “. : '~ - R | -:i:v‘ i;  ;2/%j :‘; — ,
dulyzo 1988 - - r /"{9&2_& IR

Dat.e'g._ S ] . /Co—issioner‘,



COUNTY OF ORANGE

LOUIS HEIMBACH, COUNTY EXECUTIVE

Department of Public Works

ROUTE17-M  P.O. BOX 509
GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10924
TEL: Office 294-7951 - Garage 294-9115

LOUIS J. CASCINO, P.E.
Commissioner

July 22, 1988

Office of the Planning Board
Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12550

Attn: Henry Scheible, Chairman
Re: Subdivision Review ’/f
Hustid/Townsend/Purdy
SBL: 5/5/1/16.2, 34, 35.2-
Dean Hill Road
Town of New Windsor

Dear Mr. Scheible:

Our Department received an "undated" and "unsigned" submission
from the Town on the referenced matter.

We decline comments on the proposal insofar as we anticipate
-minimal inpact on the County Road System as a result of the same.

Very truly yours,
William E. Duggan

Senior Engineer

WED/sjn
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e ' 3 CSTATE OF Dl YORK
DEFARTHEIT OF P EANSPORTAT
112 DICUSON ZTRERT
HENBURGH, HEW TORK 129550

fOlhert U, Nickuon o ~ Franklin ¥F. @hitno
Regionsl Director ,C'/ -2 Conpriczionegy

June 2R3, 1968 , , , |

g Towwn of Hew Windsor Re: Subdiviesion of Husted,
Planning Eoard - Townseud & Furdy
555 Union Avenue L o 7 Riley & Desn Hill R4,

Hew Windsor, ‘NY ‘12550

L]

. Dear Sir:

We have reviewed this matter and plezs=e find our conments
checked. helow:

A Highway Nnrk’Permiﬁ'qill_he regquired

X_  Ho okjection
Heed additional information ____Traffic Study
Sl ) ’ _Drainage Stuly

“Iu‘beﬂreviewed by Regional Offsce
st:’X _f}DDes‘not affect N.Y. State Dept. of Transportabion

‘. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: . Ho State Right of Way is affected hv this
rsubdivision. .

William
C.E. I Fermits .
-Orange County -

21D RS

——— —



(

‘/)"QO-J’/}?/ | .'/4,’2/, .’?l;(//zu/////?",:’,/f&l’//* iie ,//

p.U. ENGINLLE.FIRE TWSPECTOR, Di0ITI o0.C.M., 0.C

T WILOTHG LHOERCTOW.
luv . Iy,
nevie PO 5. p. .

MATER, SEweR, VI GMWAY
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COUNTY OF ORAN‘G'E Department of Health

124 MAIN STREET
ty Executi
:"’::g LOUIS HEIMBACH, County Executive GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10924 TEL: 914-294-7961

VVéher().Latzko
_ President, Board of Health _ June 23, 1988

Z{ _ : RE: Hﬁstéd, Townsend &‘Purdy'
/L:/' = ' Subdivision -~ Dean Hill Rd.
Town of New Windsor :

Plannzng Board
Town of New Wlndsor

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12550

Gentlemen:

.The depicted project requires central water and sewage facilities to receive
our approval. :

The requisite order of review is:

1A = Approval of sewage facilities by NYS Department of Environmental Conservation

IB - Approval of water taking and supplyrplans by NYS Department of Environmental
Conservation and NYS Department of Health

2 -~ Approval of realty subdivision by Orange County Department of Health

3 - Final approval of subdivision by your Board :
R ety fruly yours, ;. .
M. J. Schleifer, P.E.
Assistant Commissioner
MJS:d1b

cc: File

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



TATF OF HEW YDRY
DEFQRTMEHT aF TRﬂHwFDRTﬁTIUH
112 DICKSON  STREET
MNENRURGH, HEW YORK 12550

Alkert E. Dirkson Franklin E. White

Regional Director Cammissioner

June 22, 1988

CTown of Hew Windesor » Re: Sukdivision of Husted,
Planning Eoawrd Townsend & Furdy
255 Union Avenue - Riley & D=an Hill Rd4.

Hew Wind=sor, HY 12550

He have reviewed thi
checked helow:

iﬂ

matter and plesse Ffind our comments

‘A Highwsy Work Fermit will he regquired

-

fuod

X Ho ohjsction

oy
ﬂ

Heed additionsl information ___ Traffic Stuody
Drainage Stuwly

To he reviewsd hy Regional Office

Dogs not affect H.Y. State Dept. of Transportati

ADDITIOHAL COMMEHTS: Ho State nght of May is affected hy this
suldivision.

Very truly yours,

William éizzzd/

C.E. I Fermits
Orange County

E:xl
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r v ELIAS D. GREVAS, L.S. ‘ o suavers
“'!E..k. LAND SURVEYOR
33 QUASSAICK AVENUE

SITE PLANNING
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 LOCATION SURVEYS

(914)562-8667 .

14 June 1988

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, MN.Y. 12550

Att: Mr. Henry Scheible, Chairman
SUBJECT: HUSTED, TOWNSEND & PURDY SUBDIVISION, DEAN HILL ROAD
Dear Mr. Scheible:

As you may recall, this site has been before the Planning Board
on several occasions for the past few years. "The last
presentation to the Board was for a Single-~Family *Clustepr®
subdivision with lot sizes at 15,000 square feet.

Since that plan was presented, the Town Board has made it clear
that cluster subdivisions are not acceptable. Therefore, we
have prepared a "standard” layout for the site, with 1ot sizes at
21,780 square feet. This is based on the avialability of
sanitary sewage collection (the property lies in a Sewer
District?> and the availability of water, br means of central
wells on site. The wells have been drilled and tested, and
found to be of sufficient capacity for the proposed subdivision.
Our clients, however, have petitioned the Town Board for
inclusion of these lots in the proposed Water District for this
area, and would interconnect with that system when and if
available,

Since this project has been before the Board previously, we
request that the enclosed Sketch Layout be placed on your
earliest possible meeting Agenda, so that we may proceed to the
Pretiminary Plan.

If you, or any of the Board Members, have any questions
concerning this project, prior to a meeting, please do not
hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly yours

Elias D. Grevas, L.S.

enclr/as (14 copies)

EDG/bg

cc: Mr. Mark Edsall, P.E.
Mr. Frank D. Purdy
Danza, Smith & Commorata
Robert DiNardo, Esq.



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

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
Associate

C
McGOEY ana HAUSER UeersedinNew Yok,
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

TOWN_OF NEW_WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: Husted-Townsend-Purdy Subdivision
PROJECT LOCATION: Dean Hill Road and Riley Road
NW #: 86-81 v

11 February 1987

1). The Applicant proposes a ninety-six (96) lot subdivision off a
63.7 +/- acre parcel. The Plan was submitted and reviewed as a
Sketch Plan.

2). It is understood that future submittals will be of a more
appropriate scale such that Bulk Table requirements can be verified.

3). A cursory review indicates that Lot No.'s 13,14 and 76 may not
meet the lot width requirements. 1In addition, the usable building
area for Lot 38 is questioned.

4). It appears that three portions of the main loop road will need
grade revisions to meet the maximum 10% requirement; future
submittals should include road profiles to verify compliance.

5). The Board may wish to discuss the status and the future plans
for what appears to be a relocation of Dean Hill Road in the
southern section of the property.

Respectfully submitted, ’

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
RECEIVED vp

DATE =a>~\w=81
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ELIAS D. GREVAS, LS.

: ; LAND SURVEYS
, SUBDIVISIONS
‘ " LAND SURVEYOR
: 33 QUASSAICK AVENUE SITE PLANNING
) NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550 LOCATION SURVEYS
- (914) 562-8667
i & Du tober 19724
Town of New Windzor Flanning Board
555 Unicon Avenus
ISR H;nd sar, M.Y 12550
étt: Mr. Henry Rervns, Chairman
SUBJELT: Pﬁdrﬂ‘ £ :UEDI)I:TEH OF LaMDks OF HUSTED, TOWMSEND &
FURDY, DEAN HILL ROAD
Dear Mr. Revns:
Reference is made to our past appsarsnces befors your Board
concerning the development of this parcel. Az #ou will recall,
the ocriginal proposal for this site was for a Mobils Home Fark.
Bzsed on the Planning Board’'s comments at that meeting, our
clients have decided o propose a2 single-—Ffamily residential
subdivizion. Az can be sgen on the encloszed SKetch Flan, the
oraject qusd consist of approximately ¥4 lots at 21,730 square
teet per lot, in accordance with the Zoning Requirements for R-3
and assuming the availabzility of Town sewer and water.
h »our Board, we would 1ikKe to address the
gr’ layout for this =ite, providing the
th = smaller 1ot size, which NuU]d prouide
. around the perimstier.
’ cement of this item on »our Flanning Board
garlisgst possible conveniencs.,.

Furdy

B
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. APPENDIX B '

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FO

INSTRUCTIONS:S

n a) In order to answer the questions in this ghort EAP is is assumed that the
Erepager will use currently lvaﬂ.:blo information eoncernings.the project and the

ikely impacts of the action. It is not expected that additional studiez, research
or other investigations will be undertaken, ’

(b) If any question has been answersd Yes the project may be significant and a
completed Environmental Assessment Form is necessarye: ) :

(c) If all questions have-been answered No it is iﬂce].y that this project is
not significant. ,

() Environmental Assessment

1. Will project result in a large physical thange
to the project site or physically alter more

than 10 acres of 1and? ¢ o o ¢ o o ¢ o 0 ¢ 0 o _JZYes;___,,No
2, Will there be a mgor change to any uniqus or : L

-unusval land form found on the site? ¢ o ¢ o o — Yes ¥ No

T 3. win proi:ct alter or have a large effect on - :

.an existing body of water? ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢-¢ o ¢ ¢ o . Yes I/ No

L Will project have a otentially large impach on
) groungwagerquality_?p e o e e v 00 s 00 e ____res___{_No

5. Will project significantly effect drainage flow '

on adl;acgnt sitfgz . { ¢ o @ e e '-go v Yes _y No
6. Wi1l project affect any ihreat.enéd or endangered - )

plant or animil species? ¢ o o o o o ¢ o 0.0 o .- Yes v No
7. will bréiect Fesult in & major adverse effect on

air quality? . e [

- e e 0 s 0 v e ‘YQS'K No

8. Wil project have a major effect on visnal char-
acter of the community or scenic views or vistas . i -
known to be important to the community? o e _Yes v No

9. Wil pro ect adversely impact any site or sérucl-
ure of historic, pre-historic, or paleontological
importance or any site designated as a critical

environmental area by a local agency? e e s. — Yes _/ Yo
10./- Will project have a major effect on existing or '
future recreational opportunities? v o Yes _v~ No

11, Will project result in major traffic problems or :
cause & major effect to existing transportation .
systerxs? . ® ¢ 0 e v o0 v s 0 00 Yes v Mo

12, Will project regularly cause cbjectionable odors,
- nolse, glare, vibration; or electrical disturb- -
- ance as a result of the project's operation? o

13. Will project have any impact on public heuth‘ or . _
safety? BCEE IR B A R A A Yes y_ No

1L, W11l project &ffect the existing community by
directly causing a growth in permanent popula-
tion of more than 5 percent over a one-year
period or have & major negative effect on the
character of the community or neighborhood?. »

Yes _f No

Yes _y/ No
15, Is there public'c%rsy ope€rning the project? Yes / No
PREPARER'S SIGNATURE: : TITLE: _ Lav0 SRvEpR_

2TPRESENTING: usreo - Towwsens - Yooy  DATE: 17 Cer.; 5EC
9/1/28 )




b ('r‘ Is a two-sided form)

~#*"PLANNING BOARD : .  Daté' RecelVed___
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ‘ Preapplication Approval

555 UNION AVENUE - Preliminary Approval
NEW WINDSOR, NY 12550 . Final Approval .
R » Fees Pald3f g4 %L£k
' '~,-.-.j-,<.';;;'.f_.'; e PPLICATION FOR SUBDIVIS!ON -APPROVAL: ’
.a. .. S . . Date:- 171 0&" lqgé
1. Name of subdivision__Husreo - Townrseno - Rieoy
2, N_aine:of applicant_Dwigur Towuseud V - Phone_
Address____|4 Teumore Dewé, Waerucees Fous, .Y - _t2590
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip Code)
3. Owner of record i—-\us cq&t‘\’_awnyné Phone
Fraunk. "
Address g)[a Frauk gwgg Rp 2 &Ae 94, Bor. 128, Newpagan NY. 2550
_ (Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip Code)
4. Land Surveyor ELies D, 6;2§_VA.5' L.S. ___Phone (\7\@/ L Z-Ee 7
Address__27 Quassacrc e, New Winosoe, MY 12850
. _ (Street No. & Name) {Post Office) ~ (State) (2ip Code)
S. 4 At;omejr . . Phone;
Address - : ) ’
: (Street No. & Name) (Post Office) - (State) . (2ip Code)
6 . S_ubdlvislon location; On the_ Ma-\*k slde of_ Dean B it foaé
, B : ' : (Street)
Coo feet West  of \oux fg_@cl
(direction)
7. Total Acreage___ &3, % Zone_._P-3 - Number of Lots___ T

8. Tax map des.lénatlon: Section____ G5 Lot(s) 16,2, Brock |

Has this property, or any portion of the property, prevlbusly been subdlvlded__ﬂa____.

If ye§ when L : by whom

- 10, -

.

‘Has the Zonmg Board of Appeals granted any varlange concemlng this property _____1\_12___

If yes, nst case No. and Name




List all dontl’guous holdiﬁgs in the same ownefship.

Sectlon_ _____ 65 ___Block(y)___| ‘ _Lot(y) 41

R
LN

Attached hereto ,15 an afﬂdavit of-'oWnershlp indicating the dafes'the respective holdings of
land were acquired, tqgether wlth the liber and page_of each conveyance into the'présent
owner és reéorded in the Orange County Clérk's Orfflcer.r ‘I‘hlsAafﬂdavit shall indicate the
. legal owner of the property, the contract 6wﬁer of the property and the date the contract of
séle was executéd JN THE EVENT OF CQRPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all directors,

ofﬂcers and stockholders of each _corporation ownlng more than five percent (5%) of any

class of stock must be attached.

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

Lo D\&GH YaR<AV. VP VAV 9. 944 , hereby depose and say that

all the above state ments and the statements contained in the papers submitted herewl_th

Maillng Address_/ & S EA AL RE DN

are true.

| NALAPPERLLETRL _[EALLS A LRS5O
SWORN to before me this

day of Jetadbe , 198

NOTA% PUBLIC w 17066550

RUTH J. EATON
Notary Public, State of New York
" Qualified in Orange
Commission Expites _1_;“
Reg. No, 4673512 —




