 PB#94-30
~ HARRIS, BENJAMIN

9022
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AS OF: 10/07/2002

PLANNING BOARD ,
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30

NAME: HARRIS, BEN - TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING

APPLICANT: HARRIS, BEN

--DATE- -~

11/21/1994
12/14/1994
12/14/1994
02/08/1995
02/08/1995
03/08/1995
03/08/1995
03/22/1995
03/22/1995
10/03/2002

10/07/2002

DESCRIPTION---------
REC. CK 11578 ESCROW
P.B. ATTY. FEE

P.B. MINUTES

P.B. ATTY. FEE

P.B. MINUTES

P.B. ATTY. FEE

P.B. MINUTES

P.B. ATTY. FEE

P.B. MINUTES

P.B. ENGINEER FEE

REC. CK. #12842

PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

TRANS - -AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
PAID 750.00
CHG 35.00
CHG 36.00
CHG 35.00
CHG 36.00
CHG 35.00
CHG 72.00
CHG 35.00
CHG 18.00
CHG 489.50
PAID 41.50

TOTAL: 791.50  791.50  0.00
O\//

\U



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 10/03/2002 _ _ - PAGE: 1
: o LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30 ;

NAME: HARRIS, BEN - TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING

APPLICANT: HARRIS, BEN
- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION-------~- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
11/21/1994 REC. CK 11578 ESCROW PAID 750.00
12/14/1994 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
12/14/1994 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00
02/08/1995 P.B. ATTY. FEE ‘ CHG 35.00
02/08/1995 P.B. MINUTES CHG ~ 36.00
03/08/1995 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG , 35.00
03/08/1995 P.B. MINUTES CHG 72.00
03/22/1995 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
03/22/1995 P.B. MINUTES CHG 18.00
10/03/2002 P.B. ENGINEER FEE CHG 489.50
TOTAL: 791.50  750.00



PLANNING BOARD

. , . TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 10/03/2002 . : PAGE: 1
S LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS : , , :
STAGE: o STATUS [Open, Withd]
. o , o ' W [Disap, Appr]

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30 :
NAME: HARRIS, BEN - TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING

APPLICANT: HARRIS, BEN

- -DATE- - MEETING- PURPOSE- -~~~ -~~~ = == =~ - ACTION-TAKEN--------
10/02/2002 APPLICATION WITHDRAWN WITHDRAWN
09/03/1997 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE TO SEND WITHDR. LETR
03/22/1995 P.B. APPEARANCE APPROVED SUB. TO
03/15/1995 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE NEXT AVAIL AGENDA
03/08/1995 P.B. APPEARANCE ND:WVE PH REVISE
REDUCE BLDG. SIZE - PUT SIGNAGE ON PLAN-NEED D.O.T. APPROVAL
03/01/1995 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT
02/08/1995 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: REVISE & RET W.S
RETURN TO WORK SHOP
02/02/1995 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT
01/18/1995 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE PLAN
12/14/1994 P.B. APPEARANCE RET. TO WORKSHOP

. REVIEW ENG. COMMTS.;ANDY TO REVIEW DEED;SEND REV. PL TO DOT
11/02/1994 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT

07/06/1994 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE-RETURN TO WS
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CCT-83-20802 9S:47

MC GOEY MAUSER EDSALL FPC

845 SE7 3232  P.O@3

)
AS OF: 10703702 . ) PAGE: 7
: HISTORTCAL CHRONOLOGICAL JOB SIAUS REPORT ) )
JOB: 87-56  NCW WINDSUR PLANNING BUARD (Chargzable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEWWIN - [GWN OF NEW WINDSOR
TASK: %4 X0 : :
................ DOLLARS - - = v eemeeeeemee e
TASK-NO REC  --DAIL-- IRAN  FMM ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RALE  HRS. TiME £Xp BULED BALANCE
94-30 89932 10/06/95 1IM. M K HARRIS S/P 700 00 35.00
94-30 89961 10/06795 TIMF MK CI HARRIS - MWD 75.00 0.5 12.50
47 .56
94-3¢ 90158 10/31/95 BILL  95-68/ 11/15/95 PD 47 .50
-47 .50
TASK TOTAL 489,50 0.00 -489 50 0.00
GRAND TOTAL 489 50 0.00 -489.50 0.00

TOTAL P.B3
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v

OCT-B83-2002 35147

AS OF:  10/03/67

TASK;

- 30

MC GOEY HAUSER EDSALL FC

o HISTORICAL CHRONOLUGTCAL JOB STATUS REPORT
J0B: 87-56 MW WINDSOR PLAWNING BOAR) (Chargeable to Applicant)

CLIENT: NEWWIN

845 S67 3232

P.B2

PAGE: 1

- TOWN OF NUW WINUSOR

LXP.

BILLED

94-30

94-30
-3
94-39

94-30

94 30
94-30
94-%
94-30
94-30
94-30
H-20
94-30

57893

8/t
881056

814/

86192
88182

H8359

86310
&8ss
88331
48245

88458
88403
88417

88L52

0706194

11/02/94
12/14/%
12/14/94
12729794

1273179~

01/04/95
01/18/%

01/31495

02/02/9%
02/08/95
02/08/9%

02728195

03703/9%
03/02/95
03/08/95
03/08/95
03/15/9%
03/21/9%
031221 %
03722195

03/31/3%

TiME
1
T
ik
Tim

TiME
i

TIME
TIMF
T

LY
TiME
], 3
TIE
T
3L 3
], 3
e

EMPL ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RAIF MRS
MIE WS BEN HARRLS 00 030
ML WS BEN HARRIS .o 1).40
MIE  MC BEN HARIS 70.00  0.60
MK CL H/RVW COMMENTS 25,00 0.5
Mit BEN HARIS .00 0.40

% &

ER&

NIF

[ ]

Mt
NJE
MCK

BILL  95.117 1/10/95 /D

WS BER HARRIS N/S 70.0¢  0.40
WS HARRIS S/P 70.00 D.40
BILL  95-170 2/13/95 D
M BEN HAIRIS S/P 70,00 0.40
€L H/RVN (IMENT 25.00 0.0
M HARRIS S/P 70,00 0.5
BILL  95-238 314/95  FD
WS HARIS S/P 70.00 0.50
WS HARRIS S/P 70,00 L2
Cl H/RA COMENTS 2.0 0.5
M. HARRIS S/P 006 0.50
WS HARRIS 70,00 0.%
MC  BEN HARRIS 7000 0.40
MM HARRIS COND S/FF APPL 70.00  G.10
CL H/RVW COMMENTS 25.00 0.50

BILL  95-794 4/5/95 PO

28.00
12.50
35.00

75.50

34.G0
14.00
17.50
35.00
35.00
78.00

7.00
12.50

179.00

b, 00

5600

-124.%0

-124.%

130.90

-130.00



‘Mason, Myra

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Myra,

Mark J. Edsail [nie@mhepc.com]
Thursday, October 03, 2002 9:49 AM
mmason@town.new-windsor.ny.us

Re: BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN 94-30

Total amount is $489.50

Check your fax for printout

Mark

At Thursday,

>MARK -
>

3 October 2002, you wrote:

>PLEASE GIVE MY YOUR FEES FOR 94-30 BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN SO I CAN

CLOSE OUT
>THIS FILE.
>

>THANKS :-)
>

Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

IT IS BEING WITHDRAWN PER WORKSHOP.

McGoey, Hauser & Edsall, C.E., P.C.

33 Airport Center Drive, Suite 202
NY 12553

New Windsor,


mailto:mje@mhepc.com

® @ o
. . 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route W)
() o ' © New Windsor, New York 12553 ~  ~ ~
. . (914) 562-8640
PCEE

O Branch Office

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 00 og;o;degg;;m s
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, PE.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

ILLAGE OF K)Bu_) U.)M‘ds\&/v | P/B # qg_ gﬂ

K SESSION DATE: APPLICANT RESUB.
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: Mo REQUIRED: Mo
PROJECT NAME: J/F s 5, //

 PROJECT STATUS: NEW ______ow _*°

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: gﬁﬂ /‘/ AN s

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSE. _@;(0_«»;% S
'FIRE INSP.
ENGINEER X:
PLANNER
P/B CHMN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:

\ Qo Lot Gu)

i gua/a,q—f Lis b Cerso Shac

ﬂé/ﬂr‘ ﬂé&/\ /\j(f) 7[4’ L“/’ /U//W_@ /’/@5

I/\/O% /AM[L\ Lm’ﬂ\ W‘\ um@x? A2 r+§

!ﬂAI’OCCC( [t Wﬂ/ﬁJW ‘74/‘(3 ﬁ/mjéﬁ’e’x
e T

He wl{ gedl Gﬂ@» W(%O(]/ww 017/‘1//01/1»/ -

4MJES1 pbwsform

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



. . O Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

a New Windsor, New York 12553
: (914) 562-8640
7 : 0 Branch Office
: - 507 Broad Street
MCGOEY' HAUSER and EDSALL . Milford, Pennsylvania 18337

CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.
6 October 1995
MEMORANDUM

TO: Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary
FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer

SUBJECT: HARRIS SITE PLAN
NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NO. 94-30

As per the Board’s request, I have reviewed the site plan improvement cost estimate and deeds
submitted for the subject project. Please be advised of the following:

1. I have revised the project cost estimate. Attached hereto please find the markup
of same, which results in a total cost estimate of $47,650.00.

2, I have reviewed the deeds submitted for the project and same describe two (2)
separate parcels, presumably adjoining. It is impossible for me to check this deed
against the site plan, since the site plan does not provide metes and bounds. 1
have reviewed this issue with the Planning Board Attorney, Andrew Krieger, and
we have agreed that the Applicant must submit a copy of a proper survey, such
that we can confirm the project property bounds against the site plan. In addition,
the Applicant must have prepared a new deed which describes the overall parcel,
with the two (2) separate pieces currently described, combined to a single lot. All
this information must be submitted to the Planning Board consultants for review,
prior to stamp of approval. Following review and acceptance, the Applicant must
file the correction deed and provide the Town with evidence of proper filing.

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding the above.

J. .E.
Planning Board Engineer
cc: Andrew Krieger, Planning Board Attorney
A:10-6-E.mk B o :

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsyivania



| 795 11:@7 TOWN OF NEM WINDSOR ’ o S %
r :ntll_qu;]_t_Coppola, R.A. . Design, Architecture, and Planning

175 Liberty Street, Newbhrgh, NY. 12550 o 'i‘el: 91(-561-3559 e Fax: 914-5161-2051

March 28, 1995

of the building, '

F— ‘ » Quastity | | Unis Cost Total

2. IScorm Drainage and Catch Basins
P. |Pemo of Curbing and Pavement
" acrete Curbing 900} LF
5. |Concrete Sidewalks - 230 LF
rs 7 | | ZaEA
7. [New Paved Purking Lot and Road 7,500| SF
F’ caring Coursc over West Lot , 10,800} SF
9 Enclosures 2|EA




4 ANDREW S. KRIEGER
' ATTORNEY AT LAW
219 QUASSAICK AVENUE
SQUIRE SHOPPING CENTER. SUITE 3
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
(914) 562-2333

October 4, 1995

Myra L. Mason

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Re: Ben Harris Site Plan
Dear Myra:
This will confirm our telephone conversation on this
date wherein I indicated that I had no objection to the

signing of the site plan and I have no further materials
I wish to review prior to that signing.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
: ANDREW L KRIEGER
ASK:mmt e

VIA FAX TRANSMISSION, ORIGINAL
TO FOLLOW
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. . 0 Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

a New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
PC O Branch Office
507 Broad Street
MCGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL | wrBoadSrent
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALI, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

REVIEW NAME: BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 190 ROUTE 9W (AND OLD ROUTE 9W)

SECTION 9-BLOCK 2-LOT 2
PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30
DATE: 8 MARCH 1995
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A

4430 SQUARE FOOT TWO-STORY OFFICE BUILDING ON
THE EXISTING PROPERTY. THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY
REVIEWED AT THE 14 DECEMBER 1994 AND
8 FEBRUARY 1995 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS.

1. The Applicant has addressed each of the previous review comments from my review
comments of 8 February 1995.

The Board should note that the Applicant has added a one-way drive on the south side
of the property. I believe their rationale with regard to traffic flow is legitimate. You
may wish to discuss this aspect with them.

2 With regard to the one-way drive, it is my recommendation that appropriate traffic coatrol
signs be provided, in addition to any pavement markings.

3. ThePhﬂningBoardshoulddetcrmhxe,forﬂxerecord,ifiPubﬂcHaﬂngwiﬂbe

necessary for his Site Plan, per its discretionary judgement under Paragraph 48-19.C of
the Town Zoning Local Law.

4.  Submittal of this plan/application to the New York State Department of Transportation

will be required. The curb cut to NYS Route 9W and the proposed drainage
improvements should be included in this review. :

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PAGE 2

REVIEW NAME: BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 190 ROUTE 9W (AND OLD ROUTE 9W)

SECTION 9-BLOCK 2-LOT 2 '
PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30
DATE: 8 MARCH 1995

5. The Planning Board may wish to make a determination regarding the type action this
project should be classified under SEQRA and make a determination regarding
environmental significance.

6. The Planning Board should require that a bond estimate be submitted for this Site Plan
- in accordance with Paragraph A(1)(g) of Chapter 19 of the Town Code.

7. At such time that the Pianning Board has made further review of this application, further
engineering reviews and comments will be made, as deemed necessary by the Board.

MJEmk

A:HARRIS3.mk



PC

. 0O Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route SW)
New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640

O Branch Office

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL . 507 Broad Street

CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

RICHARD D. McGOEZY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

REVIEW NAME:
PROJECT LOCATION:

PROJECT NUMBER:
DATE:
DESCRIPTION:

Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
(717) 296-2765

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN

190 ROUTE 9W (AND OLD ROUTE 9W)

SECTION 9-BLOCK 2-LOT 2

94-30

22 MARCH 1995

THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
3800 SQUARE FOOT TWO-STORY OFFICE BUILDING ON
THE EXISTING PROPERTY. THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY
REVIEWED AT THE 14 DECEMBER 1994, 8 FEBRUARY 1995
AND 8 MARCH 1995 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS.

1. Pursuant to the discussions at the last meeting, the Applicant has revised the plan with

the reduction in the

building size and the removal of the parking spaces along the

connector road on the south side of the property. As well, a wood dumpster enclosure

detail has been added

to the plan.

2. A response has been received from Don Greene of the NYSDOT, indicating no objection
to the project. A valid Highway Work Permit will be required before the Applicant could
begin work on the project.

3. The Planning Board should require that a bond estimate be submitted for this Site Plan
in accordance with Paragraph A(1)(g) of Chapter 19 of the Town Code.

4. At this time I am aware of no additional outstanding items or concerns with regard to this
application.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania
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March 8, 1995 22

BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN (94-30) ROUTE 9W

Mr. Anthony COppola appeared before the board for this
proposal.

MR. COPPOLA: Basically, if things go as planned, we’d
like to wrap up tonight. Since our last Planning Board
meeting last month at the beginning of February, aside
from addressing Mark and the board’s specific comments,

‘'we made one change really in the scope of the site plan

and that is we basically added a one way uphill road
that connects the lower parking lot and the upper
parking lot. And the reasoning behind that was
basically the owner, Mr. Harris, felt that he wanted to
access from the two lots vehicular access and that that
would basically be cutting down on the turnaround from
vehicles going south on Route 9W, if they could
possibly stop at the light on old Route 9W and up into
the lot that way. So, we bounced out the parking lots
to spaces down in the lower lot and spaces on the upper
lot to make that access but we are basically showing
four angled parking on the side of the hill there, too.
And in our workshop meeting with Mark a couple weeks
ago, basically after that meeting, we made some changes
to the plan that compensate for that slope on the side

.0f the hill so we’re aware that maximum slope there

should be 5 percent where those vehicles are parked and
then the slope of the road itself would be ten percent.
Couple other matters, things that we changed since the
last meeting were location of the upper catch basin on
the upper lot, we moved that closer to the road out on
Route 9W, changed the screening a little bit in the
front. Most of the rest of the stuff is just involving
relocating our sight lines, relocating a little bit
more screening, two dumpsters, we still have one the
top, one on the bottom. What we’d like to ask the
board’s permission is the one on the top we’d be
willing to do in some type of split faced concrete
block. This dumpster enclosure on the bottom next to
the existing 4 unit building I think if we were to make
that out of the block, it would just be too imposing
right in front of that wood frame. So we’d probably
like to do that in either probably treated lumber or
some type of wood. And I think just block dumpster
enclosure is not going to look right, basically it
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would be in the front yard of that existing building.

MR. PETRO: Ron is the one that usually, what do you
say about that?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Couldn’t you move it into the center
section here on the other side of the building?

MR. COPPOLA: I don’t--
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Right here.
MR. LANDER: I think before it was in the front.

MR. COPPOLA: Down over here, this is kind of the side
of the hill here.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Too steep there, is that what you’re
trying to tell me?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah.
MR. DUBALDI: How is the truck going to get to that?

MR. COPPOLA: Well, he’s still going to have to pull

.up, we’re dropping the curb there.

MR. LANDER: Just move the dumpster over to the middle
of this aisle.

MR. COPPOLA: 1It’s so tight there I mean I probably
have this is 20 scale so I have less than 20 feet from
the curdb to the front door.

MR. LANDER: Move it over into your aisleway.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think we should see a little
diagram what he is going to make it look like.

MR. LANDER: Okay, I have one question, we have the
parking on the hill here. Now the parking is going to
be 5 percent. What’s going to be the grade on the
road? :

MR. COPPOLA: Ten percent, so you are going to have the
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road and you’re going to have this thing like this and
then-- ’

MR. LANDER: I was wondering how you were going to get
5 percent there.

MR. COPPOLA: End up being a little retaining wall and
there’s going to be a transition between the two
essentially but it can be done, it’s going to be a
little skewed but I think its workable. 1It’s got to
stay that way so that basically the drainage all falls
out. I originally thought about doing it a little more
differently but the drainage has to run out of that
parking area, run out of the four spaces.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What are you going to put on the top
a fence? Cars are going to run right off the parking
lot into the other parking lot over the railroad ties,
you’‘re going to put--

MR. COPPOLA: Right here is a retaining wall right on
the upper portion here.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: How high is that going to be above?

-MR. COPPOLA: You’re only talking about like two or

three feet.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What will happen if a car rolls down
and over top of that, then what?

MR. STENT: You’re going to put a rail on top of the
retaining wall?

MR. COPPOLA: This is a cut, in other words, to protect
people from walking. -

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Then you‘’re going to have a two foot
drop, right?

MR. COPPOLA: Yes.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I’m going to ask you what kind of a

rail you’re going to put up. If you have got a two
foot drop, car comes up and drops down, what are you
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going to do?

MR. COPPOLA: No, no, no, if you are standing on this
pavement here, the wall goes up two feet, there’s a cut
there so--

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: All right, you answered the question.

MR. PETRO: The 8 spaces that are in the New York State
right-of-way, they are not figured into your parking
calculations, is that correct?

MR. COPPOLA: That is correct and it’s noted on there,
too.

MR. LANDER: Do we have anything from DOT?
MR. PETRO: No, we don’t.

MR. COPPOLA: I saw Mr. Green last week, Don Green on
another project, this is, I guess I haven’t spoken to
him about this project, he has no problem with it. He
asked me basically the question the board originally
asked was does Mr. Harris have a lease agreement with
DOT and I told him yes, and I’ve sent him a copy of

.that lease agreement. And basically says he’s got no

problem with anything else but my understanding was is
that the town was going to be forwarding plans to hinm
anyway.

MR. PETRO: Which we did. They were sent out March or
February 3, but we have no response at this time.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I think we should have had a letter
from Don Green, we can do it subject to but I’m not
happy with the 5 parking places -on the hill. You too?

MR. LANDER: Nope.
MR. PETRO: Five parking spaces, do we need them?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, I'm right at the 1limit, the
calculation runs to 32 spaces, it’s all broken down
here and I need one and a half per unit for square
footage for existing and the rest is square footage for



[

March 8, 1995 ‘ - 26
what I am proposing and it’s maxed out at 32.
MR. PETRO: Let’s remember that it is maxed out for the

size of the building. If the building square footage
was lower--

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I can’t vote for that with the
parking places there, that is a little dangerous.

~ MR. PETRO: About lowering the square footage of the

building would then give you less parking spots
required.

MR. LANDER: I thought we had that all worked out.

MR. COPPOLA: We had that, well, we have been to 3
meetings. The first meeting was a much larger
footprint that was showing the calculation for the
parking and the right-of-way. We changed that after
the first meeting and reduced the square footage down
basically less than 5,000. It was originally about
7,500, that was counting like I said counting the
parking in the right-of-way. So we reduced the
footprint down to what we have now, basically about
4,500, 4,480 in terms of any building so we have

.already done that, you know, come down quite a bit. He

does have a lease agreement. You can’t count it for
parking but the people are going to park there and they
have a perfect right to park there.

MR. LANDER: Henry, getting back to the four parking
spaces or five, whatever it might be here, these people
have to get out of the car now and they have to walk
either down the hill at ten percent grade or up the
hill so I’m not too crazy about that.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What if somebody parks there and
doesn’t put the car in park and rolls backwards, it
could kill somebody. I don’t like that setup for the
parking. :

MR. PETRO: How do they get from'the car on the slope
to the building? You don’t have a sidewalk or anything
cut through there, do you?
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MR. COPPOLA: I could. No, I could but the intent
really was that they’d walk around the, follow the
grade around.

MR. PETRO: That is quite a long walk all the way
around the curb. '

'MR. COPPOLA: We would have no objection to be putting

in a small set of stairs, probably you’d have to
actually walk down to the lower portion and then we
could put a small set of stairs on the upper portion
there, maybe between the landscaping so they can walk
around up and through.

MR. LANDER: I thought sure all these spaces fit
without those on the side of that hill.

MR. EDSALL: What happened‘was when he put the road in,
he eliminated some spaces so then he had to create it
because the road wasn’t originally there.

MR. COPPOLA: TI had two at the top and two at the
bottom. Again, that is something the owner felt
strongly about he wanted the access from the top.

.MR. LANDER: I’m in agreement with Henry. What I think

is going to have to happen or just hear me out here is
that these spaces are going to be a hazard and I think
that if you’d still want to go, I’m not asking you to
cut the square feet of the building down but I think
what we’re going to look at you’re going to have to get
a variance for four or five spaces because I don’t
think you’re going to stay on that hill.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I just don’t like the looks of it.
MR. PETRO: Mark, give us the engineering on this.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I don’t like it and I’11 tell you
something that was my next question, is he, going to
have a sidewalk behind the building so people that park
down at the bottom can go to the top?

MR. COPPOLA: No, we’re basically equaling our square
footage and trying to balance our lot so 14 down below
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and 14 up on top.

MR. LANDER: Let me make sure everybody understands
that the parking spaces are not going to be on ten
percent, they are going to be on 5 percent grade but
once they pull out of the parking space, it’s ten
percent.

MR. COPPOLA: And they back up.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: One way up the hill, I just don’t
like the setup. I hate to knock him for the five
spaces but we have to do something.

MR. PETRO: It looks like four spaces.

MR. EDSALL: At the workshop, I expressed my concern
with the slopes and the original plan as it was
presented had ten percent total throughout, including
the parking spaces.. And I said there was no way that
you could have a ten percent parking lot because the
people would literally fall out of their cars. That
was corrected with some grading adjustments which Tony
has put in. But it’s a difficult spot. During the
winter, it’s going to be difficult and the fact you’‘re

“backing out onto a ten percent slope, obviously with

the road being eliminated, I believe the parking
functioned as far as access to the spaces and the
slopes. When they added the through drive, the one way
through drive, that is what precipitated this problem
because they need the 4 spaces.

MR. LANDER: Because they lost the spaces, right.

MR. EDSALL: The only solution if you are not at all
comfortable with the spacing on that, on that slope
which I think it’s fully justified, is to either
decrease the building so the 4 spaces can be eliminated
or eliminate the through drive or ZBA.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You want my opinion?

MR. LANDER: Poll the board.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: 1I’1ll give my opinion right now



/c;:,.

March 8, 1995 29

eliminate the through drive. That will answer it. I
like that, anyway.

MR. DUBALDI: You’'re the one that is creating the
hardship.

MR. COPPOLA: Let me make a contention, see if it is
acceptable to the board. We’ll reduce, eliminate the 4
parking spaces, he still wants the through drive so I’Ad
like to keep that, but we’ll reduce the square footage
of the building. 1It’s going to be reduced now 800
square feet total which would be 400 square feet per
floor. 1It’s probably going to work out to be about I
think about 12 foot off the southern portion of the
building. We would be willing to do that.

MR. PETRO: Mark, let me ask you this, the spots that

he has leased, he has the lease agreement with DOT, we
can’‘t take in four spaces into the calculations, even

with the lease. :

MR. EDSALL: The Town Code does not permit you to
accomodate that.

MR. PETRO: I know you have reduced the building a

.couple times already and also as a resident of New

Windsor, I like to see taxable base come into New
Windsor. Every time we reduce the buildings for some
reason or another because of some little tiny law, we
lose tax base. So we’re cutting it down again. WE
have already cut it down two or three times and the
space, I don’t think it’s an ideal set-up either, I
agree with Henry and Ron but I don’t think it’s the
worst in the world either. I grew up on Broadway. I
think that is more than a ten percent slope and I went
shopping there a million times in my life and I never
fell out of a car. That is more than five or ten
percent. Why wouldn’t this work? I think it’s getter
than Broadway. That is my opinion.

MR. LANDER: He always can go to Zoning for the
variance.

MR. PETRO: Let me tell you something. I know if I was
going to that building for any reason, the last place I
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that building has to be occupied all the time before
anybody would park there.

MR. STENT: Could they put a restriction for employee
parking only so we wouldn’t have in and out?

MR. COPPOLA: We’d be willing to do that.

MR. LANDER: Then we’re leaving it open so the
employees are the ones that are going to fall out of
their cars and injure themselves.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I agree with you, I thought of that
too, why does he want that through drive?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, he really wants it.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Knock out the through drive and the
spaces or shrink the building.

MR. COPPOLA: This is what I can tell you in terms of
his priorities. Number one, he’d like me to finish
this up tonight. Number 2, he does not want to go for
the zoning variance and number 3, he thinks that the
-through drive is important. Personally, I agree with
the chairman. I think this can be worked. No, you’re
not going to go there and park there first but in all
reality, he’s got more than ample parking for this
site, I really think so. We’re allowing for these four
units which are probably about 500 square feet much,

we’re allowing 6 spaces within here. So that I feel is
a bit of an overkill. He’s got the lease parking in
here.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Everybody has two cars so if he’s got
four units.

MR. PETRO: We’re not even counting the lease parking,
number one, and again he has ample parking, every spot
has to be occupied before anybody in their right mind
would go over there and park.

MR. STENT: Plus I think his intent is right because he
is going to eliminate some of the left turns so people
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going south across Route 9W which is also hazardous,
this way they come back.

MR. BABCOCK: There’s no cuts there.

MR. LANDER: No.

MR. PETRO: I like two accesses, we went through this.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can’t waive it.

MR. COPPOLA: 1It’s just a judgment as to whether these
spots are going to work or not. I feel they can. That
is my professional opinion. ‘

MR. PETRO: 1’11 go over it one more time and I think
it’s feasible the way it is, there are four spots which
would certainly be used last. They do meet the law the
way they stand, might not be the best idea. We have
the additional spots on the DOT right-of-way which we
aren’t even counting on and they are still there and
number 2, like I said before, we have worse parking on
Broadway than this certainly would be.

MR. LANDER: We’re not in the city of Newburgh.

MR. PETRO: I understand sometimes something’s
feasible, even though the law doesn’t bring it down to
that point.

MR. EDSALL: Jim, just so it’s clear, when I made my
comment about someone falling out of a car, that was
only at a ten percent slope across the parking lot.
Now it’s been reduced to five. I would tell that you
ten percent is unacceptable, just with the weight of
two car doors, you cannot have that kind of condition
on a heavy slope. Five percent is a lot more
reasonable. I do agree with one board member, you
shouldn’t come out of the parking lot and try to climb
up or down a ten percent slope. I would suggest that a
walkway maybe toward the top and toward the bottom
access to each side so that effectively.

MR. PETRO: You need a walkway.
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He’s got a walkway in the front, he’s
got to put along the back up and down, got to do that.

MR. COPPOLA: We would be more than willing to provide
two walkways, one to the lower entrance and one to the
upper entrance.

MR. DUBALDI: You can’t put the walkways going into the
parking lot, how are they going to get to the stairs?

MR. PETRO: Stairs would start right at the end of the
parking lot.

MR. COPPOLA: Angled parking there, I have the room
because of the front of the bumper comes on a triangle
so you have the room there to do that.

MR. LANDER: What’s the roadway width?

MR. COPPOLA: 16 feet and their parking space there
-is--on the angle, it would be 20 foot to the short leg
of the triangle and ten foot wide.

MR. PETRO: Don’t you normally want a 20 backout but on
the angle? :

MR. EDSALL: With the angle, you don’t need it.
MR. COPPOLA: One way you’re okay with 1e6.

MR. LANDER: What I am getting at here is that we’re
going to have a retaining wall and these cars are going
to park in to the retaining wall. Now, is there going
to be bumper blocks to keep the cars from hitting the
retaining wall? '

MR. COPPOLA: No, there’s a curb that runs, concrete
curb that would meet that retaining wall.

MR. LANDER: Maybe I misinterpreted what Henry was
talking about, about the retaining wall, I thought the
retaining wall went all the way down.

MR. COPPOLA: It’s kind of dark up at the top.
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MR. LANDER: That is the only place there’s going to be
a retaining wall, right, just to hold that back? I
thought he was talking about the other end.

MR. COPPOLA: Only talking about a difference between
it’s very minimal, it might be two feet.

MR. LANDER: What’s going to keep the cars from running
into it?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That is what I said.

MR. COPPOLA: We’ll throw a block there, if you want.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Throw a what?

MR. COPPOLA: Pre-cast bumper block.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The more we talk about this, the more
I’'m disliking the four spots. 1It’s starting to bother
me worse now.

MR. LANDER: That is why I asked what the width was

across here, 16 to the roadway and you have got 24, is
it 40 all the way across?

MR. COPPOLA: 40 is the setback, 16 feet, if you read

further, it’s a little blurry, there’s a 16 foot
difference in there and then I’11 put another dimension
in there for the depth of those but they are 20 feet on
the short leg. '

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I still think the best way is to take
that one way out of there.

MR. LANDER: Let’s poll the board. It worked before.
I’11 poll the board. What do you want to do with the
spots, you want them removed, right, Henry?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You have my viewpoint.
MR. STENT: I see no problem as long as he puts the

steps and the walkways in and maybe some type of a rail
around the top of the retaining wall.
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MR. DUBALDI: 1I’d like to see the building reduced and
see the four parking spots either taken out or moved.

' MR. LANDER: The through drive’s a great idea but those

four spots there is a problem, just safety,
safety~wise.

MR. DUBALDI: Take out the one-way drive and I think
you’ll solve your problem.

MR. PETRO: I think what’s going to happen because the
applicant wants the one-way drive so he is not going to
take that out. The only alternative he’s not going to
go to the Zoning Board, so he has got to reduce the
building and we have, I think the poll of the board is
what they want to see happen so I would suggest make it
happen and we’ll get you back on the agenda.

MR. COPPOLA: We can’t get final approval, we really
want--

MR. PETRO: Not when you’re changing the whole building
size that is going to be.

MR. LANDER: We’re not making it bigger, we’re making

-it smaller so I think we can give them subject to.

MR. COPPOLA: What I am doing exactly.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have a problem with a subject to, a
little bit too much to do. What I suggest we do let
him make the changes, come back, he has my word he has
my approval that he has but we have never really given
subject to’s and I have been on this board a long time
with downsizing the building and all that stuff. That
is big stuff. He can’t do anything yet anyway and I
want to see the letter from Don Green.

MR. PETRO: DOt, that is a good point, we have not
heard from DOT.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We did it here on 32 one time and Don
jumped all over us and Don was right and we were wrong
and I don’t need to start an argument with Don Green.
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MR. COPPOLA: I just want to say one thing. I don’t
want to beat this to death but I did see Don Green
personally on Friday and spoke to him about this
project and he told me personally he had no problem
with it and he said his only question was the
right-of-way.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Tony, nothing against you but we fell
in that trap once before.

MR. PETRO: It’s not the only issue, the downsizing
your building we need a map to see the size of the
building, when you downsize it, you have to show
grading around it. You’re going to show topo where you
are, you’'re taking the building, what’s the topo under
the spots, I don’t know what’s over there.

MR. COPPOLA: All this is going to do is just die right
into the side of the building.

MR. PETRO: We should see it on the plan. We have a
meeting in two weeks, be number one, we’ll look at it.

MR. COPPOLA: When do I have to get the plans back to
you? Can I get on the next agenda?

MR. PETRO: You don’t se2 the need to see it in the

workshop.

MR. EDSALL: The other thing which we can go over I
believe if we’re going to keep the one-way driveway, we
need to have some signage, as I recommended from
comment 2, so unless the board feels that is not
appropriate, we’ll be looking at that on the plan at
the workshop. Would it not be beneficial to go through
some of the procedural items now, like public hearing
and make sure?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Make a motion we waive public
hearing.

MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board waive the public hearing for
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the Ben Harris site plan. 1Is there any further
discussion from the board members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

"MR. STENT AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE
MR. PETRO AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Do you want, do we have anything on
SEQRA?

MR. EDSALL: I believe you have got a short EAF and I
would think that is sufficient and I’m not aware of any
other concerns, you have gone over all the other
concerns. I believe you’d be justified for a negative
dec.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: So moved for negative dec.

MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the

.New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec on the

Ben Harris site plan on Route 9W. Any further

discussion from the board members? If not, roll call.. -

ROLL CALL

MR. STENT AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE
MR. PETRO AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE

MR. PETRO: Signage, parking and building and you’re
basically done. : .

MR. COPPOLA: What about the bond estimate?
MR. EDSALL: You have to get that together.

MR. BABCOCK: There’s one thing that the board members
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talked about at the beginning and that was the
enclosure of the one garbage dumpster. Are you going

-to want a detail because. the detail that is on the plan

is for block, do you want that changed?

MR. LANDER: Well, Tony says he is going to change
that. :

MR. COPPOLA: I’m going to show two dumpster details.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: One for down below, one for up above.

MR. LANDER: If you make it substantial enough,
pressure treated wood, show us a detail.

MR. EDSALL: We’ll look at it at the workshop and get
it lined up for the next meeting.

MR. LANDER: Just as long as it’s not a stockade fence.
MR. BABCOCK: We want the two parking spaces for each
dwelling unit to one and a half for the multlple
dwelling so we’d look at that.

MR. LANDER: There’s no storagé.

MR. EDSALL: It’s based on gross square footage.

MR. PETRO: Different tenants are different, how about
that. ‘ )

MR. EDSALL: 1It’s gross floor area.

MR. BABCOCK: Not retail.
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BENJAMIN HARRIS SITE PLAN (94-30) ROUTE 9W

Mr. Anthony Coppola appeared before the board for this
proposal.

MR. PETRO: We also have fire on 3/6/95, we have fire
approval.

MR. COPPOLA: Just hopefully we’ll wrap everything up
tonight. Big change we discussed at the last Planning
Board meeting to refresh everybody’s memory was the
four parking spaces on the access road for the front
and rear parking lot. We removed those four spaces.
We reduced the square fcotage of the footprint of the
building down by 800 square feet, 400 on the top, 400
on the bottom, and basically kept that road top to
bottom to allow the owners access for what you wished
but essentially, we made that change and there was one
small other change with signs we put in and the detail
on the dumpster I think I had that last time, oh, no,
that was new and that was it. We conformed to the
parking now we’re not using the parking again in the
DOT right-of-way. But everything adds up, we got two
dumpsters, landscaping, site lighting, I think that is
it. I think we’re basically there.

MR. LANDER: Mr. Chairman, we have fire approval?

MR. PETRO: Yes, we do.

MR. LANDER: I don’t see a need to hold this up
anymore.

MR. DUBALDI: It’s a big improvement.

MR. PETRO: I think that was the only outstanding thing
was the parking, looks like he’s addressed that.

MR. LANDER: Mr. Chairman, Mark, is there anything
else?

MR. PETRO: Highway work permit and bond estimate.

MR. EDSALL: If they submit the bond estimate and once
that is received and all the fees are paid, we can
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stamp the plan.
MR. COPPOLA: Is that something we do?
MR. EDSALL: You do it, we review it.

MR. KRIEGER: I had asked earlier that a deed be
produced so we can make sure that all this property was
in the ownership of Harris and I have a deed, it'’s
satisfactory to me in form. I would ask that Mark
review it as to making sure whether this description
here encompasses all the lands on the map.

MR. COPPOLA: I think your deed is just for this, okay,
he doesn’t own the chess building.

MR. KRIEGER: I know that he doesn’t own the chess
building. What about the remaining lands that he does
own? You say the deed, what’s the deed for?

MR. COPPOLA: The corner lot here, I believe.

MR. KRIEGER: It doesn’t include the proposed building
area.

-MR. COPPOLA: It doesn’t include this, no, unless we

submitted that in the beginning.
MR. KRIEGER: That is the only deed I remember seeing.

MR. COPPOLA: Do you normally ask for the deed on the
lot itself?

MR. KRIEGER: Yeah.

MR. COPPOLA: We have an up-to-date survey with metes
and bounds.

MR. KRIEGER: Here'’s the problem, since that corner lot
and this lot are contained on the same site plan, we
have to make sure that they are owned by the same
owner. The Planning Board cannot approve a site plan
on a building and people have asked, believe it or not,
can’t approve a site plan for a piece of property not
owned by the applicant.
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MR. coppotA:; As far as what we’re askihé approval for,

it’s this lot the owner’s name is on the site plan, the

section block and lot is there, we could produce
physical deed for this lot. I thought you were asking

for the deeds for the adjacent lots, the lots that they

own and that would be this lot, that is what you have.

MR. KRIEGER: That item just going back to my earlier
request, it’s satisfactory to me, I just want to have
Mark look at it at some point and make sure it covers
the area that it purports to cover but otherwise, the
ownership and so forth is satisfactory.

MR. EDSALL: These are separate lots, the corner lot
and the lot for this application are two different
lots, correct?

MR. COPPOLA: Correct.

MR.'EDSALL: The one you want me to check is the deed
for this lot to make sure that it is the--

MR. KRIEGER: I think what we have here is the deed for

the corner 1lot.

MR. COPPOLA: I have, I believe you have the deed for

the corner lot.

MR. KRIEGER: So I would like to look at the deed for
the lot as it exists.

MR. COPPOLA: You want the deed for this?

MR. KRIEGER: Same deal again whatever is more
convenient, not the original deed, the copy from the
clerk’s office is okay.

MR. COPPOLA: Okay.

MR. PETRO: Just get it to him.

MR. KRIEGER: It can be checked, no need to hold it up
for that. . ' :
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MR. LANDER: Make a motion that we approve Ben Harris

site plan subject to the deeds being reviewed by Mr.
Edsall and Mr. Krieger.

MR. STENT: Second it.

'MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the

New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the

Ben Harris site plan subject to the deed being reviewed
by Mr. Edsall and Mr. Krieger and a bond estimate be in
place and work permit is obtained when the work begins.
Any further discussion from the board members? .If not,
roll call.

ROLL CALL
MR. STENT ' AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE

MR. PETRO AYE



Anthony J. Coppola, R.A.

Design, Architecture, and Planning.

175 Liberty Street, Newburgh, NY 12550 » Tel: 914-561-3559 o Fax: 914-561-2051

March 28, 1995

Re: Estimated Sitework Construction Costs

"Note: This estimate does ot include the excavation work within the footprint

of the building,

Inm Quantity Unit Cost | Total
T Fough Grading | $3,000.00
2. [Storm Drainage and Catch Basins $3,000.00
3. mo of Curbing and Pavement $1,000.00
4. |Concrete Curbing " 900] ‘LS $8.00|  $7,200.00
5. IConcrete Sidewalks so|L¢|  s9.00| $2070.00
6. |sitc Lighting 2|EA| $3,00000]  $6,000.00
7. [New Paved Parking Lot and R 7,500 | SF $1.50| $11,250.00
F. Wearing Course over West Lot ‘10800| S| - s100|. $10800.00
0. \rq $1,000.00( - $2,000.00
\ $3,000.00
) $4,932.00
“[Four: $54,252.00
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Mads the ~ 1st
hundred and seventy-one

Between JUBALEE ENTERPRISES COMPANY, INC.,

a corporation organized under the laws of the State of New York, having its prin¢
cipal place of business at 200 Route 9W, Town of New Windsor, Orange
" County, New York _

. ) ’ Wty of the M m 'y Gﬂd
BENJAMIN HARRIS and BELLA HARRIS, husband and wife, both residing at
17 Valley Avenue, City of Newburgh, Orange County, New York, ,

 J




. o
, parf€8 of the second part,

Witneanell], that the party of the first part, in consideration of
TEN ‘and 00/100 ($10.00) == =—m—=m—mmmmm e e Dollars,

lawful money of the United States, and other good and valuable consideration

paid by the part ies of the second part,
does hereby grant and release unto the pa.rt:l.es of the seoond part, their distributees

and assigns forever,

jkufthat certain lot, piece or parcel of land situate, lying
and being in the Town of New Windsor, County of Orange, and State
o of New York, bounded and described as follows:

BEGINNING at a point in-the westarly right of way line of the
former State Highway Route 9W, :said point of beginning being the
northerly corner of lands conveyed by Daniel Marsh to Eileen M.
Marsh by deed dated March 5, 1940:and recorded in the Orange County
Clerk's:Office, March 7, 1940 in Liber 833 of deeds at page 88, and
runs- thence along the westerly right of way line of the former State
‘nghway Route 9W, South 9° 53' East 118.85 feet to a stake; thence
along.lands of said Eileen M, Marsh (now Jayne A. Marsh as the
surviving’joint tenant of the lands described in the deed recorded
in Liber 1428 of deeds at page 231) South 80° 7' West 110.76 feet
to the northwesterly line of aforesaid lands conveyed by Daniel
Marsh to Eileen M. Marsh by deed dated March 5, 1940; thence along

i said: lands North. 33° 6' -East;162.52: feet to the place of beglnnxng.
'::.:’,‘f", . 3 RALEh 98 i 3 Y O N U £ S P
ALSO ALL that: certain- lot,rpzece{or parcel of  land 51tuate,

ndying and being in the: Town .of New Windsor,: Orange County, New. York,
boundeﬂ'and described as. follpws° RRY RPN
BEGINNING at a point in the:westerly.right of.way 11ne of the

former .State Highway: Route 9W,:.at the:northerly corner of lands . ..

s conveyed- by:Daniel:Marsh: to Eileen. M. Marsh by deed dated March.5, ©
11940 -and recorded in.the Orange County Clerk's Office March 7, .1940

:1vin: Liber, 833 0f:deeds: at: page.; 88, .(said. point  of beginning. belng the

same point of beginning as in the first herein described parcel) and
;xuns rthence-along; said-lands South 33° 6' West 162.52 feet; thence
along lands . .conveyed .by.- Danxe; Margh to .Eileen M. Marsh Dittbrenner

by deeg .dated March .19,.1948, and. recorded in the Orange County

v=C1e:k's Office .on- Apr11 17, 1948 1n>Liber 1080 of deeds’ at page 458
qaaqungwggwned;by'gayng ”‘Marsh .as referred to. .in the first herein
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described parcel) South 80°; 7' Westwlo7 89°' to an. iron ‘pin ‘in the z

easterly right of way line ot‘thé neu}SE&te Highway Route 9W; thencé

along said easterly right of way line" ‘North 19°:15' Bast 197.35 . . |-
feet to a point which is the. southwesterly corner of -premises: marei:t:'a-»i"-"f
fore. conveyed by Owen J. McGorman .and Mary - J. McGorman to Jubalee .

Enterprises Company, Inc. dated ‘December. 21, 1965 and recorded:in- the~
Orange County Clerk's Office on ‘December ‘24, 1965 in Liber 1733 of -

deeds at page 473; thence.along.the, same.on.the, next:two courses . acd
distances:, (1), South 70° 45! East 6. 56 “feet ‘and  (2) 'North 80°°) ‘i"
‘East 64,43 feet to.a point . in thé; westetly"riqht of way‘liné‘o v
former: State Highway. Route, 9W;. thence ,aiong, the samée South 9.~«&*

Bast 21.15 feet to _the, point or. place of beginning.ﬁ;wﬁ»jiai‘

,:; ;:ls {u}—ﬁijuj'ti:‘ -4

BEING .AND INTENDED TO BE .the..same, .premises conveyed ' to, ‘the party; e el

first part by.two separate deeds, Louise R..Sgro, . individually andfas‘
‘guardiegxof Daniel .Marsh -III,.. anyinfant, which' deeds; were dated
1440

, ;&ﬂM93 ihﬂ recorded -in: the Orange County;Clerk's, Office.on June 19,

. :1796 of Deeds at .pages . 666 .and | 670 respectively., s Vs
s T
;hoNVEiARCE is made pursuant.to:a!plan of liquidation, pursuant to

txon '333: @f the .1954.Internal Revenue. Code,. which plan was. dnlyo,,;

.aﬂopted,at gﬁapeclal meeting .of ‘the, stockholders ‘and® directors of’

Jubglee Enterprlses Company, Inc. to its stockholders in cancellation

'and,riﬂeiptiop,of the outstandingqcapital stock of. said corporaticn..

;‘;»;-.‘»’x-f 1} S
- 1.

N TR ITEE
Vo s adae . N . PR PR €3y
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f1xed the seal of this Corporation this lst day of December, :(371.

Q_&dutstanding shares of the capltal stock of JUBALEE ENTERP .<:;

| ® .83« 50 @ |

SECRETARY'S CERTIFICATE

The undersigned, Secretary of JUBALEE ENTERPRISES QOMPANY,XNC.}

a New York corporation, does hereby certify that BENJAMIN HARRIS

;(50 shares) and BELLA HARRIg‘(SO shares)'are the record owners < f
all of the outstanding éaéiéal shares of this Corporarion. as ap- |
pears from my examination of the books and records of this Corpor -
tion, ‘ o _ _ 7

I further certlfy that BENJAMIN HARRIS is the duly electad anﬂ

actxng Prégident of this Corporatxon.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the. undersigned has set her hand an’ af- i

—— i e s o

. . i
' BeIQai%arrgslqﬁecregary‘““'

" CONSENT OF SHAREHOLDERS
PURSUANT TO SECTION 615 OF
THE BUSINESS CORPORATION LAW.

COMPANY, INC. entitled to vote, ‘do hereby indxvidualf& ané undii-

1
- 5

" mously consent to the taking ‘of the followrng action by such Cor-

poratlon-

RESOLVED that a plan of liguidation pursuant to Secti..
333 of the 1954 Internal Revenue Code, be and the same :s
‘hereby adopted and it is further

RESOLVED, that the Corporation by its duly authorized oiii-
cers, proceed to liquidate and transfer the assets subject
to the liabilities to the stockholders set forth below 1n
cancellation and redemption of the capital stock within. .
'the calendar month of December 1971, and it is further *

RESOLVED, that the Corporation,by its duly authorized offi-
cers,adopt such measures and execute such documents a- are
necessary to cqrry the foregoing plan of liquidation 1:
effect,

WITNESS our hands the dey and year set after our respectxve
slgnatures.‘;_ﬂ : :

17 Valley Ave. 50 shares pec. | ‘2972

) 17;Va11ey Ave. 50 shares Dec, ! 19:.
i .. .Newburgh,N, ¥. . - . .~ i

H
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Gogetlpr w&ththoappurtammandauthoabkaudnfhhofthapartyof the first
part in and to said premiscs.
Co haue and to Wﬂwmh«rﬁumnwmthcwtlesofthemndmﬂ
, their distributees and assigns forever
as tenants in mn’and not tenants by the entirety or joint tenants.
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AND the said JUBALEE ENTERPRISES COMPANY, INC. covenants that it

has not done or suffered anything whereby the said premises have been
incumbered in any way whatever. :

tor, in compliance with Section 13 of the Lien Law, convenants as follows:
Thatﬁugdmthc conei:kr;ﬂ;zn for the conveyance and will hold the right to receive such
consideration as a trust fund to be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the z-mprovcwt,
and that it will apply the same first to the payment of the cost of the improvement before using
any part of the total of the same for any other purpose.

i L to be
In Wituess WMherenf, ¢he party of the first part has caused its corporate sea
affixed and these pruah:ts to be signed by its duly authorized officer  the day and year first
' JUBALEE ENTERPRISES COMPANY, INC.

Dby

State of NEW YORK Comuty of ORANGE B8

On the 1st day of December nineteen hundred and
seventy-one , before me personally.came BENJAMIN HARRIS ..
ta.l.?’ known, who, being by me duly sworn, did depose and say that he resides in .
Valley Avenue, City of Newburgh,Orange County, New York i
that he is the President of
t;u:mnm si:? ar?(? w a'mye'.ufz?t‘e':i, the foregoing instrument; that he kmows
the seal of said corporation; that the seal affixed to said instrument is such corporate seal; that
it was so affixed by order of the board of Directors
: of said corporation; and
like order. JORAKE .
NOTARY PUBL?l‘)ml{(:RPHE stiu;‘gf’ NEW YEEK -
RESIDENT iN AND FOR ORANGE COUNTY
MY CONMISSON DXIFES 370 1%, o
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RESULTS OF P.B. MEETING

DATE: _Ypucth A4, / /225~

PROJECT NAME:&QC; ﬁa‘ zm‘ %mm' S. - PROJECT NUMBER </~ Z0

******\********”*******************
' . %

LEAD AGENCY: * NEGATIVE DEC:

) ) *

M)__ S)__ VOTE:A N * M)__ S)__ VOTE:A N
*

CARRIED: YES NO * CARRIED: YES: NO

*
*x * X k k% * Kk k Kk *k k % *k k Kk *x *%k kxk Xk *k kX Kk *k *x k %k K*x * Kk k *x %k Xk

PUBLIC HEARING: M)__ S)__  VOTE:A N

WAIVED: YES NO
SEND TO OR. CO. PLANNING: M)__S)__ VOTE:A N YES___ NO
SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORT: M)__S)__ VOTE:A___ N YES___NO
DISAPP: REFER TO Z.B.A.: M)__S)__ VOTE:A N YES NO_
RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO
APPROVAL:
M)__S)__ VOTE:A N APPROVED:
M)L S)S VOTE:A_*4 N__{)  APPR. CONDITIONALLY: 3,&;{/25’
NEED NEW PLANS:  YES NO

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS:

/W&y/ﬁ%@m
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PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 03/22/95 ' PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30
NAME: HARRIS, BEN - TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: HARRIS, BEN
DATE-SENT AGENCY--======m==mm——mmm e DATE-RECD RESPONSE~=====m-mm=-
ORIG 11/21/94 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 12/09/94 APPROVED
ORIG 11/21/94 MUNICIPAL WATER 12/08/94 APPROVED
ORIG 11/21/94 MUNICIPAL SEWER 02/03/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV1
ORIG 11/21/94 MUNICIPAL FIRE 12/06/94 APPROVED
ORIG 11/21/94 02/03/95 SUPERSEDED BY RIV1
ORIG 11/21/94 02/03/95 SUPERSEDED BY RiV1
REV1 02/03/95 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 02/23/95 APPROVED
REV1 02/03/95 MUNICIPAIL WATER 02/06/95 APPROVED
REV1 02/03/95 MUNICIPAL SEWER 03/02/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV2
REV1 02/03/95 MUNICIPAL FIRE 02/07/95 APPROVED
REV1 02/03/95 03/02/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV2
REV1 02/03/95 03/02/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV2
REV1 02/03/95 N.¥Y. STATE DEPT. TRANSPORTATIO 03/02/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV2
REV2 03/02/95 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 03/08/95 APPROVED
REV2 03/02/95 MUNICIPAL WATER 03/03/95 APPROVED
REV2 03/02/95 MUNICIPAL SEWER 03/16/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV3
REV2 03/02/95 MUNICIPAL FIRE 03/06/95 APPROVED
REV2 03/02/95 03/16/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV3
REV2 03/02/95 03/16/95 SUPERSEDED BY REV3
REV2 03/10/95 N.Y.S. DEPT. TRANSPORTATION 03/14/95 NO OBJECTION
NEED WORK PERMIT
REV3 03/16/95 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY / /
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 03/22/95 , PAGE: 2
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS
STAGE: STATUS [Open, Withd]
) A 0 [Disap, Appr]

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30 i

' NAME: HARRIS, BEN - TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: HARRIS, BEN

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

REV3  03/16/95 MUNICIPAL WATER 03/17/95 APPROVED
. PLEASE CALL WATER DEPT 563-4636 FOR HOOK UP

REV3  03/16/95 MUNICIPAL SEWER / /7

REV3  03/16/95 MUNICIPAL FIRE 03/16/95 APPROVED

REV3  03/16/95 /7

REV3 03/16/95 /7



AS OF: 03/22/95
STAGE:

FOR PROJECT NUMBER:

. PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR Co-
: S S o , PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS L ' )
' STATUS [Open, Withd]
o] [Disap, Appr]

94-30
' NAME: HARRIS, BEN - TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: HARRIS, BEN
—-DATE-- MEETING?PURPOSE --------------- ACTION-TAKEN=-----—--
03/15/95 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE  NEXT AVAIL AGENDA
03/08/95 P.B. APPEARANCE . ND:WVE PH REVISE
| . REDUCE BLDG. SIZE - PUT SIGNAGE ON PLAN-NEED D.O.T. APPROVAL

03/01/95 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT
02/08/95 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: REVISE & RET W.S

. RETURN TO WORK SHOP |
02/02/95 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE . REVISE & SUBMIT
01/18/95 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE ~ REVISE PLAN
12/14/94 P.B. APPEARANCE o RET. TO WORKSHOP

. REVIEW ENG. COMMTS.;ANDY TO REVIEW DEED;SEND REV. PL TO DOT
11/02/94 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT

07/06/94 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE-RETURN TO WS

e —— ————
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. . 0 Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

) New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
PC O Branch Office
_ 507 Broad Street
MCGOEY! HAUSER and EDSALL Millord(,x:’ennsylvania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. - (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E..

REVIEW NAME:

PROJECT LOCATION:

PROJECT NUMBER:
DATE:
DESCRIPTION:

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN

190 ROUTE 9W (AND OLD ROUTE 9W)

SECTION 9-BLOCK 2-LOT 2

94-30

8 FEBRUARY 1995

THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
4480 SQUARE FOOT TWO-STORY OFFICE BUILDING ON
THE EXISTING PROPERTY. THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY
REVIEWED AT THE 14 DECEMBER 1994 PLANNING BOARD
MEETING.

1. A major issue with regard to the original site plan submitted was the availability of
required parking on the property. Parking spaces off property, within the NYSDOT right-
of-way, could not be counted.

The Applicant has revised the plan to decrease the square footage of the building and, in
addition, has provided adequate parking on site to serve each floor. The exterior sidewalk
connection between the levels has been eliminated and, to my understanding, no interior
connection between the floors is proposed.

The Board should review this latest revision and determine, from a concept standpoint,

if same is acceptable.

2. Some general comments with regard to the plan submitted are as follows:

a. As previously discussed, overall traffic flow should be evaluated for this site, as
well as the site to the north, also owned by Mr. Harris.

b. Related to the above, the curb-cut modifications shown on the plan should be
referred to the NYSDOT for review and approval.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Permsylvania



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PAGE 2

REVIEW NAME: BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 190 ROUTE 9W (AND OLD ROUTE 9W)

SECTION 9-BLOCK 2-LOT 2

PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30
DATE:

C.

8 FEBRUARY 1995

The Applicant should consider relocation of the catch basin on the upper level to
a location on the opposite side of the curb island from the existing DOT catch
basin. This drainage work must be coordinated with DOT.

A note should be added to the plan indicating that the parking spaces along the
front of the property, within the DOT right-of-way are not included in the parking
calculation.

The Applicant should add an approval box at the lower right hand corner of each
drawing.

The handicapped parking detail on the second drawing should be modified to
indicate the requirement for blue striping.

The typical parking spot detail should be modified to eliminate the concrete wheel
stop, as the entire site is provided with concrete curbing for this purpose.

Additional information should be pfovided with regard to the construction of the
dumpster enclosure. A curb drop may be required on the loading side of this
enclosure.

The bulk table should be corrected to provide a corrected value for rear yard of
15’. As well, the table should include code requirement information with regard
to frontage, floor area ratio and development coverage.

The Planning Board may wish to assume the position of Lead Agency under the SEQRA
process.



- TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PAGE 3

REVIEW NAME:  BEN HARRIS SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 190 ROUTE 9W (AND OLD ROUTE 9W)

SECTION 9-BLOCK 2-LOT 2

PROJECT NUMBER: 94-30
DATE: 8 FEBRUARY 1995

4,

The Planning Board should determine, for the record, if a Public Hearing will be
necessary for his Site Plan, per its discretionary judgement under Paragraph 48-19.C of
the Town Zoning Local Law.

At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of this application, further
engineering reviews and comments will be made, as deemed necessary by the Board.
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GULAR ITEMS:

>HARRIS, BEN SITE PLAN (94-30) 190 ROUTE 9W

Mr. Anthony Coppola appeared before the board for this
proposal.

MR. PETRO: Is this in the same place?
MR. COPPOLA: Same site.

MR. PETRO: You’re clearing the triangle that has
nothing to do with that?

MR. BABCOCK: That is going to be another application.
MR. COPPOLA: Completely separate.

MR. BABCOCK: Have you started that or have you been
retained to do that?

MR. COPPOLA: I'’ve done no work on the site, I think he
has to have it surveyed, to be honest.

MR. BABCOCK: 1I’ve discussed it with him.

'MR. COPPOLA: He talked to you about it but I really
don’t know too much about it, though, trying to
concentrate on this.

MR. BABCOCK: 1I’ve discussed that other lot with Mr.
Harris and he’s working on it.

MR. PETRO: Nothing to do with that?
MR. BABCOCK: No.

MR. COPPOLA: Since our last meeting, we have had a
couple workshops with Mark and basically the big item
last time we talked about was eliminating the parking
calculation for any of the parking spaces that fall
within the New York State right-of-way. So what we
have essentially done is counted up the parking spaces,
we’ve got three spaces now 16 down here, 16 on the
upper side that faces 9W, we’re also showing parking
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here basically existing parking but this parking does
not come into play.

MR. PETRO: It’s extra?

MR. COPPOLA: Right into the calculation and the plan
will be noted to say that. Essentially, this is still
more or less a concept plan devoid of most of the
detail that a final site plan would have but we
basically like to get the Planning Board’s blessing
tonight that everything looks good in terms of the
overall layout, in terms of the location of the
parking, size of the building. Now, like I said, we
reduced it. 1It’s basically just under 5,000 sguare
foot gross total between 2 floors, one on the upper
side and one on the lower side. Basically, like I
said, the parking is split, 16 on the upper side and 16
on the lower side. So he would basically have to lease
this building on two floors, the upper floor and the
lower floor but not upper and lower so we have, we're
providing the two equal parking areas, two dumpsters
for the one and top one and then of course entrances

and handicapped accessibility to get to each of those

levels.

‘MR. LANDER: What’s the dumpster enclosure going to be

made of?

MR. COPPOLA: It’s not detailed yet. You’re going to
find that there’s not a lot of detail in there but what
we’re planning on is probably pressure treated, some
type of, some type of board and batten look with 4
posts and pressure treated boards all the way around,
probably not a roof.

MR. LANDER: Fire department won’t let you put a roof
on it but what’s the building going to be made of, what
type of construction?

MR. COPPOLA: That is probably going to be, lower level
is going to be essentially all block construction down
here, see this is essentially like you probably all
know this building it’s an old cape code house, we're
probably just going to go with a roof line similar to
match the existing. So the upper story will be wood
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frame probably vinyl siding although that really hasn’t
been finalized, probably some type of siding material
then just conventional fiberglass roof.

MR. LANDER: Reason I asked about the construction of
the dumpster the wood won’t last as long as the
concrete block and if you are going to build a bottom
floor out of the block, we’d like to see the dumpster
enclosure with block.

MR. COPPOLA: Split face block.

MR. LANDER: oOrdinary construction block, painted to
match the building. I’m sure you can do that because
these wooden slate things.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You’re right about the wood slats but
the block should match something a little more
decorative than just plain block.

MR. LANﬁER: If you paint the same color.

MR. COPPOLA: Upper story will be frame.

MR. LANDER: Siding on there?

'MR. COPPOLA: Like probably vinyl but we can go with

something if you want like a more durable dumpster
enclosure, we can go with something that matches the
foundation, either a brushed concrete or something.

MR. LANDER: They lasts longer, believe me.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Why is he leaving the house up?

MR. COPPOLA: I think he has to, this--

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Yes.

MR. COPPOLA: I think he basically has to do this as an
addition, doesn’t he? But that is a pre-existing
office, couple other things we worked out the spacing
with the parking in the front so we get the dimensions

that are required. I did speak to Don Green at the DOT
vyesterday, he basically gave me his verbal okay. They
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have no problem with changing the entrances. Again,
what we’re doing here is blocking off one of the
existing out exits and enlarging the other entrance so
that it’s a two way in and out and he has no problem
with that. -

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Are you going to get a permit?

MR. COPPOLA: Work permit has to be issued. I can note
that on the drawings. That is what I normally did.

MR. PETRO: We’ve got it sent out on 2/3/95 so he has

‘got it and reviewing it, yes.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Because you have got to have that
before you get it.

MR. COPPOLA: Does he have to give something in writing
back? : :

MR. PETRO: He will send a letter.
MR. BABCOCK: Was this plan, this particular plan?

MR. PETRO: Yes, it’s been sent in. Tony, the topo,
it’s only ten feet from the front to the rear, how is

‘that going to be handled? 1Is it just by natural slope?
Are you going to have any retaining walls?

MR. COPPOLA: I still have to show the proposed
contours, everything here is the topo which is just
existing, I don’t have it graded yet. What we can do
is return in and around this corner of the building
here, return the slope in and around there. Something
like that, maybe a little bit more gradually. This
thing comes down like that but I don’t really see that

we’ll have to grade it. Kind of what’s there is not

really, looks like it’s been disturbed in the past and
I really don’t see too much problems in terms of
grading over there.

MR. PETRO: Drainage of the lot, once that is graded is
going to go out where? :

MR. COPPOLA: On the upper lot here. Essentially, what
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he’d like to do I’m showing a catch basin but we may
try to move the catch basin out. That was Mark’s
suggestion, move it out towards Route 9W or maybe even
get away without the catch basin because he has a
pre-existing lot there without a catch basin we’re not
really adding, not really changing this upper portion
out. We may just try and grade this upper lot so that
it slopes out into the catch basins on Route 9W where
the drainage for the lower lot and together with roof
leaders which will dump down to the foundation of the
building, we’ll put one structure out here in the
corner of this existing or the corner of the new
parking lot here there’s no storm drainage system on
0ld Route 9W so we’re just going to put a perforated
concrete basin, crushed stone all the way around it,
that will, like I said, will feed our roof drains in
there. We’ll also feed the gravity flow from this
parking lot will all go out there.

9

MR. PETRO: The one in the front side towards 9W, I
know you have it on the plan, I see some comments from
Mark I’d be some what opposed to a sheet flow out to 9W
when I think that the problem could be remedied just
with the one catch basin. You have so many places to
go in the rear and again, if we’re going to have sheet
flow out to 9W, you’re going to be creating some new

‘blacktop.

MR. COPPOLA: This is all going to be disturbed here,
actually, I don’t quite know this but this technically
is within the State’s right-of-way. So I don’t know
what the paving is for but there’s paving work that has
to be done. :

MR. PETRO: Being that it can be remedied with the
catch basin and have some flow to that area, I think
you should continue looking at it that way.

MR. COPPOLA: At least having us put one catch basin.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Jim’s right, I don’t want to see all
the water run onto 9W run through the-driveway.

MR. LANDER: What does DOT have tO'say'about that?
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MR. PETRO: We don’t know yet. We don’t have any
response. We don’t know that.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That isrwhy I said I want to get DOT
approval before we give approval.

MR. PETRO: They are looking at the plan with the catch
basin.

MR. EDSALL: Since they have to go to the DOT anyway,
it made no sense to me to run a long pipe all the way
over to the building. Better off at the same price
they can put a few catch basins at the new entrance to
keep anything from going out on the highway. I’m sure
DOT will appreciate it.

MR. LANDER: We can do their job.

MR. EDSALL: We’ll help them out.

MR. PETRO: Look into that. Any other major points by
any of the other members?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I don’t see any.

MR. PETRO: Conceptually, I don’t know if the board has

‘a problem with this. I know the one major holdup was

the parking requirements and you had to figure thenm
into the DOT right-of-way. ©Now, you have done away
with that, even though you have parking that has
remained there, it’s not figured into the calculations.
I would suggest that you take Mark’s comments which are
kind of lengthy. ' :

MR. EDSALL: Just for the minutes, the comments I
prepared really were not negative toward the layout,
just more things that I wanted Tony to add that we
discussed at the workshop. Tbhis plan suggested he not
make the changes until the board gets a chance to look
at it. Now that you have, I think we can move forward.

MR. COPPOLA: We didn’t have the time to make any
changes from the workshop.

MR. PETRO: Conceptually, does any ofAthe.members‘have
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any problems with this? Maybe you can do a little more
homework.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Dress it up a little bit but I don’t
want to see any water going on 9W, if possible.

MR. COPPOLA: We’ll add that and we’ll just detail it
out and that will be it, hopefully.

MR. LANDER: Looks good.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We’re talking about drainage in the
back, are you going to create a pit?

MR. COPPOLA: Like a dry well perforated catch basin.
There is no active system over here, essentially that
or just sheeting it.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We don’t want to sheet it.

MR. COPPOLA: If I put something-in the corner with
crushed stone buried, it will pick up.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: - Check what your perc is because if
you get a lot of rain, it’s going to overflow.

"MR. PETRO: That is what you have in the 94 place and
it works pretty good.

MR. BABCOCK: We suggested that he add that cause
there’s no other way but to sheet flow it so if that
doesn’t work, then we’ll sheet flow.

MR. EDSALL: We’re going to be suggesting this in areas
where there are no drainage provisions or structures at
all because at worse, you’re adding some improvement
although at some times it may overflow.

MR. LANDER: 1It’s going to overflow because it is a dry
well but we’re going to slow that down on old Route 9W.

MR. BABCOCK: Works very well at Clearwater’s Pizza,
it’s the same setup.

MR. LANDER: Doesn’t work next to me.
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MR. DUBALDI: Lead agency?

MR. COPPOLA: I didn7t look ‘over the comments yet but
are you;still looking for the deeds for this?

MR. KRIEGER: Yes, I still want to look at them;

MR. COPPOLA: He asked me which ones. He owns, I know
we went over this last time, he owns the center lot, he
owns this lot over here, the ches§ property is not his.
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He sold that.

MR. COPPOLA: Right.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We wants to see all the deeds.

MR. KRIEGER: For what he owns.

MR. COPPOLA: Okay.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We don’t need the deeds but just
copies.

MR. DUBALDI: Make a motion we take lead agency.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Second it,

MR. PETRO: Motions has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board take lead agency for the Ben
Harris site plan on Route 9W. Any further discussion
from the board members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL
MR. VAN LEEUWEN AYE
MR. STENT AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE

MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: See you next time.
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DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
7600 SQUARE FOOT TWO-STORY OFFICE BUILDING ON
THE EXISTING PROPERTY. THE PLAN WAS REVIEWED ON
A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY. '

1. The project is located ‘within the neighborhood commercial (NC) Zoning District. The
proposed use is Use A-9 for that zone.

2. As the Board will observe from the plan, this property already includes an existing office
building, as well as a four-unit residential occupancy. As such, a continued mixed use
is proposed. To my understanding, the multi-family residential use is a pre-existing non-
conforming condition.

3. There appears to be an imbalance in the parking provided for the building. The "demand”
for the front parking area is 22 spaces, with 31 being provided. The "demand" for rear
spaces is 25 spaces, with only 16 being provided. Will there be an interior connection
between floors in the new building? Is an elevator included?

Also with regard to the parking calculation, it should be understood that this calculation
is based on office space, not medical, doctor or dentist type occupancies, which have a

different parking calculation (other uses permitted in NC also have- a different
calculation). . ' '

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania
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With regard to the parking layout, I note two (2) problems. First, the "back-out"
dimension for the front parking space is inadequate. Twenty four foot should be
provided. As well, the parking at the front of the building includes encroachments onto
adjoining properties. Encroachments onto the property to the south and onto the
NYSDOT right-of-way are indicated (see next comment).

It is my understanding that the Applicant has a lease agreement with the State of New
York with regard to the encroachment onto the Route 9W right-of-way. I have requested
that a copy of this document be submitted to the Planning Board for review and record.
As of this date, I have not received same.

Obviously, the front parking area for this proposed building relates and functions closely
with the adjoining properties and parking lots. The Board may wish to consider
requesting that the details of those existing conditions be added to this plan, such that
same can be appropriately coordinated. Further, the Board may wish to inquire as to the

- existence of any cross-easements or agreements with regard to common access and use

for vehicular traffic.

Referral of this matter to the New York State DOT is appropriate and necessary relative
to the curb-cut and traffic related issues.

At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of this application, further
engineering reviews and comments will be made, as deemed necessary by the Board.
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BENJ N S _SITE PLAN (94-30 OUTE 9W

Anthony Coppola and Benjamn Harris appeared before the
board for this proposal.

MR. CAPPOLA: Good evening everybody, what we are here
presenting tonight is essentially 7,600 square foot
addition to an existing office building. It’s on a
plot of land that is essentially 26,700 square feet,
it’s located between existing buildings that are
pre-existing, just south of the intersection of Route
9W and 0l1d Route 9w. There’s some pictures of the
existing site, if anybody would like to see.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: 1Isn’t this the chess building?

MR. CAPPOLA: No, chess building is here. This 1lot
that we’re speaking of is in the center and the other
office building is here, the one that fronts on the
corner. Mr. Harris currenlty uses the small Cape Cod
house here as an office building so this building would
be in addition to that building and that on the same
piece of land behind basically up on the 0ld Route 9W
side, there’s a pre-existing four unit multi-family,
okay, so what we’re proposing is a two . story office
building which may be offices but might be a medical

‘office for doctors. Parking is in the front basically

over where the existing parking is right now on the 9W
side and also a double loaded parking area in the back
to serve the lower level. So the upper level on the 9W
side gets served by one parking lot and the 0l1d Route
9W side serves the lower portion of the two story
building. So this building would be able to be divided
into one or two suites per floor but not divided up and
down, okay. There is a situation that exists around
the Route 9W side where the pre-existing parking
extends beyond the site line or the property line here
but Mr. Harris currently leases this portion of land
from New York State or DOT and that is a pre-existing
condition which we would maintain. We submitted a copy
of that lease agreement, I think with our application.
But the rest of the plan I believe we conform to the
existing zoning. 1It’s an NC zoning district. We just
make it on the parking which includes calculations for
the existing multi-family and existing square footage
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of the existing office building. We conform to all our

setbacks and the height requirements and ratios so what

we’re looking for tonight I think is just some type of
conceptual approval and a little direction where we can
proceed with our plan in a more detailed manner and
come back and submit more detailed drawings.

MR. PETRO: Have you seen Mark’s comments?

MR. CAPPOLA: No, I haven’t got them.

MR. PETRO: What we normally do I'm sure the rest of
the members would agree we’re not going to sit here and
go through all the technical problems. There seems to
be a number of them, especially with the parking so I
think if the board can look at it just as conceptual at
this time and then maybe you can go back to the
workshop or get back together with Mark and maybe clear

-up because you have 7 items here.

MR. CAPPOLA: Is there a copy for me?
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: 1I’1ll give you a copy.

MR. BABCOCK: We got it.

{MR. CAPPOLA: As long as they are technical, I‘m sure

we can solve the technical problems. We’re just
looking for an indication from the board to start with.

MR. LANDER: Well, Tony, first of all, the Town of New
Windsor Planning Board you can’t lease parking spaces
or property for parking spaces from DOT or anyone else.
How many spaces do you lease from them now?

MR. CAPPOLA: What we’re proposing would be the same as
what we’re leasing now, although we’re proposing to
change the entrances.

MR. LANDER: You’re counting how many spaces in the
front?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He’s got 13.

MR. LANDER: Now because of that no lease program that
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we have now we’re minus 13 spaces because of the lease.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Only difference really is
pre-exisitng condition so don‘t know if that has
anything to do with it, Andy should check that out.

MR. PETRO: He might have a 5 year lease on it at the
end of, we already know that 1999 DOT is going to
resurface 9W so 1999 is not that far away. And if that
should happen, how do you provide the parking? You’re
going to lose the front parking. As it is, you don’t
have the proper backout with that. You need 24 feet
but this is the point I’m making when you go through
Mark’s comments, you’re going to see all that and maybe
you can come up with a different configuration of
parking. I don’t know at this time. But I’m not sure
as far as the rest of the members but as far as leasing
or using that property for parking spots, I would frown .
upon that myself. Only for that reason I mean that
curb could simply be not there, your building will be
up, you’ll be occupied and lose 13 spaces and you Know
as well as I do there’s nothing-- :

MR. DUBALDI: What are we going to tell you to do, shut
down half the building?

‘MR. PETRO: Well, they won’t be able to.

MR. DUBALDI: That is not an option.

MR. CAPPOLA: All right, we’ll have to address that.
That is all I can say at this point.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Discuss it with Mark, see the best
way to work it out.

MR. CAPPOLA: I think we can work out the 24 feet, we
did go over that in the workshop, your requirements are
10 by 207?

MR. EDSALL: Yes.
MR. PETRO: Also I would suggest at this time to try to

make a more determined use of the building. When you
say use, offices, because as Mark notes in here also,
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there’s different parking requirements if this is going
to be doctors in there than maybe just accountant so
you might need to have some different or more defined
use.

MR. CAPPOLA: What’s generally the most restrictive
though?

MR. PETRO: Or go with the most restrictive.
MR. BABCOCK: It differs, they all differ, you know.

MR. EDSALL: Medical doctor type offices require the
most. The comment that I think the board, these other
issues Tony and I can look at but one that I think the
board should decide if you require any additional
information is the issue of interrelationship between
the two adjoining sites. Obviously, you have seen my
comments that I have concern that some of the parking
that is shown on this plan encroaches onto not only DOT
but encroaches on the adjoining property. And not only
does the space encroach but the movement to back in an
out would encroach on to the neighboring property, I'm
wondering if you care to coordinate or at least
understand what’s happening as far as parking layout.

‘MR. PETRO: Mr. Harris owns both pieces.

MR. EDSALL: All three?

MR. HARRIS: Separate dgeds.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You own the chess building too?

MR. HARRIS: No, I sold that, these two separate
entities.

MR. PETRO: We have parking encroaching on the chess
property.

MR. HARRIS: No, not encroaching.
MR. CAPPOLA: We have one space.

MR. PETRO: Where is your turnaround going to be?
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Actually, it’s close to being three.

MR. CAPPOLA: It’s essentially one parking lot the way
it is right now but if we address the issue of
easements, is that what you’re asking?

MR. EDSALL: Are there any cross easements?
MR. HARRIS: I would like it to conform.

MR. PETRO: That is an obvious mistake, you can’t have
parking on somebody else’s property so get that cleaned
up but that is going to just bring it down even
further.

MR. KRIEGER: I would want at some point to look at the
deeds for the parcels to make a determination or advise
the board with respect to ownership allegation and so
forth.

MR. PETRO: Well, he’s telling us that he does own
this, that he doesn’t own this, so it doesn’t belong.
He did at one time. ’

MR. KRIEGER: I also heard or I thought I heard

!something in connection with separate entities so I

want to be, even though they may be a closely held
corporation in which Mr. Harris is the primary, if not
sole shareholder, I would like to see the deeds so I
can make a determination and advise the board.

MR. HARRIS: I’m sole owner of both parcels under my
name personally. I bought the property separately. I
bought three properties separately, the chess property,
the in between property and the corner property
separately, it’s separate deeds.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They are all on a separate deed?

MR. HARRIS: Yeah, if I sold the front part which I
have the right to sell just the building, you know, it
shouldn’t affect the other building. But as a
practical matter, I’d like to have enough parking. I
don’t want to build a building without enough parking.
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MR. PETRO: One suggestion and obviously it’s not
always the best suggestion you can certainly lower the
square footage of the new building to accomodate the
parking that your property lends itself to so you might
want to look at that also.

MR. CAPPOLA: Well, I don’t have a copy of the zoning
ordinance but you always just consider the footprint as
a gross square footage or how does the sguare footage
calculation?

MR. BABCOCK: Gross sgquare footage.

MR. CAPPOLA: Always gross nc matter what type?

MR. BABCOCK: Well, in office, yes.

~MR. CAPPOLA: All right, so we’ll have to take a look

at that. But the idea of this building as an addition
to a pre-existing building with a pre-existing
multi-family, that is acceptable, in other words, as
long as we can make the parking conform?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have no problem with that.

“MR. KRIEGER: You’re not increasing the number of units

on the property.

MR. PETRO: If it were a separate building, that would
be different but as long as it’s an addition. I think
for direction, the board is saying that conceptually
they don’t have a problem with it if you can make it
work. Again, and I’m going to speak for myself and I
think Mr. Lander had already said it .as far as the
parking spaces being in the DOT right-of-way, I would
personally not like to see that and I don’t think it
would work. I don’t know if legally we can do that, we
probably can’t anyway. So you are going to have to
come up with an alternative plan for that, that could
be a major thing. Can you move the building back
further? That I don’t know but that is taking off a
good ten foot of your parking and you already don’t
have the 24 foot according to Mark’s comments.
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MR. DUBALDI: Don’t you remember we ran into the same
problem with the site plan at the corner of Union and
Temple Hill Road where we had the parking spaces on
DOT?

MR. PETRO: We bought the property spaces from the
property line back, follow me now, from the curb back.
Obviously, the other building has been there.

MR. HARRIS: We have seen the DOT and they were very
vague. I was concerned too, same thing, I don’t want
to build it without parking, no one would commit to it.

MR. CAPPOLA: "Has this been forwarded to the DOT?
MRS. MASON: No.

MR. CAPPOLA: Can we do that because I had mentioned
regardless of the parking, Mark made a recommendation
in the beginning the existing entrances are kind of
slanted and they are one way in and one way out. Mark
made a recommendation to change that and I’d like to
get their opinion on that.

MR. PETRO: You know what you do, just contact Don
Green on Dixon Street and he will come down to the site

"with you and come up with some ideas.

MR. HARRIS: DOT laid that out when I built the chess
building, they laid out all the cutouts, those are DOT"
cutouts, not mine. :

MR. PETRO: Being that you are going to be before the
board and going to put up a new building and shed some
new light, they might relocate the curb cut for you.
What you’re saying that might open up another avenue to
go, I don’t know that it will--

MR. CAPPOLA: Just an indication from them, too, if
these curb cuts are going to be acceptable to them,
they normally get a plan later on, don’t they, at the
end of the process here?

MR. PETRO: You‘re going to read the rest of the
comments, they go to whether there’s going to be an .
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elevator pafk in the front and the pérking;

MR. CAPPOLA: Entrances on each side.

MR. VAN LEEUWEﬁ: éot to make it work.

MR. LANDER: Parking is-a big problen.

MR. PETRO: Don’t forget my suggestion, sometimés by

lowering the square footage the building maybe the
second floor could be less or whatever you can do that

" changes drastically what you need.

" MR. CAPPOLA: We’ll have to take a look at that.

MR. PETRO: .Come in with the most restrictive use as
far as the doctor goes because then you don’t have to
come back.

MR. CAPPOLA: If we change the use.

MR. PETRO: Say you’re going to rent retail offices and
as Mike or Mark say and you start putting doctors in

there and fire inspectors see you have doctors and not
the same parking requirements first thing you know, you
get a letter you have to go through this again. If you

“show us the calculations for doctors, they can do a

portion of the building for that and the rest for other
uses. Make a couple offices for that.

MR. CAPPOLA: What you want is the most flexibility so
at this point, he’s not sure who is going to be leasing
it so we’ll have to address that.

MR. PETRO: Thank you.
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DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A

7600 SQUARE FOOT TWO-STORY OFFICE BUILDING ON
THE EXISTING PROPERTY. THE PLAN WAS REVIEWED ON
A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY.

1. The project is located within the neighborhood commercial (NC) Zoning District. The
proposed use is Use A-9 for that zone.

2. As the Board will observe from the plan, this property already includes an existing office
building, as well as a four-unit residential occupancy. As such, a continued mixed use
is proposed. To my understanding, the mulu-fannly residential use is a pre-existing non-
conforming condition.

3. There appears to be an imbalance in the parking provided for the building. The "demand”
for the front parking area is 22 spaces, with 31 being provided. ' The "demand" for rear
spaces is 25 spaces, with only 16 being provided. Will there be an interior connection
between floors in the new building? Is an elevator included?

Also with regard to the parking calculation, it should be understood that this calculation

is based on office space, not medical, doctor or dentist type occupancies, which have a
different parking calculation (other uses permmed in NC also have a different
calculation).
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With rrgard to the parking layout, I note two (2) problems. First, the "back-out"
dimension for the front parking space is inadequate. Twenty four foot should be
provided. As well, the parking at the front of the building includes encroachments onto
adjoining properties. Encroachments onto the property to the south and onto
NYSDOT right-of-way are indicated (see next comment). : :

4, It is my understanding that the Applicant has a lease agreement with the State of New
York with regard to the encroachment onto the Route 9W right-of-way. I have requested
that a copy of this document be submitted to the Planning Board for review and record.
As of this date, I have not received same.

5. Obviously, the front parking area for this proposed building relates and functions closely
with the adjoining properties and parking lots. The Board may wish to consider
requesting that the details of those existing conditions be added to this plan, such that
same can be appropriately coordinated. Further, the Board may wish to inquire as to the
existence of any cross-ecasements or agreements with regard to common access and use
for vehicular traffic. '

6. Referral of this matter to the New York State DOT is appropriate and necessary relative
to the curb-cut and traffic related issues.

7. At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of this application, further
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. . 0 Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

ﬁ . New Windsor, New York 12553
. (914) 562-8640
. PC ‘ R O Branch Office
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 400 Broad Street
! Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. ~ (717) 296-2765
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE
OWN)VILLAGE OF cw or? P/B ﬂé;?/ Se
WORK SESSION DATE: IS /4lamzA /997"  appLICANT RESUB.
REQUIRED:
REAPPEARANCE AT W{igéﬁQUESTEQ: [V S Pl
PROJECT NAME: .. %2~ /432;1/L¢;
PROJECT STATUS: NEW _____ OLD _’°°

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: M%é%{é__

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. j%%145476”
FIRE INSP. c
ENGINEER
PLANNER
P/B CHMN. __
OTHER (Specify) ;

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:

Pls sprcte ¢ liminiled on Il
//ﬁw

W&I,@LA wA)) Q//A )

)28
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4MJE91 pbwsform .
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
EAST ORANGE AND ROCKLAND OFFICE
' PERMIT INSPECTION
112 DICKSON STREET
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550
phone(914) 562-4084
fax 914 562-4199

"Albert J. Bauman o John B. Daly

Regional Director ' Commissioner

March 14,1994

Planning & Zoning Board

" Town of NEW UINDSOR

585 Union Ave.
New Windsor, N.Y. 12553

Re: BENJAMIN & BELLA HARRIS
ROUTE 9W sh.41002
Dear Chair—pefson;

We have reviewed this matter and please find our comments checked
below.

__XX A highway work permit will be required. Please ask

Building Department not to issue building permit
without proof of State Highway Work Permit.

XX No objection.
Need additional information; Traffic study .
and or Drainage study .
To be revieuéd by Regional Office.

Does not effect New York State Department of
Transportation.

PLEASE NOTE: Entrance must conform to state highway
work permit. ’

ADDITIONAL CONMENTS.

Yours truly, -

4

Donald Greene
C.E.I Permits A )
East Orange and Rockland Counties.



TOWN Q@ NEW WINDSORg:

555 UNION AVENUE =
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSCZ PLANNING ZOARD REVIEW FOEM

SECRET2RY LR TrzZ FLANNING BCARD

HIGEWAY SUPEZRINTINDEINT DATZ
e Ny Chime  3-07-95
WATIR SUZZZINTINDINT DATT




INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: 16 March 1995
SUBJECT: 190 Route 9W Gite Plan
Planning Board Reference Number: PB-94-30
Dated: 15 March 1995

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-95-018

A review»of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted
on 16 March 1995.

This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 10 March 1995

. ()' )
ﬁ;z F. Rodgersg/C E‘K“Cﬁ 5”’”1)

RFR/mv z



TOWN cﬁ NEW WINDSO].

555 UNION AVENUE -
NEW WINDSOPR.. NEW/ YORK 12553
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O Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

B - ‘ . New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
pC . A 1 Branch Office
' ' 400 Broad Street
MCGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL snbedSveet
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. : (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

Towy)viLLace or /] Lo /B 4 Q{/_ S0

WORK SESSION DATE: / /7 /476’ (;5/ APPLICANT RESUB.
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: Mo REQUIRED: 7 2dk ¢4ﬁ
PROJECT NAME: . 7[! 7N //&/M/L«; / @—
PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD '

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: av-ﬂ{&\

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. X
FIRE INSP. fich
ENGINEER _X

PLANNER
P/B CHMN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:

— oty /z( (7. ﬁMM
— _ﬁéh/ﬁzé ! Hpsrtrtrgs — z/mﬁ‘ 02
— iy 7 < y ﬂ d":

= ot [detlus [/ Lk

% el f%&,ﬂ/

4MJES1 pbwsform

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania ‘ =



TOWI\')F NEW WINDS@{

" §55 UNION /—VENUE
NEV/ WINDSOR. NEW YORK 2553

NEW WINDSOZ PLANNING EOARD REVIEW FOZM

The mass end vlans for the Site 2rzrovel /CI O QJ(* Ci 2V
Subdivision - : es S;:nltteé by
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: &6 March 1995
SUBJECT: 190 Route 9W
Planning Board Reference Number: PB—QQ;BO
Dated: 2 March 1995

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FP5-95-015

A review of the above referenced site plan was conducted on
3 March 1995.

This site plan is approved.

Plans Dated: 2 March 1995

NSt L fodgesd COA

obert F. Rodger

RFR/mvz



TOWNOF NEW WINDSE@R
555 UNION AVENUE
NEY WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSGZ PLANNING EOARD REVIEW FOEZM

AP Yy I3 A0S NP,

DLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER:" 94 - A 30

The meps and vlans for the Site 2zproveal
Subcivision 2s submitted by

=<

?éM, _ | : %%%’

LICEWAY SUPERINTINDEINT DATE

T

WATER SUZZRINTINDINT DATE

SANITARY SUZZZINTINDINT DATE



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: 7 February 1995
SUBJECT: 190 Route 9W Site Plan
Planning Board Reference Number: PB-94-30

Dated: 3 February 1993
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-95-00&6

A review of the abave referenced subject site plan was conducted
on 6 February 1995.

This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 1 February 1995

\“éﬁ;@ Qgp : éaaf% ZQLQELM%

RFR/mvz



TOWNQ)F NEW WINDS@R -

555 UNIO\I AVENUE
" NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WIN‘DSOR PLANNING EOARD REVIEW FOZM

TO FITE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SZWEZR, EIGHANRY
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0 Main Office

. 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
@ New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
pC ‘ {J Branch Office

Broad S
MCGOEY' HAUSER and EDSALL :z?for:i’en::yeh‘/ania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. : %
, 3

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. , q4¢

o PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
o \D RECORD OF APPEARANCE

. - . . -~ =
( ILLAGE OF / (/('*Ld ’é'(/_/"/Jf 972 P/B # [/ﬁf{ 20

WORK SESSION DATE: 9\ /_64 /?K‘/) APPLICANT RESUB.

READPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: REQUIRED: . [
PROJECT NAME: Eﬁ”/‘ Hiesnia [ 40 ﬂ"L ‘—’3

PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: s 07 . A

MUMIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. x
FIRE INSP. K

ENGINEER X

PLANNER
P/B CHMN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:
ﬁJe(/ AJ/Z(/‘—( exicf ¢ferc e i T %v
M;} A //J//q (cf/(f
— /u.u et LT
— tre S n PiT i

) ﬁﬁ/l//}/[&
/)C‘T AV H‘;/’U

/)/)%L_/LWMV‘

4MJE91 rbwsform

Licensed in New York. New Jersey and Pennsyivania



; ’ O Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
& . New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
PC 0 Branch Office

McGOEY, HA.USER and EDSALL | mgo?;?;def;fﬁ:ania13337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. : (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

4
VILLAGE OF /l/m L()/A/dro@. p/gu L >/ —jo
oRK SEsSTON pate: /& Fon /D97 S ApPLICANT RESUB,
. L/ " REQUIRED:
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: __ (<5Y _
PROJECT NAME: l@@v\ /’/ ANAN2
PROJECT STATUS: MNEW x OLD

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: _Jf}wﬁéﬂaﬂvl/s4wﬁfég

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. 2O
FIRE INsp. S~

ENGINEER x
PLANNER

P/B CHMN. (2
OTHER (SDec:Lfy)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:
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O Main Office

. . 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
8 New Windsor, New York 12553
: , (914) 562-8640  °
pC 7 O Branch Office

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL MAitors, Pemneytvania 18337

'CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

VILLAGE or _VE (4.1 WS Y X 951 _30

WORK SESSION DATE: <L JAN 95" aperrcant resus.
W, REQUIRED: ___

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED:
PROJECT NAME: Q&,J’/ Q/VQA S’/’

PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD >C

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT‘ walﬁvg.

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. ?
FIRE INSP. _)ﬁ____
ENGINEER
PLANNER
P/B CHMN. ____
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:

| )
Vo SAe’

[ \
| Canc [’('Lt’u/:—\c/l\ <lot)

4MJE91 rbwsform

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



o @
INTER-OFF ICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: & December 1994
SUBJECT: 190 Route W
Planning Board Reference Number: PB-94-30
) Dated: 21 November 1994
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-94-0664

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted
on & December 1994.

"This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 1 November 1994,

RFR/mvz
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TOWI\.)F NEW WINDS&

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOZ PLANNING ZQARD RIVIEW rOzZM

PLANNING BOP-.RD FILE NUM3EZR: gt 3 0
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suciT.it

. L RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PC : -
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL N
CONSULT'NG ENGINEERS PC . New Jersey and Pennsyivania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
© NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

' TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

PLANNING BOARD HORK SESSION _3
RECORD OF APPEARANCE i

TOWN OF Mﬁ\ \WidsalZ P/B # .

. / [\ .
WORK SESSION DATE: 2/%‘/ 7k APPLICANT RESUB.
f\A REQUIRED:( i/ A
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: ) (i
PROJECT NAME: g‘t Harsy ' *
PROJECT STATUS: NEW __X _OLD

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: ﬂm%‘uh—\ [j},’,vL&'

TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG IRSP. fhl-z
- FIRE INSP. Ban
ENGINEER 3
PLANNER
P/B CHEN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBKITTAL:

m_&t__’t’.h, i ﬁ J' M/ﬁcﬁ»rm mw—f Cc—é(,
_MJM_&Q& d\ el b
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CMARK J. EDSALL. P.E. = - - « —ee o te e

. . a Mam Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) s
New Windsor, New York 12553

: b : ' (914) 562-8640
PC - : . ) . O Branch Office
, - o . 00 Broad S
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL - - - -~ = - " . :ﬂilfor:!{.):en;:ellania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. }  (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

B 3
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION '
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

-@VILLAGE OF /\/Cl,d MMMSOE P/B# .. -

WORK SESSION DATE: ﬁ gy / 7?51 APPLICANT RESUB.
REQUIRED: 01

L’
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: / A1
PROJECT NAME: ___L; “&Ww : A /

PROJECT STATUS: NEW _2X _ OLD __

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: Ag&g_(gpu‘

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP.
FIRE INSP. _
ENGINEER x
PLANNER
P/B CHMN..
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:
"wbllo')-'w. vt [ese ¢ o DT (Cor
T Geabias C (X 'P“"u:n" Ava- canle o Vohh #g '.1;" /.
- DaT
— hsble Vo Lot b reer Pks ot
T Crese eastmertfy for accere .
MC = sl vre
all la. +f a /d"f _Pr reX.

4MJE9Q1 pbwsform

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



To®N oF NEw WiNKSOR
o 555 UNION AVENUE ' nEX"
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553 ’

APPLICATION TO:
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

1%&?PE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate item):

Subdivision Lot Line Chg. Site Plan X Spec. Permit

Name of Project NEw T S[omi Ostvc vab\%

Name of Applicant Bev Haeus Phone 914 - S¢ 2 - 3B00
Address 140 Roue qw . _PoB 1%0 COQK)WM, . '\)Y

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)
Owner of Record BBM‘N 48@‘-‘» l-lmtus Phone
Address (same As g2 )

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)

Person Preparing Plan AUNN\{ J CD?PLA: QMIIECF
Address 1S L\m Sr “EWN“H, k\Y |25So

~ (Street No. & Name] (Post Office) (State) (zip)
Attorney Me. Ticuneo Degave Phone 414 -56S - 1100

Address___ (oW (pvRr  NEwWBVRGY, WY, |2SSo
(Street No. & Name€) (Post Office) (State) (zip)

Person to be notified to represent applicant at Planning
Board Meeting THouY  CopPohy Phone -3
(Name) bl

Project Location: On the EMAST side of Roue qUW
: (st t)
100 feer Souny of OLD RVE QW o

(direction) (street)

Project Data: Acreage of Parcel%,'k’o s.f.zone N.C,. ,
School Dist.

Is this property within an Agricultural District containing
a farm operation or within 500 feet of a farm operation
located in an Agricultural District? Y . N

If you answer "ves" to gquestion 9, please complete the
attached -Agricultural Data Statement.

Page 1 of 2


file:///73So

10. Tax Map Designation: Section ﬂ Block 2 Lot 2
~11. General Description of Project: SE  SIE phav ‘ISPl

12. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variances for
this property? ves no.

13. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this
property? yes no.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT :

If this acknowledgement is completed by anyone other that the
property owner, a separate notarized statement from the owner
must be submitted, authorizing this application.

STATE OF NEW YORK)
SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE)

The undersigned Applicant, being duly sworn, deposes and
states that the information, statements and representations
contained in this application and supporting documents and
drawings are true and accurate to the best of his/her knowledge
and/or belief. The applicant further acknowledges responsibility
to the Town for all fees and costs associated with the review of
this application. '

Sworn before me this

i'! day of NQ\)Q&;Q&;L_, 199_"\ %—f
pE;ican 's Signature

Notary 1C
J. DRAKE
Swte of New Yok
No. 0088188
- County
khkhkkkAkkkdxkkxkkk )“'***************t**************

TOWN USE ONLY:

/ﬂéﬂéﬁl G4/ 30

Date Application Received Application' Number

Page 2 of 2



"xx"
APPLICANT'S PROXY STATEMENT
(for professional representation)
for submittal to-the
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
BENJ“I\HJ' LlAm ‘ , deposes and says that he
(Applicant)
resides at_ Fawn Hill Road
(Applicant's Address)

in the County of Orange
and State of New York
and that he is the applicant fcr- the k)w Two STDQ-[

Ofeve Buowe, our W

(Project Name and Description)

which is the premises descriked in the foregoing application and

that he has authorized AU“\“’\[ -.) COQQD\AA AQQ-N eda

(Professional Representative)

to make the foregoing applicaticn as descrlbed therei

pate:__ /[~ /#7"‘ 47(

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR REPRESENTATIVE OF -
THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT
AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS

——— ——



\.

If applicable "xZi"

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

SITE PL2N

CHECKLIST

Concept Site Plan

ITEM

_ X Site Plan Title
X "% Applicant's Name(s)
X Applicant's Address(es)
._X Site Plan Preparer's Name
X Site Plan Preparer s Address
__X Drawing Date
Revision Dates
X Area Map Inset
._X Site Designation
._ X Properties Within 500' of si
._X Property Owners (Item $10)
Plot Plan
X Scale (1" = 50!
Metes and Bounds

|

or lesser)

O\Ul.{‘.-LaJNI“‘O\DGJ\]@U\.F_WND—'
e e e e e . e e .

1= 4= 1 o et ged |

\J
3
o
e
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s
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o
Q
g
~
Q
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1]
H
r'-
<
(@)
%,
o]
o
a]
n

-2

-

18. X Existing Building Locations

19. X Existing Paved Areas
20. Existing Vegetation
21. X Existing Access & Egress
ROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

22. - Landscaping

23. Exterior Lighting
z4. Screening

25._ X Access & Egress

2¢ X Parking Areas

27. Loading Areas

28 Paving Details

(Items 25-27) °

More detailed info to be provided later

29. R curbing Locaticns

30. Curbing Through Seciion

31. Catch Basin Locaticns

32. Catch Basin Thrcugnh Secticn
33. Storm Drainage

34. Refuse Storage

35. Other Outdoor Storage

36. Water Supply

37. Sanitary Disposal System

38. Fire Hydrants

39. Building Locaticns

40. Building Setbacks

41. Front Building Zlevzticns

42. Divisions of Occupancy

43. Sign Details

44. 2§ Bulk Table Inset.

45, Proverty Area (Nearsst
100 sqg. ft.) )

46. K /AN Building.Coverage (sg. £t.)

47.” X _ __ X Building Coverage (% f
Total Area)

48._ X-Pavement Coverage (sg. £t.)

49. X Pavement Coverage (% of
Total Area) .

50. ¥ Open Space (sg. ft.)

51. ¥ Open Space (% of Total
52. X No. of Parking Spaces *
53. X No. of Parking Spaces R

'Page 1 of 2
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REFERRING TO QUESTION 9 ON THE APPLICATION FORM, "IS THIS PROPERTY WITHIN
AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM OPERATION OR WITHIN 500 FEET OF
A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE ‘THE
FOLLOWING.

54. - Referral to Orange Coanty Plannlng Dept. requiréd for 2ll

appllcants filing AD Statement.’

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

"Prior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of propertv on this

site which is wholly or partizllvy within or immediately adjacent toc or
within 500 feet of a farm operazion, the purchaser or leasor shzll be
notified of such farm operat1o with a copy of the following
notification.

It is the policy of this Sta z2nd this community to conserve, protec:
and encourage the developmen; andéd improvement of agricultural land r

the production of food, and other products and also for its natur
and ecological value. Thls ncz;ce is to inform prosnecbwve residern
that the property they are abcut to acguire lies partially or whol
within an agricultural district cr within 500 feet of such a distri
and that farming activities cccur within the district. Such farming
activities may include, but nct ke limited to, activities that causs
noise, ‘dust and odors." -

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience of the
applicant. the Town of Ne Windsor Planning Board may require additiona
notes or revisions prior to granting approval.

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:
The Site Plan has been prepared in

7 & dance with the
Town of New Windsor Ordinances, to ti

cor
2 best of my knowsed
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PAOJECT 1.0. NUMBER ' 617.21 SEQR
' Appendix C ' ’
“State Environmental Quality Review
SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only  ~ teg

PART |—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor)
PLICANT ISPONSO

QJECT NAME
Blitmiy Haeeis New” Twe Swey Oetrce Bunowe
3. PROJECT LOCATION:
Municipaiity wa & “NBU 26‘{ County OP'AME

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersectlons, p:omlnonl landmarks, etc., or provide map)

[o Roure AW, 10’ sSwN of O e AW

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: R
D New xpansion D Modiflcatlon/atteration

8. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY:

S&E  SIE P DRAWWG , SPI

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFE .
s.t, s.p,
Initiaity ﬁ.:’.o—_ TS Ultimately z‘ ,700

3. WILL PROPOSZD ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING GA OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTAICTIONS?
Yas [(ONo 1t No, descrive briefly

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? -
Resicential D Industrial ammercial D Agticultyre D Park/ForestiOpen spacs G Other

Describe: Ex| Sn\‘ b 4_ (VE\ o bm LV, 1 v [ w Ext%nd(: OFp‘ CE 80 “D‘db

10. DOES ACTION INVOLYE A PEAMIT APPROVAL OR FUNDING, NCY/ CR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCAL?

D Yes %o it yes, list agency(s) and permit/agprovais

11.  DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
DYos No If yes, list agency name and permitappreval

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PSRAMITIAPPROYAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?
DY-: No

| CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PRGVICED ABCVE IS TRUE TQO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

Boiwwia Haems owe /17 P

ApplicantUsponsor name:

Signature:

=7
If the“action is In the Coastal Area, and you are a stale agency, complete the
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment

OVER
1




PART II—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ('._tfmpleted by Agency)
A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE ) THRESHOLD IN 0 NYCRR, PART 817.12? It yos, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF.

DY.
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COOADINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLJSTED ACTIONS IN 8 NYCRR, PART 617.67 if No, a negative declaration
may be supersedeq,by another involved agency.
C] Yes g«: - g

€. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwﬂmn. It legible)
C1. Existing ait quallty, surface or groundwater quality of quantity, noise levels, sxisting traltlic patterns, solid waste production o disposal,
potentlal lor srosion, dralnage or flooding problems? Explain brietly:

C2. Aesthetic, agricuitural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural fesources; or community or nelghborhood character? Explain briefly:

No

C3. Vegesiation or fauna, fish, sheliflsh or wildlife species, significant hatitats, or threatened or endangered specles? Explain briefly:

No

C4. A community’s existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a changs In yse or Iritnnalty of use of land or other natural resources? Expléln brielly ]
No

CS. Growth, subseaquent developmant, or ralated actlvities likely to te lncﬁccd by the propased action? Explain driefly.

No
C6. Long term, shor lerm, cumutativa, or other sifects not Identitiec in C;CST Explain briafly. ] . T .
C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity cr tyzs of energy)? Explain belefly.

No .

0. IS THERE, OR ?E LIKELY TO BE, CONTHOVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIROhMENTAL IMPACTS?
No

D Yes

If Yes, sxplain briefly

PART lli—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)

INSTRUCTIONS: For sach adverse effect identifled above, determnine whether it is substantial, large, Important or otherwise significant.
Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (l.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; (c) duration; (d)
irreversibility; (e) geographjc scope; and () magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materfals. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficient detzil to shcw that ail relavant adverse impacts have bezn [dentified and adequately addressed.

{3 Check this box it you have identified oné or more potentially large or signlficant adverse Impacts which MAYV
occur, Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.

{3 Check this box if you have determined, based on the Information and analysis above and ariy supporting
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any signiflcant adverse environmentaj Impacts
ANO provide on aftachments as necessary, the reasons su pporﬂng this determlnallon.

Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Oificer i Lead Agency Title ot Responsable Ofticer

Signature of Responsible Ofticer in Lead Agency . ~ Sugnature of Preparer (it dillerent Trom responsibie otticer) -

Oate
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. ATTACHMENTS

a. Flood Hazard Area Development Permit Application Form.

B. Certificate of Compliancev

PLEASE NOTE:  IF PROPERTY IS NOT IN A FLOOD ZONE, PLEASE INDICATE THAT OXN
THIS FORM AND SIGX YOUR NAME. RETURN FORM WITH PLANNING
BOARD APPLICATION.

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