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POLC CLUB

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Good eveni ng,
| adi es and gentlenmen. We'd |ike to wel cone
you to the Town of Newburgh Pl anni ng Board
nmeeti ng of Decenber 17th. W have ei ght
items on the agenda this evening. It's the
| ast neeting for 2020.

W're trying to limt the anmount of
people sitting here this evening, and we'l|l
do it based upon application by application
just to be safe. W're not looking to
restrict anyone but we're | ooking to keep
everyone heal t hy.

So at this point we'll call the
neeting to order with a roll call vote.

MR GALLI: Present.

M5. DeLUCA: Present.

MR MENNERI CH:  Present.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Present.

MR, BROWNE: Present.

MR DOM NI CK:  Present.

MR CORDI SCO.  Dom ni ¢ Cordi sco,
Pl anni ng Board Attorney.

M5. CONERO M chel | e Conero,

St enogr apher.
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POLC CLUB 3

MR. H NES: Pat Hi nes with MCoey,
Hauser & Edsall Consulting Engi neers.

MR, WERSTED: Ken Wersted, Creighton,
Manni ng Engi neering, Traffic Consultant.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: At this point we'll
turn the neeting over to Dave Dom nick

MR DOM NI CK: Please stand for the
Pl edge of All egi ance.

(Pl edge of All egiance.)

MR, DOM NI CK: Pl ease sil ence your
cel | phones.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  The first item of
business this evening is the Polo C ub, project
nunber 18-12. It's |located on Route 300 and
Jeanne Drive. It's in an R-3 Zone. |It's for an
FSEI'S, 242-unit nulti-famly project with senior
housing. It's being represented by Ross
W ngl ovitz of Engineering & Surveying Properti es.
Ross.

MR. WNGLOVI TZ: Good evening. For the
record, Ross Wnglovitz, Engineering & Surveying
Properties. I"'mhere with the applicant, David
Wei nberg, and his Counsel, Jayne Daly.

W were last in front of the Board in
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POLC CLUB 4
early Novenber receiving coments on the draft of
the FSEIS that we had subm tted back on Decenber
7th. W nmade a resubm ssion of that docunent
along with sonme suppl enental information,

i ncl udi ng an updated | andscape pl an.

We subsequently did receive coments
fromthe Departnent of Transportation via Ken
Wersted -- thank you -- and we were able to get a
brief response in on those earlier this week.

|"d be glad to discuss any of the
comrents or subm ssions that the Board may
desire.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Comments from Board
Menbers at this point first?

MR GALLI: | have no additional.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: St ephani e?

MS. DeLUCA: No.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Excuse ne?

MS. DeLUCA: No.

CHAI RMAN EVWASUTYN:  Ken?

MR. MENNERICH: Did we get your
response to the DOT conments?

MR WNGLOVI TZ: There was an e-nmmil

that | had sent out with comments -- a comrent
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POLC CLUB 5
response to the DOT. The primary issue was

whet her or not a left-turn | ane would be
required. Phil Gealy |looked at that. W
responded with a brief response letter and showed
that we're conmtted as necessary to do a left-
turn lane into the site. W do have the

ri ght-of-way by donating property on our side, so
it is wthin our control. |If that's what they
require, that's what we'll do. W provided a
sketch to show how t hat woul d be acconpli shed.

MR. MENNERI CH:  Thank you.

MR. WERSTED: To add to that, the
response letter is dated Decenber 15th. That was
Tuesday | think.

MR WNGLOVI TZ: Yeah. The DOT letter
came, | think, the day after we submtted the
resubm ssion. W had to get sonething in quick,
but we did get sonething back to Ken.

MR MENNERICH: Did that al so cover
their comments about the Route 300/ Route 52
i ntersection?

MR WNGLOVITZ: Yes. There was an
updat ed anal ysis included and a comm tnent from

us to do the controllers, | guess, and for the



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

POLC CLUB 6
signal work that they wanted on both that

i ntersection and the Gardnertown Road
intersection as part of our fair share

i nprovenents to that.

MR. WERSTED: The controllers that he's
referencing are basically nodens and transfer
swtches. It's equipnment that would go into the
cabi net, the signal cabinet, and allow DOT to
communi cate with those signals. So they're nore
-- they're new signals. They can sit in their
of fice in Poughkeepsi e and see what's happeni ng
at the traffic signal. |If they decide to change
the timngs, they can push that information out
to them There are signals that they do not have
communi cation with and they can't. They would
have to have a field technician go out to the
si gnal and manual | y change things. So that
equi prent bei ng added woul d al | ow DOT to have
t hat opportunity.

MR, WNGLOVI TZ: There's only six or
seven comments. |If you want ne to go through
each one, 1'd be glad to.

So one of their comments was about the

wi dth of the access drive. W're show ng 20 foot
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POLC CLUB 7

wi de. They want us to narrow the exit drive so
that we don't have people going right and left at
the same tine. We don't have a problemw th that
at all. W need to maintain one of themat 20
feet. | did speak with Ken. W'Ill nmaintain the
entrance at 20 feet and narrow the exit.

They just wanted to know the w dth of
t he enmergency access road. By law that has to be
20 feet. We'll add a label on that. That's what
it's drawn at, 20 feet.

They just want signage on that gate,
whi ch is no problem

Nunber 4, they tal ked about a school
bus -- this is going to be a school bus pickup.
They tal ked about the fact if it was a bus pickup
they'd want a pull off. W don't think that's a
very good idea. | think it creates confusion
when a school bus is pulled off to the shoul der
and the stop sign is up, people don't knowif
they' re supposed to go by or not. W' re not
proposing to put that in

The left-turn lane analysis, this was
the result basically. Phil's group said yes,

we're going to need it because of the amount of
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POLC CLUB 8

through traffic that's already on the hi ghway.

There was an updated anal ysis based on
timng information they provided. | don't think
anyt hi ng changed of any significance.

The commtnent to those transfer
switches and nodens that we agreed to do as part
of our fair share.

MR. BROME: W spent considerable tine
at the work session discussing the sewage
di sposal plant. At this point in tinme you're
going to go forward with the on-site plant?

MR WNGLOVI TZ: Correct.

MR. BROME: That's what you're going
to?

MR WNGLOVITZ: Both alternatives were
anal yzed but our proposal is that option.

MR. BROME: You anal yzed the cost and
all that. Could you give us a rationale as to
why you're doing the on site versus trying to put
together a --

MR, WNGLOVI TZ: Specifically off the
top is the cost. It's significantly nore
expensive, and that's primarily a conbi nati on of

the cost of construction and the fees invol ved
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POLC CLUB 9

with connecting to the Town system That puts
the off-site option well over, | think it's close
to 2.5 mllion we estimated. The on-site option
was estimated at 1.3.

Second is control. Everything on site
is wwthin our control. W don't need agreenents
to have private inprovenents outside of the State
right-of-way, which will be expensive.

The design and permtting of that is
going to be quite extensive as well.

MR, BROME: Thank you.

MR, WNGLOVI TZ: That was the two
reasons.

MR, BROME: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Dave Dom ni ck?

MR. DOM NI CK:  No questi ons.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  We have sone of our
consultants here. Karen was here earlier. She
had another neeting to attend. She was in
agreenent with the resubm ssion on the | andscape
plan. W'Ill make that part of the record.

At this point, | think for the record
we' Il have Ken Wersted from Crei ghton, Manni ng

speak.
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POLC CLUB 10

MR WERSTED: We've reviewed DOT' s
comments and the applicant's responses. | think
t he responses probably still need to be submtted
to the Board and shared. W're in genera
agreenment with it.

DOT had al so submtted an e-nai
comrent di scussing the intersection of
Gardnertown Road and Route 300. They felt that
there shoul d be inprovenents there but it's not
necessarily the burden of one applicant. W did
talk a bit at |ength about how to, you know,
approach that and the chall enges we have of one
applicant who is nuch further ahead in the
process than the next one, the next one being the
next project on the agenda which is the Farrel
I ndustrial Park which is north of this site and
will contribute, obviously, to the traffic
concerns at that intersection

So trying to nove forward, | think the
Pl anni ng Board's Attorney had di scussed a coupl e
of options, one of which nmay be to try and cone
up with a resolution to that inprovenent or that
i ntersection.

| think the question is is the Polo
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POLC CLUB 11

Club willing to contribute their fair share to
that intersection relative to the inprovenents,
the cost of which we don't really know. So one
of those options is to do the engineering for it,
determ ne what that cost is, the timng of which
coul d be, you know, nonths fromnow It's
certainly not going to be a short-term answer.

Dom nic, |'m probably not saying it
el oquently enough, but --

MR. CORDI SCO The nechani sns that we
di scussed, you know, differ dependi ng on whet her
or not the applicant acknow edges that there are
traffic inprovenents that could be nmade at this
particul ar intersection of Route 300 and
Gardnertown and is willing to contribute its fair
share towards that inprovenent. They're not the
only applicant before the Board that has an
inpact to that. |It's not as if anyone is
suggesting that, you know, all the cost of
potential inprovenents be nade there.

One of the key issues is whether or not
-- we're tal king about the installation of a
left-turn lane. Sitting here today, we do not

know whet her or not there's sufficient |and
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POLC CLUB 12
within the New York State DOT right-of-way to
accommpdat e that because it's a different
proposition, right, as to if it's all within the
DOT right-of-way then it costs X and if you have
land that's outside the right-of-way then it
costs Y.

| think that one of the nechanisns that
we tal ked about was a condition in the findings
statenents that identified certain steps that
this applicant could take to nove that
i nprovenent forward. As Ken had nentioned, one
of them woul d be the design, and the design would
i nclude a survey that would identify whether or

not additional |and was required.

MR WNGEOVITZ: 1'll look to ny
client.

MR VWEINBERG So is the cost of that
sonet hing that needs to be done now? |'ma

little bit confused because | thought that sone
of the inprovenents that we were naking to the
traffic --

MR WNGLOVI TZ: Wat we proposed as
part of the DOT response was the controls we

woul d be putting in would be our fair share. Qur
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POLC CLUB 13

i mpact on that intersection, | can't inmagine, is
very significant because all of our novenents are
t hrough novenents. There would be no left-turn
movenents at that intersection fromour project,
ot herwi se you woul d be driving out of the way.
So we think we have a very limted inpact on that
intersection. I'll look to Ken as the expert to
confirmor deny that. That's why we thought that
doi ng the control work would be our fair share
i nprovenent towards that intersection

MR. WERSTED: There's a contribution to
t he sout hbound | eft-turn novenent on Route 300
t hen headi ng eastbound on Gardnertown Road. So
that is -- that's where the project would put
nore burden on that intersection. R ght nowin
t he northbound direction there's a little bit of
an area where if a left turner is stopped in the
i ntersection, you can drive around if you're just
headi ng northbound. In the southbound direction
there isn't that opportunity. So if there is a
left turner there waiting, everyone else is
backed up behind them That's where the Polo
Cl ub woul d inpact that.

MR, WEINBERG Again I'ma little bit
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POLC CLUB 14

confused in terns of the contribution that we
woul d be putting forth. 1Is it something that we
woul d do today or is there a cap on this
contribution? | just can't agree to say to you
wi t hout havi ng any know edge of what the cost is
going to be or what the inplications are, to say
yes, we'll contribute X. If we had sone idea of
what we were tal king about in terns of the dollar
anmount, that would nake things a |lot easier to
make a rational decision on.

MR, VERSTED: DOT suggested having a
nmeeti ng between the Town, the applicant and the
agency to try and resolve or, you know, identify
what sone of those -- what the next steps, you
know, woul d be.

MR, VWEINBERG | nean traditionally
never really had a problemdoing our fair share
in ternms of working with DOI. Because, quite
frankly, with the anount of traffic and the
vol unes, okay, on that State highway, |'m not
sure that we have this tremendous burden.

MR WERSTED: Right.

MR WEINBERG But | still need to have

sonme i dea of what we're agreeing to, if you wll.
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MR, WNGLOVI TZ: Wre you suggesting
some survey work and a conceptual plan as part of
our fair share potentially as an idea?

MR CORDI SCO. That's what | understood
was bei ng suggested as a potential fair share
contribution that would be vol unteered by the
applicant. That's what | was understandi ng.

MR, H NES: | thought there was going
to be a credit. If that fair share was |arger
than that, there would be a credit for that work
towards it. W don't know, simlar to you don't
know, what the scope of that work is yet, or the
cost .

MR, VERSTED: To try and nove forward,
because we do have an applicant that is appearing
before us tonight for the first time and their
project is, you know, 1,000 feet up the road and
their traffic inpacts cover the sane areas, that
we try and establish a neeting with DOT and the
applicants to discuss that matter further.
think the goal is to nove the findings statenent,
that's what we're trying to get to, noving that
forward, but we don't want to | ose touch of this

guestion, this concern that we have that we don't
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necessarily have resol ved yet.

MR. VEINBERG Again, | have -- | wll
agree to do our fair share with this. [If it
requires us to do the engineering upfront, okay,
| don't really have an objection to that if it
goes towards that fair share. It seens to ne
t hat between the nodens -- and again, |I'm not
sure what I'mreally talking about in terns of
that -- the other work that we're doing and the
engi neering that we've been suggested that m ght
hel p, that would seemto ne would be sufficient
to be able to handle our fair share on this.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | think this is a
concl usi on and an agreenent that the Pl anning
Board Menbers woul d defer to Ken Wrsted and to
Dom ni ¢ Cordi sco for our clear understandi ng and
for your understanding. W discussed cost
originally at the neeting. There was a question
that | brought up. It seened like, | apol ogize,
it was putting the cart before the horse.
Somet hi ng you may not want to hear. A had to be
done first. B had to be done first. C would be
the fornula based upon A and B

Do you want to go through that one nore
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POLC CLUB 17
tinme?

| agree with you, it's always good to
have a nunber.

MR. WERSTED: Certainly. One of the
first aspects would be to | ook at the engi neering
side of it. What is the available right-of-way
there. VWhat would the design look like. [If the
right-of-way isn't available there, it's a nute
point. You know, you'd have to purchase private
property to make this happen. So that's a whole
other avenue. |If the availability is there, the
desi gn gets done, cost estinmates are prepared,
now we know what the overall fee is to construct
that. Then it could be divided up by the
applicants before the Board. But that's the
hurdle A and B that we need to get to before we
can get to the answer, that being C.

MR CORDISCO If | could add to that.
There's value in every step of that process
because the survey itself, if the survey coupl ed
with the design for the left-turn | ane shows t hat
it can all occur within the DOT right-of-way,
that then is very helpful. Wether or not it

occurs at this period in tine or at sone future
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POLC CLUB 18

date, it shows it's feasible and can be
acconpl i shed.

To Ken's point, that if there's |and
that outside the right-of-way that needs to be
incorporated in that, that's not necessarily --
it doesn't nean that it can't nove forward, it
just has to nove forward once, you know, a
private | andowner is either willing to give up
that property or the DOT takes it as a taking.
But at least it identifies what would be
necessary for that. So there is true value in
t he engi neering aspect of this at this tine.

|f the Board is deferring to us, ny
suggestion would be to work with the applicant to
i nclude revisions, not only that you put together
in your letter, the response to the points made
by DOT in their witten correspondence, but al so
in the e-mail to address this particular conment
and how the applicant is noving forward, and that
we can provide that |anguage in a revised fina
suppl enment al environnmental inpact statenent.

| think the question for the Board is
whet her or not you are otherw se satisfied with

the final supplenental environnental inpact
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POLC CLUB 19
statenent or whether or not there are other open
i ssues that you would Iike to consider
CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: 1"l start with
Dave Dom nick. Are you satisfied?
MR DOM N CK: Yes. No further
guesti ons.
BROME: Yes.
MENNERI CH:  Yes.

DeLUCA: Yes.

2 » 3

GALLI: Yes.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Yes, we are.

Let the record show that all Pl anning
Board Menbers present this evening are satisfied
with the record that's before us for the FEI'S on
the 242-unit project and senior conbination
that's being presented by the Polo C ub and Ross
W ngl ovitz of Engi neering Properties & Surveyi ng.

MR. H NES: Subject to the DOT neeting

MR CORDI SCO Well --

MR H NES:. Al other itens except
that; right?

MR CORDISCO | did not consider this

an adoption of this docunent. The question is
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whet her or not you want to adopt it tonight or do
you want to see the revisions to address the
traffic. You can do it either way.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | t hought the
guestion was do we want to adopt it this evening.

MR CORDI SCO We had di scussed that.
So I think -- your coments to date show, and
tonight in particular, show that you' re satisfied
with the overall elenents and conponents of the
project. So if the Board, at this tinme you want
to adopt a resolution -- a notion, rather, that
adopts the final supplenental environnental
i npact statenent as conplete and ready for public
circul ation subject to and conditioned upon
revisions to address the open issues as
identified by the DOT and as di scussed tonight in
connection with the potential inprovenents to
Route 300 and Gardnertown, the Board can do that.
So the Board could adopt it tonight so they don't
have to conme back just to hash out whether or not
the witten portion of the docunent fully
satisfies that.

| understand that the Board is

deferring to nyself and to Ken Wersted to make
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sure that the | anguage fully addresses that.

So if you would like to make a notion
to adopt the docunment subject to what | just
said, and please don't ask ne to say it again
because I'll never get it right the second
tinme --

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: Wi ch has al ways
been a matter in which we adopt or approved,
ei ther under a subdivision or a site plan,
subject to the conditions that were stated by our
Pl anni ng Board Attorney, Dom nic Cordisco.

So having heard from our Planning Board
Attorney, Dom nic Cordisco, on adopting the FEI S
and the conditions associated with it, would
sonmeone make -- a question?

MR DOMNICK: No. I'll nmake a notion

CHAI RMAN EVWASUTYN. W have a notion by
Dave Dom nick. Do we have a second?

MR GALLI: Second.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: Do we have any
di scussion of the notion?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN.  We have a second by

Frank Galli . "Il ask for a roll call vote
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starting with Frank Galli.

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH:  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Mbdtion carri ed.

MR, WNGLOVI TZ: Thank you very nuch.

MR, VEI NBERG What's the best way --
we can set up a neeting? O how can | expedite
this with you guys?

MR CORDISCO W'Il be in touch by
e-mail. W'll set up a call, because | think we
can probably do this over the phone.

MR VEI NBERG  Perfect.

MR, WNGLOVI TZ: A question. In
preparation of a finding, is that sonething we
shoul d take a stab at and circulate to the staff?
Put together the bones of it?

MR. CORDI SCO  That woul d be good.

MR WNGLOVITZ: |'msure Pat has
plenty of time to do that.

(Time noted: 7:20 p.m)



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

POLC CLUB

CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

M CHELLE CONERO

23
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FARRELL | NDUSTRI AL PARK 25

CHAI RVMAN EWASUTYN:  Qur second item of
business this evening is Farrell Industrial Park
project nunmber 20-16. It's |ocated on Route 300.
It's an initial site plan. [It's in an |IB Zone.
It's being represented by JMC.

MR. MODAFFERI : Good eveni ng, Chairnan,
Menbers of the Board. M nane is Joe Modafferi,
"' mthe project nmanager/| andscape architect for
the project. |I'mhere tonight with G eg Hancock
with Farrell Building; Stanley Schutzman, the
project attorney; Marc Petroro, the traffic
engi neer for us; and Phil dark, our project
architect.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Let ne interrupt
for one nonent. |If any of you professionals have
a business card with you, would you pl ease be so
kind to | eave themon the table where Pat Hi nes
sits so our Stenographer, Mchelle Conero, could
have that as part of her record? Waring nasks
today, it's very difficult to affectively hear
what' s bei ng said.

MR. MODAFFERI: So tonight we're here
for two things, initially to present our project.

[t's our first subm ssion here. W are
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requesting a referral to the Zoning Board of
Appeal s, because we need a variance, and site
pl an approval from your Board.

So is it sonmething for tonight you'd
like us to focus on the variance aspect to refer
to the Zoning Board or go through the whol e
project, just explaining what we want to do? How
woul d you |ike to proceed?

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  We're actual ly
| ooking at this as being a concept plan, although
your subm ssion is well advanced. Wy don't we
discuss it as a concept plan. You'll give us an
overvi ew of what's being proposed with the
under st andi ng that Dom ni ¢ Cordi sco, the Pl anning
Board Attorney, at the conclusion of your
presentation, and within a week or so, wll
prepare a letter to the -- referral letter to the
ZBA stating what the variances are you're | ooking
for.

MR MODAFFERI : Ckay.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:. G eat.

MR. MODAFFERI : Sounds good. So our
site is on Route 300, the east side of Route 300,

north of Little Brook Lane, which is a private
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road here, and opposite the Storage Stop, which
is right here. The site is about 35.5 acres and
it's made up of -- it's one tax lot but it's nade
up of two parcels. It's split kind of down the
mddle with this line here. The zoning is IB

| nt erchange Business. To the north it abuts the
R-1 District. This is a residential district up
here. Again, it's enconpassed by Route 300 to

t he west, undevel oped area and wetlands to the
east, residential to the north, and sone

i ndustrial/comercial type uses to the south and
sout hwest .

On the site today there is an abandoned
residential structure and a few other small shed-
type structures that will be denvolished as part
of the project.

VWhat we're proposing for this site is a
war ehouse di stribution center that would consi st
of two buildings. Building A would be on the
west side of the site, 185,000 square feet; and
buil ding B woul d be on the east side, 105, 000
square feet. They both have about ten percent
office within them which is standard for this

type of use. Building Ais supported by 129
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par ki ng spaces of which 124 are required and 44
| oadi ng spaces where 6 are required. Then
there's 22 truck parking or trailer parking
spaces on the end. So these have | oadi ng bays,
t hese do not, the ones on the south. Simlarly,
building B is supported by 122 spaces where 70
are required. It has the |oading spaces on the
side and the trailer parking to the south there
as wel | .

Because your code doesn't have a
specific parking requirenent for this type of
use, we are doing our parking on a per -- | guess
it's based on enployees, and we're figuring on 1
enpl oyee per 1,000 feet which was determ ned
using the U S. EPA Energy Star data trend. So
the Energy Star is -- you know, you go to the
store and see the stickers on your m crowaves and
stoves and all that kind of stuff. They don't
just do that. They |ook at kind of the overal
ener gy usage throughout the country. They
created this portfolio nanager which is an online
tool that people can use to calculate their
energy uses. All this information gets put into

there, they take that information out and devel op
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t hese data trends where they can identify the
nunber of enployees and things for these
different uses. So the average use for -- the
aver age nunber of enpl oyees per square foot in a
use like this is half, half an enpl oyee per 1, 000
feet, and the 95th percentile is 1.5 per 1,000
square feet. W went sonewhere in the mddle and
said it would probably be around 1. That

cal culation that they do includes the entire
floor area, all the sub-uses and supporting
spaces such as the office.

The access to Route 300 is a single
ane in and out with an island in between. It's
been designed to accommodate the trucks and --
you know, delivery trucks and energency vehi cl es.

Internal circulation. As you' re coni ng
up through the site, the | oading zones, as you
can see, are facing inside the buildings. So
there's nothing that's really facing out to 300
or the other areas that are al ready devel oped.

W& are proposing an energency access
fromthe end of Berry Lane. This is Berry Lane.
There is currently -- as | showed on the existing

plan, there is a snmall driveway/turnaround area
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at the end here that served this existing house
at sone point. So our thought was since we have
t hat access already, and the firehouse is right
at the intersection of 32 and 300, it's alnost a
qui cker loop for themto get to here from-- you
know, fromjust turning up on 32 and com ng down
Berry Lane, so we nade this connection. You
know, we're happy to discuss it with the Board
and see what your thoughts are.

The | andscape design. Because we're
adjacent to a residential zone, we're required to
have 100-foot buffer. So this line right here
shows our 100-foot buffer of which the first 40
feet has to be undisturbed. W |left that area
undi sturbed. Wthin this plan we're proposing
over 243 evergreens, and 200 shade trees, and
t hen another 86 or so understory or flowering
trees mxed in with various nmeadows and | awns
t hroughout the site depending on whether it's a
sl ope, or the septic system or the bottom of the
detention basins. W tried to stick primarily to
t he native species where we coul d.

The site grading is intended -- there's

a big nub at the top of the hill here that we're
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pushing down. The intention is to bal ance the
site so we're not shipping naterial either onto
the site or off the site. The roadway slopes in
this area here are less than 7 percent. W
didn't want to get too steep because of course
we're dealing with the | arger trucks.

And then, as | said earlier tonight,
we're requesting a variance. W're in need of a
vari ance. That variance is for building height.
So the building height is nmeasured fromthe
average grade for the facade of the building that
is facing the street. W figured Route 300, this
is the side facing the street for building A and
for building Bthis is. Although it's blocked by
building A it's still facing the street. So
based on average grade -- both buildings are at
the sanme finished floor elevation. Based on
aver age grade, because we need to have -- we need
to get to grade at the end here and here, we need
toclimbup alittle bit on both ends. The
average height for building Ais 45.8 feet and
the height for building B here is 48.8 feet
average. Again, that's the |oadi ng dock side.

The grade at the | oading dock side has to be 4
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feet below the finished floor. The building
hei ghts practically -- | guess if you | ooked at
it without average grade, just froma finished
floor to top of the building, the buildings are
45 feet. That's a 42 foot roof and a 3 foot
parapet. Wiat that does is that allows us to
get, | think it's 38 feet which is interior

hei ght which is pretty nuch standard for this
type of use. M. Cark wll go through that a
little bit nore in his presentation.

A SWPPP was submtted for the project.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  You nenti oned the
hei ghts. Just for conversation, the bulk
schedul e for this zone, what's the maxi mum
hei ght ?

MR. MODAFFERI: |I'msorry. Yes. The
maxi mum hei ght is 40 feet based on average grade.
So we're at 45.8 for the one that's closest to
the road and 48.8 for the one that's further from
the road and bl ocked by the first one.

So a SWPPP was submitted. W have
three different stormmater nmanagenent basins, two
in the front here and one in the rear, that wll

di scharge to the wetl ands.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

FARRELL | NDUSTRI AL PARK 33

Uility services. W are proposing a
sanitary septic systemto the south of the access
drive, in this area here, which is subject to
Heal t h Departnent approval as we get further into
t he project.

Water for the project is available in
Route 300. There's a 16-inch water nain that
we' |l be connecting to and bringing water up to
the site.

We provided a | oop through the site
itself with fire hydrants. W understand we have
to work through that with the -- you know, with
your staff and consultants and things, but we
took a first stab at that.

At this point I'll pass it off to Marc
Petroro, our Traffic Engineer, to present the
traffic.

MR, PETRORO (Good evening. Marc
Petroro from JMC, professional engineer.

W worked on the traffic study for this
devel opnent. Right here is a figure just show ng
the traffic study area that was studied. As you
can see, it enconpasses the sane intersections as

the Polo C ub devel opnent, plus, however, we al so
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added the intersection of Jeanne Drive and al so
the site driveway.

Jeanne Drive, we actually counted that
intersection ourselves. Due to the current
circunstances of COVID, the counts at Jeanne
Drive were | ower than when you conpare the Polo
Club traffic study to the actual counts that we
did on Jeanne Drive for the peak hour. Those
counts were approximately 13 to 22 percent | ower
than the Polo Cub. Wat we did was we utilized
the Polo Cub's peak hour volunes at these areas
but we increased our counts at Jeanne Drive to
bring themup to the levels that would be
conparable to what it would be when the Polo d ub
did the study, which was in 2019 they did their
counts. So our counts were factored up to be
adjusted to pre-COVID conditions. That's what we
used as a base condition, was using the Polo
Club's existing volumes. Fromthere we projected
out and we -- sorry. W studied the peak a. m
and peak weekday p.m hours for this. So
utilizing those as a base condition, we factored
up the volunmes to the future design year, which

is 2022, utilizing the general growh rate of 1
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percent per year which is conservative based on
DOT data. W al so included other devel opnents as
well as. W included the Polo Club volunme. W
included all the other devel opnents that were
included in the Polo Cub as well. There's BJ's
and various other volunes that were included in
the Polo Club site. It's everything Polo O ub
studi ed plus Polo Cub thenselves are in the
study. That was our no build condition, so in
the future without the project. And then we went
further and added in and determ ned our build
condition. Qur build condition is the sane year
as no build but we included the devel opnent
vol unmes for the proposed warehouse devel opnent.
Based on the industry standard data
fromthe Institute of Transportation Engi neers,
t he war ehouse devel opnent is projected to
generate 60 trips total in the weekday a. m hour
and 63 trips total in the weekday p.m hour
Then when you conpare the build volunes, which is
the future with the devel opnent, and no build
vol unes, when you | ook at the operations at these
intersections, the overall intersections of

service are the sane fromno build to build. So
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there's no change in the overall intersection
| evel s of service. Wien | nean |evels of
service, it's based on the delay at the
intersection, and it's like a letter grade |ike
you get in school, A through F. So |evel of
service is unchanged fromthe no build to the
buil d conditi on.

However, we did recomend sone
i nprovenents, sone signal timng inprovenents.
We have sone signal timng inprovenents
specifically at Route 300 and Route 32, and al so
at 300 and Gardnertown Road, as well as sone
operational inprovenents at 300 and Route 52
which we'd be willing to coordinate with the DOT
who owns those signalized | ocations, actually,
and mai ntains themto inplenent those recomended
ti mng changes and operational changes that we're
proposi ng in our study.

Additionally, we | ooked at the sight
di stance at the proposed site driveway |ocation
there. W |ooked at the sight distance fromthe
tractor trailer truck perspective since they
woul d be utilizing the driveway nore frequently

than other users. W |ooked at it and we used
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the 85th percentile speed on the roadway in this
section. Based on our field nmeasurenents, the
avail abl e sight distance at the site driveway can
accommodat e the desirabl e stopping and
i ntersection sight distance which is based on
AASHTO st andards which is a publication that
provi des gui delines on how | ook at sight
di stances. That woul d be soneone fromthe site
driveway | ooking to the north and | ooking to the
left and being able to exit onto the roadway.

W also did a left-turn | ane anal ysi s
which is nentioned in the traffic study. W
| ooked at if there was a need or a warrant for a
left-turn | ane com ng down Route 300 to nmake a
left into the site here. AASHTO, again the sane
publication, provides sone volune thresholds in
there. Based on the volunes that are projected
for that left-turn novenent, the a.m hour neets
t he volunes slightly, however the p.m hour does
not. There are sone other criteria that New York
State DOT | ooks at in determining if the left-
turn lane is warranted. W determned that it's
not sonet hing that would be warranted and pursued

by the applicant. Again, this is sonething we'l
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be coordinating with the DOT since this is their
roadway and we will need a permt fromthemfor

the access as wel|.

That's a very quick synopsis. | know
you have a long night. | don't want to take up
much of your tinme. |If there are no specific
guestions, I'll just hand it over to Bill to go

over sone of the building features.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN.  Are there any
questions fromany Board Menbers?

MR, GALLI: The analysis you did, is
that on car traffic?

MR, PETRORO It includes heavy
vehicles. Tractor trailers as well.

MR GALLI: So tractor trailers are
only going to conme out in the night and not
during the day?

MR, PETRORO  No.

MR, GALLI: You said a.m peak hours
and p. m peak hours.

MR. PETRORO  \Wen you | ook at --
typically in a traffic study you | ook at the peak
hours of the roadway traffic. The peak hours of

the roadway traffic usually occur between 7 and 9
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inthe norning and 4 to 6 at night. So between
-- there's a peak hour between those tinefranes,
and that's typically what you |l ook at, nore the
intense tine periods. During the day it's a
little less intense on the roadway so it's not

t he design hour that you would | ook at to do any
kind of mtigation or inprovenents.

MR GALLI: So it doesn't change the
effect of A/ B, C, D, that intersection?

MR, PETRORO Cenerally during the day
-- your volunes are | ess busy on the weekday, say
after, you know, 11:00 or maybe 2: 00 versus your
eveni ng and your norning commute tines. That's
typically how you do a traffic study, you | ook at
t hose designs there, because that's the nore
hi gher vol unme on the roadway.

MR GALLI: So a tractor trailer stuck
at alight, it takes -- a car can get out a |ot
qui cker than a tractor trailer can nove. So |
just -- how many trucks will be going in and out
of the site?

MR PETRORO. | don't have that nunber
offhand. 1'Il have to get back to you on that.

MR GALLI: That's fine. That's all
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have, John.

CHAI RVMAN EWASUTYN:  The hours of
operation would be a 24 hour a day -- | believe
at this point you' re stating you don't have a
tenant. | think | read that sonewhere. | guess
my question is this potentially could be a 24-
hour operation?

MR. BROMNE: You have to assune it.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN.  What do you have to
do?

MR. BROMNE: You have to assune it.

CHAI RVAN EVWASUTYN:  Again, we're trying
to piece it together. Marc did a good
presentation, but, you know, we're just trying to
-- we understand | evel of service. Creighton,
Manning is with us. Ken Wersted will talk about
traffic. |'ve never heard a proposal based upon
par ki ng cal culations. Jerry Canfield, Code
Conpl i ance, woul d be soneone that | suggest you
speak with in the future as far as how he may
interpret the code as far as parking. [|'m not
doubting your energy proposal

| would turn to Ken Wersted al so at

this point to say how we do anal yze parki ng based
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upon the standards that we're famliar with and
speaki ng about. Again, this is a concept plan
and we're | earning about it.

Who i s next?

MR, PETRORO The architect wll give a
brief presentation on the building.

MR CLARK: M nane is Phil dark and
|'"'mthe architect of record for the project.

Again, the canpus is two buil dings.

The architectural would be the sanme on both as
far as what we're proposing for the colors. The
two buildings both are tilt-up concrete walls and
concrete slab on the interior, structural steel,
and on top of that would be the rubber roof.

Wth rubber interior drains, there will be no
gutters or downspouts on the outside of the
bui | di ng.

Soneone nentioned, too, there will be a
3-foot parapet. The nechanical units required by
the tenant, they' |l be noved back and you won't
see any rooftop units on the buildings. They are
45 feet high. The parapet on the roof itself is
42 feet high.

There's a row of glass, clear story
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wi ndows surroundi ng the building. That was a
request by the client. He wants to get natura
[ight into the building, which also will help
with the Iighting | oad during the day.

We did dress up the corners, the main
corner which is the entrance on the north side of
the buildings. You cone in the driveway and that
kind of identifies where the entrance is.

We did prepare for 10 percent of the
building to be office. W actually are showi ng a
second story if required. The concrete is
adj usted for that.

We did dress up the front. It is
concrete, again wwth a different col or basically.
A bl uish/steel color. That's pulled anway a
little bit fromthe building. And then we have
gl ass -- alum num storefront glass as the nmain
entrance, so it gives alittle bit of a nice
shadow line. 1It's a cute way of approaching the
building. W did mmc that on the other corner
the north corner, with the same color. This is a
creamcol ored earth tone. W got an e-nai
today, or a letter fromone of the consultants

saying the grays that we were first proposing,
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t hey t hought nmaybe the cream col or would be --
would look a little better. 1It's gray and the
creans we rarely get on the drawi ng. Either one
t hi nk 1 ooks good with the bl uish/steelish color
of the entrances. |'m | ooking for guidance on
this final palette of colors.

O her than that, it's a pretty
strai ghtforward design. Again, both buildings
will be identical. There you have the
architecture, or at |east proposed.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Any questions from
the Board Menbers on the architecture?

MS. DeLUCA: This kind of goes back to
maybe anot her one, but the building | ooks | ovely.
Just curious. Sinple question. Wat type of
materials will you be distributing?

MR CLARK: So | don't think a tenant

is -- it's nore a specul ation building right now.
There's anpl e docks. |If soneone cones in and
just needs 20 docks, we won't -- if it's not

built at that time, we'll delete the other 24
docks. So it's just flexible I think right now.
As many docks as they can. Again, what | |ike

about the layout is they did put the docks for
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each building on the interior space facing each
other. That's on the other side of the buil ding.
They kind of pull it together. So the outside is
the nore attractive structure

MR, BROME: Wi ch side of your
rendering is facing 3007

MR CLARK: So this is the north.
This is looking fromthe northeast. Northeast is
here. So over here is 300. Let ne see. |
believe this is -- | believe this section.

MR. BROME: That's the side facing
3007?

MR CLARK: Yes. Make sense?

MR, BROME: Thank you.

MR CLARK: Sure.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: We're in the
initial stages. They did supply us with --

MR. H NES: They've given us a SWPPP
My office is reviewing it. It's quite a large
docunent .

They're initially here for referral to
the ZBA for the building height for both
bui | di ngs.

They have submtted a ful
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envi ronnent al assessnent form

| have nunerous technical coments.
One of ny comments was whether or not we should
wait to declare | ead agency until the ZBA takes
action. | know Dom nic has a comment on that
regarding the fact that it's a Type 1 action,
greater than 100, 000 square feet.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Domi ni ¢ Cor di sco,
Pl anni ng Board Attorney.

MR CORDI SCO  Thank you, M. Chairnan.
This action is a Type 1 action. Since there are
a nunber of approvals that are required for the
project, a Type 1 action requires circulation for
| ead agency and a coordinated review. It has to
be done at the outset of the process, so it's not
an option to wait until later like you could with
an Unlisted action. It's often tinmes the Board's
practice to refer matters to the ZBA. The ZBA
considers the applications and then it has to
come back to this Board. That's highly
appropri ate when an action is an Unlisted action.
It gives you that flexibility. But with a Type 1
action the rules are very strict and require

circulation for |ead agency at the outset, and
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all other agencies have to hold and not render
their decisions until the |ead agency, in this
case if it's the Planning Board, then | ead agency
conpletes it's environnental review. So that
adds an additional winkle here as far as the
process i s concer ned.

If the Board is prepared to nove
forward toni ght, you have two steps to consi der.
One woul d be authorizing the circulation of the
notice to declare yourself |ead agency, and the
second would be the referral to the ZBA for the
hei ght variance. They are welcone to make their
application to the ZBA, but since it's a Type 1
action, the ZBA, follow ng procedure, would not
be able to conplete its approval and grant
variances until this Board is in a position to
conpl ete the environnental review.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Let's take the
first step and we'll conclude the actual neeting
with a referral letter to the ZBA. Wuld soneone
make a notion to declare our intent for |ead
agency for the Farrell Industrial Park, project
nunber 20-16, | ocated on Route 300 in an | B Zone?

MR. MENNERI CH: So noved.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

FARRELL | NDUSTRI AL PARK 47

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | have a notion by
Ken Mennerich. Do | have a second?

MR GALLI: Second.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN. | have a second by
Frank Galli. Can | have a roll call vote
starting with Frank Galli

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR, BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Mbdtion carri ed.

Again we'll conclude this presentation
one nore tinme, with a description of the referral
to the ZBA for a height variance. If we take a
nmonent to hear from Ken Wersted, our Traffic
Consul tant. Ken.

MR. WERSTED: Certainly. W did
receive the site plans and the traffic study.
Knowi ng that a ZBA referral was going to be
necessary, we didn't look at a lot of the
detailed analysis of the traffic study. W did

go through sone of the highlights and agreed with
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several of the assunptions included init.

We had a couple of comments about the
site plan, noting that it's very well prepared
for kind of the concept, initial level. That
hel ps relieve us of requesting additional
conments on certain itens.

We thought the truck circul ation plan
| ooked very well thought out.

The fire truck access assunes a punper
truck. | would defer to the fire jurisdiction to
find out whether they need a | adder truck through
there. | think those details will cone
eventual | y.

One of the significant conments is that
we don't know what the tenant is of this project,
so the traffic analysis is based off of warehouse
which in general has a |l arge square footage to
trip rating. |f a manufacturer were to cone in
here and | ook at these buildings, the traffic
could be triple that assuned in the traffic
study. There are a nunber of projects that we' ve
had with DOT. When we've cone across a project
like this, even if the client is saying

war ehouse, DOT has requested us to | ook at
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i ndustrial park or general light industrial, sone
ot her uses that could potentially use buildings
of this size, to at |east study the inpacts
relative to traffic. So | would expect, if and
when this goes to DOT, they'll be | ooking for
that as well.

We agree with the trip distribution.
You had identified the potential need for a
left-turn lane getting into the site, identifying
t hat one of the peak hours would -- it would neet
the criteria and one peak hour wouldn't. W
factored in sonme other things. 1In the end you
were recommending not to install a left-turn | ane
t here.

As with the application on the agenda
toni ght before this one, the Polo C ub, we had
di scussed sonme DOT comments that we received on
t hat project, one of which was identifying
potential inpacts at the intersection of
Gardnertown Road and 300, which is the signal
right outside of the Town Hall here. Part of
t hose inpacts would be the need for a left-turn
| ane on Route 300. The Polo C ub would

contribute to that need, as would this project,
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with 78 percent of the traffic fromthis site

headi ng sout hbound in this direction.

That concl udes the bul k of our

coments. Mowving forward with the Polo d ub and

i nprovenents, | think it would be best to share

this information with DOT so that they can have a

conpl ete | ook at what's happeni ng out on Route

300.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: Are we cl ear on

this point?
MR, MODAFFERI

just --

| think so. If | can

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: One nore. Dave

Dom ni ck.

MR DOM NI CK

One question. Wen you

conme back for nore of the finalized |andscaping,

can we soften the entrance, the nmain entrance to

the conpl ex? Maybe a stonewall. Sonething a

little soft in that area
MR. MODAFFERI
MR. DOM NI CK

warmif you can.

Ckay.

Sonmething a little nore

MR. CLARK: Did you say a stonewal | ?

MR DOM NI CK

Li ke a hal f stonewal
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with a sign.

MR. CLARK: Maybe we can i ncorporate
the sign with the stonewal | .

MR, MODAFFERI: We'll | ook at nore
detail of that. As we said, this was our initial
subm ssion. W're | ooking forward to working
t hrough sonme of those details.

To respond to the one comrent about the
war ehouse as opposed to the manufacturing use.

As | pointed out in ny initial presentation,
there's a few other factors that relate to this
site, such as the septic, and parking, and a few
other things that really limt the use of this
site to warehouse. Wth the septic systemwe
can't put heavy netals or food products or

what ever into our septic system That is the
space we have. Based on our field testing, the
area has been designed for that nunber of -- you
know, this size building using this nunber of
enpl oyees and all that. So we're kind of limted
to the warehouse.

There's a project that we're working on
currently in another nunicipality where the DOT

was acceptabl e of having a condition in the
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resolution of approval that it would be warehouse
and distribution only, it wouldn't be these types
of uses. Qur client, the applicant, would be
anenable to that as a condition of approval. W
woul d present that -- when we nmake our subm ssion
to DOT, we would nake that sane presentation to

t hem

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

Dom ni ¢ Cor di sco?

MR. CORDI SCO  Nothing further at this
time other than the consideration of the referral
to the ZBA

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  For the record,
woul d you - -

MR, CORDI SCO Yes. The applicant is
proposing a roof that would be 45.8 feet, |
believe, in height. There is a height
restriction in this zone of 40 feet. So they're
| ooking for a variance of 5.8 feet for the
pr oj ect .

MR MODAFFERI : There's also a second
building which is taller. So this one is --

MR HI NES: 48. 8.

MR. MODAFFERI : -- and 48.8 and then
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45. 8.

MR. HINES. | guess the variance woul d
be for the 48.8, the worst-case second buil di ng.
The rear buil ding.

MR CORDISCO It should be for both
bui | di ngs, should it not?

MR H NES: It probably shoul d.

MR. MODAFFERI: That woul d be the
cl eanest way to do it.

MR CORDI SCO. This would be a referra
to the ZBA for the pursuit of the height
variance, 40 feet is allowed in the zone. One
building is proposing a 48.8 feet roof |ine and
the other is 45.8 feet.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Woul d t he Pl anni ng
Board agree to have Dom ni ¢ Cordi sco, Planning
Board Attorney, send this proposal to the ZBA?

MR GALLI: So noved.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | have a notion by
Frank Galli.

MR DOM NI CK:  Second.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN.  Second by Dave
Domnick. 1'Il ask for a roll call vote starting

with Frank Galli.
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MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR, BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Pat, one ot her
understanding. Wuld this be the tinme that you
will be preparing an informational letter?

MR HI NES: Yes.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  For the record,
let's get on board as to howit's going to be
handl ed, who is going to nake the appropriate
call to the responsible person and have an
appoi ntnent to bring everything in, please.

MR. HNES: So the Town of Newburgh has
a requirenent that prior to you returning to this
Board, there's an informational letter sent to
all properties within 500 feet early in the
process rather than waiting for a public hearing
at the end. | will prepare the informational
letter. | will provide you with a |ist of
addresses fromthe assessor's office. That

informational letter will be placed in an
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envel op, stanped first class nmail and addressed.
You will then contact Charlene in the Personne
of fice and schedul e an appointnent with her to
drop those off. She will physically mail those
and give you an affidavit of mailing. | wll
provide that information with the letter as well.
It's inportant that you contact her first rather
t han showi ng up at her office.

MR, MODAFFERI: So we take them-- you

prepare it, you give it to us, we put themin the

envel op --

MR, HINES: Bring themhere to Town
Hal I .

MR. MODAFFERI:  And you guys mail it.
Ckay.

MR. HINES: The inportant step is to
coordinate that with Town Hall.

MR. MODAFFERI: Absolutely. Especially
in today's world.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

MR. MODAFFERI : Thank you very much

MR HNES. I'll contact you. |'ll
need additional sets for the circulation. | have

a couple coments in ny comments on the EAF that
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need to get revised.

MR MODAFFERI: That was one of the
things. Based on your referral | think we're
going to nmake our application to the ZBA. There's
a nunber of -- maybe not all of thembut there's
a handful of technical coments fromall of your
consultants, and we'd like to at |east address
sone of them and get a package back to you. So
guess we wait for that letter

MR. H NES: |[|'mtalking about the | ead
agency circulation. I'mgoing to need nultiple
sets of these plans along with the EAF to
circulate the notice of intent for | ead agency.
My cal cul ation here right nowis seven sets, but
"Il confirmthat with you.

MR. MODAFFERI: So we can just nake the
EAF revisions and send it just to you then?

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | think I would
like to have a copy for the record.

MR MODAFFERI: Yeah, for the record.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: At this particul ar
point, you can e-mail nme that. 1| like to have a
paper set. The e-mail | would forward on to the

Pl anni ng Board Menbers. Most inportantly you
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keep in mnd you' re before the Planning Board.
Pat Hnes is a consultant. W, the Pl anning
Board, would like to read the information which
woul d hel p us nmake a deci sion

MR MODAFFER : Ckay.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: W th all due
respect, always keep us in mnd.

MR. MODAFFERI : Absolutely. Al ways in
t he | oop.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

MR. MODAFFERI :  Thank you very nuch.

Have a wonderful day. Enjoy the holiday.

(Time noted: 8:02 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  The next item on
the agenda is O Brien/ Geenshire Subdivision
It's a two-1ot subdivision |ocated on 21
Greenshire Wy in an R-1 Zone. It's being
represented by Engi neering & Surveying
Properties. It's a two-lot subdivision.

Ken Mennerich will read the public

noti ce.

60

Dave, would you ask in the audience if

there's anyone there that's here for the O Brien/

G eenshi re Subdi vi si on?

MR DOMNCK: | did, John. Let ne
doubl e check

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

(Pause in the neeting.)

MR. MENNERI CH: "Notice of hearing,
Town of Newburgh Pl anning Board. Please take
notice that the Planning Board of the Town of
Newbur gh, Orange County, New York will hold a
public hearing pursuant to Section 276 of the
Town Law on the application of OBrien

Subdi vi si on, project 2020-05. The project is

a

proposed two-1 ot subdivision on Geenshire Way in

t he Town of Newburgh, designated on Town tax naps
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as Section 11, Block 1, Lot 92.42. The project
proposes a two-1ot subdivision of a parcel which
contains one existing single-famly residence.
The | ots are proposed to be serviced by on-site
septics and wells. The existing parent parcel is
10. 15 acres in size. Portions of the lots
contain New York State DEC regul ated wetl and
areas. The project is located in the Towmm's R-1
Zone. A public hearing wll be held on the 17th
day of Decenber 2020 at the Town Hall Meeting
Room 1496 Route 300, Newburgh, New York at 7
p.m at which tinme all interested persons will be
gi ven an opportunity to be heard. By order of
t he Town of Newburgh Pl anning Board. John P
Ewasut yn, Chairman, Pl anning Board Town of
Newbur gh. Dated 30 Novenber 2020.

MR WNGLOVITZ: For the record, Ross
W ngl ovitz of Engineering & Surveying Properties
here on behalf of the O Briens and the proposed
t wo-| ot subdi vision that was before the Board in
t he sunmmer.

W had to go get a variance because of
t he existing nonconformty of the existing

resi dence. That was received back in Cctober.
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W were in front of the Board in Novenber and
we're set for a hearing this evening.

Ken adequately descri bed the project.
It's about a 10-acre lot. W' re subdividing two
roughly 5-acre parcels. One new well and septic.

The wet| ands have been del i neat ed.
Everything is outside the wetlands.

| think that's it.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: Questions from
Board Menbers?

MR GALLI: No.

MR, BROMNE: No.

MS. DeLUCA: No.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Pat Hi nes.

MR, HI NES. W noted that they received
the ZBA variance for the front yard setback

Al'l of our previous coments have been
addressed. W have no outstandi ng issues.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Let's the record
show there is no one here this evening for the
O Brien two-|ot subdivision.

Wul d soneone nove for a notion to
cl ose the public hearing?

MS. DeLUCA: So noved.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

C' BRI EN/ GREENSHI RE SUBDI VI SI ON 63

MR. MENNERI CH: Second.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | have a notion by
St ephani e DeLuca. | have a second by Ken
Mennerich. I'll ask for a roll call vote

starting with Frank Galli

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Mbdtion carri ed.

At this point we'll turn the neeting
over to Pl anning Board Attorney Dom nic Cordisco
to give us conditions for approval.

MR. CORDI SCO  Thank you, John. As you
noted, the variance had been previously obtained
in Qctober. The project conpleted the SEQRA
process at the Novenber 19th neeting. So you' ve
al ready adopted a negative declaration for this.

| " munaware of any particul ar
conditions that would be required other than the
Board's general conditions which are part of

every approval, unless I'm m ssing sonething.
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MR HINES: | have none. There are no
public inprovenents, no | andscapi ng, no
stormvat er securities.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Just the rec fee.

MR. HINES: Recreation fee. Yes.

MR CORDI SCO. Yes. And all other fees
bei ng pai d.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Wbul d soneone nove
to approve the two-1ot subdivision of O Brien?

MR GALLI: So noved.

MR. BROWNE: Second.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: | have an approval
by Frank Galli. | have a second by diff Browne.
Can | have a roll call vote starting with Frank
Galli.

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH:  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EVWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

MR. WNGLOVI TZ: Thank you very nuch.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Have a happy

hol i day.
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MR CORDI SCO  Chairman, the ZBA
referral and this resolution will be prepared
t onor r ow.

(Time noted: 8:09 p.m)
CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outconme of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  The next item of
busi ness this evening is an extension request for

the Patton Ridge project. The project has been

before us for many years. |It's project nunber
12-18. It's in an R-2 Zone. |It's |located on
Patton Road and Route 52. |It's a request for a

si xteen-1ot subdivision, again in an R 2 Zone.
It's being represented by Kirk Rother. Kirk.

MR, ROTHER: Good evening, Board
Menbers. So Patton R dge is a sixteen-| ot
subdi vi sion that received prelimnary approval
fromyour Board sone years ago, | believe in
2011. Subject to the recession. | was here | ast
year asking for an extension which the Board
gr ant ed.

There was not a lot of activity in the
fall of last year into the spring, but this
summer we kind of got the project back on track.
We got updat ed docunments signed by the Town
Supervi sor for water and sewer extensions. Those
have been submtted to the agencies. | forwarded
those letters to you today, M. Chairman, just so
t he Board has them

We're asking the Board for an extension
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of prelimnary approval. R ght nowit's taking
about ei ght weeks to get responses back fromthe
Board of Health. | inagine one nore round with
them and we'll be finished.

| would ask for at |east ninety days if
the Board is so inclined. Six nonths.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Pat, what updates
do we need fromany of the interested agencies?

MR HINES. So they're before the
agencies right now M. Rother had provided us
wi th correspondence, recent correspondence from
the Health Departnent as well as the DEC

Their stormmater is protected by a
previously issued neg dec, so that's been
conpl et ed

What | suggested for this project and a
coupl e others that are dated is that your
ordi nance allows for a final public hearing.
Your public hearing on this project was many
years ago. | don't know exactly when but 2014,
13 or so. So | would suggest that the Board
consi der holding a final public hearing on this
because property owners in that area --

properties could have been turned over, neighbors
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coul d be noved out and people may not be famli ar
with the project.

O herwi se they have given us
docunentation that they're working with the
various outside agencies. Very recent
correspondence, Novenber -- Cctober, Novenber
correspondence.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Woul d there be
logic in granting thema six-nonth extension with
t he understandi ng that six nonths from now, or
prior to that date, there would be a public
hearing? M reasoning for that is based upon the
COVI D and current conditions, if we could
mnimze -- this enconpasses a fairly |arge area.
If we could mnimze. 1In six nonths fromnow --
you know, we're all living and believing in six
nmont hs from now conditions will be healthier.
Maybe we'll just put off the public hearing.

MR H NES: |I'mnot suggesting we do it
now. Actually, when they're conplete with their
out si de agency review, then we could consider
scheduling that. Knowi ng the agencies right now,
nost of the stuff is electronic, especially when

there's multiple reviewers involved. It takes
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tinme.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  So what date woul d
we be extending this to six nonths from now?

MR, CORDI SCO That woul d be May.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Can we tie it in
sequentially sonehow to our neeting dates in May?

MR, HI NES. You have a May 6th or a My
20t h.

CHAI RMVAN EVWASUTYN.  What woul d you
suggest ?

MR SCHUTZMAN: Excuse ne. Wuldn't
si x nont hs be June?

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  January, February,
March, April, My, June.

MR HINES: W're June 3rd or June
17t h.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: So today is the
17th. Let's kind of set it for the 17th.

MR. BROME: John, if | may.

CHAI RVAN EVWASUTYN:  Sure.

MR. BROME: You nentioned that you're
back on track. Does that nean you're actually
going forward with the project?

MR ROTHER: Yes.
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MR BROME: It's actually going to be
built out? Gay. O subdivided | should say, or
what ever ?

MR ROTHER  Yes.

MR GALLI: John, | had a question.

Are they the ones being marketed now
that | see on Patton Road?

MR ROTHER: | don't know the answer to
t hat .

MR, GALLI: Ckay.

MR, ROTHER: If they were it would be
t hrough Tom Tom Anaruno was just here.

MR GALLI: | see.

MR. H NES: They shouldn't be marketing
t hem wi t hout approval s.

MR, GALLI: Ckay.

MR HINES: [1'Il defer to M. Schutzman
on that one.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Woul d soneone nake
a notion to grant a six-nonth extension to June
17th for the sixteen-lot subdivision of Patton
Ri dge.

MR DOMNCK: [I'Il make a notion.

MR. BROMNE: Second.
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CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN.  Motion by Dave
Dom ni ck. Second by diff Browe. My | please
have a roll call vote.

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR, BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Mbdtion carri ed.

MR. ROTHER: Thank you.

MR, SCHUTZMAN:. Thank you very mnuch.

(Time noted: 8:15 p.m)
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That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

M CHELLE CONERO

73



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

STATE OF NEW YORK

In the Matter of

AMER & DUCH LOT LI NE CHANGE

(2020- 13)

: COUNTY OF ORANGE
TOWN OF NEVWBURGH PLANNI NG BOARD

Kat hl een Hei ghts & Frozen Ri dge Road

Section 20; Block 1; Lots 134.2 & 14.13

R-2 Zone

FI NAL APPROVAL
LOT LI NE CHANGE

Dat e: Decenber

Ti me: 8:15 p. m

Pl ace: Town of Newburgh

Town Hal

17, 2020

1496 Route 300
Newbur gh, NY 12550

BOARD MEMBERS:
FRANK S. GALLI
CLI FFORD C. BROWNE
STEPHANI E DelLUCA
KENNETH MENNERI CH
DAVI D DOM NI CK

ALSO PRESENT: DOM NI C CORDI SCO, ESQ.

PATRI CK HI NES

APPLI CANT" S REPRESENTATI VE:

M CHELLE L. CONERO
3 Francis Street
Newbur gh, New York 12550
(845)541-4163

JOHN P. BEWASUTYN, Chair man

JONATHAN M LLEN

X

X

74



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

AVER & DUCH LOT LI NE CHANGE 75

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Qur next item of
busi ness this evening is Arer & Duch Lot Line
Change. It's here for final approval. It's
| ocated on Kat hl een Hei ghts and Frozen Ri dge
Road. It's project nunber 20-13. It's in an R-2
Zone. |It's being represented by Advanced
Construction Enhanced Sol utions, Jonathan M|l en

MR, MLLEN. GCood evening. Yes.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Pat, do you want to
bring us al ong?

MR HINES: This project is alot line
change. It was before the Board previously. Lot
I ine changes by definition are Type 2 actions
that require no SEQRA review. The Town has a
stream ined revi ew process, however they were
required to send out the adjoiner notice.

There's no public hearing required. That
adj oi ner notice has been prepared and nail ed out.

The Board is in a position nowto grant
a final approval for the lot |ine change.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Domi ni ¢ Cor di sco,
Pl anni ng Board Attorney.

MR CORDI SCO. Yes, M. Chairman. The

Board is prepared procedurally to nove forward at
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this tinme. | amnot aware of any specific
condi tions other than the general conditions that
woul d be associated with this approval.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Good. Wul d
soneone like to nmake a notion to approve the | ot
i ne change for project 20-13?

MR. MENNERI CH: So noved.

MS. DeLUCA: Second.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN. | have a notion by
Ken Mennerich. | have a second by Stephanie
DeLuca. My | please have a roll call vote

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH:  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Jonat han, at sone
point in time you Il coordinate with Pat Hines
how we're going to follow up with having a
schedul ed appoi ntnent to hand deliver the maps
that need to be signed.

MR MLLEN. Right.

CHAl RMAN EWASUTYN: There will be four
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paper sets -- rolled paper sets that the Planning
Board requires. You'll also subnmt one rolled
paper set and one nylar for your own records.
Check with Pat Hnes. W'Il have to coordinate
that with the Building Departnent to drop them
of f.

MR. M LLEN. Okay. Thank you.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

(Time noted: 8:18 p.m)
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CHAI RVMAN EWASUTYN:  Qur sixth item of
business this evening is a public hearing for a
two- | ot subdivision for the | ands of Jan Kadnar.
It's project nunber 20-09. It's |ocated on
Pressler Road in an AR Zone. |It's being
represented by Darren Doce.

M. Mennerich will read the notice of
heari ng.

MR. MENNERI CH: "Notice of hearing,
Town of Newburgh Pl anning Board. Please take
notice that the Planning Board of the Town of
Newbur gh, Orange County, New York will hold a
public hearing pursuant to Section 276 of the
Town Law on the application of Lands of Jan
Kadnar, project 2020-09, for a two-|ot
subdi vi sion at 275 Pressler Road in the Town of
Newbur gh, designated on Town tax maps as Section
6, Block 1, Lot 10.5. The project proposes a
two-1 ot subdivision on a parcel which contains
the remains of an existing residential structure.
The existing structure will be repurposed to a
new single-famly residential structure. The
bal ance of the parcel, a 39.96 acre lot, is not

recei ving any approval at this time and wll
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require approval for any future use. The |ot
wi |l be accessed by the existing curb cut from
Pressler Road. The project is located in the
Town's AR Zoning District. A public hearing wl
be held on the 17th day of Decenber 2020 at the
Town Hall Meeting Room 1496 Route 300, Newburgh
New York at 7 p.m at which tine all interested
persons will be given an opportunity to be heard.
By order of the Town of Newburgh Pl anni ng Board.
John P. Ewasutyn, Chairman, Planning Board Town
of Newburgh. Dated 30 Novenber 2020."

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Darren.

MR, DOCE: W're proposing a two-I ot
subdi vision of a 42-acre |lot that contains an
existing building. That building will be on a
2-acre parcel. The remaining 40 acres won't be
devel oped at this tine.

| have one comment fromthe | ast
nmeeting concerning the three lots on the comon
drive. W' ve added a note that if and when lot 6
comes back in for approval for any use, that that
common drive will either have to be upgraded to a
private road or a waiver would have to be

received fromthe Town Board to permt nore than
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the two dwelling units on the comon drive. That

was really the only change fromthe previous

pl ans.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: Comments from Board
Menber s?

MR GALLI: No additional.

MS. DeLUCA: No.

MR MENNERI CH:  No.

MR BROME: 1'd just like to follow
up. | happen to be a nei ghbor of that property.
It is pretty much an eyesore. | just wanted to

make a coment that | would really like to make
sure that the inprovenents that were put into
this plan are in fact followed up on after the
subdivision. It's an eyesore.

MR DOCE: Yes. Yes.

MR, BROME: Thank you.

MR. DOM NI CK: | have not hing.

CHAI RVMAN EWASUTYN:  Let the record show
that there is no one here this evening for the
public hearing.

W'l nove for a notion -- soneone wil |
make a notion to close the public hearing on the

Kadnar, 20-09, two-lot subdivision |ocated on
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Pressl er Road.

MR GALLI: So noved.

MR. MENNERI CH.  Second.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN. | have a notion by
Frank Galli. | have a second by Ken Mennerich.
"Il ask for aroll call vote starting with Frank
Galli.

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: At this point we'll
turn the neeting over to Dom nic Cordisco,

Pl anni ng Board Attorney.

MR. CORDI SCO At |last nonth's neeting
t he Board adopted a negative declaration on this
project, conpleting the SEQRA process.

In addition to the note that has been
noted by M. Doce on the plan, ny suggestion
woul d be to add that as a condition in the
resolution as well, to make sure if anyone is

| ooking at the plan as opposed to the resolution,



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

LANDS OF JAN KADNAR 84
that it's clear that if there's further
subdi vi sion or use of that additional lot in the
future, that that road would either have -- the
driveway woul d have to be upgraded to a private
road or a waiver obtained fromthe Town Board at
that tine.

Apart fromthat, |I'mnot aware of any
ot her public --

MR. HINES: There should be a common
dri veway access and nai nt enance agreenent.

MR, DOCE: There is an existing. W
submtted it at one tine.

MR CORDI SCO  Yes.

MR HNES: Was it filed?

MR. DOCE: Yeah, it's filed. For the
exi sting common drive, yes.

MR HINES. It was going to be a
subdivision but it's all on one | ot now.

MR. DOCE: Right.

MR HNES: | think we should just
foll ow up and make sure that comnmon drive access
and mai ntenance agreenent is there. You may want
to have provisions that it can be converted into

a private road.
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MR. DOCE: | mean the original was
submtted to Domnic. | don't know if he has any
comment s.

MR CORDISCO | haven't reviewed it in
this context. M suggestion to the Board woul d
be to add that as a condition as well to your
approval .

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Havi ng heard the
recommendat i ons and conditions of approval for
t he subdivision for Kadnar represented by
Pl anni ng Board Attorney Dom nic Cordisco, would
soneone nmake a notion to approve the subdivision?

M5. DeLUCA: So noved.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: | have a notion by
St ephani e Deluca.

MR BROWNE: Second.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN. | have a second by
Ciff Browne. My | please have a roll cal
vot e.

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR, MENNERI CH:  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EVWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR BROME: Aye.
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MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAl RMAN EWASUTYN: Motion carri ed.

Thank you.
MR, DOCE: Thank you.
CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Happy hol i day.

(Time noted: 8:25 p.m)
CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that I amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

ifyszh¢LLL C oo

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAI RVMAN EWASUTYN:  The seventh item of
business this evening is Dziegel ewski, if I'm
pronouncing it correctly. It's a two-Iot
subdi vi si on, project nunber 20-14. It's a public
hearing. I1t's located on 74 Crononer Heights
Drive in an R-3 Zone. It's being represented by
Charl es Brown, Tal cott Engi neering.

"Il ask M. Mennerich to read the
notice of hearing.

MR. MENNERI CH: "Notice of hearing,
Town of Newburgh Pl anning Board. Please take
notice that the Planning Board of the Town of
Newbur gh, Orange County, New York will hold a
public hearing pursuant to Section 276 of the
Town Law on the application of Dziegel ewski
Two- Lot Subdi vi si on, project 2020-14, for a
two-1 ot subdivision |ocated at 74 Crononer
Hei ghts Drive in the Town of Newburgh, designated
on Town tax maps as Section 75, Block 1, Lot 46.
The project proposes a two-lot subdivision of a
parcel which contains one existing single-famly
residence. The lots are proposed to be serviced
by on-site septics and wells. The project is

| ocated in the Town's R 3 Zoning District. A
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public hearing will be held on the 17th day of

Decenber 2020 at the Town Hall Meeting Room 1496

Rout e 300, Newburgh, New York at 7 p.m at which

time all interested persons wll

be given an

opportunity to be heard. By order of the Town of

Newbur gh Pl anning Board. John P. BEwasutyn,

Chai rman, Pl anni ng Board Town of Newburgh. Dated

30 Novenber 2020."

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

Charl es.

MR. BROWN: Thank you.

Again, this is

a 3.22 acre lot with an existing single-famly

residence on it. The proposal is to cut off

another building lot for another single-famly

resi dence.

It will be serviced by a well and

septic. The septic has Health Depart nent

approval with an extension that's still valid.

Crononmer Heights Drive is a private

road. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

At this point we'll turn the neeting

over to the public. |If you'd raise your hand,

gi ve your name and your address.

The gent| eman
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in the back.
MR. PALLADI NO Good evening. |'mcal

G ovanni Pal l adino on 52 Crononer Heights Drive.

| see sone other neighbors here. [|'mthe one
that actually wote the letter. | don't know if
it was sent around. | just want to |let you know

there's actually two nore nanes to be added to
that letter. They just realized today was the
hearing, so they just texted nme and told ne to
add their nanmes also to the letter. | just want
to reinforce that makes eight of the sixteen
residents right now that are opposed to the
subdi vi si on

We all have deed restrictions on |lots
that we own. We all have lots that are 2 acres
plus. Sonme are as big as 9 acres.

In the | ast approval -- this was
started as what they used to call in the old days
a rolling subdivision. There was a restriction
put in 2004 that no further |ots would be
subdi vi ded.

In addition, we have no | egal vehicle
to add both the road nai ntenance agreenent and

sone deed restrictions. Sone of the deed
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restrictions are pretty severe. They require
architectural review, |andscaping restrictions,
busi ness restrictions. There's m ni num house
sizes. There's protection of people's viewshed.
So there's itens that | don't know if the
exi sting ower is aware of, because this is now,
since |'ve been there, the fourth or fifth owner
| don't know if these things were actually
transferred from buyer to buyer to buyer to
buyer.

| didn't want to reread what | had
witten, but if you have any questions
specifically to what was witten and signed by --
for the record I can add the two nanmes right now.
One is M. Joe Col andrea of 5 Crononer Heights
Drive, and a Brittany and Brian Mranda of 89
Crononer Heights Drive.

CHAI RMAN EVWASUTYN:.  Were you cl ear on
t hose nanmes, M chelle?

M5. CONERO  Yes. Thank you.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Charlie, we'l
start with you. Deed restrictions, further
subdi vi si ons, what research have you done?

MR. BROMN: Well ny client went through
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atitle conmpany to research that. W pulled the
| ast three deeds and forwarded those to Dom nic,
you and Pat. The |ast two deeds didn't have the
restrictions in them The previous three deeds
ago did. It's such things as no clotheslines.
There was nothing in anything | saw that said no
further subdivisions.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN. W' re openi ng up
for discussion. Domnic Cordisco, you' ve had an
opportunity to read the deed that was presented
to you?

MR. CORDI SCO | have not, M.
Chairman. What | have reviewed is the private
road mai nt enance agreenent. | have not had an
opportunity to review the deed. It's not to say
that there's restrictions that nmay ot herw se
apply. In the private road nai ntenance agreenent
there's not a restriction on further subdivision
or further lots being added to the private road,
subj ect to, obviously, conpliance with Town Code.

MR. BROMN: This is what ny client got
fromLarkin's office. This just canme in
yest erday (handi ng).

MR. CORDI SCO | have not received
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t hat .

MR BROM: | will forward it to you.

MR, CORDI SCO Thank you

MR. PALLADING |Is there an opportunity
to add comment ?

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  There is. Let's be
patient about the neeting. M. Palladino, as a
matter of policy, if you don't mnd, we'd like to
have everyone have an opportunity to speak first,
and then we'll have others speak for a second
time.

| s there anyone el se here this evening
that would like to speak? Your nane.

MR FETTER Bill Fetter, Rockwood
Drive. I'mjust curious. | knowit's pretty
shal | ow bedrock there and the water supply is
going to be by a well. Is there a nandate or a
requirenent in the Town that a viable supply well
be provided before it's deened a taxable living
lot, a residential lot?

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Good question. Pat
Hi nes.

MR HINES: There is no such

requirement. The underlying zoning is a
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builder's ot of just less than 1l-acre in the

zone, 40,000 square feet. That underlying zoning

i s devel oped based on issues such as there being
enough area or enough land to put in a potable
wel | .

MR. FETTER. Could | ask the current
owner, do you have any water issues there? Have
you had --

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Excuse ne. Excuse

MR FETTER |'m sorry.

CHAI RMAN EVWASUTYN:  You had a question
"' mnot asking you to --

MR. FETTER: | apol ogi ze.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  -- nmanage t he
busi ness of the Pl anni ng Board.

MR. FETTER. Have there been any
reports to the Town that there have been water
issues in that --

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Pat Hi nes.

MR HNES. [|I'mnot aware of any. |
will note that this was a standal one | ot at one
time, | believe. It was consolidated with the

bal ance parcel at one point. So it was
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previously an independent lot, | believe, --

MR BROMN:  Yes.

MR. HINES: -- and was consol i dat ed.
Now t he applicant is attenpting to mmc that
previ ous subdi vi si on.

My office typically reviews the septic
systens and wel| separations on these. However,
this being a previous realty subdivision, it has
approval fromthe Orange County Heal th Depart nment
for the septic system They woul d review,
simlar to that, the well separations.

MR. FETTER  Thank you.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Addi ti onal
guestions or coments fromthe public? M.

Pal | adi no.

MR PALLADI NO Just to the deed
restriction. The last subdivision approval in
2004, filed in April of 2004, page 4 under notes,
item7, there shall be no further subdivision of
the | ot shown hereon. The reason why that | ot
was consol i dated was because at that tinme they
had exceeded the nunmber of |ots that were
required on that nei ghborhood so there was a

restriction. That's why we have the larger 3 and
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6 and 9 acre parcels.

In addition, the wells up there are
very deep. They're al nost 500 feet deep. Just
under 500 feet.

Under st andi ng the concern again from
t he nei ghbors, the road is really not conpliant
at all. W spent al nost $150, 000 between | egal
fees and bringing the road up to sone sort of
decent spec. W're just really concerned with
the increased traffic and the viability of the
road. Right now there's construction that's
there and it's already tearing up the road.

W' re havi ng probl ens because the road was never
built to the spec that was in the final approval.

Al so the cooment to the well. | don't
know i f the engineer is aware, but there's a new
septic systemthat is being constructed on the
| ot next door. | believe it mght be |ess than
100 feet fromthe proposed well |ocation. So
there's that other issue also on that.

That's about all | have, unless there's
guestions for nmne.

CHAI RMVAN EWASUTYN:  Excuse ne?

MR. PALLADINOG. That's all | have
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unl ess there's questions for ne.

MR GALLI: M. Palladino, what deed
were you reading fron? The original one or the
second or third one?

MR. PALLADI NO That was the second.

MR GALLI: The second one.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  The second deed,
just for conversation, which | have read, notes
basi c | anguage as far as what they don't want to
see to deval ue the properties around them As he
said, whether it be clotheslines or any
busi nesses. There's general descriptions.

"' mnot disagreeing wwth you. | did
read the deed as it relates to subdivisions, so
to speak. | think M. Palladino was part of 1.
H 1l Investnments was part of 2, and then there
was anot her group that was part of 3. Again, |
do this just for the sake of reading.

MR. PALLADING They're all the sane
owners.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  |' m under st andi ng
you said rolling subdivisions. | think at the
time it was called creeping subdivisions. But

again, it's just a matter of conversation.
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The other thing | just want to bring up
in a general sense, and |I'mnot a know edgeabl e
individual, | don't know necessarily if the Town
-- it's a Town decision -- could ever approve
that road because of the grades. The Town has a
restriction that the grades on a road -- a Town

road, can't be any greater than what percent?

MR HNES: | think 10 percent for a
Town road.

CHAI RMVAN EVWASUTYN: 10 percent. |'m
not arguing with you. | happened to be around,

knock on wood, when this subdivision was first
before the Planning Board. | think, you know,
for a variety of reasons it never becane a Town
road because of the cost associated with it. But
then I1'malso aware of the fact that the Town
can't afford to plow, naintain sonething that has
a steep grade. It may be possible today but back
then it wasn't.

| m ght make a suggestion to the Board
that we keep this public hearing open, allow ng
Dom ni ¢ Cordi sco, the Planning Board Attorney, to
review any of the docunents that he hasn't had

the tine to revi ew.
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MR GALLI: Yes.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Then the notice --
if I"'mnot mstaken, help ne -- won't be
published in the newspaper. How is the notice of
hearing if they continue the public hearing?

MR, CORDI SCO My suggestion, M.

Chai rman, would be to adjourn this public hearing
to a date certain so that way the public would
know when they can return.

| certainly will review the deeds that
are before the Board.

|'ve heard sone things tonight that are
not necessarily dispositive of the issue. So for
i nstance, restrictions may not be in the current
deed but they nmay be in a prior deed and they
didn't get carried forward. That doesn't always
turn up in atitle search because title searches
typically is a last owner's search. It's to nmake
sure that if you're buying property, you're
actually buying it from sonmeone that owns it and
has the ability to sell it to you w thout
restriction. |It's not an abstractive title,
which is a different thing, which goes back and

| ooks at whether or not there's any historical
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restrictions of record that m ght appear or apply
to a particular property. So this nmay take sone
tinme given the nunber of subdivisions that
occurred and devel opnent that has occurred there.
There are plats to review as well as deeds to
review. So |I'mnot entirely sure that we have a
full picture at this tine.

| woul d encourage the applicant and the
applicant's counsel to put all of the information
that they have at their disposal forward, because
we're not in a position to do our own research on
t hese issues. So the Board does not, you know,
hire a title agent to go look at plats that are
on file in the County Cerk's office or research
t hrough deeds that may be there or may not be.

| gave you a lot of information. M
suggestion would be to hold the public hearing
over.

| woul d encourage the applicant to
provide as much information that they have so the
Board can nmake a determ nation as to whether or
not this subdivision is allowed under any
appl i cable restrictions.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Dave Domi ni ck
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MR DOM N CK: Domnic, it sounds |ike
this is a pretty lengthy or intense process to
get to sone type of conclusion. February, is
that when we're thinking to reconvene this public
heari ng?

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: | believe the first
meeting is the 6th or 7th of January, follow ng
your train of thought.

MR HNES: It's the 7th.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  So then if we nove
it forward, fourteen days would be the 21st.
Let's put that on the table. Do you think that's
adequate tine?

MR CORDISCO It is for nme, certainly.
As long as the applicant and the applicant's
counsel is being forthcomng in providing all the
i nformation that they have.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: W' ||l nove in a few
different directions. There's a |ot of hands up.

Charlie, how nmuch tinme do you think you
woul d need to --

MR. GALLI: Are we |looking for an
abstract title search? |Is that what we're

| ooking for, Dom nic? That goes back to the
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original? |If that's what's going to say it in
the first deed, that's what |I'd be | ooking for.

MR CORDISCO It certainly would be
nost di spositive to have the title abstract for
this particular project.

MR, GALLI: Maybe he has to call and
find out howlong it would take to get that and
| et us know so we can set up a public hearing.

MR. BROWN: Because it was two |ots
that were conbi ned by the Gal ages, we only have
to go back to the deed where they were conbined.

CHAI RMVAN EWASUTYN:  Dom ni c.

MR, CORDI SCO There's a logic to that,
but I'mnot sure that that's entirely dispositive
because we don't know what restrictions were on
the lot at that time. It's very difficult to
tal k about these things in abstract w thout
having the information in front of us.

My suggestion would be to hold it over
to the January 21st neeting and we can progress
at that time. The Board would be in a position
to do so. There's always the chance that if nore
information was required and it's not

forthcom ng, the Board would be in the sane
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position that you're in tonight, worst-case
scenari o.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  So we woul d carry
it over to the 21st. |If we don't have adequate
information at that point to nmake a deci sion,
then we would reschedule it for a day further
out .

MR, CORDI SCO  Correct.

MR, BROMWN.  Ckay.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | know there were
one or two nmenbers of --

MR. PEREZ: Yeah. |'m Jose Perez.
live on 80 Crononmer. You stated that the Town
doesn't want to take over the road.

CHAIl RVAN EWASUTYN: | didn't state

t hat .

MR. PEREZ: No, no. W went through it

with attorneys and everything, and the grading
wasn't there. But | don't believe it's on the
honmeowner to keep maintaining this road, which
was a mnimal road to start out with when it was
a subdivision for five houses. Now we've got

seventeen. It can't take the |load. W keep

subdi viding. Now we've got 9-acre |ots and those
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can be subdivided you' re saying. It's like it's
goi ng to becone ridicul ous.

W pay a lot of noney to maintain this
road, which wasn't done right fromthe beginning.

So I don't know when it's going to
stop. | get taken off the road every tine a
construction truck cones by.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  |' m not arguing the
point. There's a lot of things to look at or to
consider. Private roads cane in to being on or
about the tinme that we're discussing. The reason
private roads cane in to being was because
devel opers didn't want to pay -- separate of the
grades and everything, they didn't want to pay to
put in a Town road. The easiest thing in the
worl d was to have a private road.

The other thing to keep in mnd, and
|'mnot sure on this because | don't know nuch
about what |'m saying, there's a maxi num| ength
of a Town road that you can have before you have
a turnaround access. Correct?

MR HI NES: Yes.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: | think it's 900

i near feet.
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MR HINES: Six tines the m nimum | ot
front age.

CHAI RVAN EVWASUTYN: Wi ch woul d be
about 900 |inear feet?

MR, H NES: 900 feet.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you. In the
particul ar case that we're tal king about with
your private road, the length of that private
road exceeds that by many tinmes. You have 900
feet. There's always this thing about energency
access if it were a Town road. |If it becones a
Town road, then it becones the Town's liability.
So there are standards that the Town requires in
order to accept or adopt a Town road.

There's a lot of thinking -- |I'm not
opposed to you. As time goes on, many, many
people like yourself realize that this is a
ni ght mare, whether it's getting everyone to
contribute and participate in snow renoval . |
think in your road nai ntenance agreenent it talks
about an annual neeting. It talks about a person
who is responsible for the coordination of the
repairs and all this. It's alot to manage. |'m

not arguing the point with you.
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MR. PEREZ: | nean we've got a managi ng
conpany for that.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  It's expensi ve.

MR PEREZ: Still, it gets ridicul ous.
The traffic gets ridiculous after a certain
point, right. | nean it was |like six, seven

houses. Now it's eleven, twelve with room for

sevent een.
| nmean transfornmers have to be changed.
| | earned about electricity the first
time | lived there when Central Hudson said we

need bi gger transformers here.

It's |ike you say, a creeping
subdivision. It wasn't nmade to handle all these
houses. Probably the cables aren't strong enough
to handle all these houses, because sone peopl e
conpl ai n about that. W don't know. Wen it was
first made it was five houses, then they
subdi vided again for ten. Nowit's seventeen.

It keeps growi ng and grow ng.

You know, | nean the roads should have
been built to |ike sem -Town specs. You're
saying private roads can be built with thousands

and thousands of |linear feet w thout a
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t ur nar ound.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: I n the Town Code --
again, it's not the Planning Board saying. You
know, in the Town Code the Town has standards for
private roads, limtations, restrictions, so
forth. There are also standards for Town roads.
They're different. | don't have an answer for
you. | don't think we can because it doesn't

fall under our jurisdiction.

MR. PREEZ: | nean when | bought ny
house, | know | bought a single-famly hone that
couldn't be subdivided. | don't know what

happened to the deeds or how it got changed, but
it should have been followed. Right?

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: M. Pal | adi no.

MR. PALLADI NGO  Again, building off M.
Perez's comments, the restriction was placed on
the [ast subdivision. Al three subdivisions
were the sanme owners, they just changed the nane.

Just so everybody understands ny
background, |I'man architect and a planner. Just
by default they had asked ne to cone today. |'m
al so one of the nenbers of the nanagenent group

t hat mai ntains the road.
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Just for the record, we have been in
front of the Town, and we still are in the Town,
havi ng conversations wth the town engi neer and
previous town attorney, Councilman M. Piaquadi o,
Ruggi ero.

The issue is with the road. 1In the
approvals, and M. Attorney is going to have to
check this, there was a cross section of the road
t hat was supposed to be built. The road was
supposed to be wi dened. There was supposed to be
a binder and a top course. That never happened.
The original road was a driveway to M.

Stanwi cz's estate. That was never w dened. It
had a bl acktop coating equivalent to a driveway.
Those conditions were never net. The bond, or
what ever was required at that tine, was rel eased
including C of Gs of buildings.

We have a roadway right now that's
strictly binder that is breaking apart because
they never had a top coat. Believe ne, we've had
consulting engineers up there. W' ve had
attorneys. This is a nuch | arger discussion. The
Town is very well aware of it already.

Also for the record, in 2004 this
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subdi vi si on had conme to the Town at that tine and
it was al so deni ed.

So | would suggest, M. Attorney, that
you | ook back to 2004 and why at that tine it was
denied. This is a nuch conplicated -- this isn't
just a single subdivision. As M. Perez said,
this was never intended to have sixteen or
seventeen lots there. Over tinme this has
happened. Ri ght now we have three or four lots
t hat have not been constructed and they are owned
by spec builders. They're all 6 and 9 acre |lots.
If we set this precedent here, okay, if a piece
of paper that says no lots shall be further
subdi vi ded, then what woul d prevent them from
doi ng the sane?

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  That's what we want
to research. W don't have an answer for sone of
the questions. An abstract will be provided.
Wth nmore information, Dom nic Cordisco, the
Pl anni ng Board Attorney, would be better to
advise us. So for nowit's just conversation.

For now we're going to continue this public
hearing until January 21st.

MR. PALLADI NO That goes beyond the
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abstract. | think you need to involve your | egal
teamin the Town al so because they understand the
i ssues that we've had wth this road we've been
dealing wth now for six or seven years.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Agai n, based upon
t he advice of Dom nic Cordi sco, our Planning
Board Attorney, we'll take the necessary steps.

MR, CORDI SCO Thank you, M. Chairman.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  That's not bei ng
rude.

MR. PALLADING I'mnot saying it's
being rude. The Town is aware of this. There's
si xteen years of history here.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Pat H nes now
currently also represents the Town as far as
engi neering itens.

MR HNES: Yes. | work in the Town
Engi neer's office now as well.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  So you have the
advant age of havi ng sonmeone who i s present now
who, nost likely, his advice would be asked for.

MR. PALLADING |I'd urge M. Hones to
cone and drive the road.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN: | drove the road
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nmysel f. Any subdi vision before the Planning
Board, any site plan before the Planning Board,
we have the responsibility to drive the road.
did see the construction equi pnmrent up on one of
the sites.

MR PALLADINO Right.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: | did drive it to
one end, cane back, found the subject property
whi ch then dead ends. |'mon your side is what
' m sayi ng, but --

MR PALLADI NGO Understand the road is
four feet wide. About two years ago we ended up
at our own investnent, we put that guardrail in
because --

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  The guardrail on
the right going --

MR, PALLADI NO. The reason why that
happened i s because there were two peopl e
passi ng. Sonebody was going at an excess speed
and sonebody actually went off the road, and only
by the grace of God did they get stopped by a
tree. You can still see the scar on the tree.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  That's an exanpl e

of a steep grade at that particular point, the
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curve in the road.

MR. PALLADINO W're not tal king about
gr ade.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Just in general.

MR. PALLADI NO. | understand

CHAI RVAN EVWASUTYN: Al l right.

Anyt hi ng el se?

MR, CORDI SCO | just want to point out
for the record that there are a nunber of
different concerns being raised here and they
fall into different categories. One is whether
or not there's a deed restriction that prevents
this ot from being subdivided any further, or
perhaps a note on a subdivision plat that has the
sane effect. Those are separate issues fromthe
condi tion of the road and whether or not that
road, in different opinions, can acconmobdate an
addi ti onal house on that property.

So | think, you know, we're worKking
through this. 1t's best perhaps to separate
t hose issues for the Board' s consideration.

We' Il provide an update on the 21st.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

MR. BROMN:  Thank you.
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(Time noted: 8:54 p.m)
CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

ifyszh¢LLL C oo

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:.  Qur | ast item of
busi ness this evening is the Ml mark Subdi vi sion
It's a five-lot subdivision |ocated on Lattintown
Road. It's in both an AR and an R-3 Zone. |It's
bei ng represented by Larry Marshall.

MR, MARSHALL: Yes, sir.

CHAI RMVAN EWASUTYN. Good to see you

MR, MARSHALL: Good to see you, too.
Good evening. As the Chairman stated, ny nane is
Larry Marshall from Mercurio, Norton, Tarolli &
Marshal | .

What we' ve proposed is a five-|ot
subdi vi si on of an existing parcel that has two
separate frontages on Lattintown Road. There's a
smal | section of frontage down near the first
end, and then we have a | arger section of
frontage up a little bit further.

This parcel is actually located in the
AR and R-3 Zone. Proposed lot 5 is |ocated
al nost entirely in the R 3 Zone with the
remai ni ng portion of property located in the AR
Zone.

As we've shown it, we have a 450 foot

| ong proposed road, a private road, that would
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serve lots 1 through 4, and then lot 5 would
obtain access directly off of Lattintown Road.

Each of the proposed |ots are shown
with private sewers and private wells. There is
a water line that runs down Lattintown -- |
should say lots 1 through 4 have private wells.
Lot 5 is proposed to be serviced by connecting to
the existing water line that runs down Lattintown
Road. There is a water |ine that runs down
Latti ntown Road to the punp house that's on the
corner. This is not accessible to the hones.
This section of the road -- or the water |ine we
proposed is simlar to the neighboring properties
just having private wells. Lot 5 where there is
a potabl e water source, we propose to connect to
it.

The lots range in size fromjust over 1
acre up to 2.5 acres.

This is a sketch plan. W have
conpl eted the survey and topography. In
subsequent subm ssions we'll have a nore conpl ete
pl an.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

Questions from Board Menbers?
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MR GALLI: No.

MS. DeLUCA: No.

MR. MENNERI CH:  No.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  And this is in
proximty to al so where you eventually go up the
road, Merritt Lane is to the right, correct, on
t he opposite side of the road?

MR MARSHALL: Yes.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  And you feel that
the one | ot has adequate sight distance? That's
a steep grade turning in the road. Wat's the
si ght di stance?

MR. MARSHALL: The sight distance for
proposed lot 5 is 305 feet to the left and 450
feet to the right. W positioned the proposed
driveway on the extrene westerly edge of the
frontage. W can get a pretty good di stance
around that curve. It is a steep section of the
road. We would obviously Iike to get clearance
fromthe highway superintendent before we proceed
much further.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: | can't remenber if
| dropped off plans. You'll coordinate this with

t he Hi ghway Depart nent.
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MR. MARSHALL: Yes. Up on this section

here --

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN.  It's fl at.

MR, MARSHALL: -- it's flat and
straight. | don't have any concerns there. Lot

5 1is a concern of ours. W want to nake sure
t hat the highway --

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN: It looks like it
coul d have good views, the upper lot, in |ooking
to the east.

Pat Hi nes.

MR HINES. This is a sketch plan for
the five-lot subdivision.

| was able to do sone research for M.
Marshall's office on the water. The water |ine
on the northern portion is a transm ssion nain,
not a distribution nmain. The pressures are too
high to all ow connections for residential uses.
Once you get below the Carter Avenue punp
station, that knocks the pressures down. That's
why lot 5 can connect to the Town water. The
ot her ones will need to have wells.

The construction of the private road

kicks in the Town's stormwater managenent
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requirenments. They're nore stringent than the
DEC s. That will have to be addressed.

The EAF identifies potential habitat
for protected bat species, so the appropriate
notes wll be needed.

Private road access and mai nt enance
agreenents will be required.

Subsurface sanitary sewer disposal
desi gns.

We need the actual field survey as
there's notes on here that say it's tax map and
publicly avail abl e topography. So once we get the
detai |l ed designs, we can do a further review

MR. MARSHALL: This is a realty
subdi vision so we'll be having to go to the
Orange County Departnment of Health for this.

CHAI RMVAN EVWASUTYN.  When you say it's a
realty subdivision, for the benefit of the Board,
what are you actually saying?

MR. MARSHALL: Because there's nore
than four lots under 5 acres, it signifies it's a
realty subdivision. That triggers local Health
Departnent review and approval of the water

sources as well as the septic systens. So all of
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the design -- the wells for lots 1 through 4 --

t he whole design will have to be reviewed, the
septic systemdesigns. They'Il have to go

t hrough onsite testing with us. They will likely
require us to drill one of the wells and test it
to make sure it's adequate for water quantity as
well as quality.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Thank you.

MR, HINES. That being said, we nay
want to declare our intent for |ead agency as
there are going to be invol ved agencies.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN: M. Cordi sco, do
you advi se that?

MR CORDI SCO  Yes, sir

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Havi ng heard from
Pat Hi nes of M CGoey, Hauser & Edsall and Domi nic
Cordi sco, the Planning Board Attorney, would
soneone nove for a notion to declare our intent
for lead agency for the Ml mark Subdivision, the
five-lot subdivision.

MR DOMNCK: "Il make a notion

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN.  Motion by Dave
Dom ni ck.

MR. MENNERI CH: Second.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

MALMARK SUBDI VI SI ON 121

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Second by Ken
Mennerich. May | please have a roll call vote
starting with Frank Galli

MR GALLI: Aye.

MS. DeLUCA: Aye.

MR MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAl RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR, BROME: Aye.

MR DOM N CK:  Aye.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN:  Larry, you're
famliar with it but you'll work with Pat Hi nes'
office as far as the informational letter that's
required to go out.

MR, MARSHALL: Absolutely.

CHAI RMAN EWASUTYN. | wish you all a
heal t hy and happy holiday and a successful new
year. We'll see you all back here in the
begi nni ng of January.

"Il nove for a notion to close the
Pl anni ng Board neeti ng.

MR GALLI: So noved.

MS. DeLUCA: Second.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Motion by Frank

Glli. 1 have a second by Stephani e DelLuca.
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['ll ask for a roll cal

Galli.

122

| vote starting with Frank

MR GALLI: Aye.

M5. DeLUCA:

Aye.

MR. MENNERI CH.  Aye.

CHAI RVAN EWASUTYN:  Aye.

MR, BROWNE:

MR DOM NI CK:

(Ti me not ed:

Aye.

Aye.

9:02 p.m)
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for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 21st day of Decenber 2020.

M CHELLE CONERO

123



