) TOWN OF NEWBURGH

C/’oddroac[d o/ lL/LG Mo;'t/wadf _

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

OLD TOwWN HALL
308 GARDNERTOWN ROAD
NewBURGH, NEw YoORK 12850

APPLICATION

OrrFIce OF ZONING BOARD

(845) 566-4901 DATED: September 7, 2016

TO: THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
THE TOWN OF NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550

1(WE) Donald & June Rudie PRESENTLY

RESIDING AT NUMBER 411 Lakeside Road Newburgh, NY

TELEPHONE NUMBER (201)664-8911

HEREBY MAKE APPLICATION TO THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS FOR
THE FOLLOWING:

A USE VARIANCE

X AN AREA VARIANCE

INTERPRETATION OF THE ORDINANCE

SPECIAL PERMIT

1. LOCATION OF THE PROPERTY:

28-1-15 (TAX MAP DESIGNATION)
411 Lakeside Road (STREET ADDRESS)
R1 __ (ZONING DISTRICT)

2. PROVISION OF THE ZONING LAW APPLICABLE, (INDICATE THE
SECTION AND SUBSECTION OF THE ZONING LAW APPLICABLE BY
NUMBER; DO NOT QUOTE THE LAW).

Section 185 Table of Bulk Requirements R-1 District Schedule 3
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

OLD TOWN HALL
308 GARDNERTOWN ROAD
NEWBURGH, NEwW YoORK 12550

3. IF VARIANCE TO THE ZONING LAW IS REQUESTED:

2)

b)

APPEAL IS MADE FROM DISAPPROVAL BY THE TOWN BUILDING
INSPECTOR OR BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION. SEE
ACCOMPANYING NOTICE DATED:

OR DENIAL (REFERRAL) BY THE PLANNING BOARD OF THE TOWN OF
NEWBURGH OF AN APPLICATION TO THE BOARD, SEE
ACCOMPANYING NOTICE DATED: May 19, 2016

4. DESCRIPTION OF VARIANCE SOUGHT;_Area variances for preexisting

non conforming side yard, and habitable area.

5. IF A USE VARIANCE IS REQUESTED: STRICT APPLICATION OF THE ZONING
LAW WOULD PRODUCE UNNECESSARY HARDSHIP IN THAT:

2)

b)

UNDER APPLICABLE ZONING REGULATIONS THE APPLICANT IS
DEPRIVED OF ALL ECONOMIC USE OR BENEHFT FROM THE
PROPERTY IN QUESTION BECAUSE:

(ATTACH WITH THIS APPLICATION COMPETENT FINANCIAL
EVIDENCE ESTABLISHING SUCH DEPRIVATION)

THE HARDSHIP IS UNIQUE AND DOES NOT APPLY TO A
SUBSTANTIAL PORTION OF THE DISTRICT OR NEIGHBORHOOD
BECAUSE:

THE VARIANCE WOULD NOT ALTER THE ESSENTIAL CHARACTER OF
THE NEIGHBORHOOD BECAUSE:
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308 GARDNERTOWN ROAD
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550

d) THE HARDSHIP HAS NOT BEEN SELF-CREATED BECAUSE:

6. IF AN AREA VARIANCE IS REQUESTED: .

2)

b)

d)

THE VARIANCE WILL NOT PRODUCE AN UNDESIRABLE CHANGE IN
THE CHARACTER OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD OR A DETRIMENT TO
NEARBY PROPERTIES BECAUSE: _

There are no physical changes proposed to the property.

THE BENEFIT SOUGHT BY THE APPLICANT CAN NOT BE ACHIEVED
BY SOME METHOD, FEASIBLE FOR THE APPLICANT TO PURSUE,
OTHER THAN AN AREA VARIANCE, BECAUSE:

All structures are existing and no agreement can be made with

regard to the neighbor to the south where the existing 2.0' setback exists.

THE REQUESTED AREA VARIANCE IS NOT SUBSTANTIAL BECAUSE:
No non conforming requirements will be increased and a non conformity

will be eliminated as part of the application.

THE PROPOSED VARIANCE WILL NOT HAVE AN ADVERSE EFFECT OR
IMPACT ON THE PHYSICAL OR ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS IN
THE NEIGHBORHOOD OR DISTRICT BECAUSE:

There are no physical changes proposed, By effect of the applications

project the environmental conditions will not be effected as the.
_driveway will not have to be relocated
THE HARDSHIP HAS NOT BEEN SELF CREATED BECAUSE:
The structures predate the zoning code.




\ TOWN OF NEWBURGH
Caﬁdmaa/ﬁ 0/ the WOi’f/leﬂf’f

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

OLD TownN HALL
308 GARDNERTOWN ROAD
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12850

OFFICE OF ZONING BOARD
(845) 566-4901

7. ADDITIONAL REASONS (IF PERTINENT):

(/ PETITIONER (S) SIGNATURE

STATE OF NEW YORK: COUNTY OF ORANGE:

-
SWORN TO THIS 2 DAY OFS %\(3 JVQJ\V\ b@v _20 [ <J
NOTARY PUBLIC '
LINDA A. KUMP

NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK
No. 01KU6273152
Qualified in Orange County
My Commission Expires December 03, 2016

NOTE: NYS GML Section 239-m (3) for proposed actions that are within 500 feet of the properties or
thresholds listed in the statute the Zoning Board of Appeals is required to send a copy of the complete
application to the Orange County Department of Planning to be reviewed prior to Zoning Board of
Appeals decision. And also NYS GML Section 239-NN requires notification for any proposed actions,
to the Municipal Clerk, within 500 feet of the Border of that adjoining County, Town or City.

(ALL MATERIALS REGARDING THE APPLICATION MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE
ZONING BOARD OFFICE FOR REVIEW NO LATER THAN 10 DAYS PRIOR TO THE
HEARING DATE OR THEY MAY NOT BE CONSIDERED THE NIGHT OF THE MEETING).

(NOTE: BOARD MEMBERS MAKE SITE VISITS TO ALL THE PROPERTIES)
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NEWBURGH, NEwW YoRK 12550

PROXY

'ju.mc ,Qu\wtu,, Dospcp D, R dr£ , DEPOSES AND SAYS THAT

HE/SHE RESIDES AT 411 Lakeside Road

IN THE COUNTY OF Orange AND STATE OF ___ New York

AND THAT HE/SHE IS THE OWNER IN FEE OF 411 Lakeside Road

Newburgh, NY

WHICH IS THE PREMISES DESCRIBED IN THE FOREGOING APPLICA-

TION AND THAT HE/SHE HAS AUTHORIZED KC Engineering

TO MAKE THE FOREGOING APPLICATION AS DESCRIBED THEREIN.
DATED:?/ ”7/26’ /6 /ouuu 7@% AD@Y\MgM
Iy /

ITNESS’ SIGNATURE

OWNER’S SIGNATURE

STATE OF NEW YORK: COUNTY OF ORANGE:

sworn o s T pay orDeptemb ev 20l o

A

/
NOTARY PUBLIC

LINDA A. KUMP
NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK
No. 01KU6273152
Qualified In Orange County
My Commission Explies December 03, 2016




Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project Information

Instructions for Completing

Part 1 - Project Information. The applicant or project sponsor is responsible for the completion of Part 1. Responses
become part of the application for approval or funding, are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.
Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully
respond to any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information.

Complete all items in Part 1. You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful
to the lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item.

Part 1 - Project and Sponsor Information

Name of Action or Project:
LOT LINE CHANGE FOR RUDIE & ALBERT

| Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):

411 LAKESIDE ROAD, NEWBURGH NY 12550

Brief Description of Proposed Action:

THE APPLICANTS PROPQOSED TO RELOCATE A COMMON BOUNDRY LINE BETWEEN THIER LOTS 35 FEET TO THE NORTH EAST OF
THE CURRENT LINE TO ELIMINATE ANY ENCROACHMENT.

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone:
DONALD & JUNE RUDIE E-Mail:
Address:
1 MELBA WAY
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
TOWNSHIP OF WASHINGTON NEW JERSEY 07676
1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO | YES
administrative rule, or regulation?
If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. If no, continue to question 2.
2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other governmental Agency? NO | YES
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval:

3.a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 7.19 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 0 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 4749 acres

4. Check all land uses that occur on, adjoining and near the proposed action.
[QUrban [Z]Rural (non-agriculture) []Industrial [JCommercial [/]Residential (suburban)

[CForest [JAgriculture Aquatic  [[]Other (specify):
[JParkiand

Page 1 of3



5. Is the proposed action,

=
2
7

NO
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations? D

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

LI

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural
landscape?

<
=
753

N

7. TIs the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area? YES
If Yes, identify:
8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels? YES

b. Are public transportation service(s) available at or near the site of the proposed action?

c. Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near site of the proposed action?

9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?
If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply?

If No, describe method for providing potable water: EXISTING PRIVATE WELLS

RREEEIE NN NEINE RN

11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities?

If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment: EXISITNG CENTRAL SEWER

Z

(0]

NEg N N QOO

12. a. Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the State or National Register of Historic
Places?

b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area?

5

L1

13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody?
If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:

e
=
n

NNENNEEN

LI

14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:

[J Shoreline [JForest [ Agricultural/grasslands [CIEarly mid-successional
[C] Wetland [ Urban [] Suburban
15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed NO | YES
by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered? D
16. Ts the project site located in the 100 year flood plain? NO | YES
| L]
17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources? NO | YES

If Yes,
a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? D NO DYES

b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
If Yes, briefly describe: NO [JYEs

Page 2 of 3




NO | YES

18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that resuit in the impoundment of
water or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?

If Yes, explain purpose and size:
_ L]

NO | YES

19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed

solid waste management facility?

If Yes, describe: l___l

NO | YES

20. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or

completed) for hazardous waste?

If Yes, describe: I:l

1 AFFIRM THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY

KNOWLEDGE [ 2016
Applicant/ /synsor name; \/u,ﬂ»f-—’ dy 2 : b ¢ D /PDate: C) } 1201

Mf%’(w Vo) AO

Signature;

PRINT FORM Page 3 of 3




EAF Mapper Summary Report Wednesday, March 23, 2016 1:37 PM

Disclaimer: The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist
28-1-44.2 5 project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental
3 =" . assessment form (EAF). Not all questions asked in the EAF are

A answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
"1 question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digital data available to
8-1-36 28-6-11" DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a
substitute for agency determinations.

-

Ottans Montred

Toronto
28-6-10 ] 3 Rochaster
X o ‘Mbmy
4 R .~ Detroit Bozton
134 2 28-1-17 2 clovamd l Providence
Souces Esn-HERE, Delorme, USGH,
¥ = PEL/ P C}',A‘:i o %ew Yoglvb
3.4 .3 Intermap. jhoement P Cord S RRGAN, Esri Pittshurgh Souwces esri, HERE,
Japan, METL/EsriLhinajHong Kong), Esri Caumbus CeldnfeddsEs Inteemap,
{Theilznd). M8FmyInaja28 ﬁe’sﬁ;ge:?.ia; ; incement F Corp . KRCAN,
334 -4 contribitors, &ne tressls 4 B Avinuity icinnal waEsfiderpn. METL EsriChins

Part 1 / Question 7 [Critical Environmental No
Area]

Part 1 / Question 12a [National Register of No
Historic Places]

Part 1 / Question 12b [Archeological Sites] No

Part 1 / Question 13a [Wetlands or Other Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and
Regulated Waterbodies] waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.

Part 1 / Question 15 [Threatened or No
Endangered Animal]

Part 1 / Question 16 [100 Year Flood Plain]  Yes
Part 1 / Question 20 [Remediation Site] No

Short Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report



Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:
-Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

Part 2 is to be completed by the Lead Agency.

|

Answer all of the following questions in Part 2 using the information contained inPart’ 1 and other materials submitted by
the project sponsor or otherwise available to the reviewer. When answering the questions the reviewer should be guided by
the concept “Have my responses been reasonable considering the scale and context of the proposed action?”

Moderate
to large
impact

may

1. Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning
regulations? : ’

2. 'Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land?

3. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community?

4. Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the
establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)?

5. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or
affect existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway?

6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate
reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities?

7. Wil the proposed action impact existing:
a. public / private water supplies?

b. public/ private wastewater treatment utilities?

8. 'Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological,
architectural or aesthetic resources?

9. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands,
waterbodies, groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)?

10. Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage
problems? :

11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health?

OO 0| 0o oid| O O|O|0|0

O 0O|0|0000nooooo:

PRINT FORM Page 1 of 2




Dickover, Donnelly & Donovan, LLP
Attorneys and Counselors at Law

David A. Donovan 28 Bruen Place
Michael H. Donnelly P.O. Box 610
Robert J. Dickover Goshen, NY 10924
Phone (845) 294-9447

S + Law Firm To: mail@dddblaw.com
Alexander Appelbaum, P.C., Florida, N.Y. (1915-1988) : Fax (845) 294-6553
Ludmerer & Vurno, Esgs., Warwick, N.Y. (Not, foT‘ Service of Process)

May 19, 2016
Town of Newburgh
Zoning Board of Appeals

308 Gardnertown Road
Newburgh, New York 12550

RE: Rudie & Albert Lot Line Change
28-1-15 & 36 (Zone R-1)
417 & 411 Lakeside Road (16.06)

Members of the Board:

I write to you on behalf of and at the direction of the Town of Newburgh Planning Board.
The above referenced applicants appeared before the planning board during its meeting of
- May 5,2016. The applicants propose a lot line change between their properties each
containing a single-family dwelling. Each of the lots has pre-existing, non-conforming
zoning issues whose protections will be lost upon the lot line change approval.

Therefore, the planning board refers these matters to you for consideration of the
following variances:

Rudie Lot (28-1-15):

» Area variance allowing a front yard setback of 49 feet where 50 feet is
required; and ’

> Area variance permitting a habitable floor area of 1,262 square feet where
1,500 square feet is required.

Rudie & Albert Lot (28-1-36):
» Area variance allowing a lot width of 144 feet where 150 feet is reduired;

> Area variance allowing a side yard setback of 2 feet where 30 feet is
required; and '



Page 2 | | May 19, 2016

» Area variance permitting a habitable floor area of 1,331 square feet where
1,500 feet is required.

The planning board has no particular matters to bring to your attention. It appears that
your review of this matter under the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act
is a Type II action. If not, the planning board suggests that uncoordinated review may be
in order.

Very truly yours,
v
d

MICHAEL H. DONNELLY

MHD/Irm

cc: Town of Newburgh Planning Board
KC Engineering and Land Surveying, P.C.
David A. Donovan, Esq.



D Main Office

. 33 Airport Center Drive
p Suite 202
c New Windsor, New York 12553
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL (845) 567-3100
CONSULTING ENGINEERS D.P.C. e (BA5) 56/-3232

e-mail: mheny@mhepc.com

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., P.P. (NY, N]J & PA)
MICHAEL W. WEEKS, P.E. (NY, NJ & PA) : _
MICHAEL J. LAMOREAUX, P.E. (NY, NJ, PA, VT & VA) Principal Emeritus:

MATTHEW J. SICKLER, P.E. (NY & PA) RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. (NY & PA)
PATRICK 1. HINES WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NY, NJ & PA)

TOWN OF NEWBURGH
PLANNING BOARD
TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT: LANDS OF RUDIE & ALBERT

PROJECT NO.: 16-06

PROJECT LOCATION: SECTION 28, BLOCK 1, LOT 15 & 36
REVIEW DATE: 29 APRIL 2016

MEETING DATE: 5 MAY 2016

REPRESENTATIVE: KC ENGINEERING AND LAND SURVEYING

1. Project proposes a lot line change transferring 0.39 acres of property from lot # lot #2 in order
to address a driveway encroachment. Several pre existing non conforming zoning issues exist
on the lots which will require Zoning Board of Appeals approval prior to Planning Board action.

i Lot #1 front yard- 49 feet provided where 50 feet is requiredlLot #1 habital floor area -1,272
provided where 1,500 is required3Lot #2 lot width — 144 feet provided where 150 is required.
Lot #2 One side yard 2 feet provided where 30 feet is requiredSLot #2 habital floor area —
1,331 provided where 1,500 is required.

2. A note should be added to the map identifying that no utility encroachments will occur due to
the lot line change.

3. The Applicants surveyor is requested to address the map notes identifying the rear property
lines as (property line) is existing edge of water vs. a proposed meets and bounds line
identified on the plans. Which seems to extend the rear lot lines.

Respectfully submitted,

McGoey, Hauser & Edsall
Consulting Engineers, D.P.C.

Patrick J. Hines
Principal

* Regional Office « 111 Wheatfleld Drive *+ Suite 1 « Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 » 570-296-2765 «

KC EC Member




i ~State. of New Jersey, .

huindied and Seventy-six.

Hade the 7th

Wetween - FREDERICK W. WOLF and SIDONTA WOLF, Husband and Wwife,
both'residihglat 251 Lakesidé Road, Town of Nevburgh, County of
Orangé and State of New York,

\

_ ; .~ part iesof the first part, ard
" JUNE RUDIE and DONALD D. RUDIE, Wife and Husband,

 b6thﬁrésiHihg~at“1 Melba Way, Town- of Westwood, County of’ﬁeigen and

‘pafb iesof the secordd part:

L ﬁﬁggsnggﬁgtg, that the pars ies of the ﬁr;é# part, in con.micmtvm of ONEr&smwmdmammmas :
e i SRR Rt S A 1S S <= = Dollars,

Laivful monsy of the United States,

paid by the pare 1esof the second part,

do. . " Berety gra,nf; and release unto the part  ies. of the second, part,

their -heirs - and assigns forever,

.81 that certain lot, piece or:parcel of land situate in the -

;;mnm;_;ggNemburgh;ﬁC@unty of Orange; State .of New York -and being more
'.accuratgl??bbunded-and_described:as follows: . o

-~ BBGINNING at.a point in the centerline of Lakeside Road, said
point of beginning being dpproximateély 9/10 of a mile northerly of
the intersection of Lakeside Road with New York State Route #52, said
point being. in-the line of a.fenceiseparating lands of Spraccia
(Sbraccia) .on the South from lands ‘of W61lf on the North; +thence from
said point of beginning, North '66°:05' 09" West 19.00' to an old

i fence post at the northeast corner of lands of Spraccia (Sbraccia);

thence following along a fence and .‘wall separating lands of Spraccia
(Sbraccia) on the South from lands of Wolf on the North on the

'ffﬁfqllbWing:tWQ courses and distances:  North 67° 52' 19" West 254.42'
"%,7to.a point; thence North 69° 45' 59" :West 237.15' to a point on the

w.edge of Orange lake; thence along the edge -of Orange Lake, North.16°
- -18' 13" East 144.0' to a point; thence' through lands of Wolf, South

68° 23' 41" East 544.51' to a point in the centerline of Lakeside

' Road; thence along the centerline of Lakeside Road s South-29° 59!

West 142.31' to the point of beginning.
Containing . 1.69+ acres. .

BEING. the same premises“coﬁveyed'to the parties of the first .

. .part by Joseph Milten Baker, by deed Dated Januany 16th; 197€ and

- recorded in.‘the Orange County Clerk's Office on J@ih 23rd, 1976 in
‘Liber 2027 of . Deeds at page 962.and being a portion of the premises

conveyed to ‘the parfies of the first part by Florence M. Bollbach,

. *Mary L. Mulligan, Elizabeth Haag and Anna Wangler by Deed dated

December 10th, 1945 and recorded in the Orangeé County Clerk's Office

.+ in Liber 979 of Deeds at page 236.

" aere05d ek 104



- "

' i _. %o pave ann te boln the premises herein granted wnto the part 1€S  of the second

| Parh, as tenants by the entlrety and not as tenants in and assigns forever,
P common, their heirs,

-

ﬁnu thsaaxd partles of the first part,

oovenant that they  havenot done or stzffered anything ereby the aauz preniises have
been moumbared in any way whatever . .
R ~ H !

. any . 1'7w grantor S -, in compliance. with. Seof;wn 13 of the Lien Law, covenant as
Jfollows: That they - will receive the consideration for this comveyamece and will hold the
| right -to receive suoch consideration as a trust’ fund to be applied first for the purposs of

paying the cost of the improvement, and that they win apply the. same first to the payment
of the cost of the improvement before wsmg any- pwrt of t}w Wbal of the same for any
. other pwrpose. )

Indditness Tibereot, the part ‘ies of the ﬁrst pa,rt ha Ve  hereunto set their

1 hand, and sea,Z the day and year first above written

:ﬂn tbz{@:mnce of: A z{/

FREDERICK W, WOLF D
' ST ONIA\""(\)LFX
“TSID W
%
3 o o :
' %tate 5 1Peto otk, Couity st ORANGE X #5.:
" On the ' 7th .. da,y of December - , ineteen hundred and
Sevén’ty-—six  before me personally came . FREDERICK W. WOLE and SIDONTA WOLF
I . R 77w7vnown

i to e the individual S described in, and who excouted,

f; eg oty ment, and
i acknowledged that they exeouted the same.

.._Z/.;.%,_w“,___
.
:

Notary gu]ﬂ

ot | STAN
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] E n gin e eri n g O n d 2142 Route 302 e Circleville, NY 10919-3239

Ph (845) 361-4541 e Fax (845) 361-1045

e FJ LG n d S U rVGYi n g ’ P_ C 2 E-mail: info@kcepc.com

S An IS0 9001-2015 certified firm

September 7, 2016

Chairman James Manley Jr.,

Town of Newburgh Zoning Board of Appeals
1496 Route 300

Newburgh, NY 12550

Subject: Planning Board Submissioh for Lot Line Change
Tax map parcels 28-1-15 & 36 Lakeside Road

Dear Chairman Manley and members of the Zoning Board:

On behalf of the Applicants, Mr. Donald & June Rudie, please find the application materials for a lot line
change between the two adjacent parcels located on Lakeside Road. The applicant presently controls
the subject parcels and desires to modify the common property boundary to more accurately reflect the
current utilization of the properties that includes the transfer of approximately .39 acres from tax map
parcels 28-1-36 to 28-1-15 on Lakeside Road.

The pre-existing nonconforming conditions requiring your approval issummarized in Mr. Donnely’s
letter dated May 19, 2016. We have noted that in Mr. Donnely’s Iétter, that the variances needed for
each lot are reversed. If upon your review there are additional variances required, we respectfully
request consideration of those variances as well. We note that this lot line change has also eliminated
an additional preexisting non-conforming condition. In no case is any preexisting non-conforming
condition increased.

Enclosed with this letter you will find the following items:

(2) Receipt for the ZBA fee from the Clerk’s office.

(1) Referral Letter from the Planning Board.

(11) Copies of the Lot Line change dated February 8, 2016, drawnto scale.

(1) Certified copy of each deed, of the affected properties

(2) Lists provided by the Assessor, of properties within 500’ of the affected properties.
(4) Photographs of each property from various angles

(2) Zoning Board application ‘

(2) Executed Environmental Assessment Form

(2) Proxy for representation thereof

(1) Email clarification from the project surveyor regarding lot line definition.

To learn more about KC, the services we offer, and our vast project experience, please visit our website at: http://www.kcepc.com.




Chairman James Manley Jr.
Lot Line Change 22 September 7,2016

Applicants checks as follows:

$200 application fee for each parcel

The project proposes a lot line change between two (2) lots, 417 Lakeside Road - SBL: 28-1-36 and 411
Lakeside Road - SBL: 28-1-15. As depicted on the enclosed Lot Line Change Plan, the lot line is proposed
to move 35'in a northeasterly direction. The area to be transferred from Tax Lot 36 to Tax Lot 15 is
17,130 square feet or 0.39+ acres. The purpose of the lot line changeis to eliminate any encroachment
between the lots as the existing driveway for Tax Lot 15 currently traverses Tax Lot 36 for approximately
350 feet. The application meets all zoning requirements with the exception of the pre-existing non-
conforming conditions identified in the bulk table.

We trust that the enclosed application materials complete the requirements for the Town’s Zoning
Board application. If anything additional should be required or if you should have any questions please

feel free to give me a call. We respectfully request that this project be placed on the next available
Zoning Board agenda.

Very Truly Yours,
KC Engineering and Land Surveying, P.C.

/;;i,/ 4? %‘v/‘
Ryan A. McGuire, P.E.

Project Manager

RAM/JT
enc.

cc: Donald & June Rudie (applicant)
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