
Philipstown Planning Board Meeting 
Butterfield Library 
10 Morris Avenue 

Cold Spring, New York 
November 20, 2014 @ 7:30 p.m. 

Pledge of Allegiance 
Roll Call 
Approval of Minutes - September 18, 2014 

Old Business 

Scanga Realty, LLC - Amended site plan (Lot 4) - Lady Blue Devils Lane, Cold Spring: 
Request for 6-month extension 

Public Hearin~ 

ESP (continued) - Subdivision/site plan application - 3330 Route 9, Cold Spring: Revised plans/ 
discussion 

Burstein - Minor site plan application - 52 Lane Gate Road, Cold Spring: Revised plans/ 
discussion 

Horton Road, LLC (Hudson Highlands Reserve) - Conservation subdivision - East Mountain 
Road North, Horton Road and Route 9, Cold Spring: Part 2 EAF 

201 Old Stone Road - Site plan application - 201 Old Stone Road, Garrison: Part 3 EAF 

Local Law to amend Chapter 175 - Wind Energy: Referral from Tina Merando, Town Clerk 

Adjourn 

Anthony Merante, Chairman 

Note: All items may not be called. Items may not always be called in order. 



Philipstown Planning Board 
Public Hearing - November 20, 2014 

The Philipstown Planning Board for the Town of Philipstown, New York will hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, November 20, 2014 at 7:30 p.m. at the Butterfield Library, 10 Morris 
Avenue in Cold Spring, New York to consider the following applications: 

ESP (continued) - Application dated June 5, 2014 for approval of site plan to continue 
the use of the Kehr property as a building supply yard and sales establishment. The 
intention is to eliminate non-conformities that have accumulated since the site was 
originally approved. Also, application dated July 3, 2014 for approval of a merger of 
three lots and a two-lot subdivision. Total acreage is 11.239 acres. The front two parcels 
lie within the HC zoning district and the rear (7.6 acre) parcel is currently vacant and lies 
within the RR zoning district. The subdivision would create two lots: lot one (on which 
the commercial activity would continue) would comprise of 7.217 acres after the lots are 
merged; lot two would comprise of4.022 acres and would obtain access from Stephanie 
Lane (a private road). Property location is 3330 Route 9 in the Town of Philipstown 
(t.m.# 16.20-18, 20 & 21). 

Burstein - Application dated September 4,2014 for approval of a minor site plan to 
construct an addition in excess of 1,000 square feet to an existing single-family dwelling 
in excess of2,000 square feet for a total cumulative footprint greater than 3,000 square 
feet. The dwelling is served by an existing septic system and private well. The proposed 
addition shall be connected to same without modification. The property is located at 52 
Lane Gate Road, Cold Spring in an RC (rural conservation) district (t.m.# 38.-3-49.1). 

At said hearing(s) all persons will have the right to be heard. Copies of the application, plat map, 
and related material may be seen in the Office of the Planning Board at the Town Hall. 

Dated at Philipstown, New York this 4th day of November 2014. 

Anthony Merante, Chairman 
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Town of Philipstown Planning Board 
infoC<yh hll ,(Hi;238 Main Street 
www.hhlt,urg

P.O. Box 155
 
Cold Spling, NY 105 J 6
 

Re: Application by Horton Road, LLC (the "Applicant") for a 
conservation subdivision on certain propcI1y with frontage on East 
Mountain Road North, Horton Road and Route 9 (the "Property") 

Dear Chainl1an Merante and Members of the Planning Board: 

At the Planning Board meeting on October 16,2014. the Applicant presented a
 
preliminary plan for the development of the Property as a conservation subdivision,
 
and it is in connection with the proposal as retlected in that plan that 1am writing,
 

As stated in § 175-19A & B of the Philipstown Zoning Law (the "Law"),
 
conservation subdivisions are one of the options provided by the Law to enable
 
developers to avoid the unifOIm pattem of conventional subdivisions sometimes
 
referred to as "suhurhan sprawL" The "'1'ovvn encourages conservation
 
subdivisions:' because they cluster units "on those portions of a propeI1y 1110st
 
suitable for development while leaving substantial portions as undeveloped open
 
space." 'rhey result in "the preservation of contiguous open space and important
 
environmental conservation, while allowing compact development, more walkable
 
neighborhoods, and more flexibility than conventional subdivisions." To provide
 
an incentive to developers, conservation subdivisions win typically allow, through
 
clustering. more dwelling units to be constructed on a property than would be
 
aJ10wed in a conventional subdivision, but those additional units should not come at
 
the expense of open space protection.
 

Conservation subdivisions are new to the town. In fact, if this proposal were to
 
proceed, it would be PhiJipslown's first conservation subdivision, and the board
 
would have 10 make decisions without the experience of many years to rely on as
 
would be the case were the proposal for a conventional subdivision. In addition, the
 
f~lCt that this would be the to\',1T1 's tirst conservation subdivision call s for extra care
 

I Jest decisions made here have unintended consequences for the future and 
inadvc11ently undercut the purposes that the conservation subdivisions provisions of 
the La ...v an; intended to serve. A further regulatory complexity is that the Property, 
which is in the Rural Residential District (RR), is also in the Open Space 
Conservation Overlay District (OSO) (sec § 175-18), which overrides some of the 
provisions of the regulations affecting the RR Distl1Ct. 

The Hudson Highlands Land Trust is an organization recommended in § 175-20 A 
of the Law for applicants to consult when preparing a conservation analysis, We 
have not been so consulted hy the Applicant in this case, but would be pleased to 
assist the board in any way we can as you consider the issues this application raises. 
A word about the conservation analysis: As provided in *175-20 A of the Law, the 



preparation and submission of a conservation analysis of the Property is the first step mentioned 
in the Law that an applicant must take in proceeding with a conservation subdivision. The reason 
for this is that unlike conventional subdi visions, conservation subdivisions must give priority to 
preserving a property's features having conservation value und must relegate the sites for 
dwelling units to those portions of the prope11y having no or the least conservation value. We 
have not seen a conservation analysis of the Property or know whether one has been submitted. 
lfnot, we believe that the Applicant's next step should be to prepare one for delivery to the 
board. 

While we have no conservation analysis as yet to guide us, we are familiar with the Property and 
the preliminary plan presented at the October 16 meeting, and would like to share with you some 
initial observations: 

1.	 Open Space. (a) As noted above, conservation subdivisions are intended to preserve 
contiguous open space, and they usually accomplish this by clustering. To facilitate 
clustering, the Law sets no single arbitrary minimum on lot sizes for conservation 
subdivisions sllch as it does for conventional subdivisions. The minimum lot sizes range 
between 40,000 square feet (less than an acre) and 4,000 square feet, depending on the 
degree of availability of common or municipal water supply and sewage disposal services 
(see § 175-11 D). Rather than clustering the dwelling units on smal1lots to maximize the 
amount of open spaec protected, however, this plan spreads the dwelling units across the 
Property on lots approximating 5 acres, with extensive roadways to COJUlect them all, 
thereby reducing the amount of open space and fj-agmenting what remains. In our view, 
the plan resembles a conventional suhurban subdivision more than it does a conservation 
subdivision, 

(b) What's more, (under § 175-20 H (1)) conservation subdivisions in osa 
districts are required to preserve at least 80% of the land as open space, and (under § 175­
21 A) to set such open space land pennanently aside in a conservation easement. It's true 
that a portion of the land so set aside may be on "one or more large parcels" provided that 
··the Planning Board approves slIch configuration of the open space," but we do not think 
that the 28 similarly sized dwelling lots shown on the preliminary plan constitute the sort 
of large lots \vith open space that may be used to satisfy the 80% requirement as 
contemplated by the section. Truly large lots having substantial open space in its natmal 
state that is contiguous with and undifferentiated from other similar areas of open space 
might qualify, but suhurban-style lawns should not. On its face, the plan appears to fall 
short of satisfying the 80°!., requirement, and for the foregoing reasons fails to provide the 
open space protections required by the Law for conservation subdivisions. 

2.	 Number of {)nits. In conservation subdivisions, "maximum density" refers to the 
number of acres to be divided into a stated percentage of "unconstrained land" on a 
property to determine the maximum number of dwelling units that may be built. (1t does 
not refer to the actual sizc of the lots.) Under § 175-20 B (I), to calculate the maximum 
nwnber ofdwelling units that would be allowed on the Property, one needs to (i) subtract 
from the Property's total acreage 75% of its constrained lanel (wetlands, watercourses, 
Hood plains, cemeteries, and slopes of20% or more), then (ii) multiply the difference 
remaining by a development loss f~lctor of .85, and then (iii) divide the result of step (ii) 
by 5 acres (the "maximum density" allc)\ved in the OSO District). The number resulting 
from step (iii) would be the maximum number of units allowed. Our preliminary 
findings based on GIS analysis indicate that 36.78 acres are constrained land. If the total 
area of the Propeny is J5S acres, our calculations (which have not as of yet been field 



checked) indicate that the total maximum number of units allowed is 22, rather than the 
28 units indicated on the plan. Ultimately, if the "density method" is to be used to 
calculate the number of pennitted lots, the applicant will need to provide the full 
calculations based on the l'cguirements of S175-20 B (I) for approval by the Planning 
Board. 

3.	 Siting of Units. As noted above, we believe that spreading the unit siles across so large a 
portion of the Properly is inconsistent with the statutory purposes of conservation 
subdivisions. But of particular concern is the plan to encircle most of the pond with 
residential lots. providing direct unbuffered access to the pond. The pond should not be 
exposed to nitrates or other runofTn'om cleared sites and lawns. We suggest that 
consideration he given to leaving the area surrounding the pond largely in its natural 
state, perhaps as common area with trails accessible to all residents. We also expect that 
the required conservation analysis orthe Property will identify the pond and associated 
wetlands as having high conservation value, thus a feature "that should be protected tl'om 
development by conservation easement." (§175-20 A (4» 

As what was presented to the Planning Board and public at the October 16th meeting is a 
conceptual schematic, with few details beyond the proposed layout of the subdivision, the 
observations above are on1y meant to raise the immediate issues we see in relation to the town's 
zoning code for conservation subdivisions. Undoubtedly, there are many other matters required 
by the code that the Planning Bo,u'd will need to address when the full plan emerges. HHLT 
looks forward to providing further comments conceming the proposed conservation subdivision 
once the required conservation analysis is completed, and the application with a full site plan is 
presented to the Planning Board and public. 

Please let us know if you have any questions on our comments or if there is anything we may do 
to assist you. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours,

Myee:;
/'Andrew T. Chmar, 

Executive Director 
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November 6, 2014 

Anthony Merante, Chairman
 
Philipstown Planning Board
 
238 Main Street
 
Cold Spring, NY 10516
 

RE: Bruce & Donna Kehr (ESP) - Submission of Subdivision Plat 

Dear Mr. Merante and Honorable Board Members: 

We are submitting herewith 13 copies of the Subdivision Plat, last revised November 4,2014, for the 
captioned property. In addition, we are also submitting various deeds as requested by Ms. Connor. 

We look forward to continued review at the Public Hearing scheduled for November 20,2014. 

As always, thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Yours truly, 
BADEY & WATSON, 
Surveying & Engineering, P. C. 

bY~~ 
Glennon J. Watson, L.S. 

GJWlbms
 
Enclosures
 
cc:	 File 89-159B\AM06NV14BP_SubmitRevPlan.doc
 

Donna & Bruce Kehr
 

Owners of the records of:
 
• Joseph S. Agnoli • Barger & Hustis • Burgess & Behr • Roy Burgess. Vincent Burruano • Hudson Valley Engineering Company • G. Radcliff Hustis •
 

• Peter R. Hustit. • J. Wilbur Irish. James W. Irish, Jr. • Douglas A. Merritt. E.B. Moebus • Reynolds & Chase. General Jacob Schofield •
 
• Sidney Schofield. Steven J. Shaver. Allan Smith. Taconic Surveying and Engineering. D. Walcutt •
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Anthony Merante, Chairman
 
Town of Philipstown Planning Board
 
238 Main Street
 
Cold Spring, NY 10516
 

Re:	 Burstein - Minor Site Plan
 
52 Lane Gate Road,
 
Philipstown TM# 38.-3-49.1
 

Dear Chairman Merante and Board Members: 

Enclosed please find revised drawings, for the subject application, for use at the scheduled Public 
Hearing on this matter to take place on November 20, 2014. These documents have been revised 
in address of comments provided by your engineer in a memorandum dated September 16,2014. 
More specifically, those revisions are as follows: 

The presence of steep slopes on the property has been revisited. After further scrutinizing the 
topography, we represent that the subject site does not contain any steep slopes as would be 
determined under your Code Section 175-36.B.(6). 

Both the "Existing Conditions" and "Site Plan" drawings now reflect the location of the spa 
district boundary. 

Notation concerning wells and SSDS's within 200 feet of the proposed structure is now provided 
on the plans. 

The subject parcel is pre-existing non-conforming with respect to lot area and front yard setback, 
neither of which will be made any more non-conforming by the application. Indication as to any 
requirement for action by the ZBA has been absent to date, and presumably therefore not required. 

The extent of site disturbances is indicated in two separate locations on the Erosion & 
Sedimentation Control Plan. The extent of new impervious area to be created is indicated in the 
Proposed Runoff Volume calculation on the Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan. The Intended 

Owners of the records of:
 
• Joseph S. Agnoli • Barger & Hustis • Burgess & Behr • Roy Burgess. Vincent Burruano • Hudson Volley Engineering Company. G. Radcliff Hustis •
 

• Perer R. Husti, • J. Wilbur Irish. James W. Irish, Jr.. Douglas A. Merritt. E.B. Moebus • Reynolds & Chase. General Jacob Schofield •
 
• Sidney Schofield. Steven J. Shaver. Allan SmIth. TaCOniC Surveying and Engineering • D. Walcutt •
 



November 4,2014 Anthony Merante, Chairman	 Page 2 

Sequence of Construction Activities is provided on both the Site Plan and the Erosion & 
Sedimentation Control Plan. 

Discussion at the site inspection on October 5, 2014 precluded the need for any new plantings. 
Additionally, a note has been placed on both the Site Plan and the Landscape, Planting & Grading 
Plan stating that no trees or shrubs are proposed to be removed. 

A note has been added to the Site Plan requiring all new site lighting to be building mounted, low 
lumen and dark-sky compliant. 

During the course of the site inspection, the applicant committed to have the new construction 
match the existing construction with respect to materials. Color samples were painted directly on 
the existing structure, and viewed by those present. A copy ofthe chosen color sample is provided 
herewith. 

Additional silt fence is now proposed downhill of the proposed building foundation as requested. 
This was also requested by the Conservation Board. 

As previously related, the Conservation Board approved a Wetlands Permit at their meeting of 
September 9, 2014. The Freshwater Wetlands Permit drawing has been revised to address the 
Conservation Board's comments, and resubmitted with a request for the permit to be issued. 

At your meeting of September 18, 2014, you declared the proposed application to be a "minor" 
site plan, declared your intention to perform an uncoordinated SEQRA review, scheduled a site 
inspection for October 5th, and expressed your probable intention to hold a public hearing on the 
application as well. 

Whereas no additional concerns were raised at the site inspection, we request that you consider 
adopting a negative declaration under SEQRA, closing the public hearing at your meeting on the 
20th of this month (providing no substantive objections are raised), and have your consultant(s) 
provide the appropriate resolution(s) for approval of the subject application. 

Thank you in advance for your time and consideration. 

Yours truly,
 
BADEY & WATSON,
 
Surveying & Engineering, P. C.
 

rJkl?~f!~· 
by, 
John P. Delano, P.E. 

JPD/jpd
 
Enel.
 
cc:	 File
 

Jeffrey & Ellyn Burstein
 
Ronald Gainer
 

File U:\78-1 OOB\WO_22014\AM04NV14BP-to Planning Board.docxIAM04NVI4BP-to Planning Board.docx 

BADEY & WATSON
 
Surveying & Engineering, P.C. 



woodlawn blue HC-147 

buxton blue HC-149,
 

yarmouth blue HC-150
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November 6,2014 

Anthony Merante, Chairman
 
Philipstown Planning Board
 
238 Main Street
 
Cold Spring, NY 10516
 

RE:	 Hudson Highlands Reserve
 
Submission of Applicant's Suggested Part 2 ofEAF
 

Dear Mr. Merante and Honorable Board Members: 

We submit herewith a suggested Part 2 of the Full Environmental Assessment Form for consideration 
by the Planning Board. 

Please place this matter on the agenda for the November 20, 2014, meeting of the Planning Board at 
which time we are hopeful that the Board adopt Part 2 and direct the applicant to have Part 3 prepared 
and the Full EAF submitted. 

As always, we appreciate the Planning Board's efforts on behalf of the Town. Thank you. 

Yours truly,
 
BADEY & WATSON,
 
Surveying & Engineering, P. C.
 

by~JiiN-­
Glennon J. Watson, L.S. 

GJWlbms 
cc:	 File U:\86-228\B\WO_21 792\TownCorrespond\AM06NV14BP_Submit_Suggested_Part2.docx
 

Anthony Sunga
 
Ulises Liseaga
 

Owners of the records of:
 
• Joseph S. Agnail • Barger & Hustis • Burgess & Behr • Roy Burgess. Vincent Burruano • Hudson Valley Engineering Company • G. Radcliff Hustis •
 

• Peter R. Hust!s • J. Wilbur Irish. James W Irish. Jr. • Douglas A. Merntt • E.B. Moebus • Reynolds & Chase. General Jacob Schofield •
 
• Sidney SchofIeld • Steven J. Shaver. Allan Smith. TaconIC Surveying and Engineenng • D. Walcutt •
 



Full Environmentlll Assessment Form
 
Part 2 - Identification ofPotential Project Impacts
 

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could 
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency's reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental 
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that 
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the fonn identifies the 
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the 
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the p1'Qposed activity. 

If the lead agency is a state agency aDd the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Fonn before proceeding . 
with this assessment. 

Tips for completing Part 2: 
•	 Review all of the infonnation provided in Part 1. 
•	 Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full RAP Workbook. 
•	 Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2. 
•	 Ifyou answer "Yes" to a Dumbered question, please complete all the questions tbilt follow in that section. 
•	 If you answer "No" to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question. 
•	 Check appropriate colmnn to indicate the anticipated size of the impact 
•	 Proposed projects that would exceed a nwneric tbn:shold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency 

checking the box "Moderate to large impact may occur." 
•	 The reviewer is not expected to be an expm in environmental analysis. 
•	 Ifyou are not sure or undecided about the size ofan impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general 

question and consult the workbook. . 
•	 When answering a question consider all components ofthe proposed activity, that is, the "whole action". 
•	 Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts. 
•	 Answer the question in a reasonable manner considerm the scale and context ofthe rojecl 

1. Impact on Land 
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of, . 
the land surface ofthe proposed site. (See Part 1. D.l) 
L "Yes ", answer uestions a - '. L "No", move on to Section 2. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

0 NO 

No,or Moclerate 
small to large 

impact impact may 
ma oecur occur 

-YES 

h. Other impacts: ~. _ 

g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. 

f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical 
disturbance or vegetation removal (includin from treatment by herbicides). 

c. The proposed action may involve construction on )and where bedrock is exposed, or 
generally within 5 feet ofexisting ground surface. 

b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. 

a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is 
less than 3 feet. 

d The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal ofmore than 1,000 tons 
ofnatural material. 

e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year 
or in multiple phases. 

E2d 

E2f 

E2a 

D2a 

Die 

D2e,D2q 

Bli 

[] • 
[] • 
[] • 
• [] 

[] • 
[] • 
• [] 

[] 0 

Page 1 of 10 

Hudson Highlands Reserve	 Applicant'sSuggested Part 2 of EAF, Submitted November 6, 20 14 



.NO DYES
 

a. Identify the specific land fonn(s) attached: 

Relevant No,or Moderate
 
Part I small to llU1e
 

Qaestioo(s) impact impact DIlly
 
ma oeeur oceur 

0 0_ E2g 

b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a 
registered National Natural Landmark. 
Specific feature: 

E3c 0 0 

c. Other impacts: _---, ­ --' ­ _ o D 

ONO • YES 

Relevant No, or Moderate
 
Part I small to large
 

Question(s) impact Impaetmay
 
ma oeeur oeear 

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b,D1h • 0 

D2b 0b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease ofover lOOfo or more than a • 
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area ofan bo ofwater. 

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards ofmaterial D2a • 0 

from a wetland or water body. 

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h D •
tidal wetland, or in the bed or baDks ofany other water body. 

e. The propOsed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, D2a,D2h D •
nmotl'or by disturbin bottom sediments. 

f. The proposed action may include construction ofone or more intake(s) for withdrawal D2c 0•
ofwater from surface water. 

g. The proposed action may include construction ofone or more outfall(s) for discharge D2d 0•
ofwastewater to surface water(s). . 

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a somce of D2e 0 •
stonnwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation ofreceiving
 
water bodies.
 

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality ofany water bodies within or E2h o •
downstream of the site of the sed action. 

j. The proposed action may involve the application ofpesticides or herbicides in or D2q,E2h •
around any water body. 

k. The proposed action may require the construction ofnew, or expansion of existing,· D1a,D2d o •
wastewater treatment facilities. 

Page 2 of 10 

Hudson Highlands Reserve Applicant's Suggested Part 2 ofEAF, Submitted November 6,2014 



IL-~_'_Oth_e_ri_m_p_ac_ts_:========================================_L	 __...L...____1o o

4.	 Impact on groundwater 
The proposed action may result in new or additional use ofground water, or DNO' • YES 
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer. 
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t) 
If "Yes ", answer questions a-h. If "No ", move on to Section 5. 

.~~~!? . ,... 
Relevant No, or Moderate 

Part I smaD to large 
Question(s) impaet impaamay 

IDa oeear occur 

a. The proposed action may require new water supply weDs, or create additional demand 
on supplies from existing water supp weUs. 

D2c • 0 

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe 8Dd sustainable 
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer. 

D2c • 0 

Cite Source: 

c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and 
sewer services. 

Dla,D2c 0 • 
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d,E21 0 • 
e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations 

where groundw8ter is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. 
D2c, Elf, 
EIg, EIh 

• o 

f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petrolewn or chemical products 
over ground water or an aquifer. 

D2p,E21 • o 

g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. 

E2h,D2q, 
E21, D2c 

• o 

h: Other impacts:	 _ 0 o 

5. Impact on Flooding 
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. 
(See Part 1. E.2) 
If.Y''.~ ""esti<"" a-e. Jf"No" move Oft ., Section ~ 

".~: : ,? :,/,J'i:r .',' '" .W:} ,","",""; "",,,,,·:'t ;~'
I, 

,,' ,\" r::1,,~~}} '",.' , )',,: ·X: t;:~<;:' ii';, 
" ' >s;,,~, \;'" :,:,./ ~y " ~/';:'" 

.NO 

~:;t:t 
Question(s) 

DYES 

No, or Moderate 
IIDaII to large 

impact lmpactmay 
mavoeeur occur 

a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i 0 0 

b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j 0 0 

c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. E2k 0 0 

d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage 
patterns. 

D2b,D2e 0 0 

e. The proposed action may change flood water' flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, E2i, 
E2i,E2k 

0 0 

f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need ofrepair 
or upgrade? 

Ele 0 0 
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a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any 
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal 

overnment, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site. 

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by 
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New Yark State or the federal 
government. 

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or IOS8 of individuals, ofany 
species ofspecial concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the 
Federal overnment, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site. 

d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation ofany habitat used by 
any species ofspecial concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or 
the Federal government. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

E20 

E20 

E2p 

E2p • 

o 

• 

DNO 

NO,or 
small 

impact 
ma occur 

0 

o 

o 

• 

• YES 

Moderate 
to large 

Impaetmay 
oecur 

• 

c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions 
rate of total oontaminan1s that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or may include a heat 
souroe ca Ie ofproducing more than 10 million BTU's per hour; 

d. The proposed action may reach 50010 of any of the thresholds in "a" through "c", 
above. . 

D2f,D2g 

D2g 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1
! . 

! 

e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment ofmOre than 1 
ton of refuse per hour. 

D2s 0 0 

f. Other impacts: _ 0 0 

a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may 
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels: 

i.	 More than 1000 tonsIyear ofcarbon dioxide (C021 
ii.	 More than 3.5 tons/year ofnitrous oxide (NzO) 
iii. More than 1000 tons/year ofcarbon equivalent ofpertluorocarlxms (PFCs) 
iv. More than .045 tonsIyear of sulfur hexafluoride (SF~ 

v.	 More than 1000 tonsIyear of carbon dioxide equivalent of
 
hydrochloroflourocarbons (lIFCs) emissions
 

vi. 43 tonslyear or more ofmethane 

b. The proposed action may generate 10 tonslyear or more ofanyone designated D2g 
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous 
mrpoUumnm. ' 

o o 

.NO 

Relevant
 
Part I
 

Question(s)
 

D2g 
D2g 
D2g 
D2g 
D2g 

D2h 

DYES 

No,or Moderate
 
small to large
 

impact bnpactmay
 
ma occur oc:cur 

0 0
 
0 0
 
0 0
 
0 0
 
0 0
 

0 0 

!0 0 

I
! 
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural 
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect. 

E3c • 0 

f. The proposed action may result in the removal ot: or ground disturbance in. any " 
portion of a designated significant natural community. 
Source: 

E2n 0 • 

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nestinglbreediDg, foraging, or 
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site. 

E2m • 0 

h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, 
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat. 
lIabitat type & information source: 

Elb 0 • 

i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of 
herbicides or pesticides. 

D2q • 0 

j. Other impacts: 0 0 

liND DYES 

No, or 
Imall 

impact 
ma occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group I through 4 ofthe 
NYS Land Classification S .stem. 

E2c,IDb 0 0 

b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land 
(includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc). 

Ela, Bib o o 

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction ofthe soil profile of 
active agricultural land. 

IDb o o 

d. The proposed action" may irreversibly convert agricultural land to nOD-agricultural 
. uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10 

acres ifnot within an Agricultural District 

'." Elb, IDa o o 

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation ofan agricultural land 
management system. 

EI a, EIb o o 

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development 
tential or me on farmland. 

C2c, C3, 
D2c, D2d 

o o 

g. The Proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland 
Protection Plan. 

C2c o o 

h. Other impacts: o o 

8. 

Relevant 
)Jart I 

Question(l) 

9. 
DNO 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I smaU to large 

Question(s) Impact impaamay 
ma occur occur 
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Relevant Moderate 
Part I to large 

QuestioD(s} impaetmay 
occur 

a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous E3e o o 
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been 
nominated by the NYS Board ofHistoric Preservation for inclusion on the State or 
National Register ofHistoric Places. 

b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous IDf o o 
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic 
Preservation Office SHPO} archaeological site inventory. 

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous E3g o o 
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source: _ 

a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local 
scenic or aesthetic resource. 

E3h • 0 

b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant 
screening ofone or more officially desiWUlted scenic views. 

E3h,C2b • 0 

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: 
i. SeaSQD.l!1.ly (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other SeasoDS) 

ii. Year round 

E3h 
0 
0 

•• 
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed 

actiOD is: 
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work 
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities 

E3h 

E2q, 

Elc 
0 
0 

•• 
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and 

appreciation of the designated aesthetic resouroe. 
E3h • 0 

f. Th,ere are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed 
project: 

0-112 mile 
y, -3 mile 
3-5 mile 
5+ mile 

D1a, Ela, 
D1f,D1g 

0 •• 

g. Other impacts: 0 0 

10.	 Impact on Histork: and Archeological Resources 
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological DYES 
resource. (part I. E.3.e, f. and g.) 
If ..Yes ", answer estions a-e. Ii "No ", 0 to Section 11. 

~~":"':"::'~-~~""'--;:-;--:--lr--;:;---.--:::-:-::------1 

d. Other impacts:	 _ o o 

e. If any ofthe above (a-d) are answered "Yes", continue with the following questions 
to help support conclusions in Part 3: 

i. The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of aU or part 
ofthe site or property. 

E3e, E3g, 
E3f 

o o 

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration ofthe property's setting or E3e, IDf, 
E3g, EIa, 

o o 
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11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation 
The proposed action may result in a loss ofrecreational opportuniti
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted 
municipal open space plan. 
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E.1.e., E.2.q.) 
]; "Yes" answer uestions a-e. Ii 

es or a DYES 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question{s) 

No, or 
smaD 

ilDpaet 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
ma occur oeeur 

iii. 

integrity. 

The proposed action may result in the introduction ofvisual elements 
are out ofcharacter with the site or property, or may alter its setting. 

which 

Elb 
E3e, E3f, 
E3g,E3h, 
C2,C3 

0 0 

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment ofnatutal fimctions, or "ecosystem 
services", provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stor
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat 

mwater 
D2e, Elb 
E2h, 
E2m,E20, 
E2 E2 

o o 

b. The proposed action may result in the loss ofa cmrent or future recreational resource. C2a, Etc, 
C2c,E2 

o o 

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an 
with few such resources.. 

area C2a,C2c 
Elc,E2q 

o o 

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the 
community as an 0 en space resource. 

C2c,Elc o ·0 

e. Other impacts: _ o o 

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas 
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical .NO DYES 
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d) 
Ii "Yes", answer uestions a-c. Ii "No" 0 to Section 13. 

~~~@'?~~__::r~;;tlr__N;;:_;;;_TM;;;te;:;j;;_iRelevant No, or Modente 
Part I 

Question{s) 
small 

iIIIpaet 
ma occur 

to large 
impaetmay 

oec:ur 

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in.the quantity ofthe resource 
characteristic which was the basis for designation ofthe CEA. 

E3dor 0 0 

b. The proposed action may result in areduetion in the quality ofthe resource 
characteristic which was the basis for desi tion ofthe CEA. 

EJdor 0 0 

c. Other impacts: _ 0 0 

a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. 

Relevant
 
Part I
 

Question(s)
 

D2j 

DYES
 

No,or 
small 

impact 
ma occur 

o 

Modente
 
to large
 

impact may
 
occur
 

o
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b, The proposed action may result in the constmction ofpaved parking area for 500 or 
more vehicles. 

D2j 0 0 

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j 0 0 

d, The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j 0 0 

e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j 0 0 

f. Other impacts: 0 0 

DNO • YES
 

b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension ofan energy transmission 
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a 
commercial or industrial use. 

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year ofelectricity. 

d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling ofmore than 100,000 square 
feet ofbuilding area when eted. 

Relevant 
Putl 

Question(s) 

D2k 

DIf, 
DIq,D2k 

D2k 

DIg 

e. Other Impacts: _--, ­ _ 

No, or 
small 

impact 
ma occur 

• 
• 

• 
• 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

0 

0 

0 

0 

ire a new or an u 

.NO 

Relevant
 
Part I
 

Qoestion(s)
 

D2m 

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet ofany residence, D2m, Bid 
hos ital, schoo~ licensed da care center, or nurs' home. 

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D20 

DYES 

No, or Moderate 
smaU to large 

impact impact may 
ma occur occur 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

i 
i 
I 

i
; 

I 

d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n 0 0 

e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n, Ela 0 0 

area conditions. 

f. Other impacts: _ 0 0 

osure DYES 
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to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part l.D.2.q., E.l. d. f. g. and h.) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - m. If "No" 20 to Section J7. ,. 

'. ...., Relevant 

.. /, .. ;:.",:. 
Part I 

.. . Questioa(s) 
T:;·!';: ·tr,T"';·':::/';,).

:;...;..'/ ,i,; '. .;; , : S i.'.'''''.'(;,.. ',:). . """ 

No,or 
small 

impact 
mavcecur 

Moderate 
to large 

i1apaetmay 
occur 

a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day 
care center, 21'OUp home, nursin~ home or retirement co 

Eld 0 0 

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg, Elh 0 0 

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site 
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action. 

Elg, Elh 0 0 

d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the 
property (e.g., easement or deed restriction). 

Elg, Elh 0 0 

e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that Were put in place 
to ensure that the site remains protective ofthe enviromnent and hmnan health. 

Elg,Elh 0 0 

f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future 
generation, treatment and/or disposal ofhazardous wastes will be protective of the 
environment and human health. 

D2t 0 0 

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification ofa solid waste 
management facility. 

D2q,Elf 0 0 

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing ofsolid or hazardous waste. D2q,Elf 0 0 

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate ofdisposal, or processing, of 
solid waste. 

D2r,D2s 0 0 

j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of 
a site used for the disposal ofsolid or hazardous waste. 

Elf, Elg 
Elh 

0 0 

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill 
site to adjacent offsite structures. 

Elf, Elg 0 0 

1. The proposed action may result in the release ofcontaminated leachate from the 
project site. 

D2s, Elf, 
D2r 

0 0 

m. Other impacts: 

_NO 

Relevant
 
Part I
 

QUestioD(S)
 

DYES
 

NO,or Moderate 
small to large 

Impact lmpaetmay 
ma occur oceur 

0 0 

contrast to, current surrounding land use pattem(s). Ela, Elb 
a. The proposed action's land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,Dla 

0 0 

in which the pr<>ject is located to grow b more than 5%. 
b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population ofthe city, town or village C2 

0 0c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2, C3 

0 0d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans. or other regional land use C2,C2 

0C3,Dlc, 0 
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supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. Dld,Dlf, 
Dld. Elb 

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development 
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. 

C4,D2c,D2d 
D2j 

0 0 

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or 
commercial development not included in the proposed action) 

C2a 0 0 
> 

h. Other: 0 0 

.NO DYES
 

Relevant No,or Modente 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
ma occur DeCur 

a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3e, IDf, E3g 0 0 

ofhistoric im .rlance to the community. 

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional comrmmity services (e.g. C4 0 0 

schools, olice and fire) 

c. The proposed action mily displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where C2,C3, Dlf 0 0 

there is a sho ofsuch housing. Dlg, Ela 

d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment ofofficially recognized C2,E3 '0 0 

or designated public resources. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 0 0 

character. 

I f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 0 0 

Ela, Elb 
E2 E2h 

g. Other impacts: ---' _ 0 0 
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Glennon J. Watson, L.S. 3063 Route 9, Cold Spring, New York 10516 John P. Delano, P.E. 
(845)265-9217 (877)3.141593 (NY Toll Free) (845)265-4428 (Fax) Stephen R. Miller, L.S. 
email: info@badey-watson.com website: www.badey-watson.com Jennifer W. Reap, L.S. 

Robert S. Miglin, Jr., L.S. 
Mary Rice, R.L.A., Consultant 
Peter Meisler, L.S., Consultant 

George A. Badey, L.S., (1973-2011) 

November 6, 2014 

Anthony Merante, Chainnan
 
Philipstown Planning Board
 
238 Main Street
 
Cold Spring, NY 10516
 

RE:	 201 Old Stone Road, LLC-

Request for Approval of a Special Use Permit
 
Submission of Full EAF
 

Dear Mr. Merante and Honorable Board Members: 

Please consider this letter as our fonnal request, on behalf of our client 201 Old Stone Road, LLC, for 
approval of a Special Use Pennit to allow construction on slopes that exceed 20% as provided for in 
Section 175-36(B) of the Town Code. We make this following Mr. Gaba's opinion on the matter and 
for the reasons discussed by the Planning Board during its October 2014 meeting. 

We submit herewith a Full Environmental Assessment Form, Parts 1, 2, and 3, including two appendices. 

Please place this matter on the agenda for the November 20, 2014 Planning Board at which time we are 
hopeful that the Board will review the EAF and direct its engineer to prepare a Negative Declaration and 
a resolution granting approval to both the Site Plan and Special Use Permit. 

As always, we appreciate the Planning Board's efforts on behalf of the Town. Thank you. 

Yours truly,
 
BADEY & WATSON,
 
Surveying & Engineering, P. C.
 

bY~Jf"--. 
Glennon J. Watson, L.S. 

GJW/bms 
cc:	 File u:\75-169\WO_21504\AM06NVI4BP_SUP_Request
 

Christopher Buck
 
Tim Mohr, AlA
 

Owners of the records of:
 
• Joseph S. Agnoli • Barger & Hustis • Burgess & Behr • Roy Burgess. Vincent Burruano • Hudson Valley Engineenng OJmpany • G. Radcltff Hustis •
 

• Peter R. HustlS • J. Wilbur Irish. James W. Irish, Jr. • Douglas A. Merritt. E.B. Moebus • Reynolds & Chase. General Jacob Schofield •
 
• Sidney Schofield. Steven J. Shaver. Allan Smith. Taconic Surveying and Engineering • D. Walcutt •
 



FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
 
PARTS 1,2 &3
 

For the Application 
of 

201 OLD STONE ROAD, LLC 
For Approval 

of 

SITE PLAN 
Fora 

PARCEL CONTAINING 4.453 ACRES 
Located at the Southerly Tenninus 

of 

OLD STONE ROAD 
in the 

TOWN OF PffiLIPSTOWN
 
PUTNAM COUNTY
 

NEW YORK 
November 6,2014 

Prepared & compiled for and at the request of the 
PHILIPSTOWN PLANNING BOARD 
Town Hall, 238 Main Street 
Cold Spring, New York 10516 

by 
BADEY & WATSON 
Surveying & Engineering, P. C. 
3063 Route 9 
Cold Spring, New York 10516 
(845) 265-9217 (V) 
(845) 265-4428 (F) 
(877) 3.141593 (NY Toll Free) 
www.Badey-Watson.com 



Introduction & Background 

Property Identified 

201 Old Stone Road, LLC (The Applicant) applied to the Philipstown Planning Board for 
approval of a site plan to renovate/demolish and construct an addition to an existing residential 
building located at 201 Old Stone Road, in Garrison, an area within the Town of Philipstown. 
The property is designated as Lot 29 of Block 1 on Sheet 71 (71.-1-29) on the Putnam. County 
Tax Map for the Town of Philipstown. 

Review and Referrals 

The Planning Board was introduced to the project at its May 15,2014, meeting, during which it 
determined that the project was a major project requiring Site Plan Approval. It also determined 
that the project was a Type I action due to its proximity to Castle Rock Unique Area. The 
Planning Board declared its intention to assume the role ofLead Agency and instructed its clerk 
to circulate notice of its intention to all Involved and Interested agencies. The project was also 
referred to the New York State Office of Parks Recreation and Historic Places, The Philipstown 
Conservation Board and the Putnam County Planning Department for review and comment and, 
in the case of the Putnam County Planning Department, as required under Section 239 of the 
Town Law. 

In addition to its May 15,2014, meeting, the Planning Board conducted a site visit on June 1, 
2014, and discussed the project during its June 19,2014, meeting, July 22, 2014, Public Hearing, 
and October 16, 2014, meeting. 

Observations 

The property is located in a Rural Conservation District (RC) of the Zoning Law of the Town of 
Philipstown. The RC District requires a minimum lot size of 10 acres. However, the 4.453 acre 
parcel pre-exists the current zoning requirement and is therefore legally non-conforming. 

The property contains steep terrain, and in addition to the properties RC zoning, it is located in 
an area designated on the "Resource Protection Zoning Map Scenic Ridgelines" of the 
Philipstown Zoning Law. It is therefore subject to the additional requirements of Section 175­
36 of the code. 

If approved, the project will result in an increased footprint area of approximately 6,000 square 
feet. Because other buildings are being removed the net increase in building coverage will be 
approximately 4,870 square feet. A portion of the original building will be reconstructed. Other 
portions will be removed, as will a large detached garage with accessory living. quarters 
constructed in its 2nd story. The final footprint will cover approximately 7,500 square feet. 

Because a portion of the proposed construction is located on land with slopes that are steeper 
than 20%, the Planning Board was concerned that a variance from Section 175-36 would be 
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required and directed the matter to its attorney Stephen Gaba for an opinion. Mr. Gaba's opinion 
explained that the Board might determine that a variance was required, but he also outlined the 
circumstances where a Special Use Pennit, as provided for in Section 175-36B(7), would be 
appropriate. After discussion of the matter during its October 16,2014, meeting, the Planning 
Board concluded that the issuance ofa Special Use Permit would be appropriate, and a variance 
need not be obtained. 

SEQRA Processing 

Part 1 of the EAF was submitted with the original application. It is dated May 1,2014 and was 
signed by D. Ben Benoit, Manager of201 Old Stone Road, LLC. It has been incorporated into 
this document. 

As discussed above, classification and claim of Lead Agency status was completed on May 15, 
2014. Under cover letter dated May 21, 2014 notifications of the Planning Board's intention to 
serve as Lead Agency were mailed to: 

• Michael J. Budzinski, PE, Putnam County Department of Health; 
• Eric Lind, Philipstown Conservation Advisory Board; 
• Kevin Donohue, Philipstown Code Enforcement Officer: and . 
• David J. Klotzle, Philipstown Wetlands Inspector & Stormwater Management Officer. 

No competing claims were received. 

A suggested Part 2 of the EAF was also submitted with the original application. It was reviewed 
by Ronald J. Gainer, P.E., the Town's Planning and Engineering Consultant. In his review 
memoranda dated May 13 and June 2, 2014, Mr. Gainer made several observations suggesting 
that Part 2, as originally submitted, was inadequate. On October 1, 2014, the applicant's 
consultants submitted a revised Part 2 responding to Mr. Gainer's comments. The consultants 
requested the revised document be considered at the October 16, 2014, meeting of the Planning 
Board. 

During the October 16, 2014, meeting of the Planning Board Mr. Gainer suggested that that a 
single minor correction be made to the new Part 2. This correction was accepted by the Planning 
Board and acknowledged by the applicant's consultant as appropriate. Whereupon, the Planning 
Board adopted Part 2, which has been incorporated into this document and directed the 
applicant's consultants to prepare Part 3. 
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x 

EAF - Part 1 (As Submitted by Applicant) 

EAF PART 1, PAGE 1 

FallBIIIIiro"menIfIlAISISSIIItIIItForm
 
Part 1 - Project I11III Sdilng
 

lDstndioIIa fir Comp1etlDg Part 1 

, Part lis 10 b. compIeIed by Ibe appllomt or pnljeel ...._r. ~ become pllll of Ibe applicalion for lIpJIIOW1 or funding, 
are &Object 10 public miew, 8IIIl may be subject to 1imherWIifl1:atioD. 

Complele Part 1 baaed 011 idmDaIilll1 ClIIIllIIIIyaY8ilebla. ]f lIldilioDa1-ma or invesliplion vmIdbe needed 10 fiJIIy Itl8pOIId to 
my iImD, p~ _or aalbomogljy u po8Iib!o based on ClIIIllIItialbrmalioD; indicate whelher miB8ioll iDIbmJBIim ctoea noIllXiat, 
or ia 1lOl1BUllll8bly lIVBiIable 10 Ibe IpOJIIOr; and, wilen poseibIe, paenJIy deBeribe wmk or studies wldch wuuId be.........,- to 
updele or ftIJly deoeIop Ibl! inliJrmation. . 

AppIlc8nJlrlspoDsc IIIlIBl complcte all ilmlB ill SecIiaaa A&;B. In SeaIioos Co D & B, l!IDBt ilmDs COIl1aiD III iDiIiaI ~ tbat 
mustbe --ueitber"Y'" or "No". Iflbe_to tbDiDiIiIl quadion 18 '"'lflll", complellllhe 8Ul>questkms 1Ilal foDow. Ifthe 
_10 tho iaiIiBl qaeslion iB "No".1lftlCB8I to Ibe _ qacllliOll. SecIioII P allows the project spoDlIllt 10 idtmtlf'y ad lIIl8ch aDY 
addilioaallDtilrmalion. Sectilm GRqlIires the D8IIle tmd sipature orlbe project sponsor ID verify thol the iDIOnmdioD clllll8iDed in 
Part liB-.. tmd complete. 

A. Project IIDd SpoDIOrtDrormadu. 

Namo of ~ or1'loject 201 Old Stone Road AddItion -Site Plan Approval 

Project Loaalion (cIesmlbe, BOd.1IIICh a geaemllocalion DIIIP): 

201 Old Slone Road, Garrison, NY 10524 
BriefDeac:ription of1'1vposed Aclion (mclnda pmpose or accd): 

Renovation, demoHtlon and addillon to residence at 201 Old Stone Rd, Garrison, NY 

, 

NIIIIlI ofApplicaat/Spouaor: Telephcme: 86D-572-1242 

E-Mail: benb@pcwmanagementcom201 Old Stone Road, LLC 

AddreII:7 Mason's Island Road, Suite #1 
SIBle:CityIPO: MystIc IZip~Connecticut 

PIOjeclCoDtBct(ifnolllllllll18 apaIIIllI; give.lIIIlIIIIl1Idlitleftole): Te\ep\Ione: 860-572-1242 
D. Ben Benoit (Manager) E-Mail: benb@pcwmanagem8ntoom 

AddreII: 
7 Mason'slslsnd Rd., Suite #1 

citylPO: IZipCode:SIBle: ComecticutMystic 06355 
PropellY Owner (IfDot _ 18lpODBor): ToIcIid!ODll: 860-572-1242 

E-Mail:201 Old Stone Road, lLC benb emenlcom 
Address: 

7 Mason's Island Rd., Suite #1 
State:\ CilyIPO: \Zip.5ConnecticutMvstIc 
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B. GoYermnCIII Appnva15 

B. Gowrumeat AppnvabllDadllllL or Spouonldp. ("FuDdiDc" iDcIDd<s ptdB, 108IIS, tamIiet; end lUI)' otbIlr fiIIms offiDmcioI 
usiltBuce.) 

Go¥erDmeaI EJdIty uv..,1llIlIIlIfyAgeaoJIIIIlI AppnftI(s) AppIbtioIl Dale.......
 (AI:tuI or PJ'O.ieetId)-
oYesvtolo
 

or Iloard of'l.'nJBt2e& .
L ~1,Town Bo8nI, 

b. City,Tmm orViDagll . . lV'ies 0 No SIle plan lIJlJllOVllI MAY 1,2014PIaiDmulBoud or 
Co City Co1IIIlliI, Town or ....Yea 0 No VarlEmce from SeclIon 17S36b: MAY 1,2014ViIIIp Zoaiia IloGlI ofAnutU • conslnIclion on*->20%
 
Ii. Othor10cal epoioa oYealr'No
 ConservaIIon Advlsory BllIII'lJ.. T.B.D. 

H8llIlhe. CooItyagem:ies VYeaoNo T.B.D.Cou 239l1111lmVAl• 
£ Regional ogeIIIlies [JYes~No. 

General stonnwalllr pennitg. State &pies M"eaoNo . 
h. FedctalIlpllC1es oYes'VNo 

i. Co1lslIIlResmm:es. 
i. Is t=pmjoot site witbin a Coastal Area, orb WIII!rfront area ofaDcaipaIallDlaod W1IlIln¥ay'l OYcslito 

IfVes, 
U.Is the project lIiIe 10caled Ina COIIlIlIIIDity~ aD approved Loca1 WIIBrfmnlReYilalimlioD Pmamm'l cYClONo 
iii. Is tbe prqjeot siIe within a Coll8tll1 BJoaiOD HazardMea? CYeacNo 

CJ.. ~""2DD1ng acd.... -
wm odmiDisttaIive or 1egisIativc adoption, or ameudmc:nt ofa pIaD, localn, ordiaaace, rule or reguIatioo be the cYea~o
 
only apJlIOftl(a) which IDWIl be gmnted to tlIIlIbIo the proposed aolilRl tl! pmo:oed'I


• UVes, oomplele acolioos C, F and G•
 
UNo, proceed \II qoestioo Co2 and complete aIllllllllliDiog aectioos and queatioas in Put I• 

C.2.. Adoptelllud DIe p1aoL . 
a. Doany1llllllicipsD.y- adDpIed (c!ty,1DwII, village orcouoty) c:omp;e\leIlBiYlaoduaeplao(a) includethe siIe ~escNo 

wbele tbe JIIOJIOlIOd BCIioIl would be \ocaled?
 
IfYeo; dcles 1lIe CllIIlJRbeasive Jl!miDclDde BpOCific ftCIP!TJJI!I!I!l!oti· tiJr!be lIiIe whae tbe propcacd aolilRl CYes~
 
wou1dbe Iooalel\'I .
 
b. retbe lile oftbepropoaedBClioll wiIbiD lilly local or tegiaoaI apeaiaI p\IImiDg diaIrict(tbr-.aple: o-way lYleaol'{o
 

BruwDliehi OpportDllity Mea (BOA); dealgaaIedS-orFedIlra1 bedlaae 8108; W8IaIbcd!!!!l!!8p!lP"t p1ao;
 
or olbcr'I)
 

JfYos, idlIIIlify the plaD(s):
 
Rldg81ne PIOI8CIkln AnIa
 
17Si8 PhI!!!po!awn Cod8
 

-.­
c. Is the pIVpOBIld aclioo \ocated wholly orpertial1y within an atealialed in lID sdopted lDDIIicipaIopen space p1aD, oYealYNo 

or In adopted miIIlcipaI f8nDIend protection plan? ,
 
IfYes, idmdify the plau(1):
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Col. Zoalag 

'" a. Is 1IIe site oftbe proposed action located in a DlUIIicipaIity with BD adopted zooinglaw or ofdinance. 1I'YcaoNo 
TfYes. wbat is tbo ZDDiDg claaifieation(s) W:ladiDg my app6cab1e owday diatrlet'l 

Rural Conservallon IRC) . 
--­ - -." . -

• 
b. 1& 1holllepeDDilled or snowed by. speaid. orcmKliliOllll1 aac ptlIDIit'/ 1!PYesllljo 

0. Is a zoaiIIg ciIlIDae ~ as petof!be proposed 8Clklo? o YestVNo 
IfYea. 

L What ill 1hopllJp08edDllW ZUlliag fur !be site? 

CA. BJIaliDI-1IJ senlaa. 

a. In what aobooldiallict illlbe project lIiIe 1oc:aIed? GBa!Ian ! u:so 
b. What police orotberpab6c proIecIion I'on:ca _ .... project 07 

putnam ConolY SherI!I's Dept & Ny SIaIe pPb 

Co Whillh file pm!ecIian IIIld llII8Jl'IICY IIIIldieal senices ""'" !bepmjeclsite7 
Ganl9l!ll F!re DjB\J!ct and GaniBm AmbUanCB COJ1lll 

d. Whatporb serve !be projectsile7 
HlldflQll HIghlands StaIB Pmk, PbUIpsInwn Town Park 

D. ProjectDe!IIIIa 

D.1. Proposed IIIIll PalatialDeveIDpmeat 

a. What is the pIICIll1ll81D1e ofthe pmpoied actIoo (e.g., teSilleD!iaI, iDdoatrlaI, COIIIIIIDIIliaI recrealioDal'; if!J!iud. include all 
c:ompoIlllIIIB}7
 

Ap!IPMI! of construcUon of slngIe fBm!!y nllIkIence
 

b. a. TO!8IIICIe88Il of lite site oflhe proposed acIioD7 44lj IIClt8 
b. To!BI ....... 1D be plIysic:ally distwbed7 1A9 IICRS
 

0. Total ~ (projectsite IlIId my COIIIipomi propertioa) DWIled 
4.4501' COII1lolIedby the appliClDt orJllO.iIClt. 8pOD8Ot'1 IICJ8S 

• 
c. fa lb. pmpoaedaction BD expaoaion ofm exialIDgproject or_7 llrYeaONo 

I. ICYcs, wballa Ibe approxima1ll pelllOIIIage oflhe proposed expaasioamd ideuIify!be UDits (e.g. ames. miles. housing 1I1Iils, 
IqII8I8 feet)? % 156 Units: §,427 sqIt.l8!d&!!ng 3,483) . 

d. Is Ihe pmposed aclilm • Sllbdivisillll, or does it incIl!de • aubdIvl8ioo7 o Yes 1!PNo 
lfYea,
 

1.1'uIpoe or lype ofsubdiviaillll7 (e.g..residmtIaI, iDduatria1, COIlIlJIfJIlliI ifmixcd, apecifytypea)
 

IL Is a cIuata:I_iatba Iayaut propoaed7 OYeaONo
 
ilL Number of Jots pmpoaed7 __
 
iii. MiDImam ODd IIllIXimumJIRIlIllSCd kit sIzea7 MiJIiIIIum Muimum 

•. Win pmpoaed aclioD be 0ClIIIItmcI0d iIllllll1tip1e pbuea'I o Yea oNo 
I. IfNo, aoIic:ipaIed period ofCQI\IIInIclioo: ~ DIIIDIbs
 
Ii. lfYes:
 

TalaIlIlIIIIber ofpbasca IIIIIicipaIIld
· • AuIicipaIal_dale ofpbue 1('1IICIudbIg domaIilioB) IIIODlh --yell[
 __ IIlOIIlh -JeUADlidpaIed COIIIpImina daII: ofliual-pbase• 
GaunIly desaribe COIIIIllClicma or RIatioaabips IIlIIlI!II pbaes, iDdudiag my OOIIliDgenciea wIlIIle ~ of IlIle p\laIe may· delIlImiDeliming·or duntllIII oflldure pbaaa: 
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,
 
f. Does the projeot lnclude DllW ....idcntialusos? aYesWNo 
TfYes, sIlow numbers ofllllilBpmposed. 

QIlQ&milx TM! !!!miIJ. ~1'Im!!x M!!!!W&mi!x{iim!:l!I.!!!RW 

Initial PIla&e 
At CIlIIIpIetion . .. . oflllllil-

So Doc8 the propOsed ICIiIm iDcIude _ nClHllSideolia1 COII8lrIIcIion (incIIJdinB lllqlBIlSious)? OY.."No 
IfYa, 

I. TotaIlIUIDbar of81n1ctures
 
IL DimeDsioDs (m.feet) oflarpstpropo8lld8lnlclDre:__JdgbI;__~ a __. leagth
 
iii AppmxlnisteBlllad ofbuildios&jl8COto be hesled Cl'cooIed: square filet . 
h. Poes theproposedsctioo IncIndo CImlInCIioD or otbllr8lltbitieslilBtwlltelllllt ill the impoundmcIlt ofllllY oYes1lPNo
 

liquids, such 1I5 c:JUlian of8_ npply, 1fSOMlir. pond, IsU, __ 1Igoaa CI' otbllr 8IfJlIIp'I
 
IfYC8,
 
LPmposo ofthe impoundm8Ill:
 
iL IfaW8IDr imponDdment, die prhu:ipsIllOUI'CC of the Wsbr. lJ Oloaad waklr 0 Surflu:e ~ olIe8mB a Other apecify:
 

ilL Ifotbor then_. idenIiIY the type ofimpOUlldedleaatailllld Ilquid81111 their-. 

11>. ApproximsIe size ofthe Jl1'OIlCl8Cd /mpoundmr:Irt. Volume: million gaI1oDB; 8UIface_: 8CMI 
__heiabl;__1eDgthv. DimcoaioDs ofthe pJOpOBCd dim.or imponndiDg stroc\lDe:
 

vL Construction malhodlllllllllliaJs for the proposed dam orimpoundiog strw:lme (e.g., cadh fill, rock, wood, _Ie):
 

D.2. Project Operatlllll8
 

...Docs the prop0ged BC1Ion includf 1lIIY axcavation, miDiDg, or dredging, dmiog COII8lrlIClIon, opendioDs, or both? oYesoNo
 
lNol incIudiIig'genenJ site pn:pantioo" gpdiDg or iDBtaIIatioIl ofulililiel or finntdatbllJ whme ill_lEd
 
IIIIIIariaIll will remain llIIllite)
 

IfYes:
 
,I.Wblt is the plIIpOBe altbe eu:avalioD or dted&in&'I
 
IL How umcb. mau:risI (including lOok, ctb, sedlmonIs, <10.) Is proposed to be lIlIIlOYed fmm !be &ite?
 

Volume (specilY toDs or cabicyards):
•
• Over wIIat dwstion of timdI
 

ili. Describe_acbamcteristi.. ofmalllrials to be GCIIwted or cIndged. 8lId pIaasto -,1IIIIIIlIIP' or dispose ofthem.
 

iv. Will thme be OOlite dewaledngor PIOcessingof 0XClMIllld malIlri81s? oy",oNo 
If,es. deacribo. 

v. Wbal is the total area.1D be dn:dged orscavaled'l ...... 
yJ, W!IIIl ill thelllBldmmn_lObe wwtcd It 1lIIY lIIIIl limo? IICIlllI 

yfJ, W!IIIl wvaId be !beDIBXimum depth ofaeaVlllion ordredgIug? Ret 
YiIi. Will !be eu:mlinaRquiIe bleatlD&'l OYesONo 
Ix. Sammerize site reclamaIioIl pia8lId plan: 

, 
b. Would the llIO\IlIIIldactiou _ or rauIt ina1IBraIion ~ imnase or demease in size ~ or IlIlClOlIdaneot oY..lrNo 

iato IIDIf axisting -mod,wamrbocly,lboreIine, bescb or ed,i.--a 
IfYea: 

LIdentifY the wetIend orwatBrbody which -.wuId be sIfected (by1llUlle, WBlo:r indea.IIIIIIIbor, wetIeod III8p IIIIIIIbCr or geopapIJic 
descdplion): 

-
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ii. n ....ib. bow tile propo.ed action would affect that walerbody or wetland, e.g. oxcavation.liU, placement ofstructnres, or 
a!lemlion ofcbaoncIs, banks and ahoreliD... IDdiClllc ClIeol of aClivlties, a1tllIIllioos and additions in BqlJIIe feet or acres: 

.. . . 

Ui. Will propelled actioa caus. or.-lt ill dIslurbaoce 10 boUoln acdimeutB? OYesoNo 
IfYes, deaonlJe: 

N. wm. pnlpoa action cause or IlllIll1t in the destntcIion or removal ofIqUlItm vegeIaIioa? o YesaNo 
IfVes: 

• [-lllDlof!!l!!!!!£ vegelIIinn JlI'IlIlOIII'd to be RIIllJVBd 

• oxpeclcd .....ofBqQlIIi.. wgdBIioll temaiaiag atler projeot c:ompIIlioB 
• JllIIIlO!e ofpmpoed rmucml(o.g. bcadl oIariDt. invasive speciea _~ bolt.......): 

· • propooed meIhod ofplsatJlllllD'/lll:
 
ifobemicallherbicdell1lllmllotwi1lbellBllll, II*ilY prodw:I(s):
 

v. Dasaribe 1liiy pnIIIOlIed recIamaIionfmitOll1b1lnwiDg distmbaoce: . 
0. Win Ibe plIIpOI1ld IIdion1JIl8, or cnale a aew dCIIlIIIld lbr water'I lFYeaONo 
IfVea: 

900I. TDlalIllllicipaled wateruageldBIIlIIIId per day.	 ga1kmBIday 
ii Will !be proposed 1llIi0l1obtain water from III GIiItiug public 'NIIIer npply'I o V... 

If Yea: " 

NIIIII8 ofdislriot or service ma:• 
•	 Does the llIlisliugpub6c WIlIer supply have capaciIy to serve the proposal7 [J Yes ONo 

Is the (IIOjeet sile in lht: exiating district? C Yes ONo• 
II expanBioa ofthe cIistrict m:eded?	 c Yea ONo• 

•	 Do eldsIiDg linea IlI:IW tile pmject aim? c Yea ONo 
ilL WillllJle llIlDloIioo wiIbin In exlIIiDg disIriot be Da:IlISIIY tD IUIlP1Y 1be ptOject'l OYosoNo 
IfYes: 

•	 Describe llll!eOBiOll8 or capaciIy expoDSiaos ptnplllIBd tD ........1biB project
 

· 
Smm:e(s) ofSllpply lbr !be diatrict 

Iv. ·Is a new wtIttr supply diatrlot cr service .... pIIlpCIIlld 10 be fimaed 10 sene !be project aim? o Yos oNo 
Ii; Yell: 

AppIicanlfBpOllSOf for new dialrict: 
Date III'Plicstion oubmitted or aaticipaled:· Proposed 1Olm:C(1) ofBUpplytilraewdistrict: 

v. If·apublic water soppIy \VIllnot be used, describe plaos to provide WBler IUJlPIy fbr!be prqject: 

vi. If_supply will be limn weI1s (pIIblic or private), IIIIlliDaIm punIJliag cspaoity:__gallOIlIIJIIinute. 

d. Will the propOBed action geneJBIe 1kpIidW8IleIl'1	 oVsoNo 
IfYes: 

L Ta1BI anticipatlld Iiqnld. _ geuaation per day: 900 IexI8!'g 600l gaI/onstdsy 
IL NIlIlnl ofIiqaid1IBIleS to be JIllIIfl'IIIed (e.g., ~_,indBslrilIl; ifcomblnatiOll, describe an coqJllllCOl8 aad 

8pJlIlIXimaIe vDIma:s or pmportioDsofach): increese In Elll!&lIng 1188: BIIllIIary WlIIlIBwater , 

UI. wm Ibe ~ ICIion 1188 lIlY exiBting pub60 WIBw8Im' IreaImentlialWal'I Oy..6 
IfYea: 

N_ ofWllBleWBler IIeatmentpIIIIIt to be used:
 
N8IIID ofdiaIriot:
 

• · Does the llIliaIins"""'-'"_ plant bIlve capacity 10 _ tile project'l oYsoNo· Ia !be pmjectsite in tIul eJtisling dilttict? oYeooNo· Ia axp8IIlionoftIul district needed'l oYesoNo· 
Page S of13 
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· Do exiBtinz _Iine& serve the pnlject .? DYesoNo 
• Willliuc exImIsion wItbiu 811 eIistiDg diaIrlct be necessary toseM thepro;eeeI o Y811 oNo 

'IfYes: 
• DescribcllllleDBious or ClIpacily 1lIJI8II8i0lUl )lIVpllIIed'1D &eM Ibis project: 

iv. Will.new __(S8WIIgIl) tmatmIlIItdi8lrict be ftmDed to acne IIle prqtrotllite'l 'OYll8iito 
IfYes: 

· AppIiclllt/BPOlllOImr IICW diBIrict: 
• Data applicatioD submiIIed or IlIIIioipllllld: 

• What is the IllIlIlivIDg walllrfor the \\IIlllowablrcliBcllage'l 
v. Ifpublic fiIdl\lies will DOt be Used, deD1"be p\a1I8 topmvide _treI\IIIIIIIt tiIr \lie ptVja:l, iacIadlDa ~p.1Ip.-J

RCCliviJI& waIIIr (DIme IIIId clu..-ation ifmrlice lIiIcIIaqe, or dtB:ribe 8DIlaIqIiu:edilpolllllp1llllB): 
new Individual subsurflilce trMtment ayslBm 

ft. DaacribG my p\IIIIB ordeaip tv oapIIIte, recydD or _Iiqaid_ none 

e. WlIllbe propoaed IM:lioII disImb _1bIIIl one lICnl mI Cll!lIle stonmnIIIrlllllOff, eiIIler fromIlIlW poiDt lIl"fll8 DNo 
saun:cs (IA dilUbes, pipes, BW8Ies. curbs, guttms or oIher coocllldrBll:d ftaws oflItonnwIlIIlr') or lIIII>-poim 
.0UIl:ll (I.e. sheet flow) duriDg i:oastmction or post ooll5tnU:lion? 

IfYes: 
i. How III1ICh imperviOlllIllll'liu:e will the PJIliect CR5IIC in reIBllOD 10 tIllBI size ofprojectpm:eI'1
 

__SqIwe feel or ~acres (imperVloua surlice) .
 
__ SIjIIIIRl feel or 4,46 acres (parcel size)
 

/I. Deslllibe types ofnew poiDt SDIIICOS. Roof DraIns
 

iiL Whae will tile IlIom1wldlorI'llllDff be cIhcclIld(LC. OIHliIa-.nwBlllrmPD......... liII:iIitytmw:lmes, lllIjaamtJl1llplllties, . 
gnnuJd,."... lIIHIiIe lIIIIfiIl:o W8IIli'at ofkite sorfiIce wa1mlI)? 

On .lnftttrstIan 8Y!!!m[s) 

. Ifto &Urliu:c-.. idaIIl1Y IUeiving waIIIrbodies OI'~ 

• W'd1 stollllWlller nmoffflow to IUtiBCeDtJllllP8Ilies? ~es,.(jo 
iv. Dces proposedpI8nmiDimizo impenious mfiIces, uee perviouIlIIIIImiBIa orcollectlllld_1IurmwR1llr'I 8II DJO 
f. Does the proposed action inolulle, orwill it1lllC on.,;ite, one or 1IIIlIll_ ofair emissiODS, inclnding lUol DYesNl'lO 

combuslioo. waslll iucinenlion, or otber prooess8llor operatioas?
 
IfYell, identify:
 

i. Mobile IlOIIn:8Il duriDg pmject opemtiODS (e.g.,.heavy equipmeot, fleet or dIlIivay vobioles) 

ii. Slatillll8lY .oUICea doringcllll8lmctiml (e.g., power gallll'Ilion, IlmclmBl \!eating, baldlpIImI. CIUlIbet1;) 

IlL SlaIinnary.01IIIlOII doria! operatious (e.g~ process r:mi8sicms, IIage buiIIlr8, eIalIric gllIB8Iion) 

.. WID. Illy air lIIIIiAioD 8OIIIC081ll111lOd inD.2.f(abcrJc). n:quiJD. NY Stall: AirR~on, AirFallility1'emdt, DYeslfNO 
orFcder8l CIcIl1l Air M. Tide IV or Tide V Pennirl 

IfYes: 
L Is tho pmject siIlllocllal inan Air qusIily non-allaimneat_1 <A-~ or periodbIIy tails to mr:et DYes DNa 

IIIII1rilIIIt air quoIiI:y IIIBadanI& fur 011 01' lome p8Il5 of!he,.)
 
iL In sddilicD to emi88ioaB 88 ca1co1ataI in the applicaticm, Ibe project"w gr:DIII'Ile:
 

· TODBIyear ([metricJ ~ ofCubmDImIde(OOt)

• ~ ([1lIelrlc] ~ ofNiIrml& Oside (N,O) 

· TonsIF([llIIlIIic]!!mJmII) ofl'er.llDoroclab (PFCs)
 
TODSfyear ([metric] !l!mt!!m!) ofSuIfbrHCIladIuoridc (SF'>
· TonsIF ({metric] ~ of CIJboD Diaxide eqnivaleot of[HydroiIorocadlon] Hydro!!onmcarbggs
· (lHCFS] lIR'J)
 

· 'TonsIwar (metric) ofBazardous AirPoIIulanII (HAPs)
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, 
h. Will the proposed action generale or emitmethane (inc1nding, but not limitedto, sewage treaImeDt planta, CYes'1rNo 

IaDdIilIs, CODIpOBIiog filoililleo)? 
IfYes: 

I. Ilitimate IIlelh.me genem!ion in toosIyear (motric): 
ii. Describe 1lIIY metIumc Clql\IIe, CllIIIIOI or eIimiaalIon IIIeII8UrllIl incIDdcd in projlllll desigo (e.g~ ClIIIIbustion 10 genende beel or
 

e1eclrieity, fluinS): .
 

i. WUI the ptOplJIed aetimllUIIlt in theme-orair pollutlmls from opeHir operations orprocesses, snch IS cYesYN'o 
cpwry or IancIfilI opemtiaas? 

IfYee: Describe oparaIiaDa IDd II8lUIe ofcmissioDs (e.g., cIil:eI eduws~ rod< pcticu/allBsldast): 

•
j. W'J1I !be paopasedaction rcau\l ill a IlIIbatlIIItiIliDcnae in tlBtlic abow peseut IC'IIIs or generate anb8IIIItiaI oYes'YNo 

oew demaDd ibr IrlDlapOIlIIioIIiIoi1ilins or servials? 
IfYer.	 .
 

L Whtm is lhD peak Imflic DlIpCCbld (Check e111bat apply): OEveoing CWeekeDd
°MomiDl10 ___•
 
It For CllI11IIICllliI8divItits 1lII1y, tmliecled D1II1lber nf__tniIcr 1luck1ripalday;
 
UL PatkiDg IpIIlllI: BmtiDg Net iJIcmIsa/ljemwc
 

[] Ilmdmn1y betweml bom& DC 

I'rot-I 
iv. Does the JlIUpDllIlC1 aclicm iDc\nde any ......... use pdins'I DYesoNo 

. v. Iflbe proposed 8CIilln iDcIudea 1liiy modifiClllion orClliBtiag RwIs. CICIIiDn oCnew roads orclwlge in existing_, describe: 

vL Ale publiclpriwte IImsporlaIlon servic:e(a) or IiIciIities awilable wiIbiII 'h mile oCtba pmpoacd Bile? cVeaoNo 
IIiJ WiD the proposed aclion iDCIude _10public IDm8porllltion or BCCIlIIlIIIIlda for 1ISO nfh)/brid, eIeclric DYes oNo 

orolber aItemadve DIeIed wbicIea? 
lliJi. wm the pmposed aclion iDclade p1aDllibr pedestrian orbil:yde accommodatioDs 1brconnections to existing DYesoNo 

pedatrian orbicydo_? 

, 
k Win !be proposed aclion (for COJDmllI'Cia1 or iodustrlalproj_ ooIy) pIOIIIIe new Dr addltiODSI demand CVesllrNo 

foreaergy'l 
IfYea: 
L BsIimale lIlIDUB1 aleolricily demaDd dnriDg operation oC!be proposed aclillll: 

Ii. AnticipaJed IOIIIeesIIUpPIim ofelectricity for !beproject (e.g., olHileeoniloation, Oll·aile reoewable, via gridllocal utility, or 
other): 

liL W'ill!be proposed octioa. noquire anew, or III IIpgtlllZ10, IIIexifltiDg subalaliOll?	 oYesoNo 

· 
LHonn nfDpeIIIlion. Amiwcr e11 items whidl apply.
 

L DarioI CouatnJction: Ii. DuriJlg {)ptnIim5:
 
MlIIIIIay -FrIday; 7 B.m. 11> 5 p.m. · Moaday - Friday: single family resldllllCll
 
8IbmIay: 8 a.m. In 3 p.m. · SIlmday:
 "· SlmiIay: none • SUnday: .· · HoIidIoyB: none · lIo\idayo: . 
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. 
m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will elIllOed cxisling ambient noise Iovels dorlDg constnICtiOD, 'WYeaoNo 

ope1'lliOll, or both? 
Ifyes: 
I. Provide demils inclDdiDg eouroes, lime ofdayeud dundiou:
 

1nIIeI_may require blea8nll" this ....d go on ilt 8 fBw weeluI. eon.ucuon "'IllIpm8nIand ImlIIc, pd:IIIedy relafed 111 ~
 

esrthwork will also genealla.....11OIIe 011111 0CCIIIIaneI_1nIIugh .......period
 

ii.	 Will propoted actionlOlllDVe eadstiDg08lllllll baaien tbatcouJd octaunoise bmleror_? eyes"o 
Describe: 

D. Will the proposed aC1imI have outdoor ligbtiDg?	 OIlesoNo 
If~: 
i. Dcscribesouroe(s), Iocalion(s), halg11toffixlure(alu.diRcIioaIIim,"8Dd ~ to IIllSIll8l 0ClCIIPi0d strucb1R8:
neewiD be I'88Identia1In chanIcler - cut offt no gIar& ( dmk sky compIant)- i1tI11Imum extIItIor !!ghIIng


fOi'lIlIf8Ii . 
ii. Will propoted acIion rlIIIIOYe aistiDg IIIIIln1 baaien tbatcoald let SS. Uabtbaaim'or_? OYIIWo 

Describe: 

o. Does the propoaed action have the potmIiaI1II.pIllduce odDn fur _ .... ODO boarpm day'/ eYea"'No
 
IfYc:a, deseribe possible llDlDI:elI. poleDdai fiequcmoy IIIId doratioII ofGdoremialiona, SlId proJimiIy 111 IIllSIll8l
 
occopied_:
 

p. Will the proposed action inoludc my built atoragc ofplll101eum (comb!pd!!I!JIICiIY of0'lIlt 1,100 ~~ cheIIlical Products 
([over 550 galIODS]18S ga!!ops in abovB ground stmage or any amount in Jlnd!!!ll!!!!!!!!ll1ml!ll )7'0 Yea No 

lfYes:
 
L Pn>ducl(s) to be B1Dred:
 
ii. VClIuD(a)__ perUDil_ (e.g~ DIIlI11b, year)
 

IiI. Generally deac:ribe proposed almBge ~
 

q. Will the proposed action (COIIlIIIelllial industrlallllldrecreationalplQjcds oaIy) 1ISC pllSlioidea (L~ berbicides, o Yes eND 
inallClicides) during COIlSlmction or openUion?
 

IfYes:
 
i. Describe ptOpOlled bclltmenl(a): 

, 

ii. Will the nl'DlHJAed acdon uscInIagmIed Pest ~?	 . 0 Yes eNo 
r. Will the pJOJIlISlld aeb (CllIIIIIIllI'Ciai orindualrialprojects ooly) invoill orreqilin: the DIIIIISgCIIIOIl or diaposal o Yes oNo 

ofsoUd waste (_Iuding bazardons mataIiaJa)'l
 
lfYes:
 

i. Deacnlle any solid waa1B{s) to be generaled dnring conatrw:tioD or opr:mIion oflbe faoility: 

•	 COD8lrIIclion: _per (DDit oflimo)
 
0peraIi0n : _per (uDIt oflime)
• 

· 
Ii. DOIICribe my propoaals tbr 0IHite mjaimiurim, rccyaIiD£ or.-.oflllBlllriala to mJiddispoaal_ solid _
 

ConsInJcllcn:
 

·
 0peraIi0n:
 

iii. Proposed disposal metbodaIfitciIi 1br solid"Wll8te geaerated lIIHIiIc:
 
ConaImcdon:
· 

·
 Operalion:
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. 
v, Is tho projool oil. 8Ul!iect 10 ID iaBlilBliooBl cootrollimiliDg propertyllSlS? eyesVN'o 

· • Ifyes, OBC site ID IIIDDbcr.
 
Dcoctihc the IJpe oflnsllluliDllal COIIIroI (e.g. deedtUbIetIoo OrlllemDDl):
 
Dcoctihc any use 1imIlalioos: 
Dcoctihc any eogim:eriog CllldJDIs:·• 'Will the project aftilCt the iDatitutiDlll1 or eoginaering CIJDlrOIs inphu:e? eYtilIONo 
&plaiD:· 

· 

E.2. Nat.nl BIIo1m:ca OD orNarl'nlJed S1t8 
... Whatis tho awragedopth 10 bcdmck 011 the project sit1l'I 0>3 filet . 
b. Axe tbero bedmck~ on the projectsilD? WYesONo 
IfYllS, wbat pmpordoD oCtIIIl siIB is comprised ofbedmclt 0IIIIIrDppiasa' 10 %CIWL11lI-CHAT11IUl__..,___ 

<wuHCUAIJWi______ 
Co PrecIomimmtSllillype(s) pllSllIIl on project siIB: ClC • 11 % 

COD • 13-- • 
%cr; .. 'i1ll1WR1Ht....IIICK....................... 1:1
 

ClilDIIIQIJ (!tffIf!f!!HI1I'....__......... -- %
 

II. What is the BVerIge depth to tho w••tablc on tho project siID'I A\'lnF: -ll-tiIet 

•• Dmlnoge _ ofprojeclsilo soils:. Woll Drained: .1lIO..% oflSlPIe 
o Moderately Woll Drained: %ofm 
o Poody DIIlined %oflSJ!ite

" £ AppmximaIoproportion ofproposed aetion oilowith slopes: '11 0-10%: 9.6 %ofBile
 
[] to-IS%: 70 %ofBilB
 
C lS%or~ 83A%ofsile
 . 

g. Anllbote Illyunique geologic feBtmes on thoproject Bile? oYes'1PNo 
IfYllS, desI:ribei 

h. Sur1ice1V8Ier iilBIIns. 
LDoea any)lOllilm oflhc project Bite contain wetImdB or otherWllmboclos (Iuc1udiDg 8lIoatDs, riven, OY08~o 

pllllllaorlabs)? 
It. Do any wel1BDds or olbIr ~odieIl Idjoin tho project Bite? OY08~O 
IfYes tooilJHsr lor ii,cootiIme. IfNo. sldp to l!.1.L 
iiL Ale any orthe Wlll!IJIds or W8Ierbodies witbin or adjoiDiDg tho projectsite "'SDlated by any federnl, o Yea oNo 

BlaIe or IDcaI agoocy'I
 
Iv. For each _lifted ~wetland and waIerbody on the project .ito, provide thefollowing infurmaliOll[.t
 

StRams: Namo ChlllBiflcatilJl!• 
0Jngdfjc:gIjnn• Lakos orPonds: N8IIlll 

• WotIImds: Name Approxlmale Size 

• Wedaod No. ("lfmgulaJed by DBC) 
v. ~ any of1llc IbavewaIIlrbodiaI \iated In dlo most recem ~nfNYS W8lllr queIiIy-impaiIed 0YIllI eNo 

waIabodiea?
 
Ifyes, _ nfimpaiml_bodylbodies and baBis ilr IisliDg II impIiRd:
 

LIs the project site in a deIigaaIed FJnodway'l OYe"Y 0 

j. Is tIIo project site in 1IIc 100 yarPIoodpIain? OYes" 0 

Ie. Is the pIOjectBite in the SOP year Floodplain? o Y08J!1.fo 

Lis theproject Bile loc:atod oyw.orimmlldiatelyadjoiablg, aprlmmy, prim:ipal or solo 8lI1III:OBqIIiM Oy~ 

If.Yea: 
i. NIIIIlO of8l\1dk: 
[Ii. lIoarcIl ofinfimnatioll:
 

1
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-

c. Is the project sitll presendyused by membenI.oflbe COJIIIII1IIIity Ibr public_1ioD? OYesV'No 

1. IfYes: llllp]ain: 

d. Are there 1lIIY facDillllI seniDg cbiIdIen, the OIderly, people wlIh cIisebiIilies (e.g., II1lbools, hospilaIs. IiIlllllSed OYClIV!ijO 
day Qm <:CIIIl:rB, or IIlOUP homes) wilbin 1500 feet of the pnljctt ai1D'I 

IfYes, 
. -- L JdenIify FoclIiIies: 

e. Does the project sitll COIIbIinm existiDg dim? OYClIlll"No 
lfYes: 

L DimeosioDa ofthe 110m and impo\mdmeIIt: 

· Dambeight: tiet
 
Damltmglh: filat
·· SwfiIao-.:
 
Volume impouDded: pIlaDB-OIl._filet·Ii. DIDI'. cxistia&~ c1u&itloItloD: 

iii. Provide dIte and SIIDIIIIIIIizeteIl1IIs of Iut iJIIpectioD: 

t Has the project.ifIl ever been used .. aIIIIIJIicipaJ, 0QIDI1IeIlliaI or iIIlUtria1 so1id WMIIlIII8IIIIgement liciIily, oYes'YNo 
or does tbe project IIUe-acljOin properly wbich is DOW, orwao III one lime, IISed ... solid - ft1anagemonl fiIciIity'1 

lfYes: 
i, Bas Ibe fam1ity been lbrmaIIy closed? oYeso No . If yes, ciIe Sounzs/cIocIImentaIiOD: 
ii. Descn'be the 1ocalioo ofthe pnUec:t site td8Iive to the bouDdstIs oflheadid_ -I"DI"'Il!lloility: 

iii. DoBcribe 1lIIY dDve1opmmIllXlll8lrBiDlB doe ID the priorsoWl wasIe Sdhities: 

g. H1mI hazardous wsstes been geoended, treBtedmd/or cIiBposed oflltlhe. ordoes the jlJUject sile acljoiD OYesV'No 
property which is DOW or WII at ODS lime used to ClIID.-ciaIIy-. II\Dnl "",y,. clilpuae ofbazlnlo1l& WUI1fI
 

IfYeo:
 
i. Describe wute(s) bandied aDd wasil; IDlID8gemenl activities, ilIcIudiDg lIpplUl<imste lime when scti.vitics oCCllllllld: 

h. Po1mltial conlaminsIion hislDy. Hss tbere been B reported spill lit!be proposed JllO.iect site, or have my oYes'1lfNo 
remedialllCliODS b.... c:ondm:ted at or BdjIllleDI 10 tho proposed siIc?
 

IfYes:
 
I. Is BDY portionof!besile Iisledon tbe NYSDIlC SpIlls JnoidaIta daIabac ,.1lnVimmJUIdaI Site o Yes 0 No 

Remediation daIabue? Chect all that IIJlPIy: 
o Yes - SplIIs IacldenIa dBIahue l'mvldIl DIlC ID 1IIIIIIbflI(s);
 
DYes -l!nWonmenIaI SiteRemediBIion dBIBbae l'mvldIl DEC ID IIlDIber(s}:
 
o Nei1hm: datBbue
 

lL IfaiIIl bile been aul!iect ofRCRA COIRlClive acIiYities, dIscriIIeomIIroI_
 

Ill. Is die pmject wit1Iin 2000 filet Many Bile in the NYSDIlC I!IMnmmatlal SiID lI......thd!nn dBlBbsse'1 oYesoNo 
Ifyes, provide DBC IDlllllllila(s): 

111. Ifyes to (I). Cd) or (iii) above, descn"be cum:nt stetus ofBiD(I): 
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. 
v. Is tho pwjocl sile suijcet to In iDBlilutianal eautrallimiting JllOI1llIl1 u&el'l OYea'W'No 

Ifyes, DBC sifll ID II1IIIIber:
·· De8mibo tbo ~oflustilutiouBl coutml (e.g.• dIled restrictIau OUSSllmlllll):
 

· • De8mibo my 1IIlI1imIlatioDs:
 
De8mibo 8IIY qineeriug_1&:
 

· • Will tho project efkttbo iDItiIutiaual or eagineering c:oalIIlI6 inpiau? oYesONo 
&plaiD: 

E.Z. Nuual1IIsoun:a On or N_Project Sib 
L Wbat is tho avenge dcptb to bedrock IlII tbo project siVII 0>3 tiIlt . 
b. Ate tbllro bedrock anlI:toppiDp an tho project_? YVcsoNo 
IfYes, wbatproporticlll of!be sifll is camprisod ofbedroot oaIIlrappiqB'1 10 % 

~tIBUl__..,..... __ 

Co Predamiunt: sail typo(a) ~an praject silIl: CIC_.B GiUMLiJOiibU:M___ .,iidr % ....- "iii %QC_8I.....I~_........................ II 

CuDRQP <Mlf'fIIY'!'MP'~"''''' % -- A 

II. WbBlill tbo ......depth to 1110 W8tIIr111lb'tc an the project sifll? A'IIlIlIF ---2L- tiIlt 

o. DraiDBpslBlllsof~.llIJIIs:Y Well Dnined: .100..% of[Sl!ito 
o Modoralc1y Well DlaiDed: %ofsiIB 
o Poorly Dmlned 

I. %of[sliite 

f. ApproximBte proportionofprapasod BCliOll sifll with sIapoo: 1f 0-10%: 9.6 %oflile 
o 10-15%: TO %ofaite 
[] 15% arpeotcr: 83.4% ofslle • 

g. Ate tbllro IlIIY UDiqDe aealogic Iilatmes an 1110 projoat aile? oYosYNo 
IfYes, deBcribci 

h. SarJlIco W8tIIr iilalama. 
L DaoB 1lIIY]lOIliaD oftboproject.contU1 wetImdlI or otherwalllbaclloa (including 8l1'IlIlm8, riven. OY..~o 

pouda or 1Bkos)? 
It. Do IlIIY wetlauds or oIbIIr Wlllllbodies lIlljain tho projCllllBbD? []Y..~o 
IfYea to eilbor t or ii, COIItiaIIe. IfNo, BIdp to B.2.i 
ilL Are IlIIY afllle wetIBIlds or wsIeIbadies witbiD or lIlljamg the project Bite regu1aled by lilly fedem1, OYesoNo 

Btole or IocBl opncy'I 
ill. For..... identified ~WlIllaDd BDd WBlmbady 1lII!be project lito, provide the following iDformetian[.];. 

· 
StreBms: N_ ChuaificBtim
· LakeB orPonds: N8IIllO C11lJ!1ijfiJ:atjy
 

Wethuuls: Name ApproximBlIlSize
·• Wlll1BndNo. (umgnllled by DBC) 
1/. ~ IlIIY ofthe .....water bodies Iiat8d la 1IIe IIIQBt reoeat oompIIatiua ofNYS WlIlilr quB1ily-impIiled OYesoNo 

WBlIldJodies? 
Ifyes, IIlIIB ofimpohed watw badyJbadies IIIId basis fur IiBtiag II impaiIed: 

i Is 1heprqjectBifll in II deaigDBIed FIooclway'1 oYesY 

j. Is 1he prqjectaite in1he 100 YearPIoodplain? DYes'" 

Ie. Is tbo project sifll in !be SOD yeBr FIaodpIain? o YesII' 

OYel'I.iIo 

0 

~ 

fa 

LIs tbo prajeolBiflllllC8llld-.or immdateIyBdjoiDiag, a primBry. priadpaloraole_BqlIi1V'1 
If.Yes: 

L NBmeofllqllilir: 
[Ii. 8aIIIl:e ofiDbmaliaD: 

1 
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m, Idenlify 1he predomiDant wildlife spec1elllbal OCllupy Dr lIBe !he project sitD: 
WhIte TaU Deer DEC map attached 

n. Does1he~ site CODlBin a desipated significaDt IIIIDra1llll111111111li 
IfYes: 

L Describe the habil8l/colbDlllllily (compll5itiOa, fimclion, aod basis lbr deaipaIimI): DEC map a!IBched 

Ii. Sallll:e(a) ofdescripIion or evaluation: 
iii. Bldmt ofClIIIlIIIUIIityIllabi1al: 

~ · CanantIy: acna · FDIIowiIIg alllljllelioo ofproject aa propOled: 8CRI 

• Gain or Iasa (iDdicaIe +or -): IllRB 

o. Does project aile cooI8lD any sPeoiea ofpIBot or IIIimaltbat is liatedby die 1i:demI ~orNYS aa 

. 
a Yea.o 

. 
eYea'-o

llIIl!aIIaered or IbreaIImed, or does it o:oatBin my __ idlmIIfied aa 1IIhIlatlbrmaaillmgenld or IIm:=aIIlDellIlpllCiOS? 
[IfYer. 

I. Species aod IislIuIl (eodaogered or lb1ealeded): DEC I!!!!p aIIached 

IL NBIIn ofuse ofsite by tha epeciea (e.g.• reaidl'llt, -mw.lranBioat):j 

p. Does lbe project site contain my species ofplantor auimallbal is listed byNYS aa DR,or IS a species of a Yes l!INo 
special concern? 

[IfYes: . 
I. Species aod listing: DEC map attached 

II. NII\IInI ofllSe of site by the species (e.g~ resideIII, 8WOIl81, ~): 

1 

'I. Is dlepmject site or aqoiniog ...... cmreotIy used forImoting, talpplDg.1ishiDg or sboIltiahing'l oY..,iY)(o 
Ifyes, give a briefdelqdon ofhow lbe prop!l8lll! IIClion IIUIy aflllc:t that uaa: 

E3. IJeIiplItedPoIJIIc llanrcea On or Nearl'rvJad SiIe . 
.. Is lbe projectsite, or lIllY partlon ofit, Iocallld iii s dcaigIiated agricullunl diatrIct certified put'BIl8Illlo ayes Ml'o 

Agric:a1tol8 aod Markets l.aw. Article 2S-AA, Section 303 aud 304? 
rryes, provide COlID1YpIuB diatrictnamelnumber: 

b. tue egricuIIunllands coosiatiDg ofbigbly productive soils present'l ayesYNo 
i. rfYos: acraige(a) on project sitll? 

1/. SDIIlllO(s} oflOill8lla&CI): 

c. Does lbeprojectaitecontain III orpsd at; oris il8llbstlullia\ly COIlIiguous to, alllgistered Natiollal aYaaYNo 
NIIbmII Laadmadc:'1 

IfYes: . 
i. NIlUia oftbo 08lII1'81landmmk: e BioJo&ic;al Comm1mIty a Qco\ogicall'ealme 
ii. Provide briefdescIiption oflaodmark, iDclwIiDg....1Jebmd desipIioo..111111 appmxImate size(exIeat 

d. Ia 1he project.1ooall:d in or does it8l\ioin a .-IiatedCJiIicaII!uv~ADIfI ayes'8lloTo 
IfYes: 

LCBA_ 
Ii. Basis lbr deIigaaIioa:
 
Ill. DeslguIing 8pIIcy lIIId date:
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m.	 Identify the predominant wndJife species lbat occupy or _duoproject silB: 
White Tal! Peer DEC map a!!ached 

.
 
n. Does tbe pmjcct Bite COJI1Bin a deaigJllled aigoificmt oatmaI COIIIIIllIIIity	 OYesllfNo 
IfYes: .. 

L Describe the babilatlcommuaity (COIIIpOSitiOn. timll\ioD, RDd basiaibrdellipatian): DEC JI!I!llll!lBdled 

iL Soun:e(a) ofdosmipIion or evaluation: 
HI. B1deDt ofCOllllllllllityIbabitat: -· CumDtIy: acres · PoIIowiDg compIeIion ofproject u)ll1lpORd: lICR8 · GIlinGl' loBa (iDdil:aIe +or -): IIGR8 -
o. Does project site coaIalD any speciesofplaot or lIIIiIIIIllbat is IiBtedby1he lidmIllJ'lIIllIIIIIIarNYS II OYllI'lftfo 
~or IIucaIoaed, or docs II COIIIIIiD 1lIIY _Idoallfiod IIbabilatibr m~ or tIm:aIJlIIed 1IpllCies'l 

[IfYClI: 
f. SpecIes 8Ild IistiDg (eIll1aogered or 1bRaloDed): DEC map aIlached 

l/. NIIIJn of_of.by duo species (e.g.. zeaideDt, MIIilaII, tnaIiIIIt):j 

p. Does duo project sile conlBin IIDY species ofplant or 8Dimal tbat is IiBted by NYS IIlin, or .. a speciea of OVeslllNo 
special COD<:em? 

[IfYes:' 
i. Species 8Ild1istiDs: DEC map attached 
U. Na1IJnlof_of Bileby the speo!cs (e.g., Iesitlent, seasouaI, ~: 

1 

q.1s thepmject. or odjoilliDg uea curroatIy usod torhuoIing, 1rappiDg, IIsbIIIg or u.on fisbIDg? o Yes'V!'lo 
Ifyes. give a brilII' deBllliplion ofhow thepropoaod action may IfIilct lbatUBlI: 

1:.3. IIeUp8Ied PalJIlc Res..... 011 or NearPntjed SIIe I 
L Is the pmjoct siIe, QI' rmy portIoa of it, IoCBll:d iii BcIeQiaIed &gricuIImII dimict ClediIied pIIIBIIlIIt to oYesl'No 

AsricoJ1m1o sad MarkellI taw, Articl. 2S-AA, Section 303 BIId 3047 
IfYes, pIOYid. 00lJIII:y pIus dislrictname1Dumber: 

b. Ar.e qticu1Iunl1BDdB CWBiatiDg ofbigbly productive soils prllBcnt'I Oy..'YNo 
L flYes: lIClllige(a) on projeotaite? 
iL Souree(s) ofsoD nliDg(s): 

Co Does the project site cootain Bll or psI! o( or is itSII1IItaDIiB!lY COlIIiguous Ill, a IegisteredNsIioDal oYos'YNo 
NIIImoI Landmark? 

IfYes: . 
L N_ofthe DlI1m81 hmdDwIc o Biological Commw>Ily o GcoIogicalFellan 
ii. ProvidebrilII'descriplioIl of1andmark, iDcIwIiDg whlllIIbehiml desipstion IIIlI. 8JIIIIlIlllmaIe sizc(eIIl:III: 

d. Is 1he project. looated in or does it lKtioin·a state IisIed CriIIca1l!llv1roamll1D1 A-:I o\'esMlo 
IfYes: 

LCBAIIIIIIIc; 
iL Bssis fur desigasIion: 
Iii. DesigDsIing &geJIey aud dale: 
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-
J>, Does the JIl'l!icclsileCOIllaiD, or is it 9lIbslmdlaIIy eoaIipaus to, a baiItliD&. .............' ..01' dislIil:\ YYeaDNe>
 

which Is liBIIld 00, ~ has bceo DOIIIioalIld by tile NYS BonofHlslmi<>l'reoerwtIoD fDrinclusion OD, the 
SIBle orNalioaal Rqpdor ofHistoril: PIIu:es'I 

IfYa;: 
i. NBbnof~RSQIIIllIl: D~ Silo ,(HiaIorioBuiIdlDll orDidrict 
iiN_ casaeRlx:k 

IJJ. BriIlfcloscriplloa ofalllibulra..wbillh1istiDgis bued: WoodBome Lodge Is Ioc8ted on pnlP8Itylhat was pjrI oI'the 
0Iiglna! C8BlIe RDc:k esIatB 

t: IslileJlltlieot..or...,.portign of it, IllCIIIIld inorllllilanllDanmaclesipBl2d ISseasilI'Ie!llr DYes oNe>
 
1I'dwdoaica) siIl!son theNY SIafa Blatoric~ 0fIiI:e (SBPQ) 1r1l~ De iJIwnlDry'I
 

g. Haw>IIIdIIioDaIan:hMoloPa1 orh/aImlc sIle(s) or _ belli k!eatified on lbe project siIIl'1 OYesoNo
 
IfYes:
 

I. Describe pll8lIible I1lIIIUI'Ce(s): more infonnatlon to foUow for items f. &9
 
Ii. BIIsiB Ibr 1dentificIIion:
 

h. [Would] lIlbep1lja:t site [be ~e llutn) wllhln live mjIes of/IIIY olBclally designaled aod publicly accessible federal, 8lSttI, or 
Iooo1ICll11ic or8Mlbelic resollll:ll? es 0 No . 
JfYIIII: 

~ kIeaIify RSOUIllll: Hntfsm HIghlands S1aIe park, RIa 90 ant! the Hutfsm RIVer 
Ii. NaIunl of; orbasis Iilr, desipIlion (e.g., established hlahwa,y overlook, _ or local pork, stIk: blslmic trail or scenic bywa,y, 

eIC.): StaIB Par!I, scenic Road (9QI Amer1can Herl!aqe R!yer 
iii. DisImu:eba- pnljeot IIIId """,un:e: 0 3 milCll. -i. Is tile prtJ,jeot lilelOCllled widlin adesigaatcd river COlrldor lIIlder 1be Wild, Scenic sad:a-tioDal IUvers ~esDNo 

1'ragJ8m 6 NYCRR.lI66'I
 
JfYes:
 Hud8cnRMlr1.ldeatII)'lbeD1IIIIe ofdle ri_1IIId its desipaliOll: 
ii. k1be ICliYItyCOllliBllmtwllb devolopmeqt RSlric:ti0ll!l COIIIalned ia 6NYCRR.P8rt666'1 ~esONo 

P. AdoIitiIma1 "Idlnmdaa
 
AIIach III\Y oddiIimud iDtilrmatioo which may be naeded 10 clarifi' your project.
 

Jfyou haw ideoIilied lIllY adVlllllC impacts which could be sasociated with your proposal. please dcacribe those impaclll plus Ill)'
 
_ which yon PRJIIOSC 10 avoid or miDimize lbcm.
 

Go VerilbCioo
 
I cedify lIIBtlbe ia1lmnaIionpmYiaod is_101hcbeat ofmylmowled&e.
 

AppUaatJSpoasor Name 201 Old Stone Road. LLC [)aq May 1,2014 

~n±5~ 
D. Ben Benoit 

Page 13 of 13 
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d. The propoaed aelioD may include or requite WlI8tewIlIllr di&chaJgId III gmumtwa.... 

h: OlberiDlpaclB: _ 

Moderate 
tD .... 

lmpaet 1118)' 

occur 

• 0 

• 0 

• c 

• c 

• 0 

• 0 

• 0 I 
I 

c 0 

e. The prllpll8ed lIl:tion may rasult in the c:oaslruclion ofwater supply WIl1Is in b:aiiODS 
wbllre groundwaIer is, or is llUSpCCled III be, CllIIlIDIiIIaled. 

g. 1.'he pIIlpOIICCI8CliOl1I11117 iD\lolve tbD CIIIIlDIIIIciaI.applicalion ofpeslicicles wilhla 100 
feet ofpolBblo cIriukmg water OJ' ilrigalion IllJOI'lleS. 

f. The pnl(IDIlld lIClion may teqIIire the balk BIDlBge ofpelm\emn or cbIlmical JlIllduc!s 
over wala' or III • 

e. The proplllOd 8Clioa may allow or result in ~_ in IIl8III wiIbcluI:wllllnlld 
sewer aervilles. 

b. War IIIppIydmmDd.liom the popOlll!.hlllioo DEy .llll:aechlllilllld IIII81lIlDabIe 
'lritbdIawIl ClIpIOity rile oftbc local supply 01' aquifDr. 
CimSomee: 

a. Tbe proposed 8lllinn may reqaiR __WIIllr lIIIpp1y wells, or-*'addilloDal demImd Ole 
on • trom .. WIler we1I&. 

(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p,.D.2.q. D.2.t) 
b"".,..li..",'1'i",es", - • If8 a-h. "No" 1II01Ill CJrIIo Sectfon.s. 

4. Impaet OB IJ1IDDdwater 
The proposed action lUy result in new or additionalUBB ofgroaod WIItcr, or DNO 
may haw 1he po1llnlial to inlroduce CllIItaminal1tB to gmoad water or an aqulfm. 

Ole 

Dla, D2c 

Old, B11 

me. HI f, 
I!lg, Blh 

D1p, B1\ 

l!2b, D2q, 
B11, D2c 

s. Impact on FIoodIDg 
The proposed. BCtion may rilsult in development on lands subject to flooding. • NO 
(See Pint 1. B.2) 

~..,.li~HYes" '.;;;;-:!:;:;:::,=:=.,~~;;;::: 

d The JIl'OPlI8Cd IIlltiml may nlIIUIt in, OJ' teqUiae,·1IIDdificmon ofemting dtaiDBF .D2b, me 
pallemS. 

e. The proposed action may change flood WBIIlI'f1DWB tbat contri\IuIB to flaodiDg. D2b, B1i,
m' 1m 

f. If tbme Is I dam Iocaled on lhe site oftbD propoied IIlltiDll, is the dam in need ofn:pair Ble 
or 

DYES 

c 

0 

0 

0 

[] 

[] 

Page 3 of 10 

:Mederaa 
tDlarge 

IBIpIdmsy--0 

0 

0 

0 

c 

c 
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Ig. Other impacts: .	 o o 

DYES 

Madt:nd& 
IIlar1ebDpIl:t-, 
GCCIII' 

L If the propoacd aetiIm n:quireatildmal or &blte air IlJIIiaiDnplllDlita, tIIll adicm DIlly 
BIso emit 0118 or _ greeahouae gasca at or above the tbIIowiII& levels: ' 

0 .0i. MIlle Ibm 1000 toasIyeu ofIllIIboa dioldde (<XlV	 D2g 
0 0ii. Mon: than 3.5 lIluB/yllarofuitmus mrlde (N.o)	 D2R 

. D2g 0 0Iii. Mon: than 1000 IoD8fyear ofcarboo equivalent ofperJluoroClllbollll (PFCa) 
0 Div. More than .045 loIIBIyearofsulfurheJWluorido(SP&)	 D2g 
0 D v.	 More Ibm 1000 IoD8fyear ofC8Jbon dioxide cquiwkmtof D2g
 

hydrocblorof1om (BFCs) emissioDs
 
0 Dvi. 43 IDIIIlIyear or llIlIIe ofJDdbane	 D2h 

D 0 

bazaIiIou& air po1lutlmt, or 2S IDnsIyear or more of l1li)' combinatiOll of8lICh bsmdous 
air o1lntants. • 

b. The proposed action may generate 10 toosIyear or more of1lIIY Oll\l deaignaIed Mg 

0. The proposed action mayrequinl a lIIIlte air mgiBIrIIioa, or may prodIIl:e m emissioiIs 0 D 
_ oftolal oOmamiDlmIB tbat may cm:eed 5llis. perhour, ormay.iDcIudB a heat 
aoun:e of • more than 10 I!IillionBTU's hour; 

0 D 
above, ' 

D2gd. The proposed aCtion may n:ad1 SO% ohoy ofthe tbresbolds in "a" tInOIgb "c". 

0 D 

ton ofretbsc hour. 
f.Olherimpaets: _ 

e. ThD JlIIIlIII8ed acllon may result in the c:omllllstiOll or tbllIInaIlnlatmeDl oflllille Ibm 1 D2s 

D D 

7. 
II NO DYES 

a. ThD proposed aetionmay ClI1IlIe reduction in papulalion or IOs& ofiIldiviWaIs ofl1li)' 
tIueateMd or em!aDgeRd.species, as ~by New ymlt 8laIe orllle Federal.
 

!bat Ull81h1lsa, or lire fuund 0 IMII', or...1hIl aile.
 

b. The proposed actioII may result ina redactiOll or degradati!!!l ofl1li)' IuIbilBt lIIed by 
any IlIIe, t1mlaIencd or cadaogered spades, as Iisled by New YmitSbde or the fcdmI 
goveJ1IIIIllIll 

c. The proposed actiODmay ClI1IlIe reduction in population, C)r loii1i ofindividuals, of1lIIY 
species ofspecial ClOIIllllm or collllllrVlltioD need, as Iiated by New YmltSlate or IhIl 
Fedmal that use the· or are fuulllhlll, over or1Il1llt'lbe Bile. 

d. Theproposcd action may result In a reduction or degradation ofll1lY hsbilatU8ed by 
any species ofspecia1l1011l:CDl and I:OIIservtItioD DIed, as Iiated by New YmIt S1IIIe or 
thB Pedt:ml VCIIlII1llIIl 

Page4oflO 

H2o 

ll20 

E2p 

B2p 

o 

a 

D. 

[J 

o 

. D 

o 

a 
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-­

8. 
II NO DYES 

L Tbapropoaed.aetionmay implI:t SDil cla88ifiad wiIbin soil group I throush4ofthe B2c, B3b 
NYS Land Classification . 

b. Thepropoaed8Cl:ilm may~. crosaorothmwieo IimiIICCelS III agril:aItmalllmd Ela, BIb 
(iDcIudes fields • oreban:l, etc). 

c. The pmposed action may tesaIt in the excavation or compactioo oflbe BOil profile of B3b 
active agrieu1tma1laDd. 

ONO II YES 

o 

o 

ll.tIevlllt 
Part I 
~I) 

PageSoflO 

go Tba jaoposcd pmject is lIIItCOIISislmt with the adoplBd IIIimil:ipalFamdaad 
Protection PIaa. 

,. 

e. 'Ibapmpoaed action may disluptor pment iDstallation of an agricultural land m a, BIb 
syBIeID. 

d 'Ibapmposed action' may imlYeraibly convert agricullllIlll hillel to non-agricu1tural ;Bib, IDa 
. uses, eiIher more than 2.S IIaIe8 iflocab:d in ao AgricullUla1 DislIict, or IIlOnl than 10 

acres ifDOl within an Agricultural District. 

Page 23 of36 

e. Tb~ propoSed IICtiDII may diminish the capacity ofa Illgistered Naliooal Natural 
Landmark to IIIIP1lIlrt lba biological community it WBS establisbed to DJDlecl 

IDe 0 D 

D 

-12. .... 

t: The proposed IICtioo may IllS1I1t inthe ICIIIDV81 of; or ground disturbance in, any . 
porIiml ofa desigIlaIed sigDificant natural COI1IIIIIJIlity. 
Smm:e: 

E20 0 

g. Tba propllled IICtion may IlIbstantially inlerfere with ~bagiDg, or 
0VllMViateriDg babiIat !bribe predominuIt species IhatDCCUpy or·_-I1Ie-project_­ B2m....•__.. -_._-­ 0 

b. Tba prapo&ed IICtion requha tho canvcraioo of Il1Dl'e Iban 10 _ oftinst, 
pilaad or BDy other rogiooIIly or locaI1y impmlant babiIat. 

BIb D D 

D 

llIIbiIat type&: infDrmation BDlIICe: . 

i. Proposal as:tion (COIIIIDllIcial, iudustrial or rccnaliooal projects, DDly) itmJlwa _ of 
hIlrbicidea or pestiIlides. 

D2q 0 

j. 0tblIr \mpal:Is: 0 D 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

c 

D 

o 

II 

o 

o 

o 

o 
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a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated redlll8~ state, or local B3b • 0 
scenic or aeslbetic resouroe. 

b. The JIIOIIOIIed action may result in the obslructian, elimioation or significant B3b,C2b • 0 
s~ofone or IIlDI1l oflio!!dlY deaipated scenic viewa. 

c. The proposed action IIIlI)' be visible from poblir.ly aa:cssible vantage poiols: B3h 
i. ~(e.g~ IICI'eeIIed by 8DIOI1IllI' fuliage, bot visible dming odIlIl'seasona) 0 • ._. ii. Year.round­ . _. ._-"­ ." --" ­ -. ···0----· ...• . ­ ~-

d. The siIualion or activity in which viewers are eogaaed while '9i1lWiPg the JlI1IIllISCd B3h 
action is: Il2q,
i. Rantine lnmll by resideDII, incImIiDg lnIYeI to and from work 

Bic 
0 •itRecreatiOllll1 or IuDriam baal:d aetivlmB 0 • 

e. The JlIO\lOIed action may _ a cIiminislmIlml of the public flI\ioymIat lIIId l!3h • 0 
~ of Il1o desigtlatl:d aesthetic 1llIOUII:e. 

£ 'l'h.ere am &imilar projecta visible w1tbln the tb1Iowiogdistallce ofthe \lIOP01ed 018,BI8, • ·0 
project: Olf,Olg 

o-Irl mi1e 
~-3 mile 
3-5 mile 
5+ mile 

g. Other impacts: 0 0 

DNO III YES 
10. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

MaMnte 
tlllarKe 

impact may 
0CC1II' 

o 

o 

o 

o 

Page6oflO 

II 

• 
o 

o 

Page 24 of36 

a. The proposed'sclion may ocCllrwhcny or partiaIlywitbiu, or substantially contiguous 
lo.llIIY buUdiDss, archaeological silo or district whidl is listed on or has been 
nominatedby the NYS Board ofHistoricPreservatioII for inc1llaioo 001be Slate or 
National Register ofHistoric P\acea. 

b. The proposed actiOn 1JIII)'0CClll'whcny or partiallywitbin, ol'lub8lBDtill1y contipIowi 
10, BD 8I'llII deaigmdIld 88 seuailive for an:haeologicshites on the NY Slate Hialaric 
Preservatioo Office ~ III'Cbuo silo • 

c. The pIOpoSed IIIltion may _wholly or partially witbin, or aub8bmtially COIIIipoua 
to, III udI8I:ologil:alsiIB uot im:Iuded 011Il1o NY SBPO Dmmtory.
8oIIRe:	 ~ _~ 

d. Otherimpacl5:__~	 _ 

e. IfBDy oftbe above (a-d) are IIIIBWC!ed "Yes", COIltiDue wilh the lbIlowiDg qaesIiana 
to help 81lJlPOrt cooc1mli0D8 inPart 3: 

i.	 lbepropoaed IIlllion may result in the destruction or a\leratioo fIfaU or part 
of1be site or property. 

ii. The proposed IICIion may result in the a1tmtion of the JlIIIIlCdy's settiDa or 

me 

~f 

Pag 

me,B3g, 
mr 
B3o,B3f, 
milo EIa, 
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integrity. 

iii. The proposed ection may taII1t in the inIrodudion ·ofvisual elemcD18 which 
an: out ofclIIIIaoIllr with Ihe site or DIDDertv, or may BIter ilB setIiJIg. 

Elb 
E3e, E3f, 
E3g,E3h, 
C2,C3 

• 0 

11.	 Impact Oil Opm SpIIeeIllll Reeruti8II
 
The proposed action may result in B loas ofreereational opportIIIIitics or B DYES
 
mductillll ofan opIlII.space R8OIII"CC as designated in any adopted.
 
IllDIlicipal open space pIBn.
 
(See Part I. C.2.c, E.-I.e.. B.2.q.)
 
1J "fa" ll1ISWtlY 

o o 
servk.as", provided by 1ll1111deYe1oped-. iDcludiBg blItnot limitllcllo slom1walr:r 
storage, II1IIrient c:ycliDg, wildWil habiIBt. 

a. The proposed action may R8uII in III iuIpBirJMot oflllltDral fimctioDs, or"ecosyabm 

C2a,Elc, o o 
C2c 

b. The JlIOPosed actioD may RSU1t in the loss of a c:ummt or future nlcreelioaal R8OlII1:C. 

oC2a,C2c o 
with few 81JCh ICllOIIICe6•. 

c. The pIlIpORd action may e1iminalI: open space or recrestionB1lllSl1U1llll in an area 
Blc,B2q 

oC2c,Elc '0 

e. Oliulrimpacls:	 _ o o 

D2e,Blb 
B2b, 
I!2m, ll2o, 
B2 

a. Tho PllIPosed (IClion may R8uII in a reduotion hi.thequanlity oftbD lC8CIIIlI:e or 
cbmClwlinbich_ tbe baIis lbr • . oftbr: CBA. . 

Be1eYImt No, or Modente 
Part. ImB1I ·tolafllll 

. Quesdoa(s) Impad bBp&et-y 

I!3d 0 0 

b. '!'he plIJpOIed action may IIlIIIIltina1\llIu,cIkm in tbe quaIily oftbe _ or B3d c 0 
cbaracIllrisIic wbicb _lbII buill for . . oftbr: CHA, 

c.OlberimpllCl8: -'-	 _ 0 0 

13.	 ImpKt..1'ruIpIIrtlltiell 
The pmposed action may l'llSU1t in B cbaDge lD amting tra1IBporllItio systems. ONO 
(Sec Part 1. D.2.j) 
lJ"Yu"tm.Jwer 

oa. 

. Page 7 o£1O 

Page 25 of36 



EAF PART 2 PAGE 8
 

b. The proposed action may result in the consbUclion ofpaved perking IlR& for 500 or 
more vehicles. 

D2j • 0 

Co The JlIOIlOSed action win degrade existing lraDsil access. D2j • 0 

d. The proposed action will degmde exisliog pedestrian or bioye~ _dationa. D2j • 0 

e. The proposed action may alter the preaent pattern oflllllVlDlellt ofpeople or goocIa. D2j • 0 

f. OiIIcir iDijJactB: Identify 'Aileguacy of acceSs roili:fdurlng ci:iriStrui:tiiin' 
~ " ~ 

0 • 

o 

o 

DYES 

o 
" 0 

lIaImmt 
" hriI 

Qllalkm(a) 

Dlf, 
Dlq,D2k 

D2k 

b. The JII'OIlOIed action \liIl require the cmllion or -.ionof8D ClUllIY lI'8IISIIIission 
or supply syatCIII to aerve more than SO single or two-fiuDi1y residem:cs or to sme a 
commercial or iodustrial use. 

14. Impact on Enerv " 
" The proposed action may CBIISe" an increase in tIu: 1IIe atany fbmJ. oflllUlrgy. 

(See Part l. D.2.k) 
L "Yes" OMWeI' 

c. The proposed actiOl1~may utilize IIlOJe tban 2,500 MWhIS per 'Jf!lIJT: ofeIectricIly•. o o 

d The propcsed Betim may involve bealiug and/or coo1iDg of_than 100,000 aqaare 
feet ofbui' area wllml Ietlld. 

Dig o o 

B.Olberlmpecls:-c-....,-~~ _ 

li "Yes", answer 
ReleYut No, or Moderate....PIIrtI toluce.,1IdQaestiou(.) ........,
_ lICCOI' 

oD2m -o 

D2m,Bld 0 0 

liceased cue c:eater, or 1111mB. 
b. The proposed aetion may reault in bl8BliDg witbla 1,500 teet ofllll)' RSidcoce. 

c. The proposed aetion may iesult in IUUIIoe odors fiIr JlIIII8IbmllIIIl_per day. D20 ~ 0 0 

0 0d. The proposedactioDmay RSB1t in light sbIDing OIdOadjoiDiDa ~ D2n 

0e. The proposed aetionmay resu1t in Iigbting creatiDg aky-glow lnigbCm dum exialiDg D2n,Ela 0 
&rea colldilions. 

II 0f. Otber impacls: 

15. Impact un Noise, Odor,_ LIgIIt 
The proposed lIIltion may result in an increase in noise, om. or ol1ldoor ligbling. II NO DYES 
(See Part 1. D.2=,I1., and 0.) 

16. Impa~Haman Health 
The proposed action may have an impact on hm:oan health from expoaute [JYBS 

Page 8 oflO 

1 
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to new or existing soun:es ofcontaminants. (See Part l.D.2.q., B.t d. r. g. and h.) 
[f"Yes", CIII8WflrQUeslions a - m. [f"No", 'loto Section 17. 

"",;,/_,j.(.:'.-,:' 't_,'. :•.•....•.....• '"~' .•.,:. 
Rele11anl 
Part I 

'.. QneRlOll(s) 
}:;: .""0 . c:.;.', )).".;;£" ." .' - ..­

No,or 
nnd 

ImpIl:t ---
MtHlente 

10 1u'ge 
Imp_may 

oec:ur 

e. The pIlIpOlIed action is IoCllled within 1500 fcctofa school, hospilal.licensed day 
cera c -­ DDl8ina home.orllltiI1lmeat" " - -­ .-

Bld 0 0 

b. 1bD. oftbB pro~ action is cmrently lJIIdergoiDg ftImeliation. BllloBlh 0 [] 

Co '1'hm'c is a ~Q~lIICY spillremedilltkm, ora CODIpIelrxl CIIViroDmeDlBl site 
mJediaIion on, or •acent to, the site oflbe IIRIIioaed BCtiDn. 

d.:=~ the IICtion is subject to an inRtihltkmal -llimlllua tbB_ oribe 
ll.g.. ll88llIIIllIltor cJeed restriction). 

Blg.Blh 

Blg.Blh 

[] 

0 

[] 

[] 

e. 1bD proposed aetiIm DEY affeet imItitutiaoal COIllIo1_tUtW<ll!'put in pIaca 
to _ tbat tbB. teIIIlIiDa nmbldive ofthe en.hmmeptlllldhammhea1Ih. 

Blg.Blh [] [] 

f. The proposed Illlion hal adaquata 1XlIIIIOl_inpIIlle to _lbat iiIIUJe 
glIICIlItiIm, lreIImeDt IIIIdIor disposal ofbazatdous WIlllIIl will be prolDCtive of the 
cmhmnent BDd IDmum bea1tb. 

O2t [] [] 

g. 1bD proposad III:tinn involves construction or IlKldification ofa solid \1I8tI: 
IIIIIIIBgeIIIll tici1itv. . 

b. The proposed action may result in the 1IIIeIIrtbing ofsolid or hazardous _le. 
D2q,Elf 

D2q,Elf 

0 

0 

1:1 

0 

i. The propo8lld action may JeSUIt in an iDcrease in thlll8lB ofdisposll1, or processiDg, of 
solidWIBle. 

D2r.D2a 0 0 

j. The proposedaclion IIlIlY JeSUIt in _VIIIiOn or olberdistnr'omcc wiIIJln 2000 feet of 
a aim.m for the dimoBal ofsolid orbazardous WlISIll. 

BltBlg 
Blh 

0 0 

k. The pI'oposed action may result in the mipation ofaplosive pees fIuIi a IandfiU 
site to.diaeeut offsite structmes. 

Blf,BIg 0 0 

1 The JlfllIIosed action IIlIlY result in the ra1llase ofcolllamiJalled1eaobatll from the 
project site. 

D2s,Blf, 
D2r 

0 0 

m. Oilier impac1S: 

a. 1bD proposed action's landWillCOJllPOlllllD may be difIill1IJt fnlm, orin 8barp
COIIIIutIo, e:umnt • IaD4 _ a). 

b. Thepropo8lld actioo will CIQIIIll the peml8ll8lltpopnlation.ofthec1ty,1IJWUorvillllge 
in wbichthe •ect is locattJd to· dIlDll than s,*,. 

d. 1bproposed action is illl'Ollsisleot with 8I1Y Conaty p1lml, or other IelPmW 1m! use 
laos. 

Page90flO 

C2,Cl,Dle 
BlI,Blb 
C2 

C2,C2,Cl 

C2,C2 

Cl.Dlc, 

DYES 

0 

0 

[] 

0 

[] 

c. The proposed. action is incoo&iIllmt with local land lIie pbmB or ZlIIIID8I'1g\l\atioDs. 

.........
 
to ..... 

181paet., 
oeear 

D 

0 

[] 

0 

0 
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supported by existing inftaslructure or is distult ftom existing iDfuIstrul:lute. Dld,Dlf, 
Dl.lBlb 

f. Tho proposed action is IDeated in an area cballlClerized by low density dml10pment 
\bat will require new or el<panded publio iDfiaBlruclme. 

C4,D2c,D2d 
D2j 

0 0 

g. The proposed action may induce secoDdary dcveIopmtmt impacIs (e.g~ naideIiiaIl)t 
commercial deve1opmeol not included in the proposed. action) 

C2a 0 0 

h. Olber. 0 .. .0 

CYES 

'M8dende 
1IIiu'p 

iIIIpII:t -y-0 

0 0 

0 P 

D CI 

D 0 

D CI 

D CI 

C2,CI 
Eta,Btb 
m ll2h 

C2,.CI 

C2,m 

C2,CI,Dlf 
Dlg.Uta 

C4 

E3e, E3f, E3g 

g.Otherimpocts: _ 

d. The JIlOPOBOd action may iDtartilrc with the lISe or enjoyment ofofIici8IIy m:ogoized
orllesigoamd ._. 

e. The proposed action is incoDSistllnt widt the predomiunt IIIllhitectumIICI1e and 
c:haIacIa'. . 

Co The proposed action may displace affunlablC or low-inCOllUl bDusiDg in 811 an:a where 
there is aBhottage ofBUCh housing. 

b. The proposed action may CRllto a demand for additiODBl community servicell (e.g. 
scboolB, police and fire) 

a. Tbe proposed action may replace or eliminale CKisting filcililiea, llInIClImlI, or lIIIlIIII 
ofhistoric ce to the . 

18. CllIIIistIlBey with C--mty Cbarader 
. The proposed project is incOllllistent with the existing C011IIDlIIIity cbarBcter. 

(See Part 1. C.2, CJ. Dol, E.3) 
Ii "Yes 

n 
~ti~·om~a~-::,6:..+~~ 
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supported by existing infrastructure OT is distant from existing BriiastruclUTe. D1d,Dlf. 
DlclElb 

f. The proposed actinn islocaled in an llIlla cbamcterized by low density deveIopmeDt 
Ibat will RqUiTe new orexpanded public infmatructme. 

OI,D2c,D2d 
D2j 

[] 

g. The proPllBed BClion may induce secoDdary deveIopmant impects (e.g..lll8ideIIti81 or 
coJlllllll/Cial dovelopmenl DOt included in Ibe proposed action) 

C2a [] 

h.Other: 
'" --- ­ 0 

[] 

[] 

,,0.. 

.y",-, mrswer /JS:;:ti:;:l1IIS;:;...=Q.,r-""-'<'--";~ 

a. The proposed BClion may replace OJ e1imillBlc eUtiDa fanililics, 8lnIclUma, OJ_ me, PJf,PJg [] 

efbisloric' to the community. 
[]01 0b. The proposed action may create a demand for additiOD8l CODIIl1IIIIity servic:es (e.g. 

schools, police and fire) 
'0C2,C3,D1fc. The proposed action mily displace aflbnlab1l; or low-income hoosiDa in an _ whenl 0 

there is a a ofsnch hlllllling. Dlg,Bla 

C2,B3 c 0 
or' Iic RlImm:eB. 

d. The proposed acliOll may intmfme with the II8e or enjoymmJl ofoftlcislly recogoized 

[] []e. The proposed action it ineonsistentwith the predominant IIlChibctmal acale llDd C2"C3 
cbaraGter. ' 

c 0 

Bla, Bib 
f. Proposed action is musistenlwith the chamcter of the llIisting1IBIund1mdscape•. C2.C3 

B2 B2h 
g.Otherimpacts: _ 0 [] 

18. CIlIIiIIeRcy with C..uity Character 
, The proposed project is iDconsislcnt with the existiDg COIIIIDlIIIiIy character. eYES
 

(See Part 1. C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3)
 

Medenle 
IDJarae 

IIIlpaet ..,.-
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supported by existing infiastructure or is distant fiom existing infrastructure. D~~Dlf, 
Dl BIb 

f. The proposed action is loeated in 8J\ area cbaraelcrized by low density devll10pment 
that will require IIIlVI or expanded public iDfrastructure. 

C4,D2c, D2d 
D2j 

0 

g. The proposed action may induce 1lCC0Dd1lIY devoIopment impeots (e.g., RBideIItiaI PI 
CllJIIIIIIlIcia development not included in the proposed action) 

C2a 0 

h. Other: ___ ._ .. o. 

0 

0 

... ..0 

18. COlllilteRey witk C-..ity CbIll'llCfer 
. 1heproposedproject is inc<msistent with the existing COIIlIDUIIity cbamcter. CYES 

(See Part 1. C.2, C.3, D.2, B-3) 
answer ~ti01l8 a -

MeMnle 
ttlu1le 

a, Tho proposed action may replace or eIiminatc cmatiDg liIciIitiaI, 8IrIIcImeB, or Inl8II 

of biatoric • to the COIIIIIlIUIity. 

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional COIIIIIIIDIity serviIles (e.g. 
schools, olice and fire) 

c. The proposed action miLy displace afl.brdabIC or low-int:amo housi»g in m area whn 
tharB is a Bhortago ofsuch housing. 

d. The propoaed action may intafllre with the use or enjoyment ofofliciaIly recognized 
or desigoated lie 1050_. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with tho predominant Ill'Chimctmal BCII18 and 
cbaIlIcter. . 

f. Proposed action is incoDsiBtent with lite cIuuacter of the llId&tiDg DIIuJa1Iandscape. 

g. Other impacts: _ 

B3e,Blf,Blg 

C4 

C2,C3,Dlf 
Dlg,Bla 
C2,Kl . 

C2,C3 

C2,C3 
Bla, BIb 
B2 B2h 

illlpHtmay-0 

0 0 

0 p 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

lJ 0 

I 1 
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In addition to the 8 vantage points, the surveyors revisited the North Redoubt and were able to 
obtain photographs of the building site. A sampling of the new photographs are attached to this 
report. 

Evaluation 

Each of the photo sets were evaluated. As a result, and as the attached photosets clearly indicate, 
we concluded that the most visible publicly accessible location from which the building site could 
be viewed is the mid-point ofNelson Lane (See Photo Set 6 and Profile 1). At each of the other 
points the existing house, even with the exposed white sheet showing, is less visible, either 
because ofthe distance involved or the existing screening or both. So we will leave the other sites 
out of this discussion. 

Profile 1 clearly shows that an unobstructed line ofsite in a "bare earth" condition exists between 
Nelson Lane and the building site. Photo set 6 includes a 35 mm view with the sheet exposed 
toward the vantage point, but the sheet is barely visible. However, when the optical zoom is set 
to 420mrn, the sheet is clearly visible. In the following photo, the sheet has been removed using 
earth tones and the building all but disappears. In the other photographs, the pattern is either 
repeated or the sheet is hardly visible due to the distance and natural screening. 

Nelson Lane continues to present the most visible view and it is obvious that the straight lines 
interjected into the view by the ridgelines of the roof are in contrast to the natural shapes 
presented by the tree canopy and the ground. However, the distant views, which is closest to the 
view actually observed, continue to show very little of the buildings that presently exist. 

The "leaf-off' view from North Redoubt continues to be obscured by trees and other vegetation 
on the North Redoubt property. 

U:\75-169B\WO_21504\EAF\CB06NV14BS_ViewShed.docx 
Page 4 of4 



When the maps were complete, surveyors knowledgeable of the area reviewed the maps ann 
identified places where open views of the site might be obtained. The applicant's sole member 
Christopher Buck and the applicant's architect Tim Mohr, who had both surveyed the area in 
search of views, were also consulted. The study and consultation resulted in 8 sites that might 
contain direct views of the building site. 

Surveyors were then sent into the field to find the selected points, refine them and photograph 
the building site from them. The field surveyors were instructed to maximize the view of the 
building site and then photograph it. Two (2) photos were to be taken. Both were to be taken 
with a large white sheet displayed toward the camera position. One (1) was to be taken with the 
camera stop a 35mm and the other with the stop at 420mm. 

The surveyors visited each ofthe sites and visually assessed whether the building site was visible. 
Once it was determined the building site could be seen from the vantage point, the position 
(latitude and longitude) was determined and photographed. Photographs were then taken at 8 
sites as follows. 

VantagelPhoto Point Location 
..­

Expected Viewers 
1 Route 9D near Lisburne Lane Mostly Motorists 
2 Route 9D near Normandy Grange Mostly Motorists 
3 Route 9D near Grassi Lane Mostly Motorists 
4 Route 9d near Spruce Lane Mostly Motorists 
5 East end ofNelson Lane Motorists and Local Residents 
6 Mid-point ofNelson Lane Motorists and Local Residents 
7 Winter Hill east ofNazareth Lane Recreational Visitors 
8 South End ofAvery Road Motorists, Occasional Pedestrians 

Profiles were developed using the GIS and Clearinghouse data. These profiles were drawn 
between the building site and publicly accessible locations where views were thought to be 
important. Each end point was visited and assessed. Those listed above were photographed. 
Others did not have a "leaf-on" view of the site and were not. The following table lists the 
profiles. 

Profile EndPoint Visible ("leaf-on") Photo 
1 Nelson Lane Yes 6 
2 Winter Hill Yes 7 
3 North Redoubt No No 
4 Appalachian Trail No No 
5 Hudson Highlands Park (Osborn Preserve) No No 
6 Hudson Highlands Park (Osborn Preserve) No No 
7 Hudson River, Lisburne Lane Yes 1 
8 St. Philips Church No No 

The vantage points were revisited in early November and re-photographed. As might be 
expected, the visibility increased. However, the backdrop of trees continues to camouflage the 
existing buildings. 

U:\75-169B\WO~1504\EAF\CB06NVI4BS_ViewShed.docx 
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Introduction 

The Philipstown Planning Board has received an application from 201 Old Stone Road, LLC for 
approval of a site plan to partially remove an existing structure and related outbuildings, and 
construct an addition to the remaining portion ofthe existing residential structure that will result 
in a single building with a footprint area of approximately 7,500 square feet. The proposed 
building is located within a Protected Ridgeline that is identified and regulated under Section 
175-36 of the Philipstown Zoning Law. 

The property located at 201 Old Stone Road, in Garrison, an area within the Town ofPhilipstown. 
The property is designated as Lot 29 of Block 1 on Sheet 71 (71.-1-29) on the Putnam COlIDty 
Tax Map for the Town of Philipstown. 

This Visual Analysis was prepared to assist the Philipstown Planning Board in assessing any 
visual impacts that might occur to those publicly accessible places within the Town of 
Philipstown that are within 2 miles of the building site. 

Summary of Findings 

There are few publicly accessible places within the Town of Philipstown that can view the 
proposed house. Of those identified all are relatively distant views. Some of the vantage points 
studied are along highways where pedestrian traffic is minimal and most passersby are traveling 
in vehicles moving at speeds between 25 and 40 miles per hour. All of those sites that actually 
have a view are seasonally screened by existing trees. The distances between the proposed house 
and the several vantage points identified, the existing screening, and the design elements 
discussed in the Full EAF have led to the conclusion that any impacts associated with the 
approval ofthe 201 Old Stone Road, LLC Site Plan have been mitigated to the greatest practical 
extents. lIDs analysis supports that conclusion. 

Methodology 

Global Mapper, a Geographic Information System (GIS) program was utilized to identify the 
area and develop a series of maps that show the "Bare Earth" view shed and the view shed with 
an assumed tree cover of 40 feet that exist for the project site. The study area was limited to a 
radius of2 miles from the proposed building site. Topographic information compatible with the 
GIS was obtained from the NYS GIS Clearinghouse (Clearinghouse) and used to develop the 
view sheds which are shown on the view shed maps attached to this report. 

In similar fashion information concerning publicly accessible land was obtained from the 
Clearinghouse. Other maps attached to this report showing the publicly accessible land were 
prepared. 

The mapping was then combined to show those areas within 2 miles of the site that were both 
publicly accessible and within the view shed. These maps show both the "bare earth" and 40 foot 
tree cover conditions. 

U:\7S-169B\WO_21S04\EAF\CB06NV14BS_ViewShed.docx 
Page2of4 
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ONIC 
LEGEND FOR SOIL DESCRIPTION 

COARSE GRAINED SOIL: (Coarser than No. 200 sieve)
 

DESCRIPTIVE TERM & GRAIN SIZE
 

RBI SAND GRAVEL 
coarse - c No. 4 Sieve to No. 10 Sieve 3" to 314" 
medium-m No. 10 Sieve to No. 40 Sieve 
fine - f No. 40 Sieve to No. 200 Sieve 314" to 3/16" 

COBBLES 3" to 10" BOULDERS 10" + 

GRADATION DESIGNATIONS PROPORTIONS OF COMPONENT 
fine, f Less than 10% coarse to medium 
medium to fine, m-f Less than 10% coarse 
medium, m Less than 10% coarse and fine 
coarse to medium, c-m less than 10% fine 
coarse, c Less than 10% medium and fine 
coarse to fine, e-f All greater than 10% 

ANE GRAINED SOIL: . (Finer than No. 200 Sieve) 

DESCRIPTION PLASTICITY INDEX PLASTICITY 
Silt 0-1 .none 
Clayey Silt 2 - 5 slight 
Silt &Clay 6 - 10 low 
Clay & Silt 11 - 20 medium 
Silty Clay 21 - 40 high 
Clay greater than 40 very high 

PROPORTION: 

DESCRIPTIVE TERM PERCENT OF SAMPLE WEIGHT 
trace 1 - 10 
little 10 - 20 
some 20-35 
and 35 - 50 

The Drimarv comoonent is fullv caDitalized 
COLOR: 

Blue - blue Gy - gray Wh - white 
B1k - black Or - orange VI - yellow 
Bwn - brown Rd - red Lgt - light 
Gn - green Tn - tan Ok - dark 

SAMPLE NOTATION: 
S - Split Spoon Soil Sample WOC - Weight of Casing 
U - Undisturbed Tube Sample WOR - Weight of Rods 
C - Core Sample WOH - Weight of Hammer 
B - Bulk Soil Sample PPR - Compressive Strength based on 
NR - No Recovery of Sample Pocket Pentrometer 

TV - Shear Strength (tsf) based on Torvane 

ADDmONAL CLASSIFICATIONS: 

New York City Building Code soil classifications are given in parentheses at the end of each description 
of material. if applicable. See Sections 1804.2 of the 2008 Building Code for further d~tails. 
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PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. P-5 
PROJECT:TECTONIC ENGINEERING & SURlIE'IING 201 Old Stone Road

CONSULTANTS P.e. 
LOCATION: Ganison,NY r SHEET No.1 of 1 

CUENT: 201 Old Stone Road, LLC 

CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. 
o 0:: z W 
:::l ~ 

~ ~ 

DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: 

DRJLl.ER: 

Chris Ferri 

John Wyant 
METI-tOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. DEPTH C) 

SURFACE B.EVATION: 658.0 
POWERAUGER: 37nr 0 TO 2.5' MON.WB..L DYES IX! NO DATUM: SeeRenwb 
ROT. DRILL: TO SCREEN DEPTH: - TO - DATE START: 7129114 
CASING: TO WEATHER: Clear TEMP: 70' F DATE RNISH: 712!t114 
DIAMOND CORE: 

ATV Mounted DriI Rig with Safety Hammer 

TO DEPTH TO ROC<: 2.5' 

*CHANGES IN STRATA ARE INFERRED 

UNCONFINED COMPRESS. STRENGTH e (TONSIFT) 

1 2 3 4 5 ~ 
~ 
:I: 
l-
Q.
W 
0 

~ z 
~ 
I!: 
0 
Z 

Zw 
~~~ 
~<~ 
I-lii~W wmZw­
~I!: 

wI!: 

it ~ 
::l!::::E
<::::J 
U)z 

SAMPLES 

RECOV. 
:I: 
l;~ c~ 
ZZ aae 
W=::' ct:­
..... 

W 
I!:::::JI­
U) 

5 
::l!: 

iii 
oU)

!!!::5
!!:o z .....
::::J5 

U) 

DESCRIPTION 
OF 

MATERIAL 

~ 
9 
0 
:I: 
~ 
:J 

PlASTIC WATER lJQUlD
UMIT% CONTENT % LIMIT'"

>E---­ ........ -----.o. 
10 20 30 40 50 

• STAIIlARD 
PENETRATION (BLOWSIFT.)

10 20 30 40 50 

Z 
0 
i= 
~ 
W 
-I 
W 

1 
No Sampling 

2 Auger Probe to 2.5' 
Auger refusal @ 2.5' 

3 
End of Boring at 2.5' 

4 

5 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 653.0 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 648.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 ...... ....... ...... ........ ...... ........ 643.0 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 ...... ....... . ...... ....... . ...... ....... . 638.0 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
...... ........ . ..... ........ . ...... ....... 633.0 

REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be 
considered approximate.E, 

,j 



PROJECT No. 7292.01 

PROJECT:TECTONIC ~1:s&l~NG 
LOCATION: 

WENT: 201 Old Stone Road, U.C 

CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. DEPTH 

POWER AUGER: 371fr 0 TO 

ROT. DRIU.: TO 

CASING: TO 

DIAMOND CORE: TO 

ATV Mounted DriB Rig ~ Safety Hammer 

~ 
Zw SAMPlES 

~ Qo~ rri 

~~~ W lr RECOV. w §l~Z lr:t: ::E tii~~ -'w ::I "=0I­
lr lL ID ~ I ­ Z-,lL 

zf3!!l. ~~ 0-: ­ 0 ­ lI) ::16w 0 <C::I zZ 0;11. 60 z ~lr lI)z we lr ­
~ 

lI) 
...I 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 .. 
i 19 

b 20Cl 
ci 
ifi 21 
t) 

Z 
~ 22 
t) 

~ ... 23
IL 
C! 
1) 24ell 
'" ~ 
Cl 25 

9 REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be 
Cl considered approximate. 
~ 
0 
III 

4.5' 

201 Old stone Road
 

Garrison, NY
 

C It DEPTHTIMEDATE 
z w 
::J I ­

~ ~ 
C) 

MON.WELL DYES IXlNO 

SCREEN DEPTH: - TO ­
WEATHER: Qear TEMP: 70° F 

No Sampling 
Auger Probe to 4.5' 

Auger refusal @ 4.5' 

End of Boring at 4.5' 

BORING No. P-4
 

DEPTH TO ROCK: 4.5' 

*CHANGES IN STRATA ARE lNF'8'ft:I) 

DESCRIPTION
 
OF
 

MATERIAL
 

~ 
0 
..J 
0 
::I: 
I ­
:J 

r SHEET No. 1 of 1 

INSPECTOR: Chris Ferri 

DRIllER: JchnWyant 

SURFACE 8.EVATION: 655.0 

DAnJM: See Remarks 

DATE START: 7129114 

DATEANISH: 7129114 
lJNCONFlNED COMPRESS. STRENGTH
 

e (l"ONSIFT)
 

1 2 3 4 5 ~ 
Z 

lIMIT'll. OONlENT'll. 
PLASllC WATER UQUIO 

0lIMIT'"*----8------6 ~ 10 20 30 40 50 >
W 

• 
....I

STANDARD W
PENETRATION (BLOWSIFT.) 

10 20 30 40 50 

........ ...... ........ ......
 . ...... .......
 650.0 

....... .......
.......
 ...... 645.0....... .......
 

.......
...... ...... ........ ...... ........ 640.0
 

....... ....... ....... . ...... ....... . 635.0
...... 

..... ........ ......
........ . ..... ........ . 630.0
 



PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. P-3
ENGINEERING & S«MVEYING PROJECT: 201 Old stone RaedTECTONIC CONSULTANTS P.e. 

Auger Probe to 3.5' 

LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No. 1 of 1 
CUENT: 201 CId Stone Road, u.c 
CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DlA. DEPTH 

C 
Z 
::> 

ffi 

IX: w 
I ­

~ 

DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: Chris Ferri 

DRD.1.ER: John~ 

SURFACE aEVATlON: 654.0 
POWER AUGER: 371r 0 TO 3.5' MON.WElL DYES IXlNO DAnJM: SeeRemarb 
ROT. DRIll: TO SCREEN DEPTH: - TO - DATE START: 7129114 
CASING: TO WEATHER: aear TEMP: 70" F DATEANStt 7129114 
DIAMOND CORE: 

ATV Mounted Onl Rig v.ilh Safely Hammer 

~ 
Zw SAMPLES 

~ 
20_ 
~z . w IE: RECOV.Z:e ~<~:J: 

IE: tii~~ ~ ~ J:~ 
!l. 

0 zffil!!. ~~ t;-:­ 0_W <:I ZZ O~0 Z ~IE: UlZ we IE:­
-' 

w 
IE::I 
~ 
Ul 
5 
~ 

ui 

~5 
!!:o 
Z-'
:15 

Ul 

TO DEPTH TO ROCK: 3.5' 

"CHANGES IN STRATA ARE INFERRED 

DESCRIPTION 
OF 

MATERIAL 

>­C> 
0 
-I 
0 
:I: 
l ­
:::i 

UNCONFINED COMPRESS. STRENGTH 
e (TONSIFT) 

1 2 3 4 5 

PlASTlC WAlER LIQUID
lJM/T'll. CONTENT'llo LIMIT'll. 
>t----~----6 

10 2D 3D 4D 50 

• STANlARD 
PENETRATION (BLOWSIFT.) 

10 2D 3D 4D 50 

~ 
!:!::. 
Z 
0 
j:::: 

~ 
W 
-I 
W 

1 

2 
No sampling. 

3 
Auger refusal @ 3.5' 

4 

End of Boring at 3.5' 
5 ........ ......
 ........ ...... ....... .......
 649.0 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 ...... .......
 ....... ....... ....... .......
 644.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 ...... .......
 ...... ........ ...... ........
 639.0 

16 

17 

18 

;~i 19 

; 20 ...... ........
 ...... ....... . ...... ........
 634.0 

~ 21 

~ 
22 

~ 
23 

~ 
24~
 

~ 

9 25 ...... ....... .
 ..... .........
 ..... ........ .
 629.0
~ REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be

!
 considered approximate.
 



PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. P-2
PROJECT: 201 Old Stone Road 

LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 

DATE TIME DEPTHa a: INSPECTOR: Chris Ferri 
~ w 
o !;( DRIUER: John Wyant 
~ s:DEPTH SURFACE aEVATION: 655.0 

TO0 3.5' MON.wa.L DYES III NO DAruM: see Remarks 
TO SCREEN DEPnt - TO - DATE START: 7129114 
TO WEATHER: Clear TEMP: nY'F DATERNlSH: 7129114 
TO DEPTH TO ROCK: 3.S' UNCONRNED COMPRESS. STRENGTH e (TONSIFT) 

*O-lANGES 1\1 STRATA ARE INFERRED 1 2 3 4 5 ...= 
!!::. 

iii 

§J:s
!!:u 
z-,
:;)5 

UJ 

DESCRIPTION 
OF 

MATERIAL 

~ 
0 
-J 
0 
::r:: 
I ­
::i 

PLASTIC WAlER UQUID
UMIT% CONTENT % UMIT% 

>E-----4t-------6 
10 20 30 40 50 

STANDARD• PENElllATlON (BLOWSIFT.) 
10 20 30 40 50 

Z 
0 

~ 
~ 
-I 
W 

No sampling. 
Auger Probe to 3.5' 

Auger refusal @ 3.5' 

End of Boring at 3.5' 

....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 650.0
 

....... ....... ....... ....... ....... .......
 645.0 

....-.. ........ ...... ........ ......
 ........ 640.0
 

...... ....... . ...... .......
 . ...... ....... . 635.0
 

..... ........ . ..... ....... .. ..... ........ . 630.0 
Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey &Watson Surveying &Engineering, P.C. and should be 

t 
5 
5 

i 
J 
j 

i 
l 
j 

) 

! 
, 
!, 
, ~ 

! ,,
•
! 
; 
j 
I 

TECTONIC =:l~NG 

CUENT: 201 Old Stone Rc8I, U.C 

CONTRACTOR: General Barings, Inc. 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. 

POWER AUGER: 37/11" 

ROT. DRIU..: 

CASING: 

DIAMOND CORE: 

ATV MourdIld DrlI Rig with Safety Hanmer 

~ 
Zw SAMPLES 

~ 
Qu~ 

~~~ RECOV. w~ wa: 0::::r:: -,w 
~ ::IE lii!ii~ D.a1 i!=..,. o~ 

:;) 
a: t ­D. 

zf3!!!. :::E::E UJw 0 <:;) C'z a ~ 5C Z ~o:: UJz i'5::::. 0:: ­
...J ::E 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 J 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

REMARKS: 
considered approximate. 



PROJECT No. 7292.01 BORING No. P-1 
TECTONIC =:p~NG PROJECT: 201 Old Stone RaMI 

LOCATION: Garrison. NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 

CUENT: 201 Old Stone Road, U.c a a: DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: CIvis Ferri 
z w 

CONTRACTOR: General Bclrings, Inc. :::J I­ DRILLER: JotnWyant 
~ ~ 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. DEPTH C) SURFACE ELEVATION: 655.0 

POWER AUGER: 3718" 0 TO 0.5' MaN. W8.l. DYES /XI NO DATUM: 8eeRenBtcs 

ROT.DRIU: TO SCREEN DEPnt - TO - DATE START: 7129114 

CASING: TO WEATHER: Clear TEMP: 70' F DATERNlSH: 7129114 

DIAMOND CORE: TO DEPTH TO ROQ<: 0.5' . UNCCINRNED COMPRESS. STRENGTH 
e (TONS/FT) 

~ 

ATV Mounted DriD Rig with Safety Hammer ·CHANGES IN STRATAARE INFERRED 1 2 3 4 5 t-= 
!:!::. 

~ 
Zw SAMPLES >- PLASTlC WATER UCllJlO Z 

~ 
20_ eO DESCRIPTION UMrT% CONTENT % UMrT% 0 

~~t wa:: RECOV. w 0'" C) 
)f-----e----~ 

~~ !:!!:5 0 
J: ~ ~ J: 

a: OF ..I 10 20 30 40 50 
I­ ~ tu~~ :> !=o 0a:: ~~ 1- .... 0_ 

I­ Z ... Wll. 
zlfi!!!. '" :>0 MATERIAL 

J: ..Iw 0 :> Oz oo!! 0 l­ • STANDARD W

° Z ~a: '" Z ffi:=. a:~ :i; '" ::i PENETRATION (BLOWSIFT.)... 10 20 30 40 50 

No sampling. 

r 
~ 

1 I~= Probe to 0.5'
r Refusal @ 0.5' 

2 

3 End of Boring at O.S' 

4 

5 ........ ...... ....... ....... ....... ....... 650.0 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 ....... ....... ...... ....... ....... ....... 645.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 ....... ....... ...... ........ ....... ....... 840.0 

16 

17 

18 

;! 

~ 19 

I­
0 20 ...... ....... ....... ....... . ...... ....... . 635.0
Cl 
ci z w 21 
\,! 
z 
~ 22 u 
W 
I­.., 23
11. 
C! 
(; 24N 
01 
N 
>­

25 . 630.0
Cl 

..... ........ . ..... ........ . ...... ....... 
0 REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be...J 

Cl considered approximate.z 
ir 
0 
III 



TECTONIC ':::Jt:::;s"p~NG 

CUENT: 201 Old Stone Road, LLC 

CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. 
METl-IOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. 

POWERAUGER: 

ROT. DRIll.: 

CASING: 

DIAMOND CORE: r 0 

ATV Mounted DriI Rig with Sarety Hammer 

SAMPlESZw 
~ Qo~ 

RECOV.~ 
:I: 

Ii: 
UJ 
0 

Z 
~ 
II: 
0 
Z 

~~~ 
t-lii~ 
Wiiilll 
zw~ 

~II: 

wll: 
~ll:l 
~~ 
<C:J
UlZ 

1: 
I-~ 
Clz 
~::::. 

c~ 
O~ 
II: ~ 

w 
II: 
:J 
I ­
OJ 
6 

fg5
!!:o 
Z-' 
:J6 

Ul 
..I ~ 

2 
1 

2 
2 

3 
2 G-6 53160. 70 

2 
4 

2 
5 

2 
6 

2 
7 

8 
3 C-7 54160 82 

3 
9 

3 
10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

~ 19 

; 20 

21 

~ 22 
~ 

23 
~ 

24 

~ 
25 

REMARKS:," 
considered approximate.

~ 
~ 

PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. B-8
PROJECT: 201 Old Stone Road 

LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 

Q a:: DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: Chris FerriZ w 
;:) ~ 

DRIIl.ER: John Wyant 
DEPTH ~. ~ 

SURFACE ELEVATION: 666.0 
TO MON. WELL DYES IXI NO DATUM: 5eeRemarks 
TO SCREEN DEPTlt - TO ­ DATE START: 7/29/14 
TO WEATHER: Qear TEMP: 75"F DATEANISH: 7/29/14 

UNCONFINED COMPRESs. STRENGTHTO 10' DEPTH TO ROCK: 0' e {TONSIFT} 

*Q-lANGES IN STRATA ARE INFERRED j::1 2 43 5 
!:S. PlASTIC WAlER UQUID Z>- UMrT% CON1ENT% UMIT% 0DESCRIPTION (!) 

)E----~----6 i=g 10 20 40OF 30 50 ~ 0 W:I: -lSTANDARDMATERIAL W
PENElRATlON (BLOWSIFT.):i 

~ • 
10 20 30 40 50 

2n Topsoil 

B1k-wh, fresh. slighUy weathered, med-fine 
grained; sightly fractured, medium hard, 
GNEISS 

....... ....... ........ ......
 ....... ....... 661.0
 

Blk, Same 

....... .......
 ....... ....... ....... ....... 656.0 

End of Boring at 10' 

...... ........ .......
 ....... ...... ........ 651.0
 

...... ....... .
 ...... ....... . ...... ....... . 646.0
 

..... ....... ....... ......... .....
....... .. 641.0
 
Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be 

iii 
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PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. B·7
TECTONIC ~J::s&p~NG PROJECT: 201 Old stone Road 

LOCAnON: Ganison,NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 
CUENT: 201 Old Stone Road, LLC 

Cl a: DAlE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: Chris Ferriz w
CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. => ~ DRU.ER: John Wyant 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA.. DEPTH 
~ ~ 

SURFACE 8..EVAl1ON:
(,!) 

652.0 
POWER AUGER: 37fr 0 TO 0.5' MON.WELL DYES IXI NO DATUM: 5eeRemarks 
ROT. DRILL: TO SCREEN DEPTlt - TO - DATE START: 7128114 
CASING: TO WEATHER: CMIn:ast TEMP: 70" F DATERNlSH: 7128114 
DIAMOND OORE: 2" 0.5 TO 10.5' DEPTH TO ROCK: 0.5' UNCONFlNED COMPRESS. STRENGlli e (TONSIFT) 

~ATV Mounted DriB Rig with Safuly Harmner "CHANGES IN STRATA ARE INFERRED 1 2 3 4 5 ~ 
!!:. 

~ 
Zw SAMPLES 

>- PlASTIC WATER LIQUID Z 
~ 

Qu~ uj 
DESCRIPTION LIMIT % CONTENT'" lJMIT% 0 

~~~ 0:: RECDV. w !i}s (,!) 
)f----~----tI. i=Z 0:: 0 

~ 
J: ~ I-t;;~ ~w ::l !!:u OF -I 10 20 30 40 50Ii: 0:: ll.~ i!=....,. o~ I­ Z .... 0WCi5m 

~::l Cl z O~ UJ ::l5 MATERIAL J: -I
W 0 Zw­

5 ~ • STANDARD W
0 Z ~o:: UJz ~e 0::­

:i: UJ 
::i PENETRATION (BLOWSIFT.)..J 

10 20 30 40 50 
: ,4 4" Topsoil1 

4 
2 

Blk-wh, fresh to slightly weathered, s1ighUy
4 C-1 60160 87 fractured, fine to medium grained, hard,3 

GNEISS 
4 

4 

4 
5 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 647.0 

4 
6 

4 
7 

4 C-2 72J72 74 Same
8 

4 
9 

5 
10 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 642.0 

11 
End of Boring at 10.S' 

12 

13 

14 

15 
...... ....... ...... ........ ...... . ....... 637.0 

16 

17 

18 .. 
~ 19 

g 20 ...... ....... . ...... ....... . ...... ....... . 632.0 

~ 21 

~ 22 
~ 

~ 
23 

; 24 

~ 
25 ..... ........ ...... ......... ..... ........ . 627.0 

J REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be

! considered approximate. 
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PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. B-6ENGINEERING & SlJRVEYlNG PROJECT: 201 Old stone RoadTECTONIC CONSULTANTS P.e. 

REMARKS: 

LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 
WENT: 201 Old Stone Road, UC 

CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA DEPTH 

o ~ z w 
::J I­

~ ~ 

DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: ctvis Fern 

DRIlLER: JotmWyant 

SURFACE aEVATlON: 659.0 
POWER AUGER: 37/r 0 TO 3' MON.WBl. DYES III NO DATUM: See Remarks 
ROT. DRILL: TO SCREEN DEPTH: - TO - DATESTMT: 7129114 
CASING: TO WEAlliER Clear TEMP: 70° F DATERNlSH: 7129114 
DIAMOND CORE: or 
ATV Mounted Onl Rig with Safety Hammer 

~ 
Zw SAMPlES 

~ 
Qo~ 

~~~ wa:: RECOV.:Z 
:J: 5iE I-~\~ ~ gj J:I­

0:: 
~~ ~~ 8ic.. WUlmW 0 zw~

0 z ~a:: UlZ z~ a::~ 
~ 

3 

wa:: 
::I 
I­
1IJ 
(5 
::! 

3 

uj
OUl
!!!:5
!!:o
Z..l
::15 

UJ 

TO 8' DEPTH TO ROCK: 3' 

"CHANGES IN STRATAARE INFERRED 

DESCRIPTION 
OF 

MATERIAL 

. 
>­
<!I 
0 
..I 
0 
J: 
l­
::i 

UNCONANED COMPRESS. STRENGTH 
e (TONSIFT) 

1 z 3 4 5 

PLASllC WATER UQUIO
UMIT% CONTENT'll. LIMIT'll.

*'"----8------6 
10 ZO 30 40 50 

• STANDARD 
PENElRAllON (BlOWSIFT.) 

10 ZO 30 40 50 

;:? 
!!:. 
Z 
0 

~ >
W 
..I 
W 

1 

2 

41 
8 

33 

55 

5-1 10 M SP 
4" Topsoil 
Bwn-or c-f SAND, trace Silt, trace c-f Gravel, 
roots 

~ ::-~ .... : 
.'::', 
... 

~ 

': '.: ,'. 

3 Auger refusal @ 3' ~::'.:': .~. 
1 

4 

2 
5 

6 
2 C-5 46/60 7 

Blk-or, highly weathered, m-f grained, highly 
stained, moderately fractured, medium hard, 
GNEISS 

...... ....... ........ ...... ....... ....... 654.0 

2 
7 

2 
8 

9 End of Boring at 3' 

10 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 649.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 
...... ........ ...... ........ ...... ........ 644.0 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 ...... ....... . ...... ....... . ...... ....... . 639.0 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 ..... ........ ...... ........ . ..... ........ . 634.0 
Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be 
considered approximate. 
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PROJECT No. 7292.01 
BORING No. B-5

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING PROJECT: 201 Old stone RoadTECTONIC CONSULTANTS P.e. 

REMARKS: 

LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 
CUENT: 201 Old stone Road, lLC 

CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. 
C
Z 
:J 

~ 

II:: w 
I­

~ 

DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: 

DRILLER: 

Chris Ferri 

John Wyant 
METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. DEPTH (!) 

SURFACE ELEVATION: 650.0 
POWER AUGER: 37tr 0 TO 3.5' MON.WEU. DYES III NO DA1\JM: SeeRenab 
ROT. DRlu.: TO SCREEN DEPTH: - TO - DATE START: 7129114 
CASING: TO WEATHER: Clear TEMP: 62" F DATEANISI-t 7129114 
DIAMOND CORE: T 3.5 TO 9' DEPTH TO ROCK: 3.S' UNCONFINED COMPRESs. STRENGTH 

e (TONSIFT) 
ATV MaunIed DriB Rig with Safety Hammer "CHANGES IN STRATA ARE INFERRED 1 2 3 4 5 j:: 

; 
!6. 
J:t-
D.. 
W 
0 

.,.: 
u...., 
z 
:! 
er. 
0 
z 

Zw
Qo_ 
~~~ 
t-t;~ w cnll3
Zw~ 

!fa: 

2 

wa:..Jw 
D..1I3 
::E::E
<::IU)z 

SAMPLES 

RECOV. 

J: 
1-",:, a_ 
~z O~w::::. a: ~ 

.... 

wa: 
~ U) 
6 
::E 

ou)ai 

"":5!!:o 
z .... 
::16U) 

DESCRIPTION 
OF 

MATERIAL 

.. 
~ 
0 
....I 
0 
J: 
l­
::i 

PlASTIC WATER LIQUID
LIMIT'll. CONTENT'll. LIMIT'll. 

>+-----e----.......o. 
10 211 30 40 50 

• STANDARD 
PENETRAllON (BLOWSIFT.)

10 211 30 40 50 

~ 
Z 
0 
i= 
~ 
W 
....I 
W 

1 

2 

3 

10 

80+ 

3 
7 

15 
13 

30 

5OJ3 

5-1 

5-2 

5 

4 

M 

M 

SP 

SP 

4" Topsoil 
Bwn c-f SAND, trace Silt, roots 

c-f SAND, and c-f Gravel, trace Silt 
Auger refusal @ 3.5' 

~ :':.\ .~. 
'.:: " 

:.:::::;".; 

I ~ t---­---~i 
. " 

4 

2 
5 

....... ....... ........ ...... ....... ....... 645.0 
1 

6 

7 
2 C-4 65/66 70 Blk, slightly weathered, fine-medium grained, 

slightly stained & fractured, hard, GNEISS 
2 

8 

2 
9 

10 End of Boring at 9' ...... ....... ....... ....... ...... ....... 640.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 ...... ........ ...... ....... ...... ........ 635.0 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 ...... ....... ....... ....... . ' ..... ....... " 630.0 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 ..... ........ . ..... ........ . ...... ....... " 625.0 
Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be 
considered approximate.z 
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PROJECT No. 7292.01 
BORING No. B-4 .TECTONIC ENGINEERING & SURVEYING PROJECT: 201 Old stone Road

CONSULTANTs P.e. 
LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 

CUENT: 201 Old Stone Road, lLC 
C a: DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: Chris Ferriz w

CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. ::J I­
DRlli.ER: John Wyant 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING CIA DEPTH ~ ~ 
SURFACE B..EVAT1ON: 658.0 

POWER AUGER: 37lfr 0 TO r MaN. WELL DYES IX! NO DATUM: See Remarks 
ROT. DRIll: TO SCREEN DEPTH: - TO - DATE START: 7128114 
CASING: TO WEATHER: Clear TEMP: 7!1' F DATEANlSH: 7128114 
DIAMOND CORE: r 2 TO r DEPTH TO ROCK: r UNCONFINED COLlPRESS. STRENGTli 

e (TONSIFT) 
ATV Mounled Dnl Rig with Safely Hanmer *CHANGES IN STRATA ARE INFERRED 1 2 3 4 5 ~ 

!b..-: Zw SAMPLES 

~ 
PlASllC WATER LIQUID Z 

~ ~ 00 u) 
DESCRIPTION LIMIT % CONTENT % UMIT% 0~z;: wo:: RECOV. w ell) 

)E------e------./l. 
~ 

Z <­ 0:: !!!:5 0:I: ~ liil;i!l ~:II 1: ~ !!:o OF ....l 10 20 30 40 50Ii: Z....I 0 W
0:: zffi!!!. ::::;::::; l;~c~ lI) ::1 0 ::I: ....l 

W 0 <::I ZZ o,.e 0 MATERIAL I­ STANDARD W
C Z ~o:: lI)z w::. a:~ ::::; lI) 

::J • PENETRATION (BLOWSIFT.)....I 
10 20 30 40 50

2 
4· Topsoil 7'1 53+ 3 8-1 3 M SP 
Bwn c-f SAND, trace c-f Gravel, trace Silt, ..... •5015 

I2 grass, roots, moss 
Auger refusal @ 2: 

3 
3 

3 
4 

B1k-gy, fresh to slighUy weathered, slightly­
3 C-3 6OIBO 78 moderately fractured, fine-medium grained,5 

hard GNEISS ....... ....... ........ ...... ....... ....... 653.0 
2 

6 

4 
7 

8 End of Boring at 7' 

9 

10 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 648.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 ...... ........ ...... ........ ...... ...... , . 643.0 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 ...... ....... . ...... ....... . ...... ....... . 638.0 

21 

22 

23 

24 

. 633.0 
25 ..... ........ ...... ......... ..... ........ 

REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, P.C. and should be 
considered approximate.z 

i: 
:> 
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PROJECT No. 7292.01 

BORING No. B-1TECTONIC ENGINEERING & SURVEYrNG PROJECT: 201 Old stone Road 
CONSULTANTS P.C. 

LOCATION: Garrison, NY I SHEET No.1 of 1 
CUENT: 201 Old Stone Road, UC C 0:: DATE TIME DEPTH INSPECTOR: CIwis Ferriz w 
CONTRACTOR: General Borings, Inc. ::::J ~ DRIllER: John Wyant 

METHOD OF ADVANCING BORING DIA. DEPTH 
~ ~ 

SURFACE B.EVATION:(!) 
655.0 

POWER AUGER: 37tr 0 TO 3' MON.W8..L DYES IXI NO CAruM: 5eeRemins 
ROT. DRILL: TO SCREEN DEPTH: - TO - CATESTART: 7128114 
CASING: TO WEATHER: Clear TEMP: 70° F OATEANISH: 7128114 
DIAMOND CORE: TO DEPTH TO ROCK: 3' UNCONFINED COMPRESS. STRENGTH 

e (TONSIFT) 
ATV Mounted Onl Rig wiIh Safety Hammer 'CHANGES IN STRATA ARE It>FERRED 1 2 3 4 5 ~ .-: Zw SAMPLES . PL.AS1lC WATCR UQUlO Z
It !:!:: Qu~ ui DESCRIPTION ~ UMIT% CONTENT'll. UMIT'll. 0 

~~~ RECOV. w !j1~ *"----..-----.0. i=Z wo: 0: 0 
~ 

:r :ii tu~~ 
-'w J: ::> !!:u OF -I 10 2D 30 40 50I- CLm 

~""':" 0_ ~ z-, a wCL 0: 
~~ J:w 0 z13@. 

ffi~ ~~ 6 ::>6 MATERIAL STANDARD -I 
~ W0 z ~a:: UlZ 

~ 
Ul 

:i • PENETRATION (8lOWSJFT.)-' 
10 20 30 40 50 

6 
4n Topsoil ~ 

1 47 
17 

5-1 12 M SP Bwn c-f SAND, IitUe c-f Gravel. trace Silt ...... : 

\
30 .. ,': ", 

2 7 

.:: :~(-~50.. 
B 

5-2 1 M SP Bwn c-f SAND, trace Silt 
l~3 5013 Auaer refusal Iii} 3' " '", 

4 End of Boring at 3' 

5 ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 650.0 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 ...... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... 645.0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 ...... ....... ...... ........ ...... ........ 640.0 

16 

17 

18 

i 19 
~ 

g 20 ...... ...... . ...... ........ ...... ........ 635.0 
~ 
jj 21
J 

~ 22
J 
~ 

23 

24 

25 ..... ........ ...... ........ . ...... ....... . 630.0 
REMARKS: Surface elevations were obtained from a site plan drawing provided by Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering. P.C. and should be 

considered approximate. 
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• PtANNING 
• £NQINE:ERING 
• SlJRVrnHG 
.. CONSl'RucnON MANAGEMENT 

.......-.. 

APPROXIMA TE BORING LOCAnON 

APPRQXIMA TE ROCK PROBE LQCAnON 

APPROXIMATE ROCK CORE LOCA TION 

201 OLD STONE ROAD 
GARRISON, NEW YORK 

PUTNAM COUNTY 

I 

I 

I 
~-.. 1 2 3/1 
~___ I 

ORIGINAL SIZE IN INCHES . 

.-"" 

~-1 
~-1 

~-, 

1, PLAN BASED ON DRAV~NG ENTIRED " 
SP215DL...R01", BY BADEY 8< WATSON, 

2, BORINGS WERE FlELD LOCATED BY 'JECTONIC AND 
SHOULD BE CONSIDERED APPROXIMATE, 

3, PLAN BASED ON IMAGE TAKEN FROM NYS DIGITAL 
ORTHOIMAGERY. SITE LOCA'II0N SHOULD BE 
CONSIDERED APPROXIMATE, 

ILEGEND II 

I 

!NOTES ~ 
I 

t 
TECTONIC 
~O~~:I~~:n:U=~ Consutlanls P.C. Ph~~:; ~::~~ ~~:~~:~ 
Newburgh. NY 12550 www.tectonlcengineering.com 

BORING LOCATION PLAN 

Warn Ordar Dra.lng ti~. R~ 

7292.01 FIGURE 1 o 





TECTONIC 
Practical Solutions, Exceptional Service 

11.0 LIMITATIONS 

Our professional services have been perfonned using that degree of care and skill ordinarily 

exercised under similar circumstances by reputable geotechnical engineers and geologists 

practicing in this or similar situations. The interpretation of the field data is based on good 

jUdgment and experience. However, no matter how qualified the geotechnical engineer or 

detailed the investigation, subsurface conditions cannot always be predicted· beyond the 

points of actual sampling and testing. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made as 

to the professional advice included in this report. 

The recommendations contained in this report are intended for design purposes only. 

Contractors and others involved in the construction of this project are advised to make an 

independent assessment of the soil and groundwater conditions for the purpose of 

establishing quantities, schedules and construction techniques. 

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of 201 Old Stone Road, LLC. for the 

specific application to the proposed two-story, residential building, to be located in Garrison, 

New York. We recommend that prior to construction, Tectonic review the project plans and 

specifications. It should be noted that upon review of those documents, some 

recommendations presented herein might be revised or modified. In the event that any 

changes in the design or location of the proposed structures are planned, Tectonic shall not 

consider the conclusions and recommendations contained in this report valid unless 

reviewed and verified in writing. It is further recommended that Tectonic be retained to 

provide construction monitoring and inspection services to ensure proper implementation of 

the recommendations contained herein, which would otherwise limit our professional 

liability. 

G:\Newburgh\Geotechnical\7200\7292.01 Old Slone Road GarrisonlReport\7292.01_0Id Stone_Geotech Reportdocx 
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TECTONIC
 
Practical Solutions, Exceptional service 

greater than 4 feet in height should be sloped back for safety unless sheeting or a 

bracing system is used. Design of all shoring and bracing should be performed by a 

licensed Professional Engineer. 

9.6 Protection of SubgradeslConstruction Dewatering 

In general, excavations for building construction should not encroach into static 

groundwater. Zones of perched water may be encountered during foundation 

excavation. Where water is encountered, dewatering should be performed in a 

manner to prevent loosening or migration of the sUbgrade soils. Dewatering should 

be performed to maintain a water level at least 2 feet below any soil sUbgrade. 

Sumping directly in footing excavations should not be performed. Surface runoff 

should be diverted away from open excavations by the use of diversion ditches. 

10.0 CONSTRUCTION MONITORING 

A geotechnical engineer familiar with the existing subsurface conditions and having the 

appropriate laboratory and field testing support should be engaged by the Owner to observe 

that all earthwork is performed in accordance with the specifications and the design criteria 

outlined in this report. 

The following work should be performed under the supervision of a geotechnical engineer: 

• Rock Subgrade preparation 
• Fill placement and compaction, if necessary 
• Dewatering, if necessary 
• Preconstruction condition surveys of adjacent structures 
• Vibration and deformation monitoring of adjacent buildings and structures. 

All materials proposed for use as soil fill should be tested and approved prior to delivery to 

the site. Additionally, all fill materials should be tested as they are being placed to verify 

that the required compaction is achieved. We further recommend that the project plans and 

specifications be reviewed by the geotechnical consultant prior to final completion of the bid 

documents. It should be noted that upon review of those documents, some 

recommendations presented herein may be revised or modified. 
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Non-eonforming native soils may be suitable for use as general fill outside the 

building areas or in landscaped areas, provided they are free of trash, debris, roots, 

vegetation, peat or other deleterious materials and have a moisture content suitable 

for compacting. 

All general fill and structural fill should be compacted to at least 95 percent of the 

maximum dry density, at near optimum moisture contents, as determined by the 

modified Proctor test (ASTM Standard D1557). The degree of compaction should 

be tested and documented by a geotechnical engineer for each lift of fill. The lift 

thickness for the structural fill soils will vary depending on the type of compaction 

eqUipment used. Structural fill should generally be placed in uniform horizontal lifts 

not exceeding 8 inches in loose thickness when using a 1Q-ton roller. In confined 

areas, the loose lift thickness should be 4 inches or less and each lift should be 

compacted with sufficient passes of hand operated vibratory or impact compaction 

eqUipment. Backfill in landscape areas should be compacted to at least 85 percent 

of the maximum dry density, at near optimum moisture contents, as determined by 

the modified proctor test (ASTM Standard D1557). A geotechnical engineer with 

appropriate field and laboratory support should inspect all subgrades, approve 

materials for use as fill, and test backfill materials for compliance with the 

recommended compaction. 

Free draining crushed aggregate below slabs and as drainage materials behind 

foundation walls should be as follows: 

Sieve Size Percent Finer by Weight 

1 inch 100 
% inch 30-100 
y,. inch 0-30 
NO.4 0-10 

9.5 Excavations 

Excavations into the native soil should be feasible utilizing standard construction 

eqUipment (Le. hydraulic excavator). All excavations should conform to the latest 

OSHA requirements regarding worker safety. We recommend that the native soil be 

assumed to have the OSHA designation of Class C soils. All vertical cuts in soil 
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conducted in a manner that will minimize ground vibrations at adjacent structures 

and also limit the amount of air overblast pressure. 

Due to the relatively close proximity and high local historical significance of Osborne 

castle, pre-construction and post-construction bUilding condition surveys should be 

performed to document existing conditions which may be aggravated by the 

proposed rock removal and other construction operations, and to aid in the defense 

of spurious damage claims. Pending the results of the aforementioned pre­

construction building condition survey, a monitoring program could be implemented 

through limitations on peak particle velocity and air overblast pressure (sound level) 

at adjacent structures. 

9.3 Rock Subgrade Preparation 

Rock subgrades should be prepared approximately level and they should be cleaned 

of all soil materials. If lean concrete is used to provide a level sUbgrade, the 

geotechnical engineer should evaluate the degree and direction of the slope of the 

rock surface and their variation over the area of the leveling pad to determine the 

stability of the leveling pad relative to sliding failure along the concrete-bedrock 

interface. If it is determined that the leveling pad is unstable due to shear forces 

resulting from a sloping rock surface, the bedrock surface should be stepped or 

dowels should be installed to resist the sliding forces. 

9.4 Fill and Backfill Materials 

If required, structural fill should consist of sand, gravel, crushed stone, or a mixture 

of these, and should contain no organic matter or deleterious material. The fill 

materials should contain no particles exceeding 4 inches in largest dimension and 

conform to the following gradation: 

Sieve Size Percent Finer by Weight 

4 inch 100 
1/4 inch 30-70 
No. 40 5-40 
No. 200 0-10 
No.8 0-5 

9
 



TECTONIC
 
Pr.lctical Solutions,Exceptional Service 

collection pipe, as a minimum, should be installed along any building wall where the 

outside grade is higher than the slab elevation. The gradation specification for the 

drainage material is provided in Section 9.5 as "free draining crushed stone.n The 

stone or gravel should be completely separated from the soil backfill by a permeable 

geotextile having an equivalent opening size of 70 to 100. Grading of the surface of 

the backfill and the surrounding topography and pavements should provide positive 

drainage away from the walls. Roof drains should be positively drained to areas 

away from the building. 

9.0 EARTHWORK CONSTRUCTION CRITERIA 

The following sections outline our recommendations regarding earthwork and subgrade 

preparations for the proposed project site. 

9.1 General Site Preparation 

Initially, the site should be cleared of all existing strudures, vegetation, pavements, 

roots, debris, and subsurface obstructions. Debris and vegetation from the clearing 

operations should be removed from the site and disposed of at a legal dump site. 

Any loose or unsuitable native materials and subsurface obstructions should be 

removed from the building footprint 

The portion of the existing bUilding, which is to be demolished, should be removed in its 

entirety from the proposed building footprint Existing floor slabs, foundation walls, and 

column footings should be excavated and completely removed. 

9.2 Rock Excavations 

Our investigation shows that bedrock is present at relatively shallow depths across 

the entire project site. Where feasible, rock excavation should be performed by 

ripping techniques. Other methods, such as controlled blasting, hydraulic hoe­

ramming, rock trenching, or expansive chemical grout, should be considered as 

potential means for the rock excavation. The feasibility and methodology for rock 

removal should be developed by an experienced qualified contractor or a specialist 

and it should be performed in a manner that will minimize damage to underlying 

bedrock that will serve as foundation subgrades. Rock removal should also be 
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Angle of internal friction 34° 

Active earth pressure 
coefficient (Ka) for horizontal 
backfill surface(1) 

0.28 

At rest earth pressure 
coefficient (Ko) for horizontal 
backfill surface(2) 

0.44 

Passive earth pressure 
coefficient (Kp)(3) 

3.54 

Coefficient of base friction(4) 0.6 

Total unit weight of soil 
(pounds per cubic foot) 

130 

1) Use for walls where movement of up to 0.0025 X height of wall is both 
possible and tolerable. Otherwise, use at-reSt coefficient. 

2) Passive resistance 
penetration (4 feet). 

should be neglected within the zone of frost 

3) Use for walls restrained against outward lateral movement including 
basements walls. 

4) Coefficient of base friction applies to mass concrete placed directly 
against the approved competent rock: sUbgrades. 

Note that the at-rest earth pressure coefficient should be used to evaluate the earth 

pressure against the non-yielding basement walls. Also, additional loading due to 

temporary and permanent surcharges should be added to the lateral loading exerted 

by the backfill. 

Walls should be backfilled in accordance with Section 9.5 of this report. Placement 

and compaction of backfill should be observed and tested by a geotechnical 

engineer to monitor that proper compaction is being achieved. 

Damproofing should be provided for all foundation walls where the outside grade is 

higher than the slab elevation. All foundation walls should be provided with a 12­

inch wide drainage layer of crushed stone or gravel behind the wall with a collector 

pipe at the footing elevation draining to a positive outlet. The drainage layer and 
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degrees of weathering observed and allows for minor disturbance due to the blasting 

process (if any). The recommended net allowable bearing pressure should be 

verified during construction by the Geotechnical Engineer. 

Isolated spread footings should have a minimum width of 2 feet when bearing on 

bedrock. Continuous wall footings should have a minimum width of 12 inches when 

bearing on bedrock. Foundations bearing on rock should have a minimum depth of 

embedment of 2 feet. SUbgrade preparation recommendations are provided in 

Section 9 of this report. 

8.2 Slab-Qn-Grade Floors 

If slatK>n-grade floors are proposed, they should be supported on a minimum 6-inch 

thick layer of free draining Y:z to % inch crushed stone placed directly over bedrock. 

Subgrade preparation and structural fill material and placement recommendations 

are provided in Section 9.2 of this report. 

A vapor barrier consisting of a polyethylene membrane at least 6 mils thick should 

be placed beneath all moisture sensitive floor slabs. A coefficient of friction of 0.3 

should be used between the slab and the vapor barrier. If concrete is cast directly 

against clean, sound, bedrock, a coefficient of friction of 0.70 can be used. 

For design of slab-on-grade floors with a 6 inch crushed stone base, a modulus of 

sUbgrade reaction of 250 pounds per cubic inch (pci) is recommended. The 

modulus of subgrade reaction is suitable for estimating distributions of bearing 

pressure beneath the slab and for estimating bending moments and shears within 

the slab. It is not intended· for the purpose of calculating total or differential 

settlements. 

8.3 Foundation Walls 

The proposed below-grade foundation walls should be designed in accordance with the 

following criteria: 

6
 



TECTONIC
 
Practical Solutions, Exceptional Service 

Other conclusions that can be drawn from the results of the performed investigation are as 

follows: 

•	 The on-site soils are recommended for re-use as fill within landscape areas or as 
backfill behind retaining or foundation walls as long as no large cobbles or 
boulders are present. 

•	 Excavations to rock should be feasible with conventional heavy-duty construction 
equipment; however, construction debris, cobbles and boulders may be 
encountered. Removal of the rock will require hydraulic hoe-rams and/or 
controlled blasting. 

•	 Groundwater was not encountered within any of the preliminary borings. 
However, it should be noted that groundwater levels fluctuate with changing 
seasons and weather conditions and groundwater may be present in a perched 
condition on top of bedrock. 

•	 The site soils are not likely subject to liquefaction during the design earthquake 
event. 

8.0 FOUNDATION RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following sections include our geotechnical recommendations for design and 

construction of the proposed building foundation. The recommendations are based on our 

understanding of the proposed construction, the results of our subsurface investigation, and 

our experience on similar projects in the general vicinity of the project site. 

8.1 Building Foundations 

Shallow spread footings and continuous wall footings are recommended for support 

of the proposed addition. Based on our analysis of the subsurface conditions, it is 

anticipated that construction of the new structure will require cutting and possibly 

filling to obtain the proposed finished floor grades across the length of the building. 

In order to minimize differential settlement, we recommend that the entire building be 

supported on competent bedrock. It is anticipated that bedrock will be encountered 

along the majority of the footing sUbgrade elevations; however, depending on the 

actual proposed finish floor elevations. some footings may have to be deepened to 

bear on the competent bedrock. Although it is anticipated that much of the bedrock 

that will be encountered at the subgrade elevation will have a bearing capacity on 

the order of 20 tons per square foot (tsf), we recommend that the foundations be 

designed for a net allowable bearing capacity of 8 tsf. This is due to the variable 
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(Sm1) equal to 0.060g. The design spectral response accelerations (50S and SD1) should 

be determined based on these maximum values and the procedures outlined in the Code. 

Liquefaction of soils can be caused by a strong vibratory motion due to earthquakes. Both 

research and historical data indicate that loose, granular soils saturated by a shallow 

groundwater table are most susceptible to liquefaction. Liquefaction occurs when an 

earthquake and associated ground shaking of sufficient duration results in the loss of grain­

to-grain contact due to a rapid increase in pore water pressure, causing the soil to behave 

as a fluid for short periods. Based on the results of the borings and SPT sampling, the 

subsurface conditions at the site should be considered as having a very low potential for 

liquefaction. This is due to the dense soil conditions, shallow bedrock and absence of any 

groundwater. 

7.0 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

Construction of the proposed building is feasible from a geotechnical standpoint provided 

that the recommendations contained in the following sections are incorporated into the 

design and construction. The building, based on our investigation, can be supported on 

continuous wall footings or conventional shallow footings bearing directly on the bedrock. 

The main geotechnical constraint associated with the proposed construction will be the rock 

removal required to achieve proposed site grades and establish uniform bearing within 

foundation subgrades. 

As summarized in Section 5, the top of the bedrock surface was encountered at depths 

ranging from 0 to 4.5 feet in the borings and probes. Based on the site grading information 

proVided by the design team, as much as 11-feet of rock removal will be required to 

construct the floor slabs and building foundations to planned elevations. Due to the relative 

hardness and ROD values of the retrieved rock cores, it is anticipated that rock excavation 

will be very difficult and will likely require the use of controlled blasting, drilling and splitting, 

or hydraulic hoe-rams to remove rock in a timely, cost efficient manner. Blasting of the rock 

will likely be the most efficient method of rock removal. 
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5.0 SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

The subsurface conditions encountered in the borings generally consist of native soils, 

underlain by bedrock. A generalized description of the materials encountered at the boring 

locations is provided below. More detailed descriptions of the subsurface conditions are 

provided in the boring logs included in Appendix I. 

5.1 Native Soils 

Native sand soils were encountered at approximate depths ranging from 0 and 4.5 

feet below existing grade. Standard Penetration Test (SPT) N-values within the 

sands ranged from 10 to 90+ blows per foot (bpf) indicating medium dense to very 

dense conditions. 

5.2 .Bedrock 

Bedrock was encountered either at the surface or beneath the native soils in all 

borings at depths varying between 0 and 4.5 feet. The rock consists of a white, light 

grey-black, fresh to slightly weathered, slightly to moderately fractured, medium to 

fine grained, hard gneiss. The bedrock was variable with rock quality designations 

(RQD) between 7 and 87 percent and recovery of between 76 and 100 percent 

encountered indicating the rock. was in a soft to hard state. 

5.3 Groundwater 

Groundwater was not encountered in any of the borings. It should be noted that 

groundwater levels will fluctuate with variations in rainfall and with season and 

groundwater can be, at different times, encountered at varying depths. Perched 

groundwater may be encountered overlying the bedrock surface following periods of 

wet weather. 

6.0 SEISMIC SITE COEFFICIENTS AND UQUEFACTION POTENTIAL 

As part of our investigation, we have evaluated an appropriate site coefficient for use in 

seismic design. Based on the results of our subsurface investigation and the criteria 

outlined in the current edition of the New York State BUilding Code, the subsurface soils 

underlying the proposed building should be considered Site Class B with maximum spectral 

response acceleration at short periods (SmS) equal to 0.246g and at 1-second periods 
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A one-story residence with a detached, two-story, garage currently occupies the site. Based 

on conversations with the client, and review of a surveyed site plan drawing by Badey & 

Watson, titled "SP21504_R01" and dated May 1, 2014, it is our understanding that the 

proposed project will include partial demolition of the existing main residence building and 

complete demolition of the existing two-story detached garage and construction of a new 

two-story, residential, building having an approximate footprint of 7,500 square feet, with a 

one-story, below grade cellar, having an approximate bearing elevation of 647.7-feet AMSL. 

No structural loading information was provided at the time of this report. 

4.0 SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION 

The subsurface investigation consisted of drilling eight (8) test borings and five (5) auger 

probes. The borings were designated as B-1 through B-8 and the auger probes were 

designated as P-1 through P-5. 

The subsurface investigation was performed by General Borings, Inc. on July 28 and 29, 

2014 using an ATV-mounted drill rig with safety hammer. All borings and auger probes 

were advanced using 3-7/8 inch diameter hollow stem augers to depths varying from 0 to 

10.5 feet below existing grade. Standard Penetration Testing (SPT) was performed, using a 

standard 2-inch diameter split-spoon sampler continuously. SPT sampling was performed in 

accordance with the requirements of ASTM Standard 01586 "Standard Test Method for 

Penetration Test and Split-Barrel Sampling of Soils". SPT N-values were recorded for each 

sample taken. Samples of the soils obtained by the split-spoon sampler were collected and 

retained in glass jars. All boreholes were backfilled with the drilling spoils to match the 

existing grade. Rock cores were taken at select boring locations using a 2-inch diameter, 

double tube, NX-size, diamond core barrel. 

The subsurface investigation was performed under the full-time observation of a 

geotechnical engineer representing Tectonic. The engineer classified soil and rock samples 

as they were recovered, collected representative samples of the soil and rock for analysis 

and prepared logs of the soil, rock, and groundwater conditions encountered. The locations 

of the borings and probes are shown on the attached Boring and Rock Probe Location Plan, 

Figure 1. Logs of the borings and rock probes are included in Appendix I. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Tectonic Engineering & Surveying Consultants, P.C. has completed a geotechnical 

engineering evaluation for the proposed single-family residence building located at an 

existing one-story residence site on 201 Old Stone Road in Hamlet of Garrison, Town of 

Philipstown, Putnam County, New York. The purpose of this investigation was to evaluate 

the subsurface conditions and develop geotechnical recommendations for the design and 

construction of the foundation for the proposed building. This report presents our findings 

and recommendations. 

2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES 

A geotechnical engineering evaluation was performed for 201 Old Stone Road, LLC., herein 

referred to as the Client, coordinated through Badey & Watson Surveying & Engineering, 

P.C., herein referred to as the Client's Agent. The scope of our geotechnical evaluation 

consisted of the following: 

•	 Drilling, sampling, and logging of eight (8) test borings and five (5) auger probes at 
the site to depths ranging from approximately 0 to 10.5 feet below the eXisting 
ground surface. 

•	 Field inspection and supervision by a geotechnical engineer to locate the borings 
and probes, log the subsurface conditions, and modify the subsurface investigation 
program as conditions warrant. 

•	 Geotechnical engineering analysis of the subsurface conditions as they relate to the 
design and construction of the proposed building foundations. 

•	 Preparation of this report presenting the results of the subsurface investigation, 
engineering analyses, as well as our geotechnical recommendations for the design 
and construction of the foundations for the proposed building. 

3.0 SITE AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The project site is located on 201 Old Stone Road, in the Hamlet of Garrison, Town of 

Philipstown, Putnam County, New York. The property is located at the top of a hill, with an 

approximate elevation of 659-feet above mean sea level (AMSL), and is generally bound by 

undeveloped woodlands and unpaved roadways/driveways. 
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The applicant prepared and submitted Part 1 of this EAF and a suggested Part 2. After an initial 
review of and report concerning the project by the Town's EngineerlPlanning Consultant, the 
applicant submitted a second suggested Part 2, which, with one minor correction suggested by 
the Town EngineerlPlanning Consultant was adopted during the October 2014 meeting of the 
Planning Board. The Planning Board instructed the applicant to prepare Part 3 and submit the 
Full EAF for its consideration. 

The Planning Board considered Part 3 ofthe EAF along with its appendices during its November 
2014 meeting. Based on its review and recommendation of its consultants the Planning Board 
may determine that Full EAF provides suitable responses to the questions it raised and that it 
may adopt a Negative Declaration under SEQRA for the 201 Old Stone Road Site Plan Approval. 
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This project is not expected to require any more materials, equipment or personnel than other 
residential construction projects in the area. Except for the final approach to the site, all deliveries 
are expected to arrive via State Highways capable of handling the delivery trucks. However, the 
final approach to the site is over a long private road that cannot be negotiated by larger delivery 
trucks. Moreover, the roadway is over 100 years old and has exhibited some deterioration. 

The Planning Board and its consultant have expressed concern that deliveries to or removals from 
the project area will be difficult or impossible, may require realignment of the private road or 
consist of loads too heavy for the roadway. 

The applicant does not own the road. It enjoys an easement over a specific 50 foot wide 
alignment centered on the existing road. Consequently, there is little, if any, opportunity to 
realign the traveled-way. This is especially true in those areas where the alignment contains 
switchbacks necessitated by the grade that must be overcome. 

The applicant has engaged the services of an engineer to assess the condition of the road with 
particular attention to the dry laid stone retaining walls that support part of it. The engineer has 
reported that the road is serviceable and regularly handles deliveries of fuel etc. to the three 
buildings that rely on the upper part of the road for access. 

Still the applicant recognizes that deliveries to the site over the road is cause for concern. In that 
regard, the applicant will agree to a condition that the road be periodically inspected during the 
construction of the building and other site plan elements. Should the engineer identify a 
dangerous condition, deliveries to the site will be halted until necessary repairs have been 
completed. 

The private road is approximately 6,500 feet long. It services a total of 6 homes. Three (3) of 
the 6 homes are located within the first 1,500 feet of the road and before the road conditions 
becomes problematic. Christopher Buck, sole member of 201 Old Stone Road, LLC is also a 
member of 8 Old Stone Road, LLC and 16 Old Stone Road, LLC, each of which is improved 
with a single family home, neither of which is occupied. Either of these homes are available to 
serve as a staging area No.8 is closer to Route 403 and has been assessed by the intended 
contractor as more convenient than No. 16. By utilizing these properties as a staging area, the 
project can receive deliveries from larger trucks and use smaller trucks to ferry smaller loads up 
the hill to the construction site. 

Removals from the site will be by smaller trucks that are capable of negotiating the road. 
Removal loads might be unloaded into a roll off container at one of the lower sites or it may be 
directed to deliver the material directly to its fmal destination. The decision about which would 
occur would depend on the material being removed. 

By regularly inspecting the road, halting deliveries until any necessary repairs to the road are 
made, using smaller lighter delivery vehicles and ferrying lighter more manageable loads along 
the last leg of the route to the site, potential impacts will be minimized to the greatest practical 
extent. 

Conclusion 
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The construction activity proposed by the applicant is located within the area protected by Section 
175-36 Steep Terrain and Ridgeline Protection Regulations ofthe Philipstown Zoning Law. lIDs 
law is intended to reduce the impact ofbuilding on ridgelines. Among the purposes ofprotecting 
the ridgelines is to preserve their appearance from publicly accessible places. 

The applicant's property is clearly on a ridgeline as shown on the "Resource Protection Zoning 
Map - Scenic Ridgelines" that is part of the Philipstown Zoning Law. It is therefore subject to 
Section 175-36. A study of the applicant's plans reveals that it has located the proposed house 
away from the highest part of the property and has chosen a design that respects the reduced 
maximum building height of30 feet instead of the 40 feet that is allowed in the underlying Rural 
Conservation zoning district. As presented to the Planning Board, the height of the proposed 
building is 23.5 feet, well below the reduced maximum. 

The building designed for the applicant is articulated and has sloping roof lines. The articulation 
allows the building to more closely conform to the shape of the ground and will have the effect 
of appearing smaller than it actually is because it "wraps" around the hillside rather than 
interrupting it with a large box that is in clear contrast to the shape ofthe ground. The rooflines 
were designed with the same idea in mind. They slope or dive in a manner that will mimic the 
slope of the ground. The clear intention of the design is to make the ridgelines appear as more 
natural further reducing the contrast normally associated with conventional construction.. 

The applicant has represented that it will use natural materials and muted colors to the greatest 
practical extent. The architectural details, such as the use ofwider eaves and thick shingles are 
also intended to reduce the view and thus the impact the building may have. The deep shingles 
will further roughen the roof line creating shadows, thus reducing the impression of a large man­
made plane that is typical of a conventional roof. The wide eaves are intended to create more 
shadows and reduce the effect of the sunlight reflecting from the windows towards people 
viewing the ridgeline. 

There are also physical features of the property and the building that contribute to the protection 
of the ridgeline and thus mitigate the impact associated with the proposed construction. First, 
most of the building will be screened by trees that stand downslope of the building. These trees 
will remain and thus continue to interrupt views of the building in the same way they have 
interrupted the view ofthe existing building for over 100 years. The highest part ofthe property 
is located approximately 140 feet south of the site of the proposed house. Shortly beyond the 
high point, the land drops quickly to the south. This condition makes views from the south 
virtually impossible. Finally, as mentioned before the curving contour ofthe ground at the actual 
building site has afforded the designer the opportunity to provide the articulation discussed 
above. 

Appendix 2 to this EAF is a study to determine what might be seen from the publicly accessible 
places in Philipstown. The study was limited to a two mile radius within the Town ofPhilipstown. 
In all, eight (8) sites were chosen to assess the potential impacts. As discussed in the study, there 
are few publicly accessible areas where the building will actually be visible and in those few 
areas the combination of the distant view, building design and the naturally mitigating design 
factors discussed above show that the impact on views of the ridgeline have been mitigated to 
the greatest practical extent. 

Other Impacts: Identify "Adequacy ofaccess road during construction. " 
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Removing material from the site generates additional traffic, which is a concern that will be 
discussed in more detail below. Removing material also raises the question: "Where will the 
material go?" 

There is little that can be done to reduce the amount of discarded building material that will be 
removed. However little is not "nothing". Portions of the original building will be saved. The 
fireplace, the flooring and the interior siding will be saved and reused in the reconstruction 
process, thus reducing the amount ofconstruction debris. Portions ofthe foundation will also be 
saved and reused, further reducing the necessity to remove the building remains. The construction 
debris will be removed from the site and delivered to a recycling/disposal center equipped to 
handle such material. 

Allowing for excavation of5 feet beyond the foundation perimeter, the foundation hole will yield 
approximately 3300 tons or 1900 cubic yards of rock. This rock might be removed from the site. 
However, the applicant intends to use virtually all ofthe material for fill and other improvements 
that it will construct on the site. This includes the bridge abutments, and retaining walls shown 
on the plan, the relocated driveway, back fill around the foundation and landscaping. Rather than 
remove the fill, the applicant will bring a small crusher that will be used to convert the spoil to 
usable construction material. 

Crushers make noise. Large crushers make a lot of noise and, for this reason, will not be used. 
Small crushers make much less noise. The applicant will use crusher small enough to be exempt 
from the NYS DEC requirement to obtain an Air Quality Permit. To minimize the impact of the 
noise that is generated the applicant will be required to insure that all sound attenuation 
equipment is kept in good and working order at all times during the proposed construction and 
that the hours ofoperation be limited to those during which blasting may occur, namely 8:30 AM 
until 3:30 PM weekdays. Neither blasting nor crushing will be permitted on weekends or during 
legal holidays 

By reclaiming, restoring and reusing some of the materials in the existing building and by 
utilizing as much of the spoil from the foundation excavation on site as possible, removal of 
material will be reduced to the greatest practical extent. The material that must be removed will 
be removed in smaller trucks, as discussed later in this EAF. As stated above construction debris 
will be delivered to a recycling/disposal center equipped to handle such material. Any remaining 
spoil will be brought directly to another construction site that has a need for it or it will be brought 
to a contractor's yard where, if necessary, it can be further processed into usable construction 
materials. 

By using as much construction and excavated material on site as possible, limiting the size of the 
crusher that it may operate and properly disposing of any materials that must be removed from 
the site, the applicant will have reduced this impact to the greatest practical extent. 

The ProposedAction May Be Visible from Publicly Accessible Vantage Points: 
SeasonallY (e.g.. Screened by summer foliage. but visible during other seasons) 
Year round 

The Situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is: 
Routine Travel by residents. including travel to and from work 
Recreational or Tourism-based Activities 
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hammering will only be conducted during weekdays between the hours of8:30 AM and 3:30 PM 
when most people are at work, thereby minimizing the annoyance from the noise associated withl 

hammering. 

Still, blasting is likely to be required at some point in the process. While it is more efficient, it is' 
also inherently more dangerous. There is immediate danger to persons or objects in the immediate 
vicinity of the blast, which, if not properly controlled can launch the blasted rock damaging 
nearby objects and injuring nearby persons. Blasting also sends shockwaves through the earth, 
which, ifnot properly controlled could reach and damage sensitive objects. Blasting is also loud, 
noisy and generally an annoyance to those within earshot. 

One obvious mitigation to this potential impact is to eliminate blasting or reduce it. This 
mitigation could be accomplished by raising the building, but, as discussed below, the long-term 
impact would be to increase any impact proposed construction might have on the view shed that 
is so important in the Hudson Highlands. 

Other mitigations are suggested in the Tectonic report that are easily accomplished by 
incorporating good management practices into the construction process. Chief among them are 
the use ofduly licensed and qualified personnel to plan and carry out the blasting program.. Such 
a plan generally includes limiting the size of the charges and following other safety procedures 
such as the use ofblasting mats to contain the shot rock. Tectonic also recommends that a survey 
be made of the nearby Castle Rock building to assess its condition prior to any blasting in that it 
be routinely monitored during the blasting process to be certain that damage to the building is 
avoided. To avoid the less serious but nonetheless important annoyances caused by blasting, it 
should be scheduled to those times of the day and days of the week when it will cause the least 
annoyance to nearby property owners. 

The Tectonic report recommends that a plan be prepared by a licensed and experienced contractor 
and that the plan be reviewed by a qualified professional. It also recommends that regular 
monitoring and inspection of the site be incorporated into any such plan. 

The sponsor is willing to commission and abide by the requirements of such a plan. The Planning 
Board has the authority to condition any approval on the preparation of such a plan and its 
positive review by the Town Engineer. Furthermore, it has the authority to require that the 
sponsor abide by the plan. A properly prepared and implemented plan will minimize the dangers 
and annoyances threatened by the blasting that may be necessary to remove rock from the 
foundation site. Therefore, by imposing such a requirement on the sponsor as a condition of site 
plan approval the Planning Board can be assured that the impacts associated with construction 
on the land where bedrock is within 5 feet of the ground surface will be mitigated to the greatest 
practical extent. 

The proposed action May involve the excavation and removal ofmore than 1000 tons ofnatural 
material. 

The removal of 1000 tons of material from the site raises concerns regarding transportation and 
traffic that is associated with the removal. Most ofthe building materials from the removal of the 
existing buildings must be removed from the site. It is also possible that some of the rock will 

ave to be removed as well. 
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stonnwater that actually falls directly onto its property. Simply put, because water does not flow 
onto the site, there is less water to contend with. 

The site is surrounded by a road. While it is certain that uncontrolled runoff from the site would 
eventually flow across the road, when water reaches the road the grade will change from the steep 
slope of the property to the virtually level surface of the road. This will cause the water to slow 
and drop some, ifnot all of the material it has eroded. 

Still, there is potential from erosion that must be addressed. During construction, part ofthe land 
will be cleared and excavation is necessary to install the foundation for the proposed house and 
other infrastructure. To minimize the chance for erosion, the Planning Board will require the 
applicant to produce an erosion control plan that plans for and provides protection from the 
negative effects of erosion. The plan will be required to provide such safe guards as the use of 
erosion control fencing or hay bales around any excavation or other soil disturbance, minimizing 
the size ofdisturbed areas to the smallest practical size and restoring area with permanent erosion 
control measures as soon in the construction process as possible. The plan will be required to 
follow established guidelines such as those found in the New York State Standards and 
Specifications for Erosion and Sediment Control published by the New York State Department 
of Environmental Conservation. The site will be regularly inspected by the applicant's 
consultants and the Town to ensure that the plan is being followed. 

Because the applicant will be required to provide and implement an erosion control plan 
throughout the construction process, and because it will be regularly inspected and face 
consequences should it not adhere to the approved plan, the Planning Board is assured that the 
threat from potential erosion is mitigated to the greatest practical extent. 

The ProposedAction May Involve Construction on Land Where Bedrock Is Exposed or Generally 
within 5 Feet ofExisting Ground Surface. 

Construction where bedrock is exposed or where it is within 5 feet ofthe existing ground surface 
raises the likelihood that the envisioned construction will require its removal, a certainty for the 
201 Old Stone Road project and one about which the project sponsor is concerned. 

All construction presents problems that must be solved if it is to be successful. Removal of rock 
in order to build a dwelling presents one ofthe more serious problems encountered during single 
family residential construction. The sheer amount of effort necessary to remove rock increases 
costs and the time to complete the work, but more important are the inherent dangers associated 
with rock removal. To assist the sponsor in evaluating the problems that might be encountered, 
it engaged Tectonic Engineering and Surveying Consultants, P. C. to test the ground surrounding 
the proposed dwelling and prepare a report and recommendations concerning the proposed 
construction and how it might be affected by the rock so near the surface of the ground. Report 
is dated November 4,2014, and is attached hereto as Appendix 1. 

There are several methods to removing rock. It can be excavated or ripped or hammered or 
blasted. Each method has its limitations and its own difficulties. Excavating or ripping rock 
cannot be accomplished if the rock is too hard or too solid. Hammering is the preferred method 
ofthe contractor and will be the method employed to the extent practical. 

Hammering creates noise that can be annoying to neighbors. Fortunately the nearest occupied 
building is several hundred feet away, thus reducing the potential annoyance. Nevertheless, 
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EAF - Part 3 (Narrative) 
Introduction 

As previously stated Part 1 ofthis EAF was prepared and submitted by the applicant. Part 2 was 
prepared and submitted by the applicant's consultants and adopted by the Planning Board on 
October 16,2013. This part, Part 3 has been prepared in response to those impacts identified by 
the Planning Board as having a potentially large impact. 

Part 2 identified the following potentially large impacts: 

.:.	 Impacts on Land 
~ The Proposed Action May Involve Construction on Slopes of 15% or Greater. 
~ The Proposed Action May Involve Construction on Land Where Bedrock Is Exposed or 

Generally within 5 Feet of Existing Ground Surface. 
~ The proposed action May involve the excavation and removal of more than 1000 tons of 

natural material. 
~ The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical disturbance 

or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides). 
•:.	 Impacts on Aesthetic Resources 

~ The Proposed Action May Be Visible from Publicly Accessible Vantage Points: 
•	 Seasonally (e.g., Screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) 
•	 Year round 

~	 The Situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action 
is: 
•	 Routine Travel by residents, including travel to and from work 
•	 Recreational or Tourism-based Activities 

.:.	 Impact on Transportation 
~ Other Impacts: Identify "Adequacy of access road during construction." 

Each of the identified potential impacts is addressed in the discussion that follows 

Discussion 

The Proposed Action May Involve Construction on Slopes 0[15% or Greater.
 
The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical disturbance or
 
vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
 

It is generally recognized that construction on land where the slopes are steeper than 15% should 
be avoided. Such construction increases the potential for erosion, which can result in downstream 
sedimentation. In the instant situation, the applicant proposes construction on such slopes and, 
for this reason, the threat of erosion must be carefully examined. 

There are site characteristics that partially mitigate the threat. First, the site is at the high point 
of a small mountain. Thus, there is no surface water flowing onto the site that might exacerbate 
any condition where erosion might occur. Accordingly, the applicant need only consider 
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Enlarged 420 mm I12X Optical Zoom 
"UNEDITED Photo Site 

Photo Site #1
 
(Route 9D near Lisburne Lane)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm / 12X Optical Zoom modified with Earth tones 

Photo Site #2
 
(Route 9D north of Normandy George)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm Il2X Optical Zoom 

Photo Site #2 
(Route 9D north of Normandy George) 

...... Photo Date: 18 July 2014 



Photo Site #2
 
(Route 9D north of Normandy George)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



•35mm fiX Optical Zoom 

420mm f12X Optical Zoom 
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Photo Site #3
 
(Intersection of Route 9D and Grassi Lane)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm I12X Optical Zoom
 
UNEDITED Photo Site
 

Photo Site #3
 
(Intersection of Route 9D and Gras~i Lane)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
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Enlarged 420 mm I12X Optical Zoom 

Photo Site #4
 
(Route 9D south of Spruce Lane)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm I12X Optical Zoom modified with Earth tones 

Photo Site #4
 
(Route 9D south of Spruce Lane)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



420mm 112X Optical Zoom 

hoto Site #5
 
(East end of Nelson Lane)
 
Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm I12X Optical Zoom 

Photo Site #5
 
(East end of Nelson Lane)
 
_Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm I12X Optical Zoom modified with Earth tones 

Photo Site #5
 
(East end of Nelson Lane)
 
Photo Date: 18 July 2014
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Enlarged 420 mm I12X Opticsl Zoom 

Photo Site #6
 
(Middle of Nelson Lane)
 
Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Enlarged 420 mm lUX Optical Zoom modified with Earth tODes 

Photo Site #6
 
(Middle of Nelson Lane)
 
Photo Date: 18 July 2014
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Enlarged 420 mm 112X Optical Zoom 
lJNEDITED Photo Site 

Photo Site #7
 
(Just east of Nazareth Way)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Photo Site #8
 
(Southern end of Avery Road)
 

Photo Date: 18 Joly 2014
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Enlarged 420 mm 112X Optical Zoom 

Photo Site #8
 
(Southern end of Avery Road)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
 



Photo Site #8
 
(Southern end of Avery Road)
 

Photo Date: 18 July 2014
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