CONSERVATION BOARD
107 Glenclyffe Dr., Garrison, NY 10524
June 9th , 2020 7:30 PM
MEETING AGENDA
1)Approval of Minutes

May

2) Old Business (all old business pending):

Riverview Industries, 3012 Route 9, Cold Spring TM#27.20-1-12.1

Applicant is seeking major site plan approval for a parking area for commercial truck parking
and storage. The applicant owns and operates a commercial truck repair and auto body business
on two parcel located across Route 9 and this is an extension of that use. A wetland permit will
be required for disturbance in the 100 foot local wetland buffer. A floodplain Development
Permit will be required for disturbance in the 100 year floodplain.

N. Scott Johnson, Mountain Brook Drive, Cold Spring New York  WL# 20-323

(The applicant is seeking approval for Construction of a grave] road to the most viable septic
absorption area, in order to install a curtain drain. The curtain drain and potential septic system
are outside of the regulated wetland areas, however the discharge pipe is within the 100’ wetland
buffer area. Installation of the curtain drain is required in order to continue the site & soil
appraisal process.)

Garrison Fish & Game Club Pond, 183 South Highland Road TM#61.-4-16 WL#20.322
(Management of Nuisance Vegetation during the summer months. Water shield is present in this
water body during summer months. This precludes the recreational use and esthetics of the
waterbody. The treatment is required to manage the growth, which will enable the water body to
be utilized for recreational and esthetic purposes.)

Cloudbank LL.C 162 Cloudbank Road Garrison WL#20-325
(The proposed project is maintenance dredging of the Cloudbank Pond to remove sediment

which have built up behind the Colt Estate Dam. The dredging will be done hydraulically, and
the sediment we will dewatered and spread on site, outside of the regulated area.)

3) New Business:

4) Stormwater:



5) Other Discussion:

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

***BEGINNING OCTOBER 1, 2019 ALL SCHEDULED CONSERVATION BOARD
MEETINGS WILL BE HELD AT THE CLAUDIO MARZOLLO COMMUNITY
CENTER, 107 GLENCLYFFE DRIVE, GARRISON, NY 10524 %**



TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN CONSERVATION BOARD
Via Zoom
May12th
Minutes

The Conservation Board held its regular meeting on Tuesday, May 12th, 2020.

Present: Mark Galezo
Lew Kinglsey
Robert Repetto
Jan Baker
Max Garfinkle {Natural Resources Review Officer)

Abesent: M J Martin
Krystal Ford

**PLEASE NOTE that these minutes were abstracted in summary from the
meeting and a taped recording.

Mark Galezo opened the meeting at 7:40

Karry Choy, 12 Hudson River Lane TM#89.7-1-16 WL20-321

Mark Galezo stated that they were just waiting on the Choy's to get permits from DEC
and that the board would foliow there lead. Chris Eggers from Race Coastal stated that
yes, they did receive the permits from DEC and they were forwarded to Mark and Max.
Chris stated that the Army Corps permit was also issued as a draft and the only thing
waiting on to finalize that is the applicant Karry Choy to send in the Money for the
application fee. Karry Choy did send in the application fee and they are just waiting on
the permit to be processed. Mark stated that a questions has come up in the past
couple of days when Mark and Max went to visit the site and there was water that was
draining and they requested that the applicant put in some gravel in the deeper part of
the hole and create a dry well to catch all the water. | believe you have dug the hole put
in the gravel so, | and | think Max will go down and take a look at it and if the board is
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okay with it, | think this project is okay. | think they have addressed the drainage issue.
Mark asked how the board felt on moving forward and they all agreed that they were
fine with it.

Mark Galezo can | get a Motion?
Andy Galler: i'll make that motion
Mark Galezo: Can | get a second?
Jan Baker: Second

Mark Galezo: All in Favor?

Andy Galler: Aye

Jan Baker: Aye

Robert Repetto: Aye

Mark Gaiezo: Aye. Permit follows.

Riverview Industries, 3012 Route 9 Cold Spring TM#27-20-1-12.1

Glen Watson is representing the applicant and Glenn stated that they have made little
but positive progress with the property. Glenn stated that himself, Mark and Max had a
site visit. There is a ditch on the north side of the property which they didn't think was
wetlands. Max inspected that part of the property and stated that if they could bury that
part of the ditch or put it in a pipe then they would be able to pull the proposed parking
lot forward and make it a little wider and get further out of the wetland area which has
clearly been violated in the back. There are also wetlands along the south side wee
have flagged and mapped that now. So, we still need a wetland permit but we think we
can help the situation by widening it out and it takes more frontage along Route 9.

Max Garfinkle stated that the ditch that Glenn is referring to Mark and | were discussing
potentially either piping or filling that drainage. Max stated that someone just went in
there and created a drainage on the north end of the actual wetiand portion that falls on
the property. Max stated he see’s no loss by filling that and allowing the applicant to
move the proposed parking lot further away from the actual resource. Max stated that
he stated to Glenn that they would have to have a discussion with the board not only to
have the opportunity to move the parking lot away from the regulated resource but also
allow for an additional are that could be restored potentially as mitigation to the
violation. Max stated that the board will have to take a look at the site plan what they are
proposing now after moving the lot further north and its intended use. Also, the
restoration portion of the project.

Mark Galezo stated that the restoration is still in play in the back portion. Glenn stated
yes, absolutely. Mark asked if they are still encroaching on the buffer with the new
Pian? Glenn stated yes, certainly in the buffer there is no question about that. Now we
are going to have a new buffer coming from the south.
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Max Garfinkle asked if the board has been given new plans yet or if the planning board
will refer it back to them when they are done. Glenn stated that he didn’t think the
Planning Board wanted to here this until they get the Conservation Board satisfied.
Glenn stated that they should have more information for the next Board mesting.

Scott Johnson, Mountain Brook Drive, Cold Spring WL#20-323

Max stated that the applicant is seeking permission for an access road to cross an
intermittent stream and also install a curtain drain which is not within any sort of buffer
but, would potentially provide some sort of insight as to whether or not they couid
proceed with applying for a septic permit or potentially having to apply for a effluent
discharge permit through the DEC if the curtain proves to fit fail at draining land area.
They need the permit to gain access to that part of the property but it does cross into a
wetland buffer of the stream and then also across an ephemeral stream on the property.

Jan Baker stated that on the site visit there is an existing road on the adjacent property
which is owned by Scenic Hudson. Jan stated that himself and Scott Johnson
speculated if Scenic Hudson would give them access to use part of that road. It would
be more protective of the general environment. Jan stated that Scott Johnson had a
discussion with someone at Scenic Hudson and they stated no that they couldn’t do
that. Jan stated that he spoke to Michele Smith and that it sounded like something they
would be interested in if they understood the benefit that would come from it. Jan asked
Scott Johnson if he has a chance to follow up with Michele and he said he had not but
he would as it sounded very encouraging. Jan asked max if he would help talk to Scott
and Michele about this proposal?

Max stated that he would and that this puts them in a position of what the next steps
are. If Scott is okay with pursing that option then we don’t have to consider what they
have proposed in the application process at this time to the board. Scott Johnson stated
that he would rather use exiting roadways if possible, then to treat a real intrusion into
the landscape that wiil aiways be there.

Robert Repetto asked | know that the septic is outside the buffer but, it does say
basically the discharge pipe is within the 100-foot wetland buffer. | don’t know why we
would even entertain that in a sensitive property like this and why would we want a
curtain drain put info an area like this just to see if they could put something in there that
will still require a violation or an exception because it's going to discharge in to the
wetlands. Robert stated that he doesn’t see the benefits except not putting a road in to
do all that test work. Mark stated that during the last meeting the concept was that its all
subsurface water that's moving along towards the lake and by doing the curtain drain
which is 7 feet deep so, its intercepting all the subsurface water and its redirecting to the
outlet pipe. There is going to be hydrologic change to the area beyond that curtain drain
is going to dry it out to some extent, but that's the purpose you need to dry it out so put
septic in there. We have to think forward if it gets to the point where you are going to put
septic in there how big is the impact and is there anything you can do to mitigate the
impact. Is it running into the lake is it still clean, are you isolating the septic from the



lake, how close is the septic to the iake those are all the questions that need to be
answered.

Scott Johnson stated that if this does not work an application to the DEC for an on-site
wastewater treatment plant which would be much more intrusive into environment. That
would be a step two. Glenn stated that they would not be asking for an exception they
wouid be asking for a permit. Jan stated that he feels this is a win win for everyone if
they can get Scenic Hudson on board. Michele stated that something like conservation
easement would be she thought attractive to them and she didn’t know if you were
interested in something like that. Scott Johnson will contact Michele from Scenic
Hudson and will get back to the board if they need anything else from the board.

Max Garfinkle stated that is this agreement goes through with Scenic Hudson and
potentially some of Scott's land gets put under conservation even or under protection
through an easement to allow for access | think that the idea was that you know that
would be a step towards mitigation if a system on the property would need to be put on
the property that wasn't a standard septic system outside of the wetland buffer. Max
stated that the best case scenario in terms of our permitting of the board would be that
he can put in a conventual system but in case that a more on-site treatment facility
needs fo be installed because the curtain drain has failed essentially | think the idea
was that we would take into consideration during our permitting that he has put portions
of his property into protection in perpetuity whatever those terms may be in the future.

Garrison Fish & Game Club Pond, 183 South Highland Road TM#61.-4-16
WL#20.322

Mark Galezo stated that he will listen to the application but, if it comes to a vote, he will
recuse himself as he has associations with the ciub. Mark stated that they have been
talking about killing the water shield that has grown in the pond. Mark asked Andy what
his thoughts on this as he has the most ad versed as he is a chemist. Andy stated that
he is familiar with the particular herbicide while it is a volatile herbicide which we try to
stay away from when you're using it in water. Perhaps a volatile herbicide is beneficial
because what does not kill a piant goes into the atmosphere. There is, only three
choices from reading the materials that were put together. One is continual cutting it,
carp which Andy stated he is not a fan of and third herbicides so ’'m not uncomfortable
with it. it would be nice cost allowing if some form of knology report would be done so
there is not long term herbicides being used in the pond. Andy stated that they shoutd
find out what is causing this maybe, just more growth or the houses near by reaching
the lake and causing more growth. Mark Roland stated that he has done a site visit in
July of 2019 the Garrison Club is completely buffered there is nothing leading up to it.
Water shields only enter water body through seeds that are either brought in through
waterfow! of from streams. Mark Roland stated that the club has looked into other
alternatives but they are either too expensive or economical and were told they actually
wouldn’t work. You can't hydrate water shield the cost of aqua dredging is totally not
effective. The cost they were giving was 150 to 200 thousand dollars. Mark Roland
stated that he has been successful in treating water shield. We are just trying to open
up area for fishing from the shore line and launching boats so, we are not trying to
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lighten out a lot of area just so the club can utilize the lake for what its purpose was for.
Mark Roland stated that they are only looking for a two-year permit from DEC to get
everything under control. We are not looking for year after year of treatment at all.

Max stated that they don’t issue article 15 permits for multiple years. The Philipstown
permitting process would only allow on an annual basis as well. Mark Roland stated that
it is not only an article 15 but an article 15 and an article 24. Article 24 is issued for
multiple years and article 15 is only issued once a year. Max stated that they would
have to file a pesticide permit annually. | would ask if you approved that you would
approve it on the same basis as the article 24 permit.

Mark Galezo stated that they would not have to come back in to the board just pay the
fee and renew it correct? Max stated that is correct.

Max said | guess the others the other point that we made at the meeting last month was
that just to reiterate what Andy said was to look at this application to treat the target
organism basically we wanted to see and evaluate the reason for conducting the
treatment in both an ecological and recreational capacities. e were looking for more
information on that essentially. Mark Roland stated that they provided enough
information on why they need to do the treatment. Max said It's essentially for a
recreational purpose? Mark Roland stated the idea is that you have a waterbody owned
by the Garrison Fish & Game Ciub at the moment is basically unusable. They are
covered in water shieid the water shield needs fo be controlled so it's time to utilize.
DEC agrees with this as well and we are not trying to wipe out the entire water shield
we are just trying to open up specific areas for them to utilize.

Robert Repetto asked that there are sources either the feed stream or the birds and
migrants. Have you done any kind of survey in the general area to see if there’s really
any known source from Phifips brook area? | was just looking on the map to see if there
was another source that would just keep feeding into it. Mark Roland stated that every
lake in the united states you can have one year of water shield and another year filled
with water milk oil and then one year full of duck weed. Just because you have water
shield upstream from it doesn’t mean that it's going to move. Sometimes it does
sometimes it will. There is no explanation where it comes from.

Mark Galezo stated that he feels this is a typical one that the board follows the DEC and
if they feel it is an acceptable procedure and they're doing it according to Dec then |
personally | don't wouldn't see an issue with it. Andy stated that he agrees with Mark it
is a native plant and | was trying to find out why it grows in some shallow water bodies
and not others.

Max asked where are they in the process with DEC right now in terms of the article 24
and the AQV? Mark Roland stated that they come hand in hand and he had a meeting
two weeks ago with DEC. DEC has a guidance they have to follow with their 24 permits.
They have to fit within the guidance and because it is a class A wetland that guidance is
a little more stringent than any other freshwater wetland class. you know we kept on
having a scale back in order for the biclogists to be able to fit into the guidance the
approval to use a herbicide to treat the water shield and he again did come up with what
we felt was a reasonable solution to the guidance so, | basically got a meeting with the
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peopie who work with me for the article 24 along with the article 15 as some people as
well and you know we're looking at the hopefulness of a completed application within
the next week or two and then it goes to public noftification and then after that | permit
would be issued and you would of course receive a copy of it as well. Max stated that
he is not familiar with a Class A wetland what were there biologist concerns about your
original plan? Mark Roland stated that their original plan was to treat about seven acres
and they were not happy about removing so much of the water shield. With an article 15
and article 24 you have to fulfill the requirements for pesticides along of the
requirements of the article 24 but you are getting two different permits and you'r still
talking even though its DEC is two separate agencies within DEC together to get a
permit. | first have to fill the article 24 and then with in that | have to fill the requirements
of the pesticide permit itself. Max stated that he would like to hear that they reduced the
treatment area into more strategic locations. Max asked if they have any of the technical
information that was provided to DEC that would be helpful. | did get to see some of the
memo’s you sent back and forth to our secretary. | guess other questions would be
alternate methods of control. Max asked if DEC had any concerns of biologically in
terms what you may be affecting within the pond? Max think the Board should see if
there are any other effects on organisms in the lake currently. Marl Roland stated the
reason for using Clear Path is that it only affects plants that It does not affect animals in
anyway. Max said he is talking about other plants that are desirable. Mark Roland
stated that the only other plants that are within that water body is lilies which may a little
brown. Mark Roland stated that he was in the water and there were not any other
plants within that water body.

Mark Galezo asked if he recuses himself can they vote as they don't have a quorum?
Jan stated that a board member can recuse themselves and still have a quorum to vote.

Mark Galezo asked if he could have a motion to approve this thing following the DEC
permitting?

Glenn Watson stated that you cannot have a vote as there is not enough people to vote
that you have to have four votes.

Max Garfinkle stated that he wouid like to see that they get approved through DEC and
get some additional information. Mark Roland stated that with or without the Boards
approval he would need to get approval through the DEC to move forward. Dec has the
ultimate ruling on all this. | would not be treating the pond until | have a permit through
DEC. Max stated that our wetland laws are build off of the state’s wetland statutes as
well so, ultimately, we too aiso have a final say in this matter. | know that you still need
approval so that you're not in violation as a pesticide applicator.

Mark Galezo stated with the fact we don’t have a quorum and that we don’t need to give
you a permit at this time because you will not have a Dec permit for some time we will
wait until you get your DEC permit and then we will figure out what to do at that time.
Mark Galezo asked how long it will take to get the permit? Mark Roland stated that he
should have one in June and that's when he wants to start the treatment.



Robert Repetto asked If there is a best time to do the treatment. Mark Roland stated
that the water shield has to grow and emerge out of the water. They want to do two full
treatments or four half treatments over the course of six to eight weeks.

Manitou Marsh

Max stated that he just wanted to pass along information that the scientist has sent to
him in regards to the marsh that is within Philipstown. They are looking to get
permission to go into the Manitou Marsh to take sediment cores with students. She
specializes in establishing these types of long-term geologic soil records and analyzing
soil from wetiand areas. They keep records to establish climate information and also
Sea Bank information. They are looking for access and max stated that it doesn’t look to
intrusive. It is all on foot no big equipment and they are going to provide the board with
some transect lines that she would be walking with her class so the board would have
exact location within the marsh. If the Town Board agrees Max stated that he would
right her a access permit. Max stated that he would like them to provide the Board with
information on how it went and the information they recovered. | will have to address
with her that the North side of the road is not our property. She can transect that one to
the south below the road. Max stated that he just wants it on the record with the board
on what they will be doing.

Cloudbank LLC, 162 Cloudbank Rod Garrison WL#20-325

Beth Evans representing Cloudbank. It is a class B dam as well as a class B water
body. The Cloudbank pond is a class B stream that flows into the pond and then over
the dam and back into the Hudson. The Roses bought the property about ten years ago
and they hired an engineer to asses the dam and the report stated the dam was sound
but, the recommended that the sediment accumulating behind the dam be dredged for
the safety of the dam. They have had inspections done every year and the engineer
states every year that the sediment behind the dam should be dredged. The Roses said
this year it should be done as they swim in the pond and they boat in the pond. They
decided if they were going to dredge the pond that they should dredge the rest of the
pond back to the original depth that is was back in the 1900’s. They have worked to find
a contractor that will do this hydraulically both with a cutter head and also with a diver
assisting head to really finesse the sediment removal to make sure that the pond edge
remains vegetated and attached. The entire pond has a 235 to 240 acre watershed
most of which is Federal or state land. They have a meadow area in the center of the
property where they would like to dewater the sediment and then spread. They are
estimating about six to eight inches of additional sediment spread over the meadow.
The meadows are primarily organic soils that my believe came out of the pond when it
was original dug. It is three to four feet of black organic sediment. We are talking about
taking highly organic sediment out of the pond putting it in the meadow and receiving it
with a wet meadow seed mix to ensure that we get a good cover. Beth stated that they
have an application to the DEC and Army Corp and | have provided copies of those to
you. Mark asked if this is essentially an underwater vacuum? Beth stated exactly, it has
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a cutter head on the end of the vacuum hose which stirs up the sediment. They put a
turbidity curtain around the work area on any given day so that they are not making the
entire pond turbid when they are working. They find that it has enough of a vibration that
all the living animals in the pond will move away from it. Except for a small beach area
the entire pond is wooded around the edge. It's a perennial stream and two intermittent
streams that feed it and lots of springs. Mark asked so, they extract the sediment it gets
piped through a pipe continuously through the machine then just dumped out the other
end right on spot. Beth stated Where it gets dumped out into geotextile bags
dewatering bags that are placed over plastic and at the edge of the plastic are hay bales
to make a little berm the water collected and pumped back to the pond clean.

Andy Galler stated that 7,000 cubic yards of sediment dewatered at 2,500 to 3,000
cubic yards is a vast amount of materials. Beth agreed it is a large amount of material.
Andy stated within the report controliing invasive plants, phragmites is invasive I'm not
necessarily going to call cattails invasive. Andy stated that there is a structure over the
spillway is going to be removed or remediated reported by Taconic Engineers. Beth
stated no, it's not part of this project. Andy stated that he thinks the permit has more
going on then what Beth is covering and that it all should be done at once. Andy stated
that the dredging is a big deal but if done right it should be fine but, the other two things
should be within the permit. Beth stated that the engineer suggestion that the spiillway
be reworked and the dam rebuilt was rejected by the Roses. Beth stated the she
included the report from the engineers just to show the consistent recommendations for
the sediment removal. The Roses worked with DEC and instead of redoing the dam
they put in a pipe along the side of the dam so they can put in a submersible pump into
the pond and pump the water level of the pond down by a foot or two feet if there is
going to be a big storm. The spillway and dam reconstruction is not part of this
application.

Max Garfinkle stated that they would normally do a site visit but under the
circumstances if Beth could flag the dewatering areas, the corners and we can go as
individuals and take a look at the ponded area. Max was wondering if Beth would not
represent it as a wet meadow currently? Beth stated it's deep organic soils but there's
no geomorphic reason for those deep organic soils to be there. Max asked what you're
looking at to you doesn't represent potentially controlled area that you would be filling on
top of with the sediment from the lake? Beth stated she doesn’t think so, but she would
be more than happy to go out with them and take a look. Max asked if they are bringing
the bags up to the area and then allowing them to drain? Beth stated that the bags are
about 150 feet long and thirty feet wide so it's a four inch hose that comes from the
pump it's going to go along the edge of the woods into the bag it feeds into the top of
the bag the bags are porous the water comes out of the bag and it's collected on the
plastic sheeting and then there's a pump in the flat on top of the plastic sheeting that
then pumps water back to the lake. Max asked if the piping lays on the top of the
ground? Beth stated yes. The Board with be in contact with Beth to get out to the
property.

Mark Galezo moved to adjourn the meeting Andy Galler made the motion and Jan
Baker seconded the motion. All were in favor and the meeting adjourned at 9:05 pm.



Date Approved:

Respectiully submitted by,

Kelly Maclintyre



May 26, 2020 ;
BADEY & WATSON

Sumgng oo Bapingseing, P

Mark Galezo, Chairman

Town of Philipstown Conservation Board
238 Main Street

Cold Spring, NY 10516

Re: Curtain Drain Installation - Johnson
Mountain Brook Drive, Cold Spring
Tax Map Nos. 16.-1-34 & 16.-1-56

Dear Chairman Galezo and Members of the Conservation Board:

Enclosed is a revised plan for instailation of a curtain drain, and curtain drain discharge, associated with
evaluation of a potential septic area on the subject property. As discussed at the last meeting, this plan
utilizes the existing gravel traveled-ways on the applicant’s properties, and on the neighbor’s property, in
order to construct the curtain drain. Also enclosed is a draft of the temporary access easement agreement
between the applicant and his neighbor. The easement is over the existing “curb cut” on Mountain Brook
Drive, and approximately 450’ of their gravel road.

Following construction, and expiration of the agreement, the curtain drain requires an extended monitoring
period. However, this monitoring plan does not require construction equipment or vehicular access in
general.

Please do not hesitate to contact this office before the next meeting shouid any questions arise. Thank you
in advance for your continued review and consideration regarding this matter.

Yours truly,
BADEY & WATSON,
] gngineering, P.C.

ason R. Snyder, CPESC

irs

enclosures

cc Max Garfinkie, Natural Resources Review Officer (email)

Anthony Fricchione, Assistant Public Health Engineer (email)
File U:\92-135B\WO_24412\CB26MA20BP.dotx

wiwow Badevebvatsen



REVOCABLE TEMPORARY LICENSE

THIS REVOCABLE TEMPORARY LICENSE, granted this ___ day of

, 2020, between, Slopeling, LLC, having an address at, ¢/o The Scenic
Hudson Land Trust, Inc., 1 Civic Center Plaza, Suite 200, Poughkeepsie, New York 12601
{“Grantor”), and JRP 143, LLC, having an address at 11 Horatio Street, #11L, New York,
New York 10014 (“Grantee”).

Grantor is the owner of a certain parcel of real property in the Town of
Philipstown, Putnam County, New York, known as Tax 1D No.: 372689-16.-1-55, as more
particularly described in a deed recorded in the Office of the Dutchess County Clerk at
Liber 2084, Page 34 (“Grantor's Property”).

Grantee is the owner of certain parcels of real property in the Town of
Philipstown, Putnam County, New York, known as Tax ID Nos.: 372689-16.-1-56 and
372689-16.-1-34, as more particularly described in a deed recorded in the Office of the
Dutchess County Clerk at Liber 2112, Page 64 {“Grantee’s Property”).

WITNESSETH:

The Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of One and 00/100 Dollar {$1.00} lawful
money of the United States and other good and valuable consideration paid by the Grantee,
the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, does hereby grant to Grantee
a revocable license for temporary access over and across an existing unpaved,
unimpraved road on the East side of Grantor’s Property, in the area more particularly
described in Exhibit A {“License Area”), annexed hereto and made a part hereof, for the
purpose of conducting septic system feasibility testing on Grantee’s Property.

The parties, their successors and/or assigns hereby agree as follows:

1 The Grantor grants to the Grantee a revocable license for temporary access {the
“License”} over the License Area for the purposes of the accessing Grantee’s
Property in order to conduct septic system feasibility testing, which testing shall
occur solely on Grantee’s Property. Grantee, its agents and contractors, shall
have the right of ingress and egress over and across the License Area, on foot or
in vehicles and with machinery, insofar as is necessary to effectuate the purpose
of this License.

2. Grantee hereby does, and agrees ta, indemnify and hold harmless Grantor from
and against any claims arising out of any activities undertaken on the Grantor’s
Property by the Grantee or its agents ar contractors, in connection with their use
of the License Area and access over Grantor’s Property.



Grantee expressly acknowledges that Grantor, its affiliates, employees, and
representatives of each, have made no representation about the structural
integrity or safety of any of the features, natural or manmade, situated on
Grantor’'s Property. Grantee, its agents, and contractors, shall enter Grantor’s
Property at their respective own risk. All individuals entering Grantor’s Property
shall use reasonable care while on Grantor’s Property, shall dress appropriately,
and bring such supplies as they deem necessary, given the nature and condition
of Grantor’s Property, then current weather conditions and the purposes and
anticipated duration of Grantee, its agents and contractor’s visit to Grantor’s
Property.

Grantee shall cause its insurance company to add Grantor and its affiliates as
additional insureds to its insurance policy. Grantee shall cause its agents and
contractors to add Grantor and its affiliates as additional insureds to their
respective insurance policies. Prior to entering Grantor’s Property, Grantee shall
provide Grantor with a copy of all Accord Certificates naming (a) Slopeline, LLC,
(b) The Scenic Hudson Land Trust, Inc., and {(c) Scenic Hudson, Inc., as additional
insureds,

Prior to expiration of this License Grantee agrees to, and shall, restore Grantor's
Property to substantially the same condition as existed prior to Grantee’s entry
onto Grantor’s Property.

This License does not convey Grantee any right or permission to improve or
conduct construction activities on, or to any portion of, Grantor’s Property.

Grantee shall not interfere with Grantor's use and enjoyment of Grantor’s
Property, except to the extent that Grantor’s use of the License Area may be
temporarily interfered with by the Grantee for the purposes described above.

This License affects only those tax lots identified herein as Grantor's Property
and does not convey any right or permission in connection with any other lands

owned by Grantor.

This Revocable License shall automatically expire on July 15, 2020 unless
extended in a writing signed by Grantor and duly notarized.

REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



IN WITNESS WHEREOF. the parties have executed this License on the date first
above written.

GRANTOR: GRANTEE:
SLOPELINE, LLC JRP 143, LLC } J1

{ ; T
[T
By: By.{l,féfm ;iéfdg ¢ «’/ﬁ--—-’“\.

Steve Rosenberg, Member Proxy { {/! A“' f
rlem e

By:

Seth McKee, Member Proxy

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
Ss:
COUNTY OF }

Onthe  dayof _ __, 2020, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Pubilic, in and
for said state, personally appeared Steve Rosenberg, personally known to me or proved
to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the
same in his capacity, and by his signature on the instrument, the individual, or the
person upon behaif of which the individual acted, executed the instrument.

NOTARY PUBLIC



STATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNTY OF

Onthe  dayof ___, 2020, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public, in and
for said state, personally appeared Seth McKee, personally known to me or proved to
me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed
to the within jnstrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his
capacity, and by his signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon
behalf of which the_'indj\ridual acted, executed the instrument.

NOTARY PUBLIC

STATE OF NEW YORK )
Ss:
COUNTY OF )

Onthe __ dayof ___, 2020, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Pubilic, in and
for said state, personally appeared , personally known to me or
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the
same in his capacity, and by his signature on the instrument, the individual, or the
person upon behalf of which the individual acted, executed the instrument.

NOTARY PUBLIC



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Division of Environmental Permits
NYSDEC Region 3 Headquarters

21 S Putt Comers Rd

New Paltz, NY 12561

(845) 256-3054

May 22, 2020

THE GARRISON FISH AND GAME CLUB INC
183 S HIGHLAND RD
GARRISON, NY 10524

Re: DEC ID # 3-3726-00295/00001
GARRISON FISH & GAME CLUB

Dear Applicant :

Please be advised that your application tor a DEC permit(s) is complete and a technical review
has commenced. Notice and the opportunity for public comment is required for this application. Enclosed
is a Notice of Complete Application for your project. Please have the Notice published in the newspaper
identified below once during the week of 5/25/2020 on any day Monday through Friday.

The official newspaper of the Town of PHILIPSTOWN,
Contact the Town Clerk's office to confirm the official newspaper.

On the Notice of Complete Application, that information presented between the horizontal
lines, on the enclosed page(s) should be published. Do not print this letter or the information contained
below the second horizontal line. Please request the newspaper publisher to provide you with a
Proof of Publication for the Notice. Upon receipt of the Proof of Publication promptly forward it to this
office. You must provide the Proof of Publication before a final decision can be rendered on your
application. You are responsible for paying the cost of publishing the Notice in the newspaper.

Notification of this complete application is also being provided by this Department in the
NYSDEC Environmental Notice Bulletin.

This notification does not signify approval of your application for permit. Additional information
may be requested from you at a future date, if deemed necessary to reach a decision on your application.
Your project is classified major under the Uniform Procedures Act. Accordingly, a decision is due within
90 days of the date of this notice unless a public hearing is held, which may extend this time frame. Ifa
public hearing is necessary, you will be notified.

If you have any questions please contact me at the above address or phone number above.

Sincerely,

MICHAEL V GROSSO
Division of Environmental Permits



THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Notice of Complete Application

Date:  05/22/2020

Applicant: THE GARRISON FISH AND GAME CLUB INC
183 S HIGHLAND RD
GARRISON, NY 10524

Facility: GARRISON FISH & GAME CLUB
183 S HIGHLAND RD
GARRISON, NY 10524

Application ID: 3-3726-00295/00001

Permits(s) Applied for: 1 - Article 24 Freshwater Wetlands
I - Article 15 Title 3 Aquatic Pesticides

Project is located: in PHILIPSTOWN in PUTNAM COUNTY

Project Description:

The applicant proposes to treat approximately 1.7 acres of Earl's Pond, which is within NYS Freshwater
Wetland WP-27 (Class I), with aquatic pesticides Cutrine Plus (active ingredient: Copper Ethanolamine
Complex, Mixed) and Clearcast (active ingredient: Ammonium Salt of Imazamox). Applications are for the
control of algae blooms and Water Shield plants respectively.

Availability of Application Documents:

Filed application documents, and Department draft permits where applicable, are available for inspection during
normal business hours at the address of the contact person. To ensure timely service at the time of inspection, it
is recommended that an appointment be made with the contact person.

State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) Determination
Project is an Unlisted Action and will not have a significant impact on the environment. A Negative
Declaration is on file. A coordinated review was not performed.

SEQR Lead Agency None Designated

State Historic Preservation Act (SHPA) Determination
The proposed activity is not subject to review in accordance with SHPA. The application type is exempt
and/or the project involves the continuation of an existing operational activity.

DEC Commissioner Policy 29, Environmental Justice and Permitting (CP-29)
It has been determined that the proposed action is not subject to CP-29.



Availability For Public Comment Contact Person

Comments on this project must be MICHAEL V GROSSO
submitted in writing to the Contact NYSDEC

Person no later than 06/11/2020 21 8 Putt Comners Rd

or 15 days after the publication date New Paltz, NY 12561

of this notice, whichever is later.

CC List for Complete Notice

M. Roland, Life Inc.

S. Pawliczak, R3 Ecosystem Health
C. Darcy, R3 Pesticides

C. Hertel, R3 Pesticides

ENB



