CONSERVATION BOARD
238 Main St, Cold Spring, NY 10516
Octobers, 2018 7:30 PM
MEETING AGENDA

1) Approval of Minutes:
•
•

July 10, 2018
September 11, 2018

2) Return of Escrow:
2) Old Business (all old business pending):
Twin Bridges Road

TM# 82.-1-69

(The applicant is seeking to repair a section of or replace the entire culvert pipe running under
Twin Bridges Road.) (Work was performed without a permit and a violation was issued June
11th.)

Joseph Estvanik, 125 Old Albany Post Road

TM# 83,5-1-1

(The applicant is seeking to fill an area with stones and fill as well as removing 44.44 yards in
the wetland buffer. The property will then be graded down to the natural grade close to the
stream and planted appropriately. A wetlands permit was issued in April 2018.)

3) New Business:
Robert Ashley, 3 Ethan Drive

TM# 91.6-1-50

(The applicant is seeking to a new single-family residence to replace the demolished residence. A
wetland determination has not yet been made by the Wetland Inspector.)

4) Stormwater Discussion:
5) Other Discussion:
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TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN CONSERVATION BOARD
238 MAIN STREET, COLD SPRING, NY 10516
SEPTEMBER 11, 2018
DRAFT MINUTES
The Conservation Board held its regular meeting at Philipstown Town Hall on Tuesday,
September 11, 2018.
Present:

Mark Galezo (Chairman)
Max Garfmkle (Natural Resources Review Officer)
Andrew Galler
M.J. Martin
Robert Repetto
Eric Lind
Jan Baker

Absent;

Lew Kingsley

**PLEASE NOTE that these minutes were abstracted in summary from the meeting and a
taped recording.
Chairman Galezo opened the meeting at 7:30 pm.

Old Business:
Hilpert, Twin Bridges Road

TM# 82.-1-69

Mr. Hilpert was in attendance and stated since he was last in front of the board in July, he has
applied for his permit from the DEC. He stated he has retained someone to do the work once the
approvals are granted and has also hired Badey & Watson to do the necessary engineering. Mr.
Hilpert reported that he should have everything in order for the October meeting.

New Business:
Lois Realty LLC, Post Road Mobile Home Park -8 First Street, Cold Spring TM# 38.-3-23
Jason Snyder of Badey & Watson was in attendance representing the applicant, Joseph Lois of
Lois Realty LLC. Mr. Snyder reported the applicant is proposing to replace a trailer on a lot in
the Post Road Mobile Home Park. He stated that since these plans were submitted, he has added
the approximate location of the previous trailer.
Mr. Garfmkle questioned if the structure is still standing. Mr. Snyder reported the previous
structure had been removed and the only thing remaining is a shed, some steps and a precast
staircase. It is currently just a gravel pad with some old cinderblocks. Mr. Snyder reported, the
biggest thing that needs to be done for this project is to pour a concrete pad for anchoring and
foundation purposes for the new unit, which is what requires the excavation work.
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Chairman Galezo stated this is an existing lot with existing utilities. Mr. Garfmkle questioned
where the septic is located. Mr. Snyder reported that there’s a central septic system offsite as
well as a central water system.
Mr. Galler questioned how long ago the previous unit was removed. Mr. Snyder stated he was
not sure of the exact date but that it was recent, within the last year or so.
Mr. Snyder reported that Steve Marino has flagged the wetland, with the understanding that it is
a DEC wetland and knowing that it is WP9. Mr. Garfmkle stated that the DEC would have the
last say. Typically, their habitat biologist would come out and look at Mr. Marino’s delineation
and then move the flags based on what she finds. Mr. Snyder stated he would be submitting to
DEC in the next few days, once the plan is complete. Mr. Garfmkle stated it may be worthwhile
for Mr. Snyder to reach out to the habitat biologist Kelly McKean to come out and look at the
line as it is flagged now and use her flags on the plan. He continued, if Mr. Marino’s flags are
not accurate, and the work being done falls within the first 100-51 feet away from the wetland, a
general permit may possibly be obtainable. If the work falls within 50 feet of the wetland, a full
Article 24 permit is required. Mr. Garfmkle added that the DEC has the final say in that. Mr.
Snyder stated, in his personal opinion and based on past experience, he doesn’t think the DEC
will have much to say, based on the scope of the project.
Mr. Lind questioned what happened and why this unit was necessary to be replaced. Mr. Snyder
stated that this unit was unlivable. He explained that the tenant was evicted and the trailer was in
a state of disrepair. Mr. Lind stated he asked the question wondering if there would be other
replacements coming. Mr. Snyder stated that most of them are well cared for.
Mr. Galezo questioned if all of the trailers sit on concrete slabs. Mr. Snyder responded that most
of them do not and the slab is a new requirement. He explained that this is a mobile home and
will come in on wheels; the slab is more so for anchoring rather than for the foundation.
Mr. Garfmkle questioned if there would be removal of any trees. Mr. Snyder responded that
would not be necessary.
Mr. Galler moved to approve issuing a conditional permit, based on DEC approval being
provided to the Town, and Mr. Baker seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:
Mark Galezo
Andrew Galler
M.J. Martin
Robert Repetto
Eric Lind
Jan Baker
Lew Kingsley

-

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Absent
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Mr. Galler questioned if Mr. Garfmkle has seen the wetland flagging and suggested he go take a
look and sign off on it. Mr. Garfmkle stated he would try and visit the property the coming
weekend.

Old Business:
NYCDEP Catskill Aqueduct Repair & Rehabilitation Project
Phil Simmons, Jon Hoffman, and Emily Pereira of NYCDEP were in attendance to discuss their
recent permit applications related to the Catskill Repair & Rehabilitation project (CAT-RR).
Mr. Simmons stated, in terms of wetland permits, there are 2 sites in Philipstown, Philipstown-4
which is off Indian Brook Road and Philipstown-12 which is located off Sprout Brook Road,
which require such permits.
Mr. Simmons reported they will be building an access road from Indian Brook Road down to a
bridge that requires repair; the bridge is holding the actual aqueduct. He stated there is a
summary in the packet that they handed out on the site walk of the areas in the wetlands, in the
watercourse and in the adjacent area that they will be disturbing, both temporary and permanent.
Regarding Philipstown-12, the site off of Sprout Brook, Mr. Simmons explained they will be
building a temporary access road along the aqueduct.
Mr. Garfmkle questioned if, at any of the locations, there is always the potential they could be
doing dichlorination and the release of water into those waterways. Mr. Simmons explained,
where there are leaks they are either going to fix them or be providing local dichlorination. Mr.
Hoffman added there are no leaks in Philipstown, except for one located in Nelsonville south of
Foundry Brook syphon, and that will be repaired, therefore no dichlorination will occur in
Philipstown. Mr. Hoffman continued, they intend on chlorinating the water and are also building
the ability to discharge water through these new, or re-worked, blow-offs. He stated the idea
there is to basically shut down chlorine if they’re running it, let the unchlorinated water go
through and test it in the aqueduct before they let anything go through.
Chairman Galezo questioned if the chlorination would only occur while the work is being
performed. Mr. Hoffman explained that part of this project is removing biofilm from the whole
inside surface of the aqueduct, which they do not want to grow back so quickly. Therefore, they
will be chlorinating to maintain the aqueduct. Mr. Hoffman reported, the precursor to this project
is that the Rondout-West Branch Tunnel for the Delaware Aqueduct needs to go offline. He
continued, when they remove the biofilm they should regain some capacity and they want to
make sure they carry that capacity all the way through the Rondout-West Branch Tunnel work.
Mr. Hoffman stated, when they clean the biofilm on the Catskill Aqueduct, they will maintain it
with the chemicals. Once Rondout-West Branch Tunnel is complete, the chemicals will likely
not be used anymore.
Chairman Galezo suggested there be some sort of notification to residents as well as the
Audubon Society on Indian Brook Road of when the discharges will occur, in order to ensure
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safety. Mr. Lind explained that at the very mouth of Indian Brook, there is an Audubon
Education Facility and they conduct seasonal programs, some of which involve children doing
research in at the mouth of the brook. Mr. Simmons and Mr. Hoffman stated they would work
with the town to help notify any neighbors or entities necessary. Mr. Hoffman added, there is no
remote operation of these facilities and someone from the DEP will be on site at all times when
these discharges occur.
Mr. Hoffman stated they will be opening the valves slowly so as to not create any disturbance to
the streambeds. Mr. Lind questioned how that is done. Mr. Hoffman explained, the Indian Brook
site has a concrete structure around the pipes which pretty much go over the stream. The bottom
of the stream there is almost all rock. He continued, on Sprout Brook, the discharge would come
out right onto a stream bank that would likely erode. Therefore, they will be armoring it, putting
a rip-rap pad down to discharge onto to prevent erosion from occurring.
Mr. Lind stated, notification should be made to the town and maybe Mr. Garfmkle could come
out and monitor the release. The town and residents should be made aware of when these
releases will be occurring. Mr. Garfmkle questioned what the timeframe for this work will be.
Mr. Hoffman reported they can only shutdown the Aqueduct between October 1 and April 30;
Fall through Spring is when they can do the work. In terms of actually draining the syphons, they
would drain it the initial time, one pipe, work on that for a few weeks, and then the next pipe and
so on and so forth. He stated it would take less than a day to drain each pipe. The first step is to
replace the valves and then to perform the biofilm removal and repairs.
Mr. Garfmkle suggested they create a few signs that can be posted at the site on days when the
draining is going to occur and easily removed at the end of the day when draining at that site has
been completed.
Mr. Simmons stated that at the site visits in August, there was discussion of the DEP providing a
monthly lookahead to the town listing what work would be occurring in the coming month at
which sites. Mr. Garfmkle suggested an initial notification to residents, possibly a newspaper ad,
email blast, or flyer on the municipal channel. Ms. Percacciolo stated, if they could send a small
description of the work to be occurring with an approximate time period, it could be email
blasted to residents, noticed in the paper, and put on the municipal channel, just so residents are
aware that this work will be occurring and ongoing for a period of time.
Mr. Repetto questioned, at locations where there are leaks, if there is any evidence of ecosystems
that have built up around those areas that may now be impacted by this work. Mr. Simmons
stated they described some of that in the EIS but for the most part there is nothing significant. He
added, they will be tracking these leak sites both before and after the work occurs.
Chairman Galezo reported that at the visit to the Sprout Brook site there was discussion of the
work to be performed including fixing the road, rebuilding the bridge and doing a whole paver
section. He stated he personally has no problem with it as it needs to be done but asked if there
was any further comment from the board. Mr. Hoffman stated they would be using the porous
pavers on the far side near the water for access to the blow-offs. He clarified that they are not
rebuilding the culvert bridge but will be spanning across it during construction.
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Mr. Repetto asked about tree removal. Mr. Hoffman stated they would be removing a number of
trees necessary to access that area; many of the trees are along the alignment of the pipes and
should never have been allowed to grow there in the first place. Mr. Garfmkle reported there is a
planting restoration plan for that area.
Mr. Garfmkle stated he had gone through the most recent submission regarding the clearing &
grading permits and stated that 2 of them, Philipstown-1 and Philipstown-7 both had checked off
the box indicating that work is to be performed within the wetland buffer, yet there were no
wetland permit applications for those sites. He questioned if this was done in error.
Mr. Hoffman reported that the work being performed is being done 20 feet above the noted
watercourse, inside and on top of the aqueduct. They will be replacing the manhole cover that is
used to access the pipe and also replacing valves inside the aqueduct. Horizontally, they are
within the threshold of the wetland but are taking the necessary protection measures to ensure
nothing gets into the stream below. The board decided this is considered a repair and a wetland
permit is not necessary for those 2 sites.
It was noted that the site off of Old Albany Post Road will be used as a staging area to get to the
Sprout Brook North site to remove biofilm; no major construction will occur at that site.
Mr. Galler stated, for transparency, that he is the adjoining landowner on the north side to the
Sprout Brook north syphon and the entire length of the road that goes to Old Albany Post Road,
but has no issue with the project whatsoever so does not feel the need to recuse himself.
Ms. Martin moved to issue a wetland permit, with conditions discussed, for both sites,
Philipstown-4 (Indian Brook Road) and Philipstown-12 (Sprout Brook Road) and Mr. Baker
seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:
Mark Galezo
Andrew Galler
M.J. Martin
Robert Repetto
Eric Lind
Jan Baker
Lew Kingsley

-

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Absent

Mr. Garfmkle suggested to Mr. Simmons and Mr. Hoffman that they schedule a follow up
meeting at the office of the Building Department to discuss all other necessary permits with the
Code Enforcement Officer and to discuss a notification schedule as well as necessary fees.

Minutes:
The minutes of June 12, 2018 were reviewed. Mr. Baker moved to approve the minutes as
presented and Mrs. Martin seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:
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Mark Galezo
Andrew Galler
M.J. Martin
Robert Repetto
Eric Lind
Jan Baker
Lew Kingsley

-

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Absent

Mr. Galler moved to adjourn the meeting and Mrs. Martin seconded the motion. All were in
favor and the meeting adjourned at 8:32 pm.
Date Approved___________________________________

Respectfully submitted by,

Tara K. Percacciolo
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TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN CONSERVATION BOARD
238 MAIN STREET, COLD SPRING, NY 10516
July 10, 2018
DRAFT MINUTES
The Conservation Board held its regular meeting at Philipstown Town Hall on Tuesday, July 10,
2018,
Present:

MJ Martin
Andrew Galler
Eric Lind
Max Garfinkle (Natural Resources Review Officer)
Lew Kingsley

Absent:

Mark Galezo, Chairman
Robert Repetto
Jan Baker

**PLEASE NOTE that these minutes were abstracted in summary from the meeting and a
taped recording.
Acting Chairman Lind opened the meeting at 7:30 pm.

New Business
Hilpert, Twin Bridges Road

TM# 82.-1-69

Mr. Lind reported that he, Mr. Kingsley and Mr. Garfinkle had visited the property earlier that
day. Mr. Galler stated he was also familiar with the property. Mr. Lind reported they have a good
sense of what the current conditions are as well as a little bit of history, provided by Mr.
Garfinkle.
Mr. Hilpert reported that he has submitted an application which is now pending before the board.
To offer a little history, he reported that he bought this property in 1984, as a farm, at 165 acres.
He stated he divided off 3 parcels in the back, roughly 50 something acres, and divided another
lot into 65 acres, which was sold to Lars Kulleseid and Bill Evarts, which Mr. Hilpert refers to as
the Lake Alice lot. He stated he had the road built over to the 3 lots, which are each owned
independently by 3 different owners. Mr. Hilpert stated the fourth lot is actually owned by Mr.
Kulleseid and is not in use. Mr. Hilpert stated the owners of the lots maintain the road. He stated
he got involved in this project because he owns the road and the pipe being clogged is flooding
his field to the north, which is sometimes referred to as the ‘gas station’ field. He stated that field
has always been kind of wet but this time of year he was always able to mow it.
Mr, Hilpert explained that in the last 9 months to a year, that field has not been draining properly
and he has not been able to mow. He stated that about 9 months ago, he sent people down there
to fix it by hand. Mr. Hilpert explained they were able to get in there about 10 feet before they hit
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what seemed to be a wall and were unable to get through anymore. He continued, about 8 years
ago one of the previous lot owners had gone down to the site and was taking large boulders using
a large machine and may have inadvertently crushed the culvert in the process.
Mr. Hilpert stated, when he was ready to do the repair, he knew he did not need a wetland permit
because he read the code and believes that this did not qualify for a permit. He stated he did
contact the DEC to question whether he needed a permit from them or he would be allowed to
perform the work as it was an emergency. Mr. Hilpert stated he has supplied the board with
correspondence from the DEC. He reported that he was given permission by the DEC to go in
and make the repair on the emergency basis. He stated he reached out to the owner of one of the
3 lots and his father about 9 months ago, who happen to perform this line of work. Mr. Hilpert
reported they were happy to help. They went out to the site a few days later and decided they
should wait until Spring as there was too much water in the field at the time. Nothing of the
repair was ever mentioned after that time.
Mr. Hilpert reported that his son had come into his office recently and questioned what was
going on at the property and explained that someone had been digging there sometime on
Mother’s Day weekend and the site had been closed down. Mr. Hilpert, at the time, stated he
didn’t know anything about it. What he understands is that the repair was occurring and was
stopped by the Building Inspector, The gentleman performing the work stopped making the
repair but was down to the pipe so he put in 2 smaller pipes on top of the old pipe. Mr. Hilpert
explained that these 2 small pipes were never part of the discussion, but when the project was
stopped, something had to be put back in order for the road to be passable and help drain the
field.
Mr. Garfinkle stated they had visited the site earlier that morning and there was no evidence of
that old pipe existing there at this point. Mr. Lind clarified, all they could see were the 2 plastic
culverts. He stated one is currently draining and the other is sitting up higher than the other and
will only drain if the water level increases, but there was no evidence of the older, damaged
culvert. Mr. Hilpert was adamant that there is a pipe there, though he doesn’t know its condition.
Mr. Lind stated the DEC has their own position but the boards issue is that the pipes that are
currently there now are not sufficient. Mr. Hilpert again stated they were not the intended
permanent fix but were placed temporarily when the job was stopped, in order to help the field
drain. Mr. Lind explained, what the board needs now is for the permits to be in place both for the
DEC and the Town and, in his opinion, engineering design to ensure that the culvert is placed at
the right elevation so as to drain the field as needed but also maintains the integrity of the stream
itself where it crosses the road. The size of the culvert is also important to ensure that it can
handle the storm runoff. Mr. Hilpert stated that there had never been an issue with drainage with
the 24-inch pipe in 22 years. Mr. Lind stated they would like it designed in a way that animals
and aquatic life can move through it so they can access both sections of stream, which is a height
thing. But also, generally speaking, the board prefers naturalized bottoms which can be done in 2
ways: a half culvert, possibly a larger culvert that’s cut in half so the stream bed is left in a
natural condition or adding natural material to the bottom of the pipe to emulate the streambed,
though Mr. Lind stated he has not seen the latter work very well. He stated that material can
easily wash out during a high flow event.
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Mr. Lind stated that he believes, generally speaking, that the DEC is going to require a permit at
this point. Mr. Hilpert reported that he spoke with DEC and explained that he would reach back
out to them after this evening's meeting with the Conservation Board.
Mr. Lind stated this has happened before, but when a repair is complex, even though it may be
considered a repair in the written code, the CB does have some flexibility, based on the
complexity of the repair, to actually require a permit. Mr. Hilpert stated that is not how he read
the code, but he is here and has submitted the application for a wetland permit. Mr. Lind stated
the board is not here to impede a solution but suggested a simple check-in with the town
whenever performing such work in order to avoid a situation like they are in now. Mr. Hilpert
again stated that by his reading of the code, he did not believe he was required to obtain a permit
from the town. Ms. Martin suggested that moving forward, it is always good to consult Mr.
Garfinkle, the Natural Resource Officer, before starting work.
Mr. Lind questioned what the next step should be in terms of coming to a solution. Mr. Hilpert
suggested they allow him to consult an engineer, likely Badey & Watson, and is confident they
will come to the same conclusion as they did years ago, that a 24-inch pipe is suffice. He
expressed his belief that the heavy machinery that was used a few years back to move some large
boulders had compromised the pipe and that is the only reason this problem arose.
Mr. Garfinkle stated, something that is going to be important to this board is, when they do come
up with an engineered solution for this, the new pipe needs to be placed at an appropriate
elevation. He explained, the temporary fix in place currently is so high above the actual stream
bed that all it is doing is picking up high water.
Ms. Martin suggested it might be helpful to go through piece by piece with the applicant what he
needs to provide to the board at the next meeting, so as to avoid any miscommunication. Mr.
Garfinkle requested engineered drawings showing at least a 24-inch pipe at an appropriate
elevation. He stated, the DEC is going to require cross-sectional views of what is there now and
what is being proposed to install and requested that any information provided to the DEC also be
provided to the Conservation Board. Mr. Garfinkle stated the board would stipulate that he
follow all of the timing restrictions that the DEC lays out in their correspondence regarding trout
protections and timber rattlesnake protections. Mr. Garfinkle stated it is part of the engineering
request that information is provided on how water quality will be protected during that time as
well.
Mr. Garfinkle reported that the date of the next Conservation Board meeting will be held on
August 14th. Mr. Hilpert stated he would be away. Mr. Garfinkle stated Mr. Hilpert’s presence
was not necessary at that next meeting if he is still corresponding with the DEC. Mr. Hilpert
stated that either way he would keep the board apprised.

Return of Escrow
Ribeiros, 65 Steuben Road

TM# 91.5-1-26
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Mr. Garfinkle explained that the Planning and Zoning board’s vote to return escrow fees once the
project has been completed at their level and stated he would like to use this process going
forward. He stated that because there is no process in place for the Conservation Board, the town
has found that there is a lot of old escrow money that is just being held and it would be great to
close out these accounts and return that money for projects that have been completed or closed
out. This would be an easy way to have some documentation on record, regarding escrow
monies. Ms. Percacciolo explained, for instance, the Planning Board requires that the applicant
put in writing, email or letter, their request for their escrow balance to be returned. It is then
placed on the next agenda for the board to vote on and is usually stipulated on any outstanding
invoices being paid. Ms. Martin agreed it would be a good idea to help track the accounts.
Mr. Lind clarified that the escrow being voted on this evening for Mr. Ribiero was from an old
permit from 2008/2009 that has since been closed out as he has just recently applied for and been
issued a new wetland permit, which all fees have been collected for.
Mr. Kingsley moved to return the escrow from a previous wetland permit to Mr. Ribiero as he
has applied for a new permit and submitted all fees necessary for said new permit, and Ms.
Martin seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:
Mark Galezo
MJ Martin
Andrew Galler
Jan Baker
Eric Lind
Lew Kingsley
Robert Repetto

-

Absent
Aye
Aye
Absent
Aye
Aye
Absent

Other Discussion
Mr, Garfinkle reported that he went up to Glassbury Court and that they have yet to perpetually
maintain those problem areas so he set up a meeting with Steve Marino at 3:30pm on Thursday
to discuss that as well as the restoration work at Banker’s property. Mr. Lind questioned if any of
the work that had been done at Glassbury Court had helped at all. Mr. Garfinkle stated he was
unaware and that Mr. Marino’s office really fought him about the idea of going out there and
doing any sort of monitoring because it wasn’t required of them in the state stormwater plan post
construction. Mr. Garfinkle stated they had a discussion and Mr. Marino agreed that he would go
out there periodically, but he has yet to see any of those records. Mr. Garfinkle reported that they
did go out there and cut all that stuff back early on in the spring, but it is basically back to where
it was at this point.
Mr. Galler questioned if Tim Miller was now representing the Homeowner’s Association. Mr.
Garfinkle stated he had emailed the woman Soibhan (Gelb) from the Homeowner’s Association
and it seems that, obviously, there was an agreement between Tim Miller Associates and the
developer to get all the components of the stormwater plan done up to post construction. It is Mr.
Garfinkle’s belief that they may be subcontracting out to Tim Miller to do the long-term
maintenance, but he is not 100% sure. He stated it is really the HOA that is on the hook and if it
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comes down to this problem persisting, they will have to reach out to them again and implement
a fine for every day it is not fixed. Mr. Garfinkle stated he would be meeting with Mr. Marino at
the Banker site but that discussions on both the Banker property and Glassbury would take place,
if any of the other members would like to attend.
Mr. Garfinkle reported that he would be visiting the Lojano property later in the week to check
out the restoration work that he did. He stated that, so far, it looks pretty good and he has planted
a lot of the deciduous trees as the board had requested. Mr. Garfinkle explained Mr. Lojano had
run into an issue in the back of his house where he was putting in that curtain drain. He explained
that the board had asked him to plant in the area beyond that but the soil is so thin there, it’s like
bedrock. Mr. Garfinkle stated that he is building a small retaining wall, once he gets permission
to build his garage, and going to be excavating down by where that stone wall was to extend his
driveway to the garage and wishes to use that soil back behind the house to plant in, instead of
having to pay to haul the soil out. Mr. Garfinkle told him to keep the soil in place, get all the
other possible planting done, then, if he gets approval from Greg Wunner, move the soil back
there behind the house. He reported that the town is in receipt of the stamped, as-built plans
from the Health Department for the new septic.
Mr. Garfinkle stated that the DEP is coming back now that they have the final go ahead for the
Catskill Aqueduct repair project. He reported there could be up to 14 independent permits
coming to the Conservation Board for August. Mr. Garfinkle stated he had requested they send
him everything digitally first so he can go through it and see what the board would actually have
purview over to permit. Mr. Garfinkle stated a representative will be attending the Conservation
Board meeting on August 14th.
Mr. Garfinkle reported that the Whippoorwill Pond Road project has an application in front of
the Planning Board for the demolition of 3 existing structures and the rebuild of 2 structures on
the property. Ms. Percacciolo reported the project is scheduled for a public hearing at the
upcoming Planning Board meeting on July 19th. Mr. Garfinkle stated that property is very close
to a known rattlesnake den. He stated he was able to look at the Natural Heritage Program’s
database and it showed a point in the pool house on that property from 2014 when there were
actually rattlesnakes inside the pool house. Mr. Garfinkle said he informed the Planning Board
and Mr. Gainer of the issue and sent them the DEC’S guidance documents though he received no
response. Mr. Garfinkle stated he also re-conveyed what was stated at last meeting and those
permits were separated out and Tom Lewis got issued his permit to do the frag control. He stated
he has not yet heard back from them regarding the other aspects of the project.
Mr. Garfinkle stated the Town Code needs a clause stating the clear definition of a repair. Ms.
Martin agreed. Mr. Garfinkle stated it also needs a section regarding administrative steps
pertaining to violations, because it is not as clear cut as other issues, such as stormwater where
the process and fine are clearly defined. Mr. Lind added that a clear definition of an emergency
situation is also needed.

Stormwater
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Mr. Garfinkle stated there is a really interesting grant opportunity out from the DEC. He said he
spoke with Megan Long about how to wade through that process and who would get priority in
terms of receiving funding for projects and it seems like the town could potentially receive
money for things such as a new vacuum truck or something of the sort. It is a large grant that
could help make improvements, for instance, at the Highway Department level that would be
essential. Mr. Garfinkle reported that right now, where they clean their trucks, there is no
pervious area they can pull onto and do it; right now, they clean the vehicles on cement. Mr.
Garfinkle stated he has seen washing stations that cost around $50,000 that have filters and get
pumped out and such and that is something that would probably be obtainable under the realm of
a water quality improvement grant. Mr. Garfinkle questioned if there was someone with the town
who has that responsibility of writing grants. Ms. Percacciolo stated she believes the Town Clerk
is the grant writer for the town. Mr. Garfinkle questioned if there was anyone at AKRF that the
town had ever hired to administer grants. Mr. Garfinkle stated it would be worth looking into.
Mr. Garfinkle stated he had reached out to town engineer Ron Gainer regarding SWPPP
inspections and trying to figure out a better way to administer scheduled inspections for
stormwater plans. He stated that no one ever contacts him in terms of different stages of work, he
usually takes it upon himself to go to a site and see what is going on. He continued, based on the
code, he is supposed to be informed before they start initial grading, initial excavation, close of
season, final grading, and so on. He and Mr. Gainer are working on a better way to get that
information to any applicant applying for a stormwater plan through the town.
Mr. Galler moved to adjourn the meeting and Ms. Martin seconded the motion. All were in favor
and the meeting adjourned at 8:33 pm.
Date Approved:____________________________
Respectfully submitted by,

Tara K, Percacciolo
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238 Main Street
Cold Spring, NY, 10516
(845) 265-5202

TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN
PUTNAM COUNTY, NEW YORK

APPLICATION FOR WETLANDS PERMIT
Note to Applicant
Submit the completed application to the appropriate permitting authority. The application for Wetlands
Permit should be submitted simultaneously with any related application (e.g., subdivision approval, site
plan approval, Special Use Permit, etc.), being made to the permitting authority.
(Office Use Only)
Application # _______________________
Received by: .__________ _

Permitting Authority

_____ _

Date

_______________________

f ee

____ ,__________________

___ _ Z.B.A.
____ Planning Board
__

. Wetlands Inspector

Pursuant to Chapter 93 of the Code of the Town of Philipstown, entitled “Freshwater Wetlands and
Watercourse Law of the Town of Philipstown" (Wetlands Law), the undersigned hereby applies for a
Wetlands Permit to conduct a regulated activity in a controlled area.
1, Owner: Name: .
Address;

^°t,ert Ashley

............

...... ... ........................

716 Route 6, Mahopac, NY 10541

Telephone: 914-282-1096
2. Agent: Name:
________ _ __ ____ _____ __________________ _____ __
(Applicant must be owner of the land. The Application may be managed by an authorized agent of
such person possessing a notarized letter of consent from the owner.)
3/ Name of Agent
If Corporation, give names of officers:
Joel Greenberg

Mailing /address:

Telephone: 845;6?t6613

Road North, Mahopac, NY 105-11

_______ ___________

3. Location of Proposed Activity.
3 Ethan Drive, Phillipstown, NY 10524* 4

Tax Map No.: __.91:06"1;50
Acreage of Controlled Aiea Affected:

55 acres___

4, Type of Activity: (See list of regulated activities)
New house to replace demolished house

5.

Other perrnit(s) required and agency or agencies responsible for granting such permits such as but
not limited to P.C.B.O.H, N.Y.D.E.C, Army Core of Engineers, EPA, DOJ, Building Dept. Planning
Board, and Z.B.A.
Approved by Planning Board, Required budding permits.__ ____

6,

.

__

_ ____ _

Each copy of this application shall be accompanied by:

a.

A detailed description of the proposed activity and a comparison of the activity to the criteria for
approval specified in §93-8 of the Wetlands Law. {See below)

b.

A completed short form environmental assessment form.

c.

A map prepared by a licensed surveyor landscape architect or engineer showing:

t. The controlled area(s) wetland buffer zone 100 feet from the edge of any wetlands, lakes, ponds or
streams on the site:
2. Any wetland or watercourse therein and the location thereof;
3. The location, extent, and nature of the proposed activity.
D. The names of claimants of water rights in the wetland or watercourse of whom the applicant has
record notice and the names and addresses of ail owners of record of properties abutting and
directly across from the proposed activity as shown on the latest tax record,
(Note: Any map, plat or plan showing the above information that is required to be submitted for any
other permit or approval in connection with the regulated activity, and that is acceptable to the
Permitting Authority, may be used.)

Date:

9/27/18

Signature of Applicant:

}

U'

i

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part I - Project Information
Instructions for Completing
Pari I - Project Information, the applicant or pro ject sponsor is responsible for the completion of Part 1. Responses
become part of the application lot approval or funding, are subject to public review, anti may be subject to further verification
Complete Part I based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully
respond to any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information.

C omplete all items in Part I, You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful
to the lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item.
Part 1 - Project and Sponsor Information

Name of/Action or Project:
Robert Ashtey

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):
3 Ethan Drive, Phillipstown. NY 10524

Brief Description of Proposed Action:
New bouse to replace demolished house.

Name of/Applicant or Sponsor

Telephone: 914-282A096
lYMair .....

Robert Ashley
Address:
716 Routes
' f its P< >•

State:
NY

Mahopac

Zip Code:
10541

Docs the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plate local law, ordinance,
administrative rule, or regulation’.'
If Yes. attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. If no. continue to question 2.

NO

2. Does the proposed act ion require a permit, approval or funding from any other governmental Agency?
If Yes, list agenc\(s) name and permit or approval;

NO

1.

Building Department

3. a. Total acreage of the site of the pioposed action?

b. 1 otal acreage to be physically disturbed?
c. I otal acreage (project she and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor?
4. Check all land uses that occur on. adjoining and near the proposed action.
□ > Than □ K ural (non-agriculture) □industrial □Commercial
□ l orcst □Agriculture
□ Parkland

□ Aquatic

.3 acres
055 acres
3 acres

EZi Residential (suburban)

f lOther (specify):
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YES
□

□

YES

?

Is the proposed action.

N/A

a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?
b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

6. Is the proposed action consistent w itb the predominant character of the existing built or natural
landscape9 10

NO
□

YES
ET

7. Is the site of the proposed action located in. or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
If Yes. identify:

NO

YES

0

□

8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels?

NO
0

YES
□

b. Are public transportation serviec(s) available at or near the site of the proposed action9

3

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

2
YES

NO

0
—J

10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing pubiie/private water supply9

A

—

□

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

’yes'"

□

0

NO

YES

0

□

12. a. Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the Slate or National Register of Historic
Places?
b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area?

NO

YES

I 7. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, slate or local agency?

NO

If No. describe method for providing potable water:
Town of Phillipstown

1 I. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities9
II No. describe method tor providing wastewater treatment:
SSTS

z
/
YES

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

14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:
ri Shoreline
□ f orest
Q Agricultural/grasslands
QParty mid-successional
PI Wetland
□ Urban
171 Suburban
15 Does (he site ol the proposed action contain an\ species of animat, or associated habitats, listed
bv the State or federal government as threatened or endangered?
(>. Is the project site located in the 100 year Hood plain9

NO

YES

0

□

NO

YES

/
17. Will the pioposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources?
IfYes,
a. Will storm water discharges Mow to adjacent properties9
[ j NO [ | YES
b Will storm water discharges be di reeled to established conveyance s\steins (runofl and storm drains)?
It Yes. brief!} describe:
'
'
□ NO QYES
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NO

YES

□

IS. Docs the proposed action include const met ion or other activities that result in the impoundment of
watei or other liquids (e.g, lefention pond, waste lag,oom dam)?
If Yes, explain purpose and size:

19. 1 las the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed
solid waste management facility?
11 Yes, describe:

20. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or
completed) for hazardous waste1?
I f Yes. describe:

NO

YES

0

□

"no
3

NO

YES“
□

"yes’
□

1 AFFIRM 1 HA I HIE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TREE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY
KNOWLEDGE

Applicant sponsoi name:
S i unut
Project A related
■" u re' .........

PRINT FORM

Date: 9/27/18

Robert Ashley

' .7■

7

</■ ■ ■

■

.....................
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