Town of Kent Planning Board
February 11, 2016

Approved: March 10, 2016

Minutes
Town of Kent Planning Board Meeting
February 11, 2016

Following the Pledge of Allegiance, the meeting was called to order at 7:30 PM by Mr. Michael
McDermott, Chair of the Town of Kent Planning Board.

In attendance were the following Planning Board members:

Michael McDermott, Chair Dennis Lowes, Vice Chair
George Brunner Charles Sisto
Philip Tolmach

Others in Attendance:

Bruce Barber, Environmental Consultant
Bill Walters, Kent Building Inspector
Bill Rohde, Engineering Consultant

Neil Wilson, Planner

Absent:

Julie Mangarillo, Engineering Consultant
Janis Bolbrock

° Approve Planning Board Minutes from January 14, 2016

Mr. McDermott, Planning Board Chairman, asked for a motion to put the January 14, 2016
Planning Board minutes on the table. The motion was made by Mr. Tolmach and seconded
by Mr. Lowes. Mr. McDermott asked for a vote to approve the January minutes as they
stood and the Board voted unanimously to approve them. The roll call vote was as follows:

Mike McDermott Aye
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Aye
Dennis Lowes ' Ave
Charles Sisto Ave
Philip Tolmach Aye

The motion carried.



Carmel Brick Oven Pizzeria, 520 Route 52, Kent, NY: TM: 33.48-1-11

This applicant was requesting approval for a change of use on this property. Mr. Wilson
prepared and distributed a Resolution of approval for a change of use on this property. There
were only interior changes being made to the building. Mr. McDermott asked for a motion to
grant the request for approval for a change of use on this property. The motion was made by
Mr. Brunner and seconded by Mr. Tolmach. The roll call vote was as follows:

Mike McDermott Aye
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Aye
Dennis Lowes Aye
Charles Sisto Ave
Philip Tolmach Aye

The motion carried.

Center for Physical Therapy, 264 Route 52, Kent, NY: TM: 46.6-1-4

Mr. Todd Snyder attended the meeting. This was a site plan review.

Mr. Barber’s Comments (memo attached)

Mr. Barber advised the Planning Board that this application had been before the Planning
Board approximately two years ago. No changes have been noted from the previous
application, however, an outstanding item was that the site is located within a NYSDEC
wetland environmental “check zone™ and he encouraged the applicant to check into that.

Mr. Wilson’s Comments (memo attached)

Mr. Wilson referred to his memo of J anuary of 2014 (attached) and said he had not received
any response from the applicant to that memo and asked that the applicant respond to it at
this time. The package submitted had an updated survey dated January 2015, but the site
plan did not reflect the latest boundary information and needs to be updated. He also
requested a full-size copy of the site plan. Mr. Wilson said title blocks need to be put on the
site plan. A public hearing will need to be scheduled tentatively in April, provided we
receive an updated site plan.



Mr. McDermott asked for a motion to schedule a Public Hearing in April, provided an
updated site plan is submitted. M. Tolmach made the motion and jt was seconded by Mr.
Sisto. . The roll call vote was as follows:

Mike McDermott . Aye
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Ave
Dennis Lowes Aye
Charles Sisto Ave
Philip Tolmach Aye

The motion carried.

Licari/Limitone Property. 14 Lorne Court, Kent, NY; TM: 22.-2-5

Ms. Kristen Limitone, the homeowner, attended the meeting,

Mr. Barber’s Comments (memo attached)

Mr. Barber said that fill had been brought to the rear yard to level it and that he, Bill Rohde
and Bill Walters had been to the site. Tt was noted that there was some construction debris
and they had asked that the soil be tested. The applicant’s consultants submitted a soil test
conducted in September of 2015 from the Westchester Medical Center. The “chain of
custody” was questionable. Therefore, a soil test from the applicant’s site was requested.
Mr. Barber mentioned that there were some pollutants in the soil delivered to the site and a
couple of metals (one was iron) which may require remediation. Mr. Barber said that he and
Mr. Rohde would work with the applicant to ensure that the “chain of custody” and those
protocols were followed at minimal cost to the applicant. Ms. Limitone sajd that she was
under the impression, based on information given to her from her contractor and a report
submitted, that information pertaining to the location where the soil originated from had been
resolved. Mr. Barber said that the company (Legacy Valve), who had tested the soil,
submitted a letter and that the Board could request an affidavit from them. However, the soil
on the applicant’s site still needed to be tested by a certified laboratory.

Mr. Rohde’s Comments (memo attached)

. Mr. Rohde reviewed drawings submitted by Mr. Cameron of Putnam Engineering. He
agreed with the following items:

- The Short Environmental Assessment Form (EAF);
- . Erosion and Sediment Contro] Drawing; and
- The Erosion and Sediment Control Bond amount of $4,095.00

Mr. Rohde recommended leaving the construction entrance at the end of the driveway. He
also said that an NOI may be required to ensure that al] stormwater regulations were

complied with and that Mr. Cameron had that information as well.
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°* Holmes Presbyterian, 60 Denton Lake Road, Holmes, NY; TM: 2.-1-48

Mr. Wilson’s Comments (memo attached)

Mr. Wilson said that the applicant had submitted their request for a time extension of
approvals granted in March of 2015 in a timely manner and that he recommended granting it.
The extension would be for two ninety (90) day extensions to expire September 8, 2016.

Mr. McDermott asked for a motion to adopt the Resolution for the time extension pertaining
to a Site Plan and Erosion Control Permit requested by the applicant. The motion was made
by Mr. Brunner and seconded by Mr. Tolmach. The roll call vote was as follows:

Mike McDermott Aye
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Aye
Dennis Lowes Ave
Charles Sisto Ave
Philip Tolmach Aye :

The motion carried.

* Hilltop Estates (Kent Development Corp), Peckslip Road, Kent, NY;: TM: 12.-1-38& 42

Mr. Jeffrey Contelmo, of Insite Engineering, represented Mr. Esposito who is the applicant
for this project. This was a request for a time extension of approvals for a sub-division on
this property.

Mr. Wilson’s Comments (memo/Resolution attached)

Mr. Wilson prepared and distributed a draft Resolution for this property. Approvals expire
on February 26, 2016 and he recommended granting a ninety (90) day extension through
May 25, 2016. Mr. Wilson stated that the Planning Board still has concerns about the
applicant’s failure to complete this project and to submit their bond. Mr. Wilson also
strongly recommended the applicant appear before the Board within the next 90 days.

Mr. McDermott said that the following two items were discussed at the workshop and are
- conditions of approval for this project.

Item 1 - The Homeowners® Association and whether or not it was a pending issue. Mr.
Wilson said that there is a deminimus homeowners’ procedure that does not require a full
filing of a homeowners’ offering plan with the Comptrollers’® Office.

Item 2 — There was a fire protection water tank shown on the original plans which was not
shown on the latest drawings. The plans won’t be signed unless this is shown on the plans.
Mr. Contelmo said he would look into the matter.
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Mr. Contelmo also stated that the delays pertaining to the development of this property was
due to the state of the cconomy and the real estate market. He also advised the Planning
Board that New York State had passed a law in 2010 to replace the law granting two 90 day
extensions and instead give an unlimited number of time extensions. The remaining open
items on this project are related to his finances. Mr. Contelmo presented a letter from Mr.
Esposito’s realtor to the Planning Board, which was also distributed prior to the meeting,

Mr. Wilson confirmed that the state law regarding time extensions had been changed in 2010.
Mr. McDermott stated that the law grants the Board the ability to grant unlimited time
extensions, but does not require that they do so.

Mr. Wilson recommended granting two ninety (90) day extensions of approval for this
project to expire on May 25, 2016.

Mr. McDermott asked for a motion to adopt the Resolution for approval of time extensions
for: Final Sub-division, lot-line adjustment, Steep Slope/Erosion and Sediment Control and

Mike McDermott Ave
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Aye
Dennis Lowes Ave
Charles Sisto Ave
Philip Tolmach Ave

The motion carried.

Patterson Crossing, Route 311, Kent, NY: TM: 22.-2-48

This was a request for a time cxtension of approvals. Mr. Sisto was recused from this
discussion and Planning Review.

Mr. Contelmo represented the applicant and stated that there were two changes to this
project. The changes to the site plan were:

- Arefinement of the stormwater controls located along the western portion of the
property which will collect stabilized tree run-off from the Lake Carmel
community situated above the applicant’s property. The East of Hudson
Watershed Corporation is partnering with the Patterson Crossing landowner to
enact those improvements, which will go out for bids on March I, 2016. The
plans submitted reflect these changes.

- The entry driveway will be aligned to lessen the grade from 8% to 7% and
improve the horizontal drive to make it safer.



Mr. Barber’s Comments (memo attached)

The modifications to the stormwater components have been modified several times in order
to reduce sediment and phosphorous floating into Lake Carmel. The DEC approved new

viable again. This was to have been done later in the project, but has now been moved to be
scheduled in the spring of 2016. Mr. Barber mentioned that previous plans showed the deep-
channel being rip-rapped and stabilized requiring a tremendous amount of fil] being removed
in order to stabilize the embankments. Now the majority of that channel, which is not a town
of Kent watercourse and is regulated by the DEP, is slated to be filled in and the water at the
top of the hill will be redirected to flow into a stormwater basin. These changes will require
a change to the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). There were some changes
made to the lower section which adjoins Route 311 where there were some Kent
jurisdictional watercourses and it turned out that they were not. However, the Planning
Board will be looking at the modifications to see if there may be any changes made to the
Kent wetlands. Mr. Barber recommended that the Planning Board request any permits from
regulatory agencies such as the DEP now that the watercourse will be filled. Since the
watercourse will be filled, Mr. Barber asked Mr. Contelmo if the area above the main

exemptions, which are:

- The creation of a new turf surface where you are allowed to use phosphorous if the soil
testing proves it is necessary to establish a healthy root growth

- The planting beds are also exempt from use of phosphorous

Mr. Brunner asked if the fill for the stormwater basin would be brought in from outside of the
property and if it would be tested. Mr. Contelmo said the channel would be filled and that
there would be a temporary sediment basin in the area where the stormwater basin would be
installed and that fill would be used in order to minimize disturbance and to make it efficient
from an operations and cost standpoint. Mr. Contelmo pointed out that previous plans were
to rip-rap the channel and that it was ludicrous to do so. The last version of the plans
approved by the Planning Board regarding the channel, which is as deep as 8 and as wide as
257, picks up and pipes the upper section and brings it to a small stormwater basin and then



Mr. Rohde’s Comments (memo attached)

Mr. Rohde said he saw the changes on the revised drawings and liked them. Mr. Brunner
asked what stores were going into the Patterson Crossing. Mr. Contelmo said he was not
aware of that information. Mr. Contelmo pointed out that there were two or three details not
incorporated into the plans, but they are working on them. They are:

- The rims and inverts for the catch basins for the piping coming down the road changed
and they are workin g on that;

- The photometrics has changed and was updated; and

- Snapshots of the phasing/staging

Mr. Wilson’s Comments (memo attached)

Mr. Wilson said that he agreed that dropping the grade and the other changes being made
were a huge benefit to the community, the waterways and the towr. This is an amended site

applicant. Mr. McDermott suggested holding off on voting on granting the time extension
and deciding whether or not to hold a Public Hearing on this project until the March meeting
because one member of the Planning Board was absent and another one was recused. Mr.
Wilson said that was fine. Mr. Contelmo said that he also agreed with that decision.

Staley Company, 5 Bowen Court, Kent, NY; TM: 12.-1-69

Mr. Staley sent a letter to the Planning Board requesting that two bonds from 1997 and 1998
be consolidated in order to cover a new bond in the amount of $1,890. Mr. McDermott asked
for a motion to recommend to the Town Board that the previous bonds be transferred. The
motion was made by Mr. Tolmach and seconded by Mr. Lowes, The roll call vote was as
follows:

Mike McDermott Aye
Janis Bolbrock Absent

George Brunner
Dennis Lowes
Charles Sisto
Philip Tolmach
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Permit Applications Review (Applicants attendance not required/Workshop Discussion):

° Patrick O'Mara Property Erosion Control/Site Plan Status Report
Woodland Road/Nimham Circle NOI Submitted
T™: 20.20-1-3
¢ Basharat/Mann Property Lot Line Adjustment Status Report
105 Towners Road, Kent, NY '
IM: 11,-15-135

The applicant met with the consultants at a review meeting and said that he would be meeting
with the Putnam County clerk regarding the fact that this property had consisted of two lots
which were merged into one lot. The consultants gave the applicant the necessary documents
and suggested that he submit an application for a sub-division to the Planning Board.

® Bene Property Erosion Control Discussion
Tibet Drive, Kent, NY
TM: 30.20-1-16

This property was before the Zoning Board for a variance and had been granted one with
conditions. Mr. Lansky represented the applicant. Mr. Barber said that there was an existing
septic system which was situated on a neighboring property and that there was an easement.
However, the neighbor’s septic system is failing and they need to have a new system installed
where the easement is. The ZBA’s meecting minutes state that the Board of Health is not willing
to entertain the use of the easement. If there is no longer access through the neighboring
property the limits of disturbance on the applicant’s site will be increased and there could be
changes to the erosion and sediment control design.

Mr. Lansky said that he disagreed with Mr. Barber. There is a septic tank installed on the
property and previously there were concerns as to how the septic system could be accessed if
repairs needed to be made. An easement was put into place and the Board of Health doesn’t take
any position on that easement and, in Mr. Lansky’s opinion, the neighbor’s problems with their
own septic system has nothing to do with the easement. Mr. Lansky stated that, if Mr. Bene
needed to make repairs to his septic system, he has the right to do whatever is necessary through
his own property or the neighboring property. Mr. Lansky stated that there was a septic system
which was approved by the Board of Health as well as an erosion control plan that was approved
by the Zoning Board and the Planning Board. He reminded the Planning Board that this project
has been on-going since 2012 and it has been thoroughly reviewed.



Mr. Lansky stated that the Zoning Board had submitted a letter from the Board of Health asking
if they had any issues with the casement. According to Mr. Lansky, the Board of Health signed
the plan granting their approval and he felt that whatever occurred on the neighboring property
doesn’t affect that approval. He said an erosion control plan was reviewed by the Planning
Board, not signed, referred to the Zoning Board for a variance and reviewed again by them. The
Kent Highway Superintendent was asked by the Zoning Board to sign that plan to confirm
whether or not there was enough capacity in the culvert and downgrading storm pipe and he has
done so. Mr. McDermott asked Mr. Lansky if he had the requested documentation from the
Planning Board consultants. Mr. Lansky replied that he went through his files and provided the
plans and that everything else is in the record. When he met with the Zoning Board there was a
discussion about “double Jeopardy™ and that the applicant was not going to be required to go

were asked to do so.

Mr. Barber said that the subject system has been installed and that there is no house, driveway
nor any site improvements. What avenue and access is not clear to him. If the septic system
needs to be accessed through the applicant’s property it would require modifications to the site
because it is very steep and rocky. If trees and rock needed to be removed it would change the
erosion control plan and limits of disturbance necessitating further evaluation, as discussed at the
review meeting. Mr. Barber understood at that meeting that the resolution to this would be that
Mr. Bene has continual access and that the Board of Health has not indicated, as the Zoning
Board minutes said, that the casement on the adjoining property may not be used. In conclusion,
Mr. Barber said that the Planning Board is waiting for one of two things:

- Documentation that the easement is viable and may be used to access the septic on the
adjoining property, or

- That this is not the case and then the erosion control plan will need to reflect access to the
system on the subject site.

Mr. McDermott asked Mr. Barber to confirm that there is an Erosion Control Application which
is being reviewed at this time. Mr. Barber said there was, however, additional information

Mr. Lansky told the Planning Board that the existing system may not fail for years and how and
if Mr. Bene accesses that system is not important now. If and when that happens it would be
between him and his neighbor.



® Timber Harvest Project/NYSDEP Status Report
Barrett Circle Paper Court, Kent, NY
TM: 43.-2-1-7 & 81

wetland permits and there were. A wetland permit will be required and Mr. Barber has
contacted Amanda Locke, the project manager for the DEP, and advised her of this and she wil]
be sending in an application. When another site visit is scheduled he wil] advise the Planning
Board so that any member wanting to g0 along may do so.

* Goldfine/Rynn Project Erosion Control Plan Status Report
Daffodil Lane, Kent, NY
T™: 11.12-1-21

® Towners Road Mart (Sclafani Property) Amended Site Plan/Change of Use Status Report
2 Towners Road, Carmel, NY
T™M: 33.64-1-6

The applicant needs to deliver the signage mockups to the Planning Board

* Iglinska Polish Delj Change of Use Status Report
531 Route 52 — Office #1
Kent, NY 10512

No new information regarding this project.

®* Lema/Rte 52 Corp Site Plan /Wetland Permit Status
Report
Route 52, Kent, NY
TM: 33.18-1-6, 7,8,9

No new information regarding this project.
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* Biben Property Erosion Control/Site Plan/ Status Report
146 South Knapp Court, Kent Lakes, NYWetland permit
T™: 10.-1-1

No new information regarding this project.

® Schulhof-Kravits Erosion Control Status Report
8 Cat Briar Road/Gipsy Trail, Kent, NY
T™M: 21.19-1-10

No new information regarding this project.

Mr. McDermott asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting at 9:30 PM. The motion was made by
Mr. Brunner and seconded by Mr. Tolmach, The roll call vote was as follows:

Mike McDermott Aye
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Ave
Dennis Lowes Ayve
Charles Sisto Ave
Philip Tolmach Aye

The motion carried.

Respectfully Submitted,

Uﬂ/uu/y&ﬁ&é@éw

Vera Patterson
Planning Board Secretary

e Planning Board Members
Building Inspector
Town Clerk
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Town of Kent Planning Board
Change of Use Approval

Matter of Carmel Brick Oven Pizza

Whereas, after review of the application and consideration of the criteria set forth in §77-
60 of the Town Zoning Law, the Planning Board hereby waives the usual requirements for a site
plan and accepts the survey dated October 9, 2008 prepared by J. Charles Boolukos, L.S. in lieu
of a site plan as the basis for granting permission for the change of use since the existing exterior
conditions in regard to the location of parking, site access, water supply, and sewage disposal
would not change; and

Whereas, the proposed restaurant is an allowed use in the Commercial District; and

Whereas, the Board has determined that the proposed use would be consistent with the
amount of land available, and that access to the site would not impede or adversely affect the use
and enjoyment of neighboring lands; and

Whereas, the Planning Board has waived a public hearing on the application;

approval; and



Town of Kent Planning Board
Matter of Carmel Brick Ouven Pizza
Resolution of Change of Use
February 11, 2016

Be It Further Resolved, that this Site Plan Approval is expressly conditioned on the
completion and/or adherence to following:

1) The applicant shall pay all Planning Board costs and Jees including professional review
Jees incurred during the review and approval of the application.

Motion: George Brunner

Second: Philip Tolmach

Michael McDermott, Chairman Ave
Dennis Lowes, Vice Chairman Ave
Janis Bolbrock Absent
George Brunner Aye
Gary Lam Ave
Charles Sisto Ave
Phil Tolmach Ave
Date: February 11,2016

I certify that the above resolution was adopted by the Town of Kent Planning Board at a meeting
of the Board on the date set forth above.

Vera Patterson, Clerk
Town of Kent Planning Board
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LRCP LANNING SERVICES, LI.C '
LAND USE/REAL ESTATE/ ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING 8 MorEHOUSE Roap
PouGcHKEEPSIE, NEw York 1260340710

TELE: 845-452-36822
FAX: 845452.3346

MEMORANDUM
TO: Town of Kent Planning Board
From: Neil A. Wilson
Date: February 11, 2016
Re: Center for Physical Therapy Site Plan
Change of Use

With reference to the above matter, we have reviewed the latest set of plans and materialg
submitted January 21, 2016 and offer the following for the Board’s consideration:

Summary

1. The proposal is change of use to allow the establishment of a Physical Therapy office in a
former library building.

2. The project includes changes to the exterior of the existing building and to the site for
drainage and parking.

SEQRA

1. The proposal is an Unlisted Action under SEQRA. The applicant is required to provide, at a
minimum, the new Short Form EAT that may be found on the NYS DEC website. This was
also requested in our review memo of January 9, 2014.

2. Pursuant to our prior memo information that should be provided with this application
includes the following:

Business hours.
b. Peak number of employees expected on site.

¢. Peak and average number of patient arrivals and departures and days and hours
during which such may occur,

d. Water usage and sewage generation.
e. Vehicle trips during the weekday and weekend peak hour.

f. Number and type of deliveries, if any.
Site Plan
1. The package we received included a full size version of the existing conditions survey but

full size (i.e. 24” x 36” or larger) copy of the site plan for review.

2. The following items were also requested in our memo of January 9, 2014:



Center for Physical Therapy . LRC Planning Services, LLC

February 11, 2016

Page 2

J.

The applicant’s attention is called to §77-60 of the Zoning Law with respect to
required site plan information and design criteria.

Zoning setbacks for the front, side and rear yards should be depicted on the site plan
to show the relation of existing to the property lines and to establish a baseline for
future changes.

A zoning table showing required and actual setbacks and area information for the
Commerecial District should be provided.

The location (known, estimated, or presumed) of the water supply well and water line
should be depicted.

Details of a dumpster enclosure including dimensions and material should be
provided. See §77-34.1 of the Zoning Law for screening requirements.

The Board should review the dimension and type of the proposed freestanding sign
including colors, materials, lettering, artwork and other attributes of the sign, and
the proposed method of illumination. See §77-35 of the Zoning Law for sign
requirements.

The location and attributes of any freestanding and wall mounted directional signs
should be identified and placed on the site plan.

The location and style of any freestanding and wall mounted lighting should be
identified and placed on the site plan.

The Board should review the proposed architectural changes to the building exterior
with respect to color and materials, including any roof mounted fixtures.

Areas for storage of snow should be depicted.

3. To assist the Planning Board and the applicant as to the completeness of this submittal the
following checklist from §77-60(F) of the Zoning Law along with our analysis as to
completeness/incompleteness is offered:

a.

The site plan shall use as a base map an accurate boundary and topographic survey
of the property depicting all existing improvements and grades prepared by a New
York State licensed land surveyor.

The plan shall depict all proposed Improvements and shall be prepared by a
proféssional engineer, a landscape architect, or an architect licensed by the State of
New York and shall include the following information:

Comment: See prior comment on the site plan. This item is incomplete.

A location map, at a con venient scale, Showing the applicant's entire property and all
boundaries, easements and streets within 500 feet thereof

Comment: Not provided. This item is incomplete.

LAND USE/REAL ESTATE/ ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING



Center for Physical Therapy LRC Planning Services, LLC

February 11, 2016

Page 3

m.

The location, size, use and architectural design of all existing buildings and
structures. ‘

Comment: The location and size of the existing structures is provided but
information regarding the existing architectural design is not. Photographs may
be provided to address this item. This item is incomplete,

The location of all property lines and structures within 200 feet of the property
boundary, with topography extended 50 feet outward from the site property boundary
and 200 feet outward along existing roads.

Comment: The required information has not been provided. This item is
incomplete.

Any proposed division of buildin gs into unjts of separate occupancy.
Comment: Separate occupancies are not proposed. This item is complete.

Existing topography and proposed grade elevations at a contour interval of not more
than two feet, unless waived b y the Planning Board, soil types, wetlands and
walercourses, one-hundred-year floodplains, bedrock outcrops, slopes in excess of
10%, and the location of trees with a diameter of eight inches dbh and greater.

Comment: Not all of the required information has been provided. The applicant
should review the list of required information and submit a waiver request if
necessary. This item is incomplete.

The location and capacity or number of all existing and proposed roads, drivewa VS,
parking and loading areas, including access and egress drives.

Comment: No new roads, driveways, or parking areas are proposed. This item is
complete.

The location of outdoor storage areas.
Comment: This item appears to be complete.
The location of fire access roads and fire protection features.

Comment: No new roads, driveways, or parking areas are proposed. This item is
complete.

The location, description and design of all existing and proposed site Improvements,
including pavement, walkwa s, curbing, drains, culverts, retaining walls, fences,
parks, open spaces, and recreation areas,

Comment: This item appears to be complete.
The location, design and description of water supply and se wage disposal facilities.

Comment: No information as to the location of the on-site well or water lines to
the building has been provided. The site is served by municipal sewer but the
location of sewer lateral lines is not shown. This item 1s incomplete.

The location, design and description of stormwater management facilities, including
proposed grading plan.

Comment: We defer to the Planning Board engineer as to whether this item is
complete.

LAND USE/REAL ESTATE/ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING



Center for Physical Therapy LRC Planning Services, LLC
February 11, 2016
Page 4

n.  The Jocation, height, size and design of all signs.
Comment: See prior discussion of signage. This item is incomplete.
0. The location, height, and species of landscape plantings on a landsecape plan,
Comment: Pending receipt of a full size plan for review this item is incomplete.
p. The location and design of lighting and comm unication facilities.
Comment: No information has been provided. This item is incomplete.
q.  The location, type and design of all waste and refuse storage and handling facilities,
Comment: See prior discussion regarding the dumpster.
r.  The character and Jocation of all power distribution and transmission lines.

Comment: Depicted on the new survey but not on the site plan. This item is
incomplete.

8. The location and description of all subsurface site Improvements and facilities,

Comment: We defer to the Planning Board Engineer as to whether this item is
complete,

t. The extent and amount of cut and Bl for all disturbed areas, including before-and-
alter profiles of typical development areas, parking lots, drivewa Vs and roads.

Comment: Inasmuch as the proposed site changes are minimal it appears that
this item is complete.

u. Adequate provisions for the handling of stormwater runoff Including
retention/detention, piping or channeling to existing or proposed drainage systems
during and after construction.

Comment: We defer to the Planning Board Engineer as to whether this item is
complete.

v. Phasing of de velopment, if any.
Comment: This item is not applicable to this project.
w. A signature block for Planning Board endorsement of approval,

Comment: Signature blocks per our comment below should be added to the site
plan.

x. The name and address of the owner of the property proposed for development along
with the signature of said owner.

Comment: Signature blocks per our comment below should be added to the site
plan.

Y. The name and address of the applicant, if different, along with the signature of said
applicant.

Comment: Not provided. This item is incomplete.

z. At the request of the Planning Board, any other pertinent information as may be
deemed necessary to determine and provide for the proper enforcement of this
Chapter,

LAND USE/REAL ESTATE/ ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING



Center for Physical Therapy LRC Planning Services, LLC
February 11, 2016
Page 5

Comment: Pending additional Planning Board comments this item is incomplete.

4. Please add the following signature blocks to the site plan.

TOWN OF KENT PLANNING BOARD
OWNER / APPLICANT SIGNATURES

The undersigned applicant(s) for the property and the undersigned owner(s) of the property shown herein certify that
they are familiar with this map and its notes and its contents as stated hereon including all conditions of approval.

Owner
Date
Applicant
Date

TOWN OF KENT PLANNING BOARD

PLAN APPROVAL

The plan of development for the property as depicted hereon was approved by a majority of the members of the
Town of Kent Planning Board at a meeting held on . and the conditions of Site

Plan Approval have been satisfied or arrangements have been made to ensure the completion of any outstanding or
incomplete conditions. Any change, erasure, madification, or revision of this Site Plan, without the prior approval of
the Planning Board, shall render this Site Plan void and of no effect.

Chairman

Date

5. We defer to Bruce Barber with respect to wetland, stream, and steep slope impact issues,

6. We defer to Bill Rohde with respect to site engineering, sewer, water supply, and storm
water management impact issues.

LAND USE/REAL ESTATE/ ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING



Center for Physical Therapy LRC Planning Services, LLC

February 11, 2016
Page 6

Recommendation
1. Upon receipt from the applicant the Board should discuss any requested waivers,

2. We recommend that the Board consider scheduling a public hearing for the March 10, 2018,

3. If it has not already been done the application should be referred to the County Planning
Department for review under GML 239-m.

4. We may have additional comments in response to future submittals.

LAND USE/REAL ESTATE/ ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING



foraersione

Cornerstone Associates

Environmental Consultants
1770 Central Street
Yorktown Heights, NY 10598
Phone: (914)-299-5293

February 11, 2016
To:  Planning Board

From: Bruce Barber
Town of Kent Environmental Consultant

Re:  Center for Physical Therapy
254 NYS Route 52

I have reviewed the following pertinent documents relative to the above referenced
project:

Town of Kent Planning Board Site Plan Checklist executed by James Sanok

dated 12/30/15.

Town of Kent Planning Board Combined Application dated 1/18/16.

Plans entitled; “Center for Physical Therapy” prepared by Gaidis Tirums, PE, dated
12/16/15, 2 sheets: A-2, L-300.

Property Survey prepared by Baxter Land Surveying dated 01/25/15.

Comments:
The applicant has indicated in a note on the above referenced plan sheet that the entire
site is located within a NYSDEC wetland check zone. It is advised that the applicant

contact the NYSDEC to determine any delineation and permitting requirements.

Based on this information, a determination will be made if a town wetland permit is
required for the proposed action.

The applicant should provide an EAF.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

>

Bruce Barber, PWS
Town of Kent Environmental Consultant



forngrstone

Cornerstone Associates

Environmental Consultants
1770 Central Street
Yorktown Heights, NY 10598
Phone: (914)-299-5293

February 11, 2016
To: Planning Board

From: Bruce Barber
Town of Kent Environmental Consultant

Re: Limitone/Licari Erosion Control and Steep Slopes Permit Application
14 Lorne Court
Section 22 Block 2 Lot 5

Please be advised the following pertinent documents have been reviewed relative to the above referenced
application:

1. Memo executed by Robert Cameron, Jr., RA of Putnam Engineering dated 01/20/16, 1 page.

2. Short-form EAF executed by Robert Cameron Jr., RA dated 11/16/15. :

3. Plan entitled; “Erosion and Sediment Control Plan” prepared by Putnam Engineering dated
01/20/16 (rev.), 1 sheet: EC-1.

4. Report entitled; “Technical Report prepared for Legacy Valve” prepared by York Analytical
Laboratories dated 09/21/15.

5. Letter executed by Scott Filizzola of Legacy Valve LLC dated 02/09/16, 1 page.

Review Comments:

The applicant has responded to the majority of the review comments in the December 9, 2015 memo
prepared by this office. The following comments remain:

The soil testing and analysis is not conclusive based on the field chain of custody report contained in the
above referenced technical report as there has not been any on-site sampling of the fill placed on the
subject property.

It is recommended that the Planning Board direct the applicant to conduct an on-site soil sampling and
testing survey using recognized protocols which are acceptable to the Town Engineer and Town
Environmental Consultant. The Town Engineer and Town Environmental Consultant at their discretion
may witness the on-site soil survey and collection.

It is recommended that review of the erosion and sediment control permit application not be addressed at
the administrative level until such time as the Planning Board finds the on-site fill does not require
remediation.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

D> _A_

Bruce Barber, CPESC
Town of Kent Environmental Consultant
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Sornerstone

Cornerstone Associates

Environmental Consultants
1770 Central Street
Yorktown Heights, NY 10598
Phone: (914)-299-5293

February 11, 2106
To: Planning Board

From: Bruce Barber
Town of Kent Environmental Con sultant

Re: Patterson Crossing
Route 311
Town of Kent, New York
Section 22 Block 2 Lot 48

I'have reviewed the following pertinent documents relative to the above referenced project:
Letter executed by Jeffrey Contelmo, PE of Insite Engineering dated 01/21/] 6,
2 pages.
Plans entitled: “Patterson Crossing Retail Center” prepared by Insite Engineering

dated 01/21/16, 15 total sheets: Figure A, VM-1K, EX-1K, SS-1K, SP-1K, SP-2K,
SP-3K, SP-4.1K, SP-5K, PR-1K, DA-1K, D-1K, D-2K, D-3K, D-4K.

Review Comments:

Plans that were provided indicate a total of 18 sheets (not including cover). Please provide a
complete plan set with revision dates.

The updated plans are reflective of stormwater revisions to the original plan as per the East of
Hudson Corporation (EOH) project as well as a minor reduction in road grade (from 8% to 7%).

The applicant anticipates construction of the EOH project which will reduce sediment and
phosphorous loading to Lake Carmel in the Spring of 2016. The applicant should provide the
following details to the Town of Kent:

1. Executed maintenance agreement indicating that the stormwater structures will be
maintained by the applicant in compliance with EOH requirements.

2. An as-built survey of the stormwater structures upon completion of the project.

3. Amended wetland and stormwater permits from all applicable regulatory agencies
reflective of the current project.

4. Amended construction phasing (indicated as part of Phase 2) of the stormwater structures
to reflect the Spring 2016 construction.

5. Amended SWPPP which includes post-construction phosphorus reduction calculations
for the review and acceptance by the Town Engineer.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Bruce Barber
Town of Kent Environmental Consultant



LRC PLANNING SERVICES, LLC
LAND Use/REaL ESTATE/ ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING 8 MorEHOUSE Roap
POUGHKEEPSIE, NEwW Yorx 126034070

TELE: 845.452.3822
FAX: 8454523346

MEMORANDUM
TO: Town of Kent Planning Board
From: Neil A. Wilson
Date: February 11, 2016
Re: Patterson Crossing Retail Center

Application for Amended Site Plan Approval
Steep Slope and Erosion Control Permit
Freshwater Wetland Permit

We have reviewed the proposed amended site plan submitted by the applicant’s consulting engineer
by letter dated January 21, 2016, The application would amend the location, grading and length of
the proposed access driveway, and would incorporate the erosion contro] work to be performed by the
East of Hudson Corporation on the “gulley” located near Brentwood Road and Greenridge Court into
the first phases of project construction.

We defer to Bill Rohde and to Bruce Barber as to specific issues related to site engineering, storm
water control, and water resources,



Town of Kent Planning Board
Resolution Of Time Extension Pertaining To
Site Plan Approval
Steep Slope and Erosion Control Permit

Matter of Holmes Presbyterian Camp & Conference Center
Town of Kent / Town of Patterson

Whereas, on March 12, 2015 the Town of Kent Planning Board conditionally granted Site
Plan and Steep Slope and Erosion Contro] Permit for the expansion of the Holmes Presbyterian
Camp and Conference Center, a summer camp and conference center located on a 510-acre site in

Dutchess and Putnam Counties, New York (hereinafter “Project”); and

Whereas, said approvals are valid for one year from the date of approval, and may be

extended by the Planning Board; and

Whereas, the Planning Board previously granted conditional approvals for the project on

June 10, 2010, and re-approved the project on February 28, 2014, again on March 12, 2015; and

Whereas, said approvals are valid for one year from the date of approval, and may be

extended by the Planning Board; and

Whereas, the delay in completing the conditions of approval is related to obtaining other

local, regional, and state agency approvals for the project; and

Whereas, the Board has been advised that the applicant continues to make progress in

completing the conditions of the approvals; and

Now Therefore Be It Resolved, pursuant to §77-61(C) of the Town Code the Planning Board
hereby grants two ninety (90) day extensions, for a total of 180 days, forward from March 12, 2016 to
September 8, 2016 for the Site Plan and Steep Slope and Erosion Control Permit approvals for the

project; and
Be It Further Resolved, that this resolution is an extension of time only to allow completion

of the conditions of the approvals as set forth in the Board’s resolution of March 12, 2015, said

conditions remaining unchanged and in force and effect,

Page 1



Motion: George Brunner
Second: Philip Tolmach

Michael McDermott, Chairman Aye

Dennis Lowes, Vice Chairman Aye

Janis Bolbrock Absent

George Brunner Ave

Charles Sisto Aye

Phil Tolmach hve.

Date: February 11, 2016

I certify that the above resolution was adopted by the Town of Kent Planning Board at a meeting of
the Board held on February 11, 201e.

Vera Patterson, Clerk

Town of Kent Planning Board

Page 2
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Engineers and Architects

January 20, 2016

Mr. Michael McDermott, Chairman
Town of Kent Planning Board

25 Sybil’s Crossing

Kent Lakes, NY 105 12

Re:  Limitone/ Licari
Erosion Control and Steep Slopes Permit
14 Lorne Court
P/E 8271

Dear Chaitman McDermott and Members of the Board:
Atfached please find an Erosion Control Plan and documents for the above referenced project.

The plan has been revised to indicate the following items ag requested by the Board and
consultants, :

1) The septic area has been located,

2) The septic areas is proposed to be fenced off with construction fence to stop machinery
from driving over it.

3) Aswale and level spreader have been provided along the northern property line.

4) The grading has been revised to accommodate the swale,

5) The owner has placed the erosion control blanket as requested,

6) Calculation for the swale flow and level spreader are provided,

7) A bond is provided.

8) A Short Environmental Assessment Form — Part | and 2 is enclosed.

It is requested this application be placed on the February agenda for administrative review.

Sincerely,

Robe

RJ
Enclosures
ce! Owner

{Lo1607)

4 OLp Rourte 6, BrewsTeR, New York 10509 « (845) 279-6789 « Fax (845) 279-6769



EROSION CONTROL BOND ESTIMATE

ITEM

Earthwork (Swale)
Seeding & Mulching
Silt Fence
Construction Fence

Stabilized Construction
Entrance

Level Spreader

{FM1601)

Engineers and Architects

PUTNAM
ENEINEERINE, _—

Limitone/Licari
14 Lorne Court
Tax Map #22.-2-5

QUANTITY

46 cu. yds.

1522 sq. yds.

406 lin. ft.

453

UNIT PRICE

$ 5.00 cu. yd.
$1.25sq. yd.
$ 1.75 lin. ft.

$ 1.00 lin. ft.

$ 350.00 ea.

$ 450.00 ea.

TOTAL

AMOUNT

$ 230.00
$ 1,902.00
$ 710.00

$ 45300

$ 350.00

$ 450.00

4,095.00

4 OLo RouTe 6, BrewsTer, New York 10509 » (845) 279-6789 « Fax (845) 279-6769
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Technical Report

prepared for:

Legacy Valve LLC
14 Railroad Ave.

Valhalla NY, 10595
Attention: Scott Filizzola

Report Date: 09/21/2015
Client Project ID: Westchester County Medical Center
York Project (SDG) No.: 1510488

CT Cert. No. PH-0723 New Jersey Cert. No. CT-005 New York Cert. No. 10854 PA Cert. No. 68-04440

(o PR .
1 e “
\ g

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 068615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0166
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Report Date: 09/21/2015
Client Project ID: Westchester County Medical Center
York Project (SDG) No.: 1510488

Legacy Valve LLC
14 Railroad Ave.
Valhalla NY, 10595
Attention: Scott Filizzola

Purpose and Results

This report contains the analytical data for the sample(s) identified on the attached chain-of-custody received in our laboratory
on September 15, 2015 and listed below. The project was identified as your project: Westchester County Medical Center.

The analyses were conducted utilizing appropriate EPA, Standard Methods, and ASTM methods as detailed in the data
summary tables.

All samples were received in proper condition meeting the customary acceptance requirements for environmental samples
except those indicated under the Notes section of this report.

All analyses met the method and laboratory standard operating procedure requirements except as indicated by any data flags,
the meaning of which are explained in the attachment to this report, and case narrative if applicable.

The results of the analyses, which are all reported on dry weight basis (soils) unless otherwise noted, are detailed in the
following pages.

Please contact Client Services at 203.325.1371 with any questions regarding this report.

York Sample ID Client Sample ID Matrix Date Collected Date Received
1510488-01 WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center Soil 09/14/2015 09/15/2015

General Notes for York Project (SDG) No.: 1510488

1. The RLs and MDLs (Reporting Limit and Method Detection Limit respectively) reported are adjusted for any dilution necessary due to
the levels of target and/or non-target analytes and matrix interference. The RL(REPORTING LIMIT) is based upon the lowest
standard utilized for the calibration where applicable.

Samples are retained for a period of thirty days after submittal of report, unless other arrangements are made.

York's liability for the above data is limited to the dollar value paid to York for the referenced project.

This report shall not be reproduced without the written approval of York Analytical Laboratories, Inc.

All samples were received in proper condition for analysis with proper documentation, unless otherwise noted,

All analyses conducted met method or Laboratory SOP requirements. Sec the Qualifiers and/or Narrative sections for further information.

It is noted that no analyses reported herein were subcontracted to another laboratory, unless noted in the report.

This report reflects results that relate only to the samples submitted on the attached chain-of-custody form(s) received by York.

0
/
Approved By: %—/%); Date:  09/21/2015
\

Benjamin Gulizia

AN AL

Laboratory Director

|_Page20of14 |




o

v

YORK

AALYTIOAL LATORETORMA DO

Sample Information

Client Sample ID: ~ WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center York Sample 1D: 1510488-01
York Project (SDG) No, Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14, 2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015

Yolatile Organics, 8260 - Comprehensive Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:

Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 50354

Reported 10 s Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag  Units LOD/MDL LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst
630-20-6 1.1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND ugtkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/152015 09:36  09/18.2015 12:32 S8

Certifications: CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP

71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09/18/2015 12:32 S8
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND ughkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 09:56 097182015 12:32 $s
Certifications CFDDH,NELAC-NYIUSSJ‘NJDEP,PADEP
76-13-1 1,1,2-Trichlere-1,2,2-trifluoroethane ND ukgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 098720150936 01572015 12:32 88
(Freon 113) Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND uwpkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/201509:36 09152015 12:32 ss

Certifications: CTDOH_NELA{‘-NYlOsSQNJDERPADEP

75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND ugkgdry 1.6 3l 1 EPA 8260C 09/15°201509:36 097182015 12:32 s8
Certifications.  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PA DEP

75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethylene ND vgkgdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C O9/18/2015 0936 09/18/2015 12:32 sS
Certifications:  CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP

87-61-6 1.2,3-Trichlorobenzene ND uglkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C U9/182015 0936 09/182015 1232 ss
Centifications: NELAC-NY 10854, NIDEP

96-18-4 1,2,3-Trichlorepropane ND ugkgdy 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 09:36  09/1872015 1252 S8
Cerufications: NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

120-82-1 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ND ug/kgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/201509:36  09/18/2015 12:32 S8
Cerifications:  NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

95-63-6 1,2.4-Trimethylbenzene ND uglkedry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09/15.2015 12:32 ss
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

9612-8 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane ND ughkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  00,18/2015 12:32 sS
Cetifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

106-93-4 1,2-Dibromoethane ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/187201509:36 05182015 12:32 s
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND ughkg dry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/181201509:36  09/18.2015 12:32 ss
Centifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP PADEP

107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane ND ugkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09/182015 12:32 35
Cenifications.  CTDOH,NELAC-NY [0854,NIDEP PADEP

78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND ughkudry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/201509:36 091872015 1232 58
Certifications: ~ CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

108-67-8 1,3,5-Trimet]1ylbenzeue ND ughkpdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 04:36 09182015 12:32 8S
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

541.73.1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND ugkgdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18201509:36  09/18.2015 12:32 ss
Centifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 1085:4,NJDEP PADEP

106-46-7 1.4-Dichlorobenzene ND ukgdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18.2015 09:36  09/15,2015 12:32 88
Certifications:  CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP

123-91-1 1,4-Dioxane ND uglkg dry 31 62 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36 09182015 12:32 Ss
Certifications NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

78-93-3 2-Butanone ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/187201509:36  09/18,2015 12:32 58
Certificaions:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFCRD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0166

[__Page3of14 |




ANALYTIOAS LAROEATORAS ING

Sample Information

Client Sample ID:  WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center York Sample ID:; 1510488-01
York Project (SDG) No. Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14, 2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015
Volatile Organics, 8260 - Comprehensive Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:
Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 50354 ‘
Reported to o Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst
591-78-6 2-Hexanone ND wgkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 0%/18/201509:36  09/182015 12:52 S5
Certifications: CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
108-10-1 4-Methyl-2-pentanone ND wkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 09:36  09/18/2015 12:32 S8
Certifications.  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
67-64.1 Acetone 14 CCV-E ughkgdy 31 62 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36 09182015 12:32 ss
R Certifications ['IDOH,NELAC—NYIUKH,NJDEP
SCAL-
E
107-02-8 Acrolein ND ughkgdry 3.1 62 1 EPA 8260C 09/18:201509:36  00/18,2015 12 32 S8
Certifications: CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP
107-13-1 Acrylonitrile ND ugkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 0918720150936 09182015 1232 s
Centifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
71-43-2 Benzene ND ugkgdry 16 31 I EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 0936 09/18/2015 1232 s
Centifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854, NJDER.PADEP
74.97-5 Bromochloromethane ND uwhkgdy 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18201509:36  09418°2015 1232 38
Centifications: NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP
75-274 Bromodichloromethane ND ugkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C US18/201509:36 09182015 12:32 8s
Centifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP. PADEP
75-25-2 Bromoform ND ugkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 0936 09/15°2015 [2:32 S8
Centifications:  CTDOHNELAC-NY 10854,NJDER PADEP
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND ughkgdy 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18201509:36  09/152015 12:32 35
Cortifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP
75-15-0 Carbon disulfide ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09/18/2015 12:32 ss
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND uwkgdiy 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/15201509:36 091812015 12:32 ss
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP,PADEP
108-90-7 Chlorobenzene ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 0971872015 09:36  09/18:2015 12:32 Ss
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP PADEP
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND ugkedry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 09:36  09/15/2015 12:32 S8
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP
67-66-3 Chloroform ND uglkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09/1%,2015 12:32 S8
Cedtifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854,NJDEP PADEP
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND ughkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 0936 09/18/2015 12:32 s
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP
156-59-2 cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND ughkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C OWI82015 0936 09,18/2015 1232 ss
Centifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
10061-01-§ cis-1.3-Dichloropropylene ND ughkg dry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18201509:36  09/182015 12:52 S8
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854,NIDEF PADEP
110-82-7 Cyclohexane ND ughkgdry 145 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/162015 09:36 09182015 12:32 S5
Centifications:  NELAC-NY 10854.NJDEP
124-48-1 Dibromochloremethane ND uwwkgdry 1.6 3l 1 EPA 8260C 09/182015 09:36 091812015 12:32 ss
Cenifications: NEL.\C-NYIURSJ‘N.IDEP_PADEP
74-95-3 Dibromomethane ND ugkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 0918720150936 09/182015 12:32 ss
Certifications:  NELAC-NY 10454 NJDEP
120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0166
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Sample Information

Client Sample ID:  WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center York Sample ID: 1510488-01
York Project ($DG) No. Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
- 1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14,2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015

Volatile Organics, 8260 - Comprehensive Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:

Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 50354

Reported fo s Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No, Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND ugkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 091872015 09:36  09/18/2015 12:32 ss

Certifications NELAC-NY10854.NIDEP

100-41-4 Ethyl Benzene ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09152005 09:36  09/18.2015 12:32 88
Certifications: CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP, PADEP

87-68-3 Hexachlorobutadiene ND uykgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 0936 00182015 12:32 88
Centifications: NELAC-NY10$54.NJDEP

98-82-8 Isopropylbenzene ND ughkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09,18/2015 12:32 ss
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

79-20-9 Ma[hy] acetate ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18.:2015 0956 09/18°2015 12:32 8s
Certifications: NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

1634-04-4 Methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) ND ugkgdry 186 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/1872015 09:36 097182015 12:32 S8
Certifications: CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

108-87-2 Methylcyclohexane ND ugkgdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18 2015 09:36  09/18/2015 12.32 sS
Centifications: NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

75-00-2 Methylene chloride ND ughkg dry 3.1 62 1 EPA 8260C 09/18201509:36 00182015 12.32 ss
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

104-51-8 n-Butylbenzene ND ugkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/201509:36  09/18/2015 1232 ss
Centifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY10854 NJDEP

103-65-1 n-Propylbenzene ND ugkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 09:36  09/18/2015 12:32 S8
Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 0854 NIDEP

95-47-6 o-Xylene ND wkgdry L6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/152015 09:36  09/18/2015 12:32 ss
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854

179601-23-1 p- & m- Xylenes ND ughkgdry 31 62 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09,18/2015 12:32 S
Certifications: CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854

99-87-6 p-Isopropyltoluene ND ugkgdry 16 a 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36  09/132015 12:32 S8
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

135-98-3 sec-Butylbenzene ND ughkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09.18.201509:36  09/18/2015 12:32 sS§
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

100-42-5 Styrene ND ughkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36 09,18/2015 12:52 sS
Centifications, CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

75-65-0 1ert.But)-] alcohol (TBA) ND ughkgdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18.2015 09:36 09/18°2015 12:32 SS
Certifications NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP

98-06-6 tert-Butylbenzene ND ugkgdry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/1872015 09:36  09/18/2015 12-32 35
Centifications: CTDOHNELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

127-18-4 Tetrach]orog(hylgne ND ughkg dry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18,2015 02:36 09/18/2015 1232 58
Certifications: CTDDH,NELA(‘-N'Y10854,NIDEP,PADEP

108-88-3 Toluene ND ughkgdry 1.6 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18:2015 0936 09/18/2015 12:32 ss
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADER

156-60-5 trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND ugkadry 16 31 1 EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36 007182015 12:32 ss
Centifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 16854 NJDEP

10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropylene ND uwkegdry 16 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09/18201509:36 497182015 12:32 35
Certifications: CTDOH,NELAC-N‘:'10854,NJDEP,PADEI’

79-01-6 'Fﬁchioronthylcne ND ugkgdry 16 31 i EPA 8260C 09/18/2015 09:36 09/18,2015 12:32 8S
Centifications: (TDOH.NELAC-NYIO!54.NJDEP_PADEP

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0166
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Client Sample ID:

Sample Information
WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center

x A -
Py
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AN ALTTIOML. LEADORATONIGS (D

York Sample ID:

1510488-01

York Project (SDG) No. Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
YOrK froject (SDG) N 0] 2 Matrix Lollection Date/Time
1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14, 2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015
Volatile Organics, 8260 - Comprehensive Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:
Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 5035A
Reported to . Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LODMDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst

75-69-4 Trichlorefluoromethane ND ugkgdy 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C VY18 2015 09:36 09182015 [2:32 ss
Centifications CTDOHNELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP

75-01-4 Vinyl Chloride ND ugkgdry 1.6 3.1 1 EPA 8260C 09182015 09:36  09/182015 12:32 ss
Cenifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP. PADEP

1330-20-7 Xylenes, Total ND ughkgdry 47 93 1 EPA 8260C 09/18 2015 09:36 09182015 1232 s
Centifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP.PADEP

Surrogate Recoveries Result Acceptance Range

17060-07-0 Surrogate: 1,2-Diehloroethane-c4 96.9 % 77-125

2037-26-5 Surrogate: Tolwene-di 160 %3 85-120

460-00-4 Surrogare: p-Bromofluorobenzene 96.0 % 76-130

Semi-Volatiles, PAH Target List Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:

Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 3546 SVOA

Reported to Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst

91-57-6 2-Methylnaphthalene ND ugkgdry 4638 933 ) EPA 8270D 091672015 14:10  09,18/2015 01:25 KH
Cenifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP

83-32-9 Acenaphthene ND ughkgdry  46.8 93.3 2 EPA 8270D OW162015 14:10  09/18 2015 01:25 KH
Certifications: C'T'DOH.NELAC-NYIUSSJ.NJDEP,PADF_P

208-96-8 Acenaphthylene ND ugkgdry  46.8 93.3 2 EPA 8270D 0%/162015 14:10 09152015 01:25 KH
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP,PADEP

120-12-7 Anthracene ND uglkgdry 468 933 2 EPA 8270D 0%/16:2015 14:10 09/18/2015 01:25 KH
Certifications. L"I'DGH.NELAC-NYIUSS4.N}DEP.PADEP

56-55.3 Benzo(a)anthracene 255 upkgdry 4638 933 2 EPA 8270D 09162015 14:10  09/1872015 01:25 KH
Centifications: CTDOH, NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP.PADEP

50-32-8 Benzo(a)pyrene 158 ugkgdry 468 93.3 2 EPA 8270D UE16/2015 14:10  09/182015 0):2% KH
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP,PADEP

205-99-2 Benzo(b)fluoranthene 219 ugkg dry 468 93.3 2 EPA 8270D 09.1672015 14:10 09152015 0125 KH
Certifications: CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

191-24-2 Benzo(g.h,i)perylene ND uwkg dry  46.8 933 2 EPA 8270D 091672015 14:10  09/182015 01:25 KH
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP,PADEP

207-08-9 Benzo(k)fluoranthene 239 ughkgdry 468 93.3 2 EPA 8270D UM/1672015 14:10 09182015 0125 KH
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP. PADEP

218-01-9 Chrysene 300 ughgdry 468 933 2 EPA 8270D 09/16/2015 14:10  09/18 2015 0125 KH
Centifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

53-70-3 Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene ND ugkgdry 468 93.3 2 EPA 8270D O9/16/2005 14:10 094182015 01:25 KH
Centifications: CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP.PADEP

206-44-0 Fluoranthene 579 uglkgdry 468 933 2 EPA 8270D 09162015 14:10 09/182015 01:25 KH
Centifications CTDOHNELAC-NY 10854 NIDEF.PADEP

86-73.7 Fluorene ND ugkgdry 468 933 2 EPA 8270D 09162015 14:00  09/18/2015 0125 KH
Certifications NELAC-NY 10§54.NJDEP.PADEP

193.39-5 Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene ND ugkg dry  46.8 933 2 EPA 8270D 091672015 14:10 09182015 01:25 KH

120 RESEARCH DRIVE

STRATFORD, CT 08615

Cerufications:
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Sample Information

Client Sample ID:  WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center York Sample ID: 1510488-01
York Project (SDG) No. Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14,2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015
Semi-Volatiles, PAH Target List Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:
Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 3546 SVOA
Reported to - Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst
91-20-3 Naphthalene ND ughkgdry 46.8 933 2 EPA 8270D 09162015 1410 09/192015 01:25 KH
Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP
85-01.8 Phenanthrene 200 vgrkgdry 468 933 2 EPAS2I0D 00162015 1410 09/152015 0125 KH
Certifications: CTDOH,NEL,AC‘-NYI0854,NJDEI’,PADEP
129-00-0 Pyrene 435 ugkg dry 463 933 2 EPAS270D 09/16/2015 14:10  09/18/2015 01:25 KH
Certifications: C'I'DOH.NELAC—NYlUSi4.NJDEP.P.‘\DEP
Surrogate Recoveries Result Acceptance Range
4165-60-0 Surrogate: Nitrobenzene-d5 35.6% 10-95
321-60-8 Surrogare: 2-Fluorobiphenyl F0.4 % 19-97
1718-51-0 Surrogate: Terphenyl-dl+ 43.3% 19-99

Pesticides, 8081 target list Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:

Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 3550C

Reported to _ Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst
72-54-8 44'-DDD ND ugkg dry  1.85 1.85 5 EPA 8081B V9162015 1416 09.21,2015 0427 RB

Centifications: CTDOH.NELAC—NY10854,NJDEP.PADEP

72-55-9 4 4-DDE ND uglkgdry  1.85 L85 5 EPA 8081B 09/16/2015 14:16 09212015 04:27 RB
Centifications. CTDOH.NELAC-NY1(1854,NJDERPADEP

50-29-3 44-DDT ND uglkg dry 185 1.85 5 EPA 8081B U9/16/2015 14:16  09721,2015 0427 RB
Certifications: ('TDOH.NELAC-NY10854.NJDEEPADEP

309-00-2 Aldrin ND ughkpdry 185 1.85 5 EPA BOS1B 09/162015 14:16  09/21/2015 04:27 RB
Ceitifications: CTDOH.NELAC—N"{'1ﬂﬂi4.NJDEP,PADEP

319-84-6 alpha-BHC ND ugkgdry  1.85 1.85 5 EPA 8081B 09/16/2015 14:16 09212015 04:27 RB
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEF PADEP

§103-719 alpha-Chlordane ND ugkgdry 185 185 5 EPA 8081B 09/162015 14:16  09,21/2015 04:27 RB
Certifications: NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

319-85.7 beta-BHC ND ughkgdry 185 185 5 EPA 8081B 09/1€2015 1416 09/21/2015 04:27 RB
Cenifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

57-74-9 Chlordane, total ND ugkgdry 738 73.8 5 EPA 80818 09/16/2015 14:16  09/21/2015 04:27 RB
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854,NJDEP. PADEP

319-86-8 delta-BHC ND ug/kg dry 185 185 5 EPA 8081B 09/16/2015 14:16 09721/2015 04:27 RB
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY10854,NIDEP,PADEP

60-57-1 Dieldrin ND ugkgdry 1.85 1.85 5 EPA 8081B U9/16/2015 14:16 09/21/2015 04:27 RB
Certifications CTDOH.NELAC-N'YlUSS&N}DEP,PADEP

959-98-8 Endosulfan 1 ND uglkgdry 185 1.85 5 EPA 8081B 09/16/2015 14:16  09/21/2015 04:27 RB
Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

33213-65-9 Endosulfan 1] ND uglkg dry 185 185 5 EPA 3081B 09162015 14:16  09/21/2015 0427 RB
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

1031-07.8 Endosulfan sulfate ND uglkg dry 185 1.85 s EPA BOS1R 091612015 14:16 09212015 04:27 RB
Certifications: CTDOHNELA(.‘-N'YlOSS-l,N]DEP,PADEP

72-20-3 Endrin ND ug/kgdry 185 1.85 5 EPA 8081B 091612015 14:16 0972172015 04 27 RB
Certifications (“lT)OH.NELAC-NY19!54,NJDEP.PADEP

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 {203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0168
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Sample Information

Client Sample ID: ~ WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center York Sample ID: 1510488-01

York Project (SDG) No. Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
Xork Project (SDG) No. ~=lent Froject 1T Matrix ~uucction Date/Time =4It heceived
1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14,2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015
Pesticides, 8081 target list Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:
Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 3550¢
Reported to - Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst
7421-93-4 Endrin aldehyde ND ugkgdiy 185 1.85 s EPA 80818 09162015 1416 092112015 04:27 RB
Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854, NIDEP.PADEP
53494-70-5 Endrin ketone ND ugkgdry 1.85 1.85 5 EPA 8081B 09162015 14:16 09212015 04:27 RB
Centifications E‘TDOH,NELAC-NYIOSM‘NJDEP
58-89-9 gamma-BHC (Lindane) ND ughkg dry  1.85 1.85 5 EPA 80818 0S'16/2015 14:16 092142015 0427 RB
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP
5566-34-7 gamma-Chlordane ND ugkg dry  1.85 1.85 5 EPA 80818 U9/1672015 1416 09/2112015 0427 RB
Certifications NELAC-NY 10854.NJDEP
76-d44-8 Heptachlor ND ugkgdry 185 1.85 5 EPA 8081B 09/16:2015 1416 09/2112015 04:27 RB
Centifications (‘TDOH,NELACANY10H54_NJDEP.PADEP
1024-57-3 Heptachlor epoxide ND ugkgdry 185 185 5 EPA 80818 091612015 14:16 0972112015 04-27 RB
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP
72-43-5 Methoxychlor ND ugkgdry 923 9.23 5 EPA 80818 091612015 14:16  69/21/2015 0427 RB
Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854, NJDER PADEP
8001-35-2 Toxaphene ND ughkgdiy 934 93.4 5 EPA 80318 091612015 14:16  09/2112015 04-27 RB
Centifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 0854 NIDEP
Surrogate Recoveries Result Acceptance Range
877-09-8 Surrogate: Tetrachloro-m-xylene 2% 30-140
2051-24-3 Surrogare: Decachlorobiphenyl 10% 30-140
Polvchlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) Log-in Notes; Sample Notes:
Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 3550C
Reported 1o o Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag  Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst
12674-11-2 Avoclor 1016 ND mglkg dry  0.0186 00186 1 EPA 80824 09162015 1416 0971712015 23.51 AMC
Certifications NELAC-NY I()SS{CTDDH‘NJDEP,PADEP
11104-28-2 Aroclor 1221 ND mykg dry  0.0186 0.0186 1 EPA 80824 09/16/2015 14:16  09/17.2015 23:51 AMC
Certifications NELAC-NY 10854,CTDOH,NJDEP PADEP
11141-16-5 Aroclor 1232 ND mg/kg dry  0.0186 0.0186 1 EPA 80824 09162015 14:16 097172015 25:5) AMC
Certifications: NELA(‘-NYEDSSJ.CTDOH.NJDEEPADEP
53469-21-9 Aroclor 1242 ND mg/kg dry  0.0186 0.0186 1 EPA 8082A O09/162015 1416 09/172015 25:51 AMC
Centifications NELAC-NY]| 0854,(‘TDOH,NJDEF,PADEP
12672-29-6 Aroclor 1248 ND mgkg diy  0.0186 0.0186 1 EPA 8082A 09/162015 14:16  09/17.2015 235 AMC
Centifications NELAC-NY 10854.CTDOH, NJDEP.PADEP
11097-69-1 Aroclor 1254 0.0285 mg/kg dry  0.0186 00186 1 EPA 80824 091612015 14:16 09172015 23:57 AMC
Certifications NELAC-NY 10854 CTDOH,NJDEP,PADEP
11096-82-5 Aroclor 1260 ND mg/kg dry 00186 0.0186 1 EPA 80824 09162015 14:16 09172015 23:5 AMC
Certifications: NELAC-NYIOSS-l.CTDOH,NJDEP.PADEP
1336-36-3 * Total PCBs 0.0285 mgkgdry  0.0186 0.0186 1 EPA 80824 09162015 14:16  09/17.2015 23 5] AMC
Cemifications
Surrogate Recoveries Result Acceptance Range
877-09-8 Surrogate: TEJfraz_'f;!nnun-.{vlww 20.0 % 30-140
2051-24-3 Surrogare: Decachlorobiphenyi 86.0 % 30-140

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0168
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Sample Information

Client Sample ID:  WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Center York Sample ID: 1510488-01
York Project (SDG) No. Client Project ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Date Received
1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14, 2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015

Metals Target Analyte Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:

Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 3050B

Reported to . Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag  Units LOD/MDL  LOQ  Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst

7429-90-5 Aluminum 13500 mglkg dry 559 559 1 EPA 6010C 09/16/2015 10:57  09/16,2015 2214 ALD
Centifications: CTDOH.NELA(‘-NY[U&S{NJDEP

7440-36-0 Antimony 0.663 mg/kgdry 0559 0559 1 EPA 6010C 09/162015 10:57  09/162015 22: 14 ALD
Centifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP.PADEP

7440-38-2 Arsenic 3.02 mgkgdry 112 112 1 EPA 6010C GO/18/2015 10:57 00162015 22:14 ALD
Certifications: CTDOH‘NELA('-NYIUBS4.NJDE]’,PADEP

7440-39-3 Barium 95.8 mgkgdy 112 112 1 EPA 6010C 09/16/2015 10:57  09/16,2015 22: 14 ALD
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY| 0854 NJIDEP.PADEP

7440-41-7 Beryllium ND mgkgdry  0.112 0112 1 EPA 6010C OS/162015 1057 09/16201522:14  ArLp
Certifications CTDOHNELAC—NY]U!:}-#,NJ’DEP

7440-43-9 Cadmium ND mykg dry 0336 0336 1 EPA 6010C O¥IGWIS 10T 091620152214 ALp
Certifications CTDOH.NELAC-NYlOsS-ﬁ,NJDERPADEP

7440-70-2 Calcium 13200 mgkgdry 0550 5.59 1 EPA 6010C OVIE20IS 1057 09162015 22:14  Arp

Certifications: CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

7440-47-3 Chromium 21.2 mg/kg dry  0.559 0.559 1 EPA 6010C 09162015 10:57  09/16/2015 22: 14 ALD
Centifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP.PADEP

7440-48-4 Cobalt 11.6 mgrkg dry 0,559 0559 I EPA 6010C 0W/162015 10:57  09/16/2015 22: 14 ALD
Certifications CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10834 NIDEP

7440-50-8 Copper 24.6 mg/kg dry 0559 0.559 1 EPA 6010C 09162005 1057 08/16/2015 22: 14 ALD
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854, NJDEP

7439-39-6 Iron 20400 B mgkgdry 224 224 I EPA 6010C 09/162015 1057 09/16/2015 22: 14 ALD
Centifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

7439.92.1 Lead 18.2 mg/kg dry 0336 0336 I EPAGOIOC WAG201510:57  G16201522:14  App
Certfications.  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDER PADEP

7439.95.4 Magnesium 9299 mgkgdry 559 559 1 EPA 6010C 09162015 10:57  09/16:2015 22: 14 ALD
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

7439-96-5 Manganese 415 mgkgdry 0559 0.559 1 EPA 6010C O8716/2015 10:57  09/162015 2214 ALD
Centifications (‘TDOH‘NELA&NYIOSS-!,NJDEP

7440-02-0 Nickel 16.5 mgkgdry 0559 0559 1 EPA 6010C UIE0IS 1057 wN620152214  ALp
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP.PADEP

7440-09-7 Potassium 2840 mg'kgdry 559 559 1 EPA 6010C 09/16/2015 10:57 09/16,2015 22:14 ALD
Certifications: CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP

7782-49-2 Selenium ND mg/kg dry 112 L1z 1 EPA 6010C OWI620IS 1057 09/16201522:14  ALp
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

7440.22-4 Silver ND mgkgdry 0559 0559 1 EPA 6010C U16201310:57 041620152214 ALp
Centifications:  CTDOH NELAC-NY 10854 NJDEP PADEP

7440-23-5 Sodium 466 B mgkgdry 112 11.2 1 EPA 6010C 09/1612015 10:57 051672015 22 14 ALD
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEp

7440-28-0 Thallium ND mgkadry 112 112 1 EPA 6010C OYI6R01510:57 0162015 2214 ALp
Centifications: CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10854,NJDEP

7440-62-2 Vanadium 32.1 mghgdry 112 112 1 EPAGOIOC OVIGROIS 1057 091620152214 ALp
Certifications:  CTDOH.NELAC-NY 10854 NIDEP

7440-66-6 Zinc 58.9 mgikgdry 112 112 1 EPA 6010C 09/16/2015 1037 09/16/2015 2214 ALD
Certifications:  CTDOH,NELAC-NY 10834 NJDER

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0168
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Sample Information

Client Sample ID; WCMC Noi Westchester County Medical Center York Sample ID: 1510488-01
York Project (SDG No., Client Project ID Matrix Collection 'Date/I‘ ime Date Received

1510488 Westchester County Medical Center Soil September 14, 2015 9:00 am 09/15/2015

Mercury by 7473 Log-in Notes: Sample Nofes:

Sample Prepared by Method: EPA 7473 soil

Reported to - Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag Units LOD/MDL  LOQ Ditution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst
7439-97-6 Mercury ND my/kg dry  0.0336 0.0336 1 EPA 7473 O9/18:201507:49 097182015 1334 ALD

Certifications: CTDOH,NJDEF,NELAC-NYINSJ\PADEP

Total Solids Log-in Notes: Sample Notes:

Sample Prepared by Method: % Solids Prep

Reported to L Date/Time Date/Time
CAS No. Parameter Result Flag  Units  LobmoL LOQ  Dilution Reference Method Prepared Analyzed  Analyst

solids * % Solids 89.4 % 0.100 0.160 1 SM 2540G 001720151533 097182015 1126 CLS
Certifications: CTDOH

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0186
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Volatile Analysis Sample Containers

Lab ID Client Sample ID

Volatile Sample Container
1510488-01 WCMC Nol Westchester County Medical Cents

40mL Vial with Stir Bar-Cool 4° C

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615

(203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0165
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Notes and Definitions
SCAL-E  The value reported is ESTIMATED. The value is estimated due to its behavior during initial calibration (average Rf -20%).

QL-03 This LCS analyle recovered outside of acceptance limits. The LCS contains approximately 70 tompounds, a limited number of which
may be outside acceptance windows.

M-DB Analyte in Method Blank >MDL. Sample cone. >10 X blank conc,

CCV-E The value reported is ESTIMATED. The value is estimated due to jts behavior during continuing calibration verification (>20%
Difference for average Rf or >20% Drift for quadratic fit).

B Analyte is found in the associated analysis batch blank. For volatiles, methylene chloride and acetone are common lab contaminants,
Data users should consider anything <10x the blank value as artifact.

Analyte is not certified or the state of the samples origination does not offer certification for the Analyte .
ND NOT DETECTED - the analyte is not detected at the Reported to leve] (LOQ/RL or LOD/MDL)
RL REPORTING LIMIT - the minimum Teportable value based upon the lowest point in the analyte calibration curve,
LOQ LIMIT OF QUANTITATION - the minimum concentration of a target analyte that can be reported within a specified degree of confidence. This s the

lowest point in an analyte calibration curve that has been subjected to all steps of the processing ‘analysis and verified to meet defined criteria. This is
based upon NELAC 2009 Standards and applies to all analyses.

LoD LIMIT OF DETECTION - 3 verified estimate of the minimum concentration of a substance in a given matrix that an analytical process can reliably
detect. This is based upon NELAC 2009 Standards and applies to all analyses conducted under the auspices of Eps SW-846.

MDL METHOD DETECTION LIMIT - a statistically derived estimate of the minimum amount of & substance an analytical system can reliably detect with a
99% confidence that the concentration of the substance Is greater than zero, This is based upon 40 CFR Part 136 Appendix B and applies only to EPA
600 and 200 series methods.

Reported to  This indicates that the data for a particular analysis is reported to either the LOD/MDL, or the LOQ/RL. In cases where the "Reported to" is located
above the LOD/MDL, any value between this and the LOQ represents an estimated value which s "J" flagged accordingly. This applies to volatile and
semi-volatile target compounds only.

NR Not reported
RFD Relative Percent Difference
Wet The data has been reported on an as-receiveq (wet weight) basis

Low Bias Low Bias flag indicates that the recovery of the flagged analyte is below the laboratory or regulatory lower contro] limit. The data user should take note
that this analyte may be biased low but should evaluate multiple lines of evidence incluiding the ,CS and site-specific MS/MSD data to draw bias
conclusions. In cases where no site-specific MS,MSD Was requested, only the LCS data can be used to evaluate such bias.

High Bias High Bias flag indicates that the recovery of the flagged analyte is above the laboratory or regulatory upper contro] limit. The data uger should take
note that this analyte may be biased high but should evaluate multiple lines of evidence including the LCS and site-specific MS/MSD data to draw bias
conclusions. In cases where no site-specific MS/MSD Was requested, only the LCS data can be used to evaluate such bias,

Non-Dir. Non-dir. flag ( Non-Directional Bias ) indicates that the Relative Percent Difference (RPD) (a measure of precision) among the MS and MSD data is
outside the laboratory or regulatory control limit, Th
due to either nen-homogeneous distribution of target analyte between the MS/MSD or indicates poor reproducibility for other reasons.

If EPA SW-846 method 8270 5 included herein it js noted that the target compound N~nitrosodiphcnylamine {NDPA) decomposes in the gas uhromatcgraphic inlet
and cannot be separated from diphenylamine (DPA). These results could actually represent 100% DPA, 100% NDPA or some combination of the two.

For this reason, York reports the combined result for n-nitrosodiphenylamine and diphenylamine for either of these compounds as a combined concentration as
Diphenylamine.

If Total PCBs are detected and the target aroclors reported are "Not detected”, the Tota] PCR value is reported due 1o the presence of either or botly Aroclors 1262 angd
1268 which are non-target aroclors for some regulatory lists.

2~chlo:‘oethylvinyl ether readily breaks down under acidic cenditions, Samples that are acid preserved, including standards will exhibit breakdown. The data user
should take note.

Certification for pH is no longer offered by NYDOH ELAP.
Semi-Volatile and Volatile analyses are reported down to the LOD/MDL, with values between the LOD/MDL and the LOQ being " flagged a5 estimated results,

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371 FAX (203) 357-0158

|_Page 12 of 14 |




ARAL¥TIOAL LADSRATORIIS 1N

For analyses by EpA SW-846-8270D, the Limit of Quantitation (LOQ) reported for
verified LOQ due to this compound's propensity for oxidative losses during extract

benzidine is based upon the lowest standard used for calibration and is not
on concentration procedures and non-reproducible chromatographic performance.

120 RESEARCH DRIVE STRATFORD, CT 06615 (203) 325-1371

FAX (203) 357-0168
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Short En vironmentql Assessment Form
FPart 1 - Project Information

Instructions for Completin
==———=200S Jor Completing

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

Part1] - Project and Sponsor Information
Giovanni Licari

Name of Action or Project;
Limitone / Licar| Eroslon Control Plan

Project Location (describe, and attach 5 location map):
14 Lorne Court, Carmel  NY 10512

Brief Description of Proposed Action:

Erosion control Plan for disturbance of 0.4 acres +/-, Grading, filling, topsoil/ seeding and related erosion controls,

‘Name of Applicant or Sponsor:

Telephone: 944774 1070
Giovanni Licari

E-Mail:
Address: '

14 Lome Court

City/PQ: State:
Carmel NY

1. Does the Proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local Jaw,

administrative rule, or regulation? _
If Yes, attach a narative description of the intent of the proposed action
may be affected in the municipality and proceed

ordinance,

2 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed?

04 acres
¢. Total acreage (project site and any contignous properties) owned

2 acres

4. Check all land uses that occur on, adjoining and near the Proposed action,
; CJUrban  [Z]Rura) (non-agriculture) [ Industrial  [7] Commercia] b Residential (suburban)

_ b0 Forest DlAgriculture CJAquatic . CJOther (specify):
L CIParkland ;

Page 1 of 3



5. Is the proposed action,
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

6. Is the Proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natura]
landscape?

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

——————

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

__| YES

. V1]

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

C. Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near site of the proposed action? [Z] :l
proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements? NO | YES

I eq

sed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies m D

10. Will the proposed action conmect to an ex1sting public/private water supply? NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing potable water: D

11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilitios? NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing wastewater freatment: E D

12. a. Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the State or National Register of Historic NO | YES

Places? D

b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area?
13. a. Does any portion of the site of the Proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain NO | YES
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

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

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

[ Shoreline CIForest D] Agricultural/grasslands [JEarly mid-successional
[ Wetland O Urban I Suburban

15. Does the site of the broposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed
by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered?

16. Is the project site located in the 100 year flood plain?

17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources?
If Yes,

a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? [Iro [/]vEs
b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm draing)?
If Yes, briefly describe: NO [Jves

Page 2 of 3




If Yes, explain purpose and size:

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

solid waste management facility?
If Yes, describe:

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

——

completed) for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe:

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

Date: Nov 18, 2015

PRINT FORM
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Agency Use Only [If applicable]
Project:
%

Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

| No, or Moderate |
small to large
impact impact
may may
occur oceur

O

)4'5:1{-)!‘" o '*\En J }'&
Will the proposed action create
regulations?

S e T A n
a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning

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

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

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

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

[
[
L]

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

7. 'Will the proposed action impact existing;
a. public / private water supplies?

—

b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities?

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

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

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

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

NINHSHNINISISITSITS SIS

L]
L
L]
L]
[]
[
[
]

o
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AREULY USE UMy |z appucaoe;

Project:

Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 Determination of Significance

For every question in Part 2 that was answered “moderate to large impact may ocewr”, or if there is a need to explain why a
particular element of the proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please
complete Part 3, Part 3 should, in sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that
have been included by the project sponsor to avoid or reduce impacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency
determined that the impact may or will not be significant, Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting,

probability of ocourring, duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude, Also consider the potential for short.
term, long-term and cumulative impacts,

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,—!
that the proposed action may result in one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts and an
environmental impact statement js required.

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation
that the proposed action will not result in any significant adverse environmental impacts,

TOWN OF KENT PLANNING BOARD

Name of Lead Agency Date
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Oflicer) j
PRINT FORM Page 2 of2




Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project Information

Instructions for Completing

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

Complete all items in Part 1. Yoy 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
Glovanni Licari

Name of Action or Project:
Limitone / Licar Erosion Control Plan

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):
14 Lorne Court, Carmel » NY 10512

Brief Description of Proposed Action:
Eroslon controi plan for disturbance of 0.4 acres +-. Grading, filling, topsoil/ seeding and related erosion controls,

‘Name of Applicant or Sponsor- Telephone: 914-774-1979
Giovanni Licari " | E-Mail:
Address:
14 Lome Court
| City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Carmeal NY 10512
1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO

administrative rule, or regulation? .
If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2, If no, continue to question 2.

2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other governmental Agency? NO
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval:

S O

Town of Kent Planning Board , NYSDEG stormwater and erosin contro| { GP-0-15-002 ) D ’
3.a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 2 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 04 acres
¢. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or centrolled by the applicant or project sponsor? 2 acres

4. Check all land uses that oconr on, adjoining and near the proposed action.

[JUrban  [Z1Rural (non-agriculture) [ Tndustrial CJCommercial [Z]Residential (suburban)

‘ ZForest [JAgriculture ] Aquatic ~ OJOther (specify):
L CIParkland

Page 1 of 3




5. Is the proposed action,
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

NO

e
&a

[]

SN

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

2
o

[]

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

If Yes, identify:

Z
o

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

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

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

10008 Ojg=sO0:

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

5

NENNNIIN

[]

wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

10. Wil the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply? NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing potable water: D
11. Will the proposed action conmect to existing wastewater utilities? | NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment: D
12. a. Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the State or National Register of Historic NO | YES
Places? ‘Z D
b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area? 7
13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain NO | 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:
[ Shoreline [CIForest [ Agricultural/grasslands [ Early mid-successional

[] Wetland CUrban [J Suburban

15, Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed
by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered?

16. Is the project site located in the 100 year flood plain?

17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources?
IfYes,
8 Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? [INo [Z]vEs

b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems %off and storm draing)?

If Yes, briefly describe: NO S

Page 2 of 3



Wwater or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?
If Yes, explain putpose and size;
e —
19. Has the site of the 10 NO

Proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed
solid wagste management facility?

If Yes, describe:
20. Has the site of the broposed acti

on or an adjoining property been the subject of Temediation (ongoing or

completed) for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe:
I AFFIRM THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE I5 TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MYy
KNOWLEDGE

Applicant/sponsor name: Putnam ) - Date; Nov 18, 2015
Signature:

PRINT FORM Page 3 of 3
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Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:

Date: ,

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

Moderate
to Jarge
impact

may
oceur

Will the proiaoséd ;cuon create a material conflict with an adopted land Gsé Ei;n'of Zoning

regulations? D
2. Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land? D
3. Wil the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community? D
4. 'Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the D
establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)? _
5. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or D
affect existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway? v
6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate D
reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities? _’
7. Will the proposed action impact existing; L_{] D _
a. public / private water supplies?
b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities? D
8. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological, D
architectural or aesthetic resonrces?
9.  Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands, . l:l
watetbodies, groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)? E
10. 'Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage
problems? D
1. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health? D

PRINT FORM Page 1 of2




ABENCy Ust umy (a appucase}

Project:
Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 Determination of Significance

For every question in Part 2 that was answered “moderate to large impact may occur”, or if there js aneed to explain why a
particular element of the proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please
complete Part 3. Part 3 should, in sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that

determined that the impact may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting,
probability of occurring, duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. Also consider the potential for short-
term, long-term and cumulative impacts.

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action may result in one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts and an
environmental impact statement is required,

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action will not resulf in any significant adverse environmental impacts,

TOWN OF KENT PLANNING BOARD

Name of Lead Agency Date
Frint or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) 1

PRINT FORM Page 2 of 2




P LNSITE
ENG/NEERING, SURVEYING &
LANDSCAPE 4 RCHIT ECTURE, PC.

- Town of Kent Planning Board
Kent Town Centre

25 Sybil's Crossing

Kent Lakes, New York 10512

January 21, 2016

RE: Hilltop Estates Subdivision
Peckslip Road & NYS Route 52
Kent, New York
Tax Map No. 12.-1 -42

Dear Chairman McDermott and Members of the Board:

Should you have any questions or comments regarding this information, please feel free to contact
our office, '

Very truly yours,
INSITE ENGINEERING, SURVEYING & LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

By: % /{#"
John|M. Watson, PE
Pringpal Engineer

JMW,

Enclosures:

ce:’ Richard Esposito
Doug Esposito ;
Richard Othmer, Jr., Highway Superintendant
Shawn Madsen, Fire Inspector
William Waiters, Lake Carmel Fire Department Chief

insite File No. 13120.100

3 Garrett Place, Carmel, New York 10512 (845) 225-0690 Fax (845) 225-9717
www.insite-eng.com : :

012115kpb.doc



/23
' Town of Kent Q’lf:mnmg Board”

25 Sybil's Crossing
Kent Lakes, 7y 105 12
Phone: 845-225.7802 Fax; 845-306-5283

Email; gg&mnmg@townoﬁenmy,gw

APPROVAL REQUESTED FOR; (Check all that apply)

Pre-Application Review S Preliminary Subdivigion —_
Final Subdivision Revised Iot Line T
‘Site Plan I Conditional Use Permit SR
Freshwater Wetland | Steep Slope & Erosion Ctr]

Name of Project: _CHMPNJ( \9 "/QE& 22 7y £ M | éh; ( 24 /"

Description of Proposed Activity:

Name of Applicant(s): A v ’n ‘ MPIri- )y DEp [‘:i))'nll.\/ /{;qA}n
Address: ” l/‘/ % q// }1/}’ /J_‘)'fc)
Telephone: i VS a q"? ({ 7¢ 7 .

Name and Addregs of Record Owner(s): ' Lr7l1- 7D E# H‘V?’) LY /C;‘)‘e*%
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