TOWN OF AUSTERLITZ
Columbia County
New York
Lee Tilden Planning Board Chairman
Planning Board Meeting/Public Hearing
June 3, 2021
7:00 p.m.
**********AGENDA**********

1.) Public Hearing: PL-2021-04 Minor Subdivision Goggins
2.) Public Hearing: PL-2021-05 Minor Subdivision Davis
3.) Open Regular Planning Board Meeting
4.) Moment of Silence, Followed by the Pledge of Allegiance
5.) Roll Call
6.) Minutes
7.) Old Business

A.) PL-2021-04 Minor Subdivision Goggins

B.) PL-2021-05 Minor Subdivision Davis

C.) PL-2021-06 Colton

D.) PL-2021-03 Boundary Line Adjustment Vieni
8.) New Business

A.) PL-2021-07 Minor Subdivision Helmrath

B.) PL-2021-08 Solar Folco
9.) Public Comment

10.) Adjournment
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The May 6, 2021 Planning Board Meeting was held via Zoom in accordance with the Governor’s
Executive Order 202.1. Meeting instructions were on the Town website.

Present: Lee Tilden, Chair, Deborah Lans, Jane Magee. Eric Sieber and Perry Samowitz,
Members. Susan Haag, Town Clerk also present.

Joseph Catalano, Attorney for the Town, joined the meeting at 7:45 p.m.

Public Hearing for Planning Board Project PL-2021-02, Special Use Permit Crown Castle as
agent for T-Mobile.

Public Hearing called to order at 7:00 p.m.

Town Clerk Haag noted that the public hearing notice was legally posted April 13, 2021 in the
Hudson Register Star.

Richard Zajak gave a brief description of the project noting that the proposed project consists of
T-Mobile proposing to add eight (8) antennas and ancillary equipment to existing cell tower. T-
Mobile also proposing a 16°x21” compound expansion to accommodate new equipment cabinets
as well as a 40 kw diesel backup generator. R. Zajak continued stating that notices were sent to
the adjoining property owners on April 19, 2021. R. Zajak also submitted an authorization letter
from Goosetown Network Services LLC to the Planning Board. Chairman Tilden noted that all
notification paperwork is in the file.

Town Clerk advised Chair Tilden that no emails or letters in the mail were received to date on
this project.

No one wished to make a comment. Chairman Tilden advised that he would move onto other
business and give the public until 7:15 p.m. to come onto the Zoom meeting and make a
comment.

James Newberry questioned the backup generator fuel consumption rates and the run times. R.
Zajak advised that these generators will typically recycle every 2 weeks or so and he is not sure
of the fuel consumption rates but is sure they are in the paperwork provided. J. Newberry
mentioned 20 minutes tops. Planning Board Member Samowitz asked if the time these ran could
be determined and R. Zajak answered yes. The noise level is typical to a window air conditioner.

All those wishing to be heard were heard.
A motion to close the public hearing was made by P. Samowitz and seconded by E. Sieber.

Roll call
Lee Tilden: yes



W’
Deborah Lans: yes ‘dgn“c'a
Eric Sieber: yes - AL <0
Perry Samowitz: yes W 6\\3\@@'“0
Jane Magee: yes 9,03‘
Motion carried 5:0 Public Hearing closed at 7:23 p.m. ?\a@‘(\g

Regular Meeting called to order at 7:06 p.m.
Moment of Silence, followed by Pledge of Allegiance.

Minutes

A motion to accept the April 1, 2021 Public Hearing and Regular Planning Board Meeting
minutes was made by J. Magee and seconded by P. Samowitz.

Roll call

Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes

Jane Magee: yes

Motion carried 5:0

New Business

Planning Board Application PL-2021-04

Property Owner: Walton Goggins, Jr.

Applicant: Walton Goggins, Jr.

Representative: Daniel Russell

Project Property: 135 LaBranch Road (Both Sides of the Road) SBL:106.-1-4.112

Zoning: Rural Residential

Project: Minor Subdivision-Original acreage 124.01 dividing into 2 parcels: 112.279 acres and
11.731 acres.

Representative Dan Russell gave a description of project noting that the applicant is requesting
that a parcel containing 124.01 acres be subdivided into 2 parcels, 112.279 and 11.731. The
11.731 parcel will be sold. The septic approval was submitted and D. Russell is waiting on a
driveway placement approval from Highway Superintendent Robert Meehan. R. Meehan has
given a verbal okay.

Walton Goggins stated to the Planning Board that he is excited to be a member of this
community. He has been coming to this area for 16 years as his family owns property in
Chatham. W. Goggins and his wife’s best friends will be the buyers of the 11.731 parcel.

Chairman Tilden reviews the file and questions D. Russell concerning the water main easement.
D. Russell explained that the previous owner, A. Lunde, originally owned additional lands and
specially, the land now owned by Papas. There is a pipe that runs from a pond on the Papas
property to the Goggins property to which A. Lunde reserved an easement to get water from this
pond. This is not being used and has nothing to do with the current use of the Goggins property.



There is no dependence on this water pipe. In addition. this pipe does not go across the road to
the 11.731 acre property that is to be subdivided off and sold.

A motion to declare that application PL-2021-04 is an unlisted action under SEQRA was made
by D. Lans and seconded by J. Magee.

Roll call .
Lee Tilden: yes Reference Materia
Deborah Lans: yes 0 0 ]_{)?_X

Eric Sieber: yes
Perry Samowitz: yes blanning Board Meelind
Jane Magee: yes

Motion carried 5:0

A motion to declare application PL-2021-04 complete and to schedule a public hearing for June
3, 2021 at 7:00 p.m. was made by D. Lans and seconded by P. Samowitz.

Roll call

Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes

Jane Magee: yes

Motion carried 5:0

D. Russell advised that he will send out the legal notice to the neighbors. Planning Board
Member Lans asked that these notices be sent out as soon as possible since the mail has been
delayed at times.

Planning Board Application PL-2021-05

Property Owner: Roberta Davis

Applicant: Roberta Davis

Representative: Daniel Russell

Project Property: 131 Schoolhouse Road (Both Sides of the Road) SBL:105.-1-3
Zoning: Rural Residential

Project: Minor Subdivision-Original acreage 116.887 dividing into 2 parcels: 33.112 acres and
83.775 acres.

Representative Dan Russell advised that the applicant is requesting that a parcel containing
116.887 acres be subdivided into 2 parcels of 33.112 acres and 83.775 acres. A portion of this
acreage is in the Town of Hillsdale. This project does not need septic or driveway approval since
an existing house is already there. D. Russell came to the Town of Austerlitz first and will apply
to the Town of Hillsdale next.

Chairman Tilden noted that the file has all the paperwork. Planning Board Member Sieber
questioned that there seems to be a driveway that goes to 2 other parcels of land. Is there a road
maintenance agreement in place? D. Russell explained that what Member Sieber is looking at is
Taylor Hollow Road which is a Town road. Part of Taylor Hollow road was abandoned by the



Town and is now a deeded easement. For a minor subdivision application, D. Russell does not
feel that a road maintenance agreement is needed. D. Russell advised that this deeded easement
does not go away with the acreage to be split out.

A motion for the Town of Austerlitz to be the lead agency in application PL-2021-05 for SEQRA
purposes was made by P. Samowitz and seconded by J. Magee.

Roll Call

Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes

Jane Magee: yes

Motion carried 5:0

A motion to declare application PL-2021-05 an unlisted action under SEQRA was made by J.

Magee and seconded by D. Lans. aterial
Roll Call gorence w
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Lee Tilden: yes WAl
Deborah Lans: yes \)\')\\ 03 LY _
Eric Sieber: yes ard Meetin®
Perry Samowitz: yes P\a““\“g BO

Jane Magee: yes
Motion carried 5:0

A motion to declare application PL-2021-05 complete was made by E. Sieber and seconded by
P. Samowitz.

Roll Call

Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes

Jane Magee: yes

Motion carried 5:0

A motion to schedule a public hearing for application PL-2021-05 for June 3, 2021 at 7:15 p.m.
was made by D. Lans and seconded by J. Magee.

Roll Call

Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes

Jane Magee: yes

Motion carried 5:0

Planning Board Application P1.-2021-06
Property Owner: Michael Colton



Reforence Matorlal

JUN 03 202
Applicant: Michael Colton . i
Reppresentative: Kevin Thiemann Planning Board Meeting
Project Property: 63 Norton Road SBL:69.-1-5.100 and 69.-1-10
Zoning: Rural Residential
Project: Conveyance of a driveway with the sale of lot 1 by means of an easement agreement.
Requesting the Planning Board to grant transfer of this driveway by means of a lot line
adjustment between the various parcels (lots 1,2.3,4), with the driveway being consolidated with
lot #1 or lot #2 by means of a minor subdivision which would approve the driveway as a separate
lot which would then be combined with lot #1.

Attorney Thiemann representing Applicant Michael Colton asked for the Planning Board’s
guidance concerning this project to ascertain if this project should be considered a minor
subdivision or a boundary line adjustment. Attorney Thiemann noted that the 45 acres shown on
the submitted map are not part of the 1986 subdivision application and the driveway is still part
of the 45 acre parcel. The applicant would like to join the driveway with parcel #1.

Chairman Tilden advised that he is leery of doing any additional subdivision because the 1986
minutes state that no additional subdivisions are allowed. There are no written descriptions in
the file to give a clear understanding of specifics.

Attorney Thiemann noted that the driveway abuts parcels 4 and 3 and runs through the 45 acre
parcel and gives access to parcel 1 and 2. There is a house on parcel 1, parcel 4 is an office for
M. Colton. Chairman Tilden would need a more detailed map to understand this request better.
Attorney Thiemann understands and will provide whatever the Planning Board requires. K.
Thiemann approached the Board to understand how the Board would like to proceed.

Clarification was made as to where on the map the 45 acres is shown noting it is on the bottom
section of the 4 parcels. The driveway runs through the 45 acre parcel. Attorney Thiemann
states that M. Colton is looking to move the driveway itself and attach it to parcel #1, not
actually moving the driveway boundary line. Planning Board Member Sieber stated that this
seems to leave the rest of the parcels without access. Attorney Thiemann advises that an
easement agreement would be put in place for the other parcels to use this driveway.

The subdivision question was discussed noting that the Planning Board really needs to see a
better description of what is being asked and how this will look. Member Sieber noted the
zoning regulations concerning subdivisions and the number of allowable parcels. This was
framed within the 1986 project parameters.

Planning Board Member Lans asked what is being accomplished by this change. Attorney
Thiemann stated that M. Colton wants to sell parcel #1. By combining the driveway with this
parcel, it eliminates road maintenance and liability for access over this driveway. Access would
be granted by easement and a road agreement without M. Colton being responsible for the
roadway itself. There is no road maintenance agreement is place currently because M. Colton
still owns all the parcels. Planning Board Member Sieber states that the current Zoning Code
now requires a road maintenance agreement for the number of parcels in play in this project.



Chairman Tilden notes again that a boundary line adjustment through a parcel does not seem
workable when the driveway is actually moving instead and subdividing the driveway out as an
additional parcel is not allowed per the 1986 minutes. Chair Tilden asked for a more descriptive
drawing of the whole area in play so the Planning Board can better see what is being asked.

Member Lans asked if a road maintenance agreement can be done between the 4 parcels where

the buyer of parcel 1 understands what he has to undertake. Attorney Thiemann believes it can

be done that way, but for issues of road maintenance responsibility and liability he would prefer
to combine the driveway with parcel 1 and put an easement in place.

In additional to a larger scale map showing a better depiction of the project, Member Lans would
like to see the deeds as well. Chairman Tilden noted when these items are received the Board
can revisit this project and help M. Colton come to a resolution. Attorney Thiemann will submit
the requested documentation for the next Planning Board meeting.

Attorney Catalano believes that what M. Colton is looking to do can be accomplished with an
easement and road maintenance agreement putting all the burden on parcel 1. With the
permission of the Planning Board, Attorney Catalano will speak with Attorney Thiemann.
Permission was granted. )
Reference Material

Old Business

Planning Board Application PL-2021-03 JUN 03207

No new map submitted to date. ;
planning Board Meeting

Planning Board Application PL-2021-02

Property Owner: Goosetown Network Services LL.C

Applicant: Richard Zajac/Crown Castle as agent for T-Mobile

Project Property: 321 West Hill Road SBL:87.-2-51.112-1

Zoning: Rural Residential

Project: The proposed project consists of T-Mobile proposing to add eight (8) antennas and
ancillary equipment to existing cell tower. T-Mobile also proposing a 16’x21” compound
expansion to accommodate new equipment cabinets as well as a 40 kw diesel backup generator.

Chairman Tilden noted that the Planning has a completed application and a closed public
hearing, so the Board will move to part 2 of the short form SEQRA review. The applicant
completed part 1. Chairman Tilden read each question in part 2 of the SEQRA form and he and
each member responded no or small impact for every question.

A motion to declare that SEQRA part 2 as prepared by the Planning Board for application PL-
29021-02, that the project will not result in a significant or an adverse environmental impact was
made by E. Sieber and seconded by J. Magee.

Roll Call

Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes



Jane Magee: yes
Motion carried 5:0

A motion to approve application PL-2021-03 for minor alterations to the tower on 321 East Hill
Road to add antennas, minor electrical appliances, backup generator, 16x2 addition to fenced in
area as describe in the application was made by D. Lans and seconded by E. Sieber.
Roll Call
Lee Tilden: yes
Deborah Lans: yes
Eric Sieber: yes
Perry Samowitz: yes
Jarll*;y Magee: yes Y Reference Material
Motion carried 5:0 , :
JUN U G oathe

Richard Zajak thanked the Planning Board. | |
Planning Board .- -- B

Planning Board Application PL-2021-01.

Property Owner: 648 Rte 203 LLC, Dale Madsen

Applicant: Taconic Engineering, DPC, Andy Didio

Project Property: 648 State Route 203 SBL:86.-2-10

Zoning: Rural Residential

Project: The proposed project consists of building a 4800 sf building, 26.4’ tall at ridge line, 1
story and using the building for storage of construction equipment and materials.

Chairman Tilden asked the Planning Board if they had a chance to see all the submissions that
came throughout the day.

Applicant Andy Didio advised the Planning Board what Taconic Engineering had submitted per
the request of the Board. An updated site plan was submitted showing the material and
equipment storage and the additional screening. Between the April Planning Board meeting and
tonight’s meeting, A. Didio noted the letter received from Attorney James Potter. A Didio
submitted a response. Attorney Potter submitted an additional letter that A. Didio just received
and answered as follows:
1. NYSDOT concerns: A. Didio stated that the Planning Board voted for an unlisted action
under SEQRA and because of this, the NYSDOT does not have to be an involved agency.
A. Didio sited law sections. It is appropriate that the Planning Board is the lead agency.
A. Didio read an email from Tina Reilly, Permit Engineer NYSDOT, stating what was
done with the NYSDOT ahead of the submitted application. This letter stated that T.
Reilly did meet at the project site with Dale Madsen and conceptually agreed that the
current location of his temporary access meets the criteria for a permanent location.
There was an agreement that Mr. Madsen can proceed with site plan approval and
understanding that a NYSDOT permit application is forthcoming. A. Didio stated that
this project does not rise to the SEQRA level of NYSDOT being an involved agency, but
rather they are an interested party.
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SHPO: A. Didio has seen nothing that states that the State Historic Preservation Office
has to be an involved agency with an unlisted action. A note was added to the site plan
that if anything of historic value was found during construction, the work would stop.
This is the customary procedure issued by SHPO. A. Didio advised that the Planning
Board could add to this by indicating that proper notifications will also be made. A.Didio
advised that the closest Nationally Registered building is over 2000 feet from the project
and the Spencertown Historic District if over a 2 mile away. It was proper for the
Planning Board to find that there was no significant impact on the SEQRA form.

Site Plan Updates: A. Didio noted that Attorney Potter’s letter suggests that there have
been secrets kept by the applicant and the application is incomplete. There have been
discussions concerning the storage of material and equipment between the Planning
Board and the applicant. These discussions prompted the requirement for these storage
areas to be noted on the site plan. J. Potter suggests that the question of the inclusion of
fuel storage was sprung on the Planning Board. A. Didio noted that the possibility of fuel
storage was included in the project narrative when the application was submitted. These
fuel tanks have been discussed with the Planning Board who also asked for this to be
added to the site plan. These are 2 1000 gallon tanks that have to be monitored by the
NYSDEC. A. Didio advised that the Planning Board can add a provision that the
NYSDEC bulk storage regulations shall be complied with even if only one tank is
installed. Discussion was heard concerning the NYSDEC regulations parameters.

(VS]

A.Didio responded to the additional letter from Attorney Potter that was submitted to the
Planning Board late this afternoon which he just received. A. Didio spoke concerning a
segmented review process as suggested by Attorney Potter. A. Didio explained what a
segmented review process was under the law noting that nothing the applicant is proposing is
rising to the level of a segmented project that requires a different SEQRA review process. The
Planning Board asked for items to be added to the site plan and they were. The applicant is not
pitching a project that will have future add-ons. This is a single and complete application.

Much of the additional comments in Attorney Potter’s letter have already been discussed. A.
Didio noted that the application has been complete. What was added to the site plan was asked
of by the Planning Board as a natural outcome of discussions as the project moved through the
process. Items were asked for and provided.

Access to the fuel tanks and filling is done as it would be for a residential property.

A.Didio stated that the Planning Board has reviewed this application under the proper procedures
and the applicant has done everything appropriately and with sensitivity to the neighbors. The
applicant has demonstrated that he is willing to work with the Planning Board and with the
neighbors.

Attorney Catalano noted that at the April Planning Board meeting a resolution was adopted that
included decisions made. The Planning Board concluded there was no significant or adverse
effect for SEQRA., a Special Use Permit was approved and a Site Plan approval was held over to
this month for approval due to modifications that the Planning Board asRefeisnea Matelitled.
What is before the Planning Board tonight based on this process. is to approve or deny the Site

JUN 03 2021

Planning Board Meeting



Plan application. The decision made last month was made under the understanding that the
NYSDOT had given an application approval. Although the Planning Board did not ask the
applicant to put the fuel tanks on the Site Plan, the applicant offered to add these. The Planning
Board needs to discuss these two areas. Does the Planning Board still feel comfortable with the
SEQRA determinations already made knowing that the NYSDOT has not given a final or formal
approval.

Planning Board Member Lans asked for clarification for the NYSDEC oversight concerning the
fuel tanks.

Concerning NYSDOT issues on SERQA, does the Planning Board Members feel the original
conclusion under SEQRA are still the same.

By roll call

D. Lans feels that the SEQRA is good. D. Lans was concerned over the safety of the traffic, not
if there is an impact of more traffic.

P. Samowitz: yes

E. Sieber: Asked if Attorney Potter was present to speak in relation to his concerns. He was
advised that J. Potter did receive a zoom invite, but is not present. E. Sieber would not change

his vote on SEQRA. Reference Material
J. Magee: Would not change anything on SEQRA.
L. Tilden: Would not change anything on SEQRA JUN 03 2021

Attorney Catalano ask the Planning Board if they were still in agreement conEdaRniptBeard Meeting
archeological resources section. Does the Planning Board want to add anything else on the Site
Plan or is the Planning Board fine with what is already in place?

By roll call

D. Lans: Comfortable with what is in place. Believes there is already a notation on the Site Plan
that is sufficient.

P. Samowitz: Is fine

E. Sieber: Is fine

J. Magee: Is fine

L. Tilden: Is fine. There are notations on the Site Plan. Applicant will add additional notation.

Attorney Catalano questioned the Planning Board with respect to the fuel storage. Is the
Planning Board comfortable with anything in the Site Plan that was not subject to the public
hearing? Was the pumping station and bulk storage discussed at the public hearing and is the
Planning Board comfortable with this being covered?

By roll call

D. Lans: Does not believe the storage area was discussed at the public hearing.

P. Samowitz: Does not remember the fuel tanks being discussed.

E. Sieber: Changes made to the Site Plan reflect what was heard at the public hearing. The bulk
storage was a way to mitigate what was heard. The fuel tanks were noted as a future feature.

J. Magee: The applicant has been responsive to concerns and what is before the Planning Board
currently J. Magee is comfortable approving with the fuel storage notation and that the applicant
will comply with the NYSDEC rules and regulations.
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L. Tilden: Can not recall if fuel storage was discussed. The thought though is that this business

is obviously going to use fuel. The amount to be stored is not egregious and will be monitored
by the NYSDEC. This is a response to what was brought to the Planning Board.

A.Didio noted that these are free standing above ground tanks with leak protection and a
secondary containment is required. There is leak protection monitoring. A. Didio advised that

D. Madsen would be fine with only putting in 1 1000 gallon tank with safety requirements by the
NYSDEC.

Attorney Catalano advised that based on the Planning Board’s previous process and the process
at tonight’s Planning Board meeting, the Planning Board needs to review the modified Site Plan
and decide whether to deny the application, approve the application or approve the application
with additional conditions. This decision must be made within 62 days of the public hearing or
the application is deemed approved.

Attorney Catalano advised that since it appears that the Planning Board is comfortable with the
process to date, it can put a few conditions on the Site Plan. Per the Planning Board direction, J.
Catalano outlined the conditions as follows:

1. No construction or site work until there is driveway approval from the NYSDOT.

2. The Planning Board or the applicant should send a copy of the application, the resolution
and the modified site plan to the NYSDOT. The Planning Board could include a cover
letter to the NYSDOT that requests trucks entering or exiting this driveway would not
adversely affect the safety of the traffic along this route. Member Samowitz asked that
the letter include that the NYSDOT look at adding signage along this stretch of State
Route 203. Chairman Tilden would like the applicant to submit the paperwork to the
NYSDOT with a copy to the Planning Board. Chairman Tilden will send a letter to the
NYSDOT on behalf of the Planning Board expressing their safety concerns.

3. A notation should be made on the map that states if any artifacts are discovered during
construction or excavation on the site that have historical significance, all work stops,
SHPO is notified. The consensus of the Planning Board is that what is already noted on
the maps is sufficient.

4. The Planning Board needs to decide if it is comfortable with the fuel storage. There can
be conditions surrounding this or it can be taken off the Site Plan until there is an
approval by the NYSDEC. If the Planning Board would like to approve this, J. Catalano
suggests that the Planning Board put some parameters around the fueling hours to avoid
trucks idling at certain times of the day. Member Sieber asked what would be in these
tanks. A. Didio advised that one would have road diesel for trucks and one would have
off-road diesel for excavators and other equipment. Chair Tilden asked if the equipment
comes to the site for fueling or is the fuel put into a transportation tank for fueling offsite.
D. Madsen advised that normally fueling is done in the afternoon to be ready for the
morning. Some service trucks are used to carry the fuel to the project site. Electric
fueling is done which is virtually silent. Consensus of the Planning Board is to only have
a note added to the site plan that vehicles will not be left idling while fueling and left
idling while unattended.



5. Attorney Catalano asked if the Planning Board is comfortable with the screening that is
already noted on the Site Plan. The consensus of the Planning Board is that they are fine
with what is already noted.

Member Sieber noted that 3 members of the public would like to speak. A. Didio commented
that a public hearing was already held and closed. Chairman Tilden advised that there was a
public hearing that was held and the Planning Board heard comments made at that time.
Currently the Planning Board is in the midst of deliberations.

Chair Tilden polls the Planning Board if all are comfortable with the current conditions on the
table and if any other conditions should be stipulated. Consensus of the Planning Board is that
they are comfortable with the current stipulated conditions.

A motion was made by L. Tilden and seconded by E. Sieber to approve the Special Use Permit,
Resolution and Site Plan as discussed with the following conditions: No construction will occur
without NYSDOT driveway approval; Applicant shall send paperwork to the NYSDOT for
driveway approval and the Planning Board will send a letter to the NYSDOT noting the safety
concerns, added signage and site view concerns; and vehicles shall not be left to idle unattended
outside of building.
Roll Call

Lee Tilden: yes
Deborah Lans: yes

S Reference Material
Eric Sieber: yes

Perry Samowitz: yes ’ |
Jane Magee: yes JUN'03 2021
Motion carried 3:0. Planning Board Meeting

Chairman Tilden thanks the Planning Board and Attorney Catalano.
Dale Madsen thanks the Planning Board for their time and consideration.

Public Commit

Erlyn Madonia takes umbrage that she was not allowed to talk during deliberations. In
constderation of openness and transparency, E. Madonia does not understand why 3 people could
not have spoken before the vote. Although Mr. Madsen seems very responsible, there is the
future to consider. If Mr. Madsen puts in one 1000 gallon tank, he is not under any regulations,
whereas if he puts in 2 1100 tanks there are regulations. E. Madonia would have like to have
seen a condition to ensure that regulations are met regardless of the number or size of tanks
involved.

Maureen Wilson would like go on record to the Planning Board that the Town Attorney
suggested that because these tanks or pumping station was not discussed at the public hearing
this could be an issue. Yet, the Planning Board approved this anyway. In addition, M. Wilson
finds it interesting that the person speaking for the applicant advised the Planning Board as to
what they should do and the public was not allowed to speak.



Jim Mannion asked everyone that was on the zoom meeting tonight, if they had a piece of
property worth a million dollars and learned that a business was coming next door with fuel
tanks and this would drop the worth of your property by 50% in value, how would you vote.
How would you feel? J. Mannion feels it is disgraceful that the public was not allowed to speak
betore the vote. This decision was all set to go before the public hearing. Mr. Madsen has lived
in the Town for his whole like. J. Mannion has lived in Town for 15 years, put a fortune in his
property and now it will not be worth anything.

Attorney Catalano made note that the applicant had made an offer to abide by the NYSDOT
regulations regardless of the tank size and number and this will be part of the terms of approval
to which Chair Tilden stated that this is correct.

Chairman Tilden thanks Attorney Catalano and his fellow Planning Board Members for all the
hard work and feels that the Planning Board process was above board. L. Tilden stated that he
did not allow the public to speak before the vote tonight because there was a public hearing and
he did not think the comments would change. The Planning Board deliberated this correctly and
did not change their opinion. L. Tilden feels that the Planning Board handled this process in a
way that was fair to all parties concerned.

Attorney Catalano expressed his admiration to the Planning Board for being full and frank in
discussing this project not only in tonight’s meeting, but in previous meetings. This project is an
allowed use pursuant to the site plan and special use process under the Town of Austerlitz’
Zoning Code. The Planning Board has to follow the Zoning Code and make the best decision
possible and J. Catalano believes the Planning Board did that. Chair Tilden agrees with this.

Chair Tilden noted that he will be having surgery and the Planning Board currently does not have
a Deputy Chairman. Chair Tilden would like to ask if Member Lans would step into this roll,

especially for signatory duties.

A motion to appoint Deborah Lans as the Deputy Chairman for the remainder of the 2021 year

was made by L. Tilden and seconded by P. Samowitz. Reference Material
Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes JUN 03 2021
Eric Sieber: yes .
Perry Samowitz: yes Planning Board Meeting

Jane Magee: yes
Motion carried 5:0.

Chair Tilden also advised that he would like to look at the subdivision application. There are
revisions that are needed. This will be brought back to the Planning Board for approval.

Adjournment

A motion to adjourn was made by J. Magee and seconded by D. Lans.
Lee Tilden: yes

Deborah Lans: yes

Eric Sieber: yes



Perry Samowitz: yes
Jane Magee: yes
Motion carried 5:0. Meeting adjourned at 9:23 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,
Susan Haag, Town Clerk

Reference Materija;
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Town of Austerlitz planning ®
Planning Board
Application for Subdivision Review
Application Date: s_lil 202l
Applicant: (Property Owner)
Name: L eter Cox Helmrath Emai. PPPunsit@aol.com
Streot Address: 204 Mallory R yyaging adaress; Same
City: Chatham State: VY _zip: 12037 phone Number; 7 18-392-3483
Representative: (If Any)
Name: Vathan Burrows Emall nathanenmhsurvey.cor
Phone Number: 518-376-4630
Surveyor or Engineer:
Name; Nathan Burrows L.S.
Phone Number; °18-376-4630 License Number; °0:724
Tax Map Number: 95-1-32
Property Location: (Brief Description of Location)
Property is located at the intersection of Punsit and Mallory Road
Names of Abutting Property Owners:
See attached sheet
Easements or Restriction:
None
The undersigned hereby requests approval by the Planning Board of the-above identified subdivision Plat. /L

Signature: -~ _. ' LLeiy
Titte: Property Owner

Date: May 9. 2021

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY Project ID
1SS! AL

Appiic, Fees & Public SEQRA Final

Preliminary Hearing Dstermination _ Approval




Peter Cox Helmrath Minor 2 Lot Sub-Division
List of Abutting Property Owners

Makany Views Farm LLC
147 Mallory Rd
Ghent, NY 12075

Ronald H Wong

Cathy Bau Wong

PO Box 288
Spencertown, NY 12165

The Renato Valente Revocable Trust
172 Punsit Rd
Chatham, NY 12037

Edwin Barden
Carissa R Fair

99 Punsit Rd
Chatham, NY 12037

Charles A. Helmrath
Meredith A. Helmrath
264 Mallory Rd
Chatham, NY 12037

William Marshall Helmrath
CMR 414 Box 2068 Dr
APO, AE 09173

Bridget Besaw

Alexis Amit

42 Society St
Charleston, SC 29401

William Michaelcheck
620 Park Ave
New York, NY 10065

Samuel W Dawson
295 Dawson Rd
Hillsdale, NY 12529

Greenberg Lee LLC
450 W 33rd St Fi 12
New York, NY 10001

Thomas E Weber

Tracey D Weber

645 West End Ave Apt 7D
New York, NY 10025
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Short Environmental Assessment Form _
Planning Board Meeting

Instructions for Completing

Part 1 - Project Information. The applicant or project sponsor is respoasible 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 | based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully
respond to any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information.

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

Part 1 - Project and Sponsor Information

Name of Action or Project:

Minor 2 Lot Subdivision, Lands of Peter Cox Helmrath

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

Project is located at the intersection of Punsit and Mallory Road, (264 Mallory Rd), Austerlitz NY

Brief Description of Proposed Action:

376.033 acres owned by Peter Helmrath to be divided into two parcels of 358.033 acres and 18 acres. The 376.033 acre parcel contains the
existing dwelling, well, septic and a driveway. The 18 acre parcel has an existing driveway but no well or septic. The 18 acre parce! will be
conveyed to their daughter, Megan Helmrath. Megan has no plans to develop the property at this time.

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: g1g-376-4830

Nathan Burrows .8 E-Mail: nathan@nmbsurvey.com

Address:
20 Troy Ave

City/PO: - o - State: ' Zip Code:
Wynantskill New York 12198

1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO | YES

administrative rule, or regulation?

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

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

3.a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 18.000 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? o 0 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? ~ 376.033 acres

4. Check all land uses that occur on, adjoining and near the proposed action.
[QUrban  [ZJRural (non-agriculture) []Industrial []Commercial [JResidential (suburban)
Forest [ZlAgriculture OlAguatic  [JOther (specify):
OParkland

Page 1 of 4 RESET
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5. Is the proposed action, i Board wiee NO
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations? P\aﬁ\'\\“g I:I
b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan? - D
6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural
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landscape?

&

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

wd
5]
2]

If Yes, identify:

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

..<
=
/2]

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?

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:

N

'1_0. ‘Wil the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply?

o]
521
»

If No, describe method for providing potable water:
Private well when nesded, no plans for site development at this time

[]

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

>
=
7

If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment:
On-site septic system when needed, no plans for site development at this time

]

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

o
=
7

Places?

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

L]

13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain

]
=
@

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

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

AERRE © B | F O ERRRE R EOER

LR

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

[ Shoreline & Forest Agricultural/grasslands O Early mid-successional
] Wetland [ urban (] Suburban
15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed NO | YES
by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered? [:l
16. Is the project site located in the 100 year flood plain? NO | YES
— —— A
17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources? NO | YES

If Yes,

a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? [J~o DYES D
b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
If Yes, briefly describe: No [C]vEs
Page 2 of 4 | RESET |




[ 18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that result in the impoundment of NO | YES
water or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?

If Yes, explain purpose and size: —_
N I ) /11[]

19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed NO | YES
solid waste management facility?

If Yes, describe: = - ) D

20. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or NO | YES
completed) for hazardous waste?

If Yes, describe: o _ D

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

Applicant/sponsor name: Nathan Burrows LS. Date: May 9, 2021 Reference Matd
Signature:

Plannin

Part 2 - Impact Assessment. The Lead Agency is responsible for the completion of Part 2. Answer all of t&%&?&gi%eeﬂﬂg

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

No, or Moderate

small to large
impact impact
may may
occur

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

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

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

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

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

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

7. 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,
architectural or aesthetic resources?

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

1 o
O0Oooioogoo|
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[ - No, or Moderate |
small to large
impact impact
may may
occur occur

10. Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage D D
problems?
11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health? D D

Part 3 - Determination of significance. The Lead Agency is responsible for the completion of Part 3. For every
question in Part 2 that was answered “moderate to large impact may occur”, 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 occurring,
duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. Also consider the potential for short-term, long-term and
cumulative impacts.

Reference Materia)

HIN 03 2071

Planning Boarg Meeting

|:| 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 result in any significant adverse environmental impacts.

Name of Lead Agency _ ~ Date
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency ~ Title of ﬁesponsible Officer
?gnature_of Eponsible Officer in Lead Agency B Signature of Preparer (if different ﬁc;m_Responsible Offlc_er)
PRINT RESET
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Peter C. Helmrath

264 Mallory Rd
tavial
Chatham, NY 12037 Rd@'““ pater
May 11, 2021 _ 1A
etingd
Town of Austerlitz Planning Board planning goard me

816 Route 203
Spernicertown, NY 12165

To the Members of the Town of Austerlitz Planning Board

This letter is to authorize Nathan Burrows, Land Surveyor to appear before the Austerlitz Planning Board
on my behalf in connection with a subdivision of my property located at 264 Mallory Rd, Tax Map
Number 95-1-32,

Sincerely,

e ¢ il

Peter Helmrath
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Trircleone)
. /
Agricultural Data Statement Date _ 5, /‘i’,f‘ Z|
l_nStrLﬁ‘tlr'l‘l‘:;_ ! [i1 :;- .=“;; ‘ hL' (,.-.!mph:[t:d-F'u{-;lll_\ .”lpp!h:;li‘mn qu_- ;',hg'-t_--._-ﬁu-.gl_1-:;;. p_:,‘_s‘;'nll._ ';|Ic' p1a:1 ?I['I{‘Hl‘—fﬂ: LI-::i.,'_ B

variance or a subdivision approval requiring municipal review that would occur on property within 500
feet of a farm operation located in a NYS Dept. of Ag & Markets certified Agricultural District.

- Applicant - Owner if Different from Applicant
Name: /%‘)‘Cf ( /fe/mfaﬂx o ‘ Name:
Address: _ 264 Ma Hory Ry ~ | Address:

— Chethem NY 12037

1. Type of Application: L! Special Use Permit; LI Site Plan Approval ; L Use Variance:
(cicie one or more) & Subdivision Approval

2. Description og_proposed project: Minor 2 Lot Svbd wson ol e
lends o Peter €. Helmeath . 7o create  an T iBAC Lo~
L b daujAJ-v P reten £ 358 Ac

3. Location of project: Address: _ 26¥ Mallory Ry Chetham MY 12037
Tax Map Number (TMP) _¢9<-/-32—

4. Is this parcel within an Agricultural District? LI NO )(YES (Check with your local assessor if
5. If YES, Agricultural District Number you do not know)

6. Is this parcel actively farmed? UNO KYES

7. List all farm operations within 500 feet of your parcel. Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Name: Kona\d * CcPuy Woay Name: Sam./d Dawsen
Address: _ P Box Z88 Address: _ 295~ Pawson R
Spencecton NY 12165 _ Hllsdele Ny 12521

Is this parcel actively farmed? __LINO &-YES | Is this parcel actively farmed? _#NO U YES |

Name: 'oe‘}tr‘ /—/e/mra‘)‘l\ Name: Chesles 7 PNered ___-gé_d/af(__‘
Address: 72 64 Msflhry R Address: C6y Mallory R/
Chathan MY 203 7 Cfu‘_?'fq_ql NY /12037

Is this parcel actively farmed?  LUNO &YES | Is this parcel actively farmed? UNO KXYES

YN/

Signature of Applicant B Signature of Owner (if other than applicant)

Reviewed by

Signature of Municipal Official _ ____Date
NOTE TO REFERRAL AGENCY: County Planning Board review is required. A copy of the
Agricultural Data Statement must be submitted along with the referral to the County Planning Department.
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Planning Board Meeting

Peter Helmrath 2 lot Subdivision Agricultural District Map
(Obtained from the Columbia County Website)

D Agricultural Districts
Identified Farm Parcels

Farmed Parce!

.~ Farmed Parcel with Ag Assessment
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N.Y.Deed - Executor’s Planning Board Meeting

This Indenture, Made the /Y day of y&l?; Nineteen Hundred and Ninety-
Nine
515 OxPial Hhtkw Hunltiipithe) ne Ao Y-
Between Mary Susan Wall lanﬁ Su:m;n/‘t Bank, “as Oo-Biecutors of the estate of A.
Marshall Helmrath a/k/a Albert M. Helmrath by virtue of the Last Will and Testament of A.
Marshall Helmrath a/k/a Albert M. Helmrath, late of Summit, New Jersey, deceased, parties of
the first part, and

Peter Cox Helmrath, residing at 164 Mallory Road, Chatham, New York 12037, party
of the second part:

Witnesseth that the parties of the first part, by virtue of the power and authority to us
given in and by the said Last Will and Testament, and as and for a distribution from the Estate
of A. Marshall Helmrath a/k/a Albert M. Helmrath, do hereby grant and release unto the party
of the second part, his heirs and assigns forever, all that certain lot, piece and parcel of land
situate, lying and being in the Town of Austerlitz, County of Columbia, State of New York,
designated on the 1999 assessment and tax rolls of the Town of Austerlitz as tax map parcel
number 95.-1-32, Mallory Road, 336.00 acres in the name of A. Marshall Helmrath, 40
Beechwood Road, Summit, New Jersey.

ALSQ, all that certain lot, piece and parcel of land situate, lying and being in the Town
of Austerlitz, County of Columbia, State of New York, designated on the 1999 assessment and
tax rolls of the Town of Austerlitz as tax map parcel number 95.-1-13, Punsit Road, 31.50 acres
in the name of A. Marshall Helmrath, 40 Beechwood Road, Summit, New Jersey.

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING from the above described premises that parcel of land
situate, lying and being in the Town of Austerlitz, County of Columbia, State of New York,
reserved to Mary Susan Wall in the Last Will and Testament of A. Marshall Helmrath which: said
parcel of land is more particularly bounded and described as set forth on Schedule A annexed
hereto and made a part hereof.

The aforesaid premises herein being conveyed to the Grantee herein are described in the
Last Will and Testament of A. Marshall Helmrath as "the parcels containing about 367 acres and
designated as Nos. 0950001 1300000 and 09500013200000 on the tax map, but excluding the strip
of land ... devised to my daughter”.

BEING part of the premises located in the County of Columbia, State of New York,
owned by A. Marshall Helmrath a/k/a Albert M. Helmrath at the time of his death.

A. Marshall Helmrath died on August 26, 1996 a resident of Summit, New Jersey, his
Last Will and Testament was admitted to probate by the Union County Surrogate’s Court on

September 6, 1996 and Mary Susan Wall and Summit Bank were appointed Co-Executors of the
Estate.
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345 485 eetingd
Pl
On October 8, 1997, the Columbia County Surrogate’s Court admitted the aforesaid Last
Will and Testament of A. Marshall Helmrath to Ancillary Probate and Ancillary Letters
Testamentary were issued to Mary Susan Helmrath and Suramit Bank.

anning Bo2™ M

The purpose of this deed is to distribute to the Grantee herein the premises devised to the
Grantee under the aforesaid Last Will and Testament of A. Marshall Helmrath.

Together with the appurienances and also all the estate which the said Testator had at the
time of his decease, in said premises, And also the estate therein, which the parties of the first
part have power (o convey or dispose of, whether individually, or by virtue of said Will or
otherwise.

To have and to hold the premises herein granted unto the party of the second part, his
heirs and assigns forever.

That, in Compliance with Sec. 13 of the Lien Law, the grantor will receive the
consideration for this conveyance and will hold the right to receive such consideration as a trust
fund to be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the improvement and will apply the
same first to the payment of the cost of the improvement before using any part of the total of the
same for any other purpose.

And the parties of the first part covenants that they have not done or suffered anything
whereby the said premises have been encumbered in any way whatever.

In Witness Whereof, the parties of the first part have hereunto set their hands and seals
the day and year first above written.

Mary Susan Wall, as Co-Executor under the Last Will and
Testament of A. Marshall Helmrath

Summit Bank, as Co-Executor under the Last Will and
Testament of A. Marshall Helmrnath

By: ’W—O— .VP L.S.
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sTATE OF Abeti Chogolina ing 802 Meeting
county oF Mechlenbingy 3™ o
on the 1 day of __Tealey , 1999, before me, the undersigned, a Notary

Public in and for said State, personally appeared MARY SUSAN WALL, personally known to

me or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s) whose name(s)

is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed: !he %
same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the lnslx‘um&n the '".-

individual(s), or the person upon behalf of which the individual(s) acted, executed the ins : d\‘;’& _
-y 4y \ P ‘0 by : ‘";
. (" "-' e Ay YW
v ‘Il:“z '.O“ ocs“é‘
Notary Publi Do \
Wma - jm /0/, 2002
STATBEOF WNEW ~JELEY )
/L) )ss.:
COUNTY OF (o )

On this_ 7" day of ~TILLY 1099 before RISPEABnally carhe, to:me known, who
being by me duly swom, did depose and say '\hat-sfhe resides at TeAECt , DT
that-sthe isthe _ VICE PLESIPEOT of Summit Bank, the corpomnon

described in and which executed the above instrument; and that s/he signed her/his name thereto
by order of the Board of Directors of said_ corporation.

Notary Public S8
SHELA WALDRON VN oY S
NOTARY PUBLICOFNEWJERSEY ™., ' ‘1iiestiod &
My Commission Explres Apii! 17, 2003 \;;:;““\

.
. e s e s = o e o e
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SCHEDULE A Planning Boarq Meeting

Beginning at the northeasterly comer of lands now or formerly of Jacobs as described in liber 753
page 13 on the presumed southerly line of Mallory Road. Referenced as being located approximately 208
feet northeasterly of the center of an old Town Road (no longer in use) that runs southerly from Mallory
Road.

Proceed along the presumed southerly line of Mallory Road

THENCE Notth 61 degrees 02 minutes 15 seconds East for a distance of 76.12 feet;

THENCE North 71 degrees 41 minutes SO seconds East for a distance of 51.27 feet;

THENCE North 73 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds East for a distance of 55.41 feet;

THENCE North 72 degrees 20 minutes 30 seconds East for a distance of 115.48 feet;

THENCE Nosth 71 degrees 29 minutes 00 seconds East for a distance of 95.33 fect;

THENCE North 74 degrees 51 minutes 05 seconds East for a distance of 54.50 feet;

THENCE Notth 79 degrees 37 minutes 20 seconds East for a distance of 46.69 feet;

THENCE North 85 degrees 37 minutes 20 seconds East for a distance of 52.33 feet;

THENCE North 89 degrees 32 minutes 40 seconds East for a distance of 62.39 feet;

THENCE South 88 degrees 53 minutes 20 seconds East for a distance of 58.14 feet;

THENCE South 88 degrees 28 minutes 10 seconds East for a distance of 73.67 feet;

THENCE North 88 degrees 43 minutes 30 seconds East for a distance of 15.65 feet to a point 25

feet northwesterly of the center line of an old road. Here continue slong the old road and

approximately 25 feet northwesterly and westerly of its center line;

THENCE South 40 degrees 41 minutes 10 seconds West for a distance of 117.15 feet;

THENCE South 47 degrees 53 minutes 55 seconds West for a distance of 78.66 feet;

THENCE South 36 degrees 11 minutes 1S seconds West for a distance of 85.20 feel;

THENCE South 44 degrees 45 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 206.32 feet;

THENCE South 39 Cegrees 49 minutes 55 seconds West for a distance of 61.44 feet;

THENCE South 24 degrees 48 minutes 35 seconds West for a distance of 49.77 feet;

THENCE South 12 degrees 42 minutes 45 seconds West for a distance of 41.98 feet;
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THENCE South 05degrees 41 minutes 10 seconds West for a distance of 70.00 feet;
THENCE South 11d&grees 29 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 45.08 feet;
THENCE South 16égrees 37 minutes 25 seconds West for a distance of 55.18 feet;
THENCE South 08&grees S0 minutes 45 seconds West for a distance of 51.60 feet;
THENCE South 20&gvees 46 minutes 25 seconds East for a distance of 48.69 feet;
THENCE South 25 &grets 41 minutes 20 seconds East for a distance of 71.44 feet;
THENCE South 16 &grets 03 minutes 25 seconds Bast for a dislance of 21.66 feet;
THENCE South 02 kgrets 03 minutes 45 seconds West for a distance of 27.56 feet;
THENCE South 16 &grets 55 minutes 35 seconds West for a distance of 51.29 feet;
THENCE South 22 kgrees 00 minutes 05 seconds West for a distance of 100.94 feet;
THENCE South 21 dgrees 14 minutes 35 seconds West for a distance of 82.12 feet;
THENCE South 13 &grees 18 minutes 05 seconds West for a distance of 51.32 feet;
THENCE South 10 dgrecs 45 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 41.28 feet;
THENCE South 11 &grees 08 minutes 30 seconds West for a distance of 24.53 feet;
THENCE South 03 dgrees 38 minutes 00 seconds West for a distance of 31.56 feet;
THENCE South 04 dyrees 46 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 85.42 feet;
THENCE South 02 drees 09 minutes 25 seconds West for a distance of 89.04 feet;
THENCE South 02 dgrees 12 minutes 05 seconds West for s distance of 151.28 feet;
THENCE South 09 dgrees 38 minutes 05 seconds West for a distance of 68.68 feet;
THENCE South 09 degees 20 minutes 45 seconds West for a distance of 70.27 feet;
THENCE South 05 degees 09 minutes 45 seconds East for a distance of 58.17 feet;
THENCE South 23 deptes 43 minutes 45 seconds East for a distance of 38.90 feet;
THENCE South 22 degees 01 minutes 05 seconds East for a distance of 62.48 feet;
THENCE South 09 degres 11 minutes 30 scconds East for a distance of 25.51 feet to the center

2
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THENCE South 09 degrees 11 minutes 30 seconds East for a distance of 25.51 feet to the center
of the Old Town Road (no longer in usc) and the lands reputed of Lobdell as described in liber
725 page 236. Continuc along the old Town Road and the lands of Lobdell on the southwest
THENCE North 35 degrees 58 minutes 20 seconds West for a distance of 7.11 feet;
THENCE North 32 degrees 15 minutes 20 seconds West for a distance of 41.17 feet;
THENCE North 41 degrees 02 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 102.18 feet;

THENCE South 67 degrees 16 minutes 20 seconds West for a distance of 13.84 feet to a pin
found at a comer of lands now or formerly of Cozzolino as described in liber 819 page 041.

Continue along the lands of Cozzolino on the west and this propesty on the east;

THENCE North 31 degrees 35 minutes 25 seconds West for a distance of 235.43 feet to a pin
found;

THENCE Noxth 21 degrees 09 minutes 55 seconds West for a distance of 132,32 feet;
THENCE North 13 degrees 58 minutes 20 seconds East for a distance of 160.24 feet;
THENCE Notth 09 degrees 43 minutes 50 seconds West for a distance of 99.12 feet;
THENCE North 08 degrees 39 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 162.08 feet;
THENCE North 29 degrees 33 minutes 40 seconds West for a distance of 120.59 feet;

THENCE North 40 degrees 21 minutes 05 seconds West for a distance of 82.26 feet to a stone
wall comer. Conlinue along the stonc wall;

THENCE North 12 degrees 24 minutes 35 seconds West for a distance of 37.85 feet to the end
of the stone wall;

THENCE North 07 degrees S0 minutes 05 seconds West for a distance of 23.22 feet to the
beginning of the stone wall;

THENCE North 09 degrees 34 minutes 05 seconds West for s distance of 61.87 feet along the
stone wall; .

THENCE North 04 degrees 55 minutes S0 seconds East for a distance of 49.06 feet;
THENCE North 14 degrees 54 minutes 50 seconds East for a distance of 49.21 feet;
THENCE North 09 degrees 38 minutes 10 seconds East for a distance of 59.25 feet;
THENCE North 02 degrees 40 minutes 00 seconds East for a distance of 39.06 feet;

3
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THENCE North 07 degrees 57 minutes 15 seconds West for a distance of 60.87 feet to the end
of the stone wall. Continue

THBENCE North 09 degrees 39 minutes 30 seconds West for a distance of 198.81 feet to a pin
found on the southerly presumed line of Mallory Road.

Continue along Mallory Road

THENCE Notth 54 degrees 27 minutes 15 seconds East for a distance of 13.21 feet to the lands
of Jacobs. Continue along the lands of Jacobs

THENCE South 18 degrees 05 minutes 45 seconds East for a distance of 37.00 feet;
THENCE South 23 degrees 42 minutes 05 seconds East for a distance of 30.60 feet;
THENCE South 08 degrees 14 minutes 35 seconds East for a distance of 140.40 fect;
THENCE North 56 degrees 30 minutes 55 seconds East for & distance of 208.00 feet;

THENCE Notth 12 degrees 23 minutes 1S seconds West for a distance of 208.00 feet to the point
or place of beginning.

Said property contains 14.358 acres more or less.

R « R
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OFFICE OF LISA LEWICKI

. COLUMBIA COUNTY CLERK watertal
560 WARREN ST.. HUDSON. N.v. 12534 345 Rreted3T
(518) 828-3339
RRNAYA
COLUMBIA COUNTY o ard Meeling
RECORDING PAGE planning B°

Index LAND RECORDS

Return To:
Book 00345 Page 0484
ANDREW B AMERLING
90 STATE STREET No. Pages 0008

ALBANY NY 1207
Instrument DEED
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Town of Austerlitz Planning Board
Application for Site Plan Review/Special Use Permit

Application Date: _5// Mi Empir

Approval Request for: (check all that apply)

Site Plan Site Plan Amendment J:L Special Use Permit l

Name: S€€ attached Letter of Ai Email !Erin@empiresolarny.com

Applicant:

Mailing Address: 2-8 Johnes St.

City: Newburgh State:NY Zip: 12550 Telephone: (845) 728-2165
Owner: If different than applicant, if more than one owner provide information for each on separate sheet

Name: Mimi Folco Emai: Mimifolco@gmail.com

Street Address: 32 Harvey Mountain Rd.

city: Austerlitz State:NY  zip: 12017 Telephone: (917) 744-1576
Project Information: Tax Map Number: 88.-2-26 Parcel Acreage 2.00

Location of Projectlstreet Address: 32 Harvey Mountain Rd Austerlitz, NY 12017

Current Land Use of Site: Single family residence

erial

Re!et““

Current Condition of Site; 900d

& Meeﬂ“g

planning Bo%

Character of abutting parcels; Single family residences

Page 1 of 2



Proposed Use(s) of site:
[ Jutiities [_IMutti-family project
[Jin-Home Business DCommercial Project []other (describe use below)

Detaifed Description of Proposed Use, including primary and secondary uses {use separate sheet if necessary):
_single family residence with 10.08kW ground mounted solar array.

(28 LG 360W panels with Enphase 1Q7+ Microinverters)

Description of buildings to be used height, number of stories, square feet:

FFor residential projects include the number of dwelling units and size in square feet
n/a

Is the property within 500 feet of ?
I:I A municipal boundary
D County or State Park or recreation either existing or proposed
_D State or County road or right-of-way, either existing or proposed
J:I State or County owned building or institution
D Stream or drainage channel owned by County or for which channel lines have been established
D Active farm operation within an Agricultural District
If any of the above is true the site plan must also be reviewed by the County Planning Board.

/
Applicants Signature: f\ﬂ / } —~ Date; _ 9/14/2021
\

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

on?® -"mﬂa\
Date Received: Project ID: Refe’
Preliminary Review Date: Final Review Date: AN
Final Decision: Site Plan Unnecessary Approved o DOCS
Approved with conditions Denied P\a“““'\g

Page 2 of 2
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Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project Information

Instructions for Completing

Part 1 — Project information. The applicant or project spensnr 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 |. You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful to the

lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item.

Part 1 — Project and Sponser Information

Folco_Ground Mount Solar

Name of Action or Project:

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

32 Harvey Mountain Road, Austerlitz, NY 12071

Brief Description of Proposed Action:

-28 LG 360 Watt Panels
-Enphase energy 1Q7+ Microinverters

New 10.08kW ground mounted solar array on residential property:

Refer=mne Material

UM 202

Planning Bozrd Meeting

f Appli :
Name of Applicant or Sponsor Telephone: (g45)728-2165
Empire Solar Solutions, LLC E-Mail: erin@emplresolamy.com
Address:
2-8 Johnes St.
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Newburgh NY 12550
1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO YES
administrative rule, or regulation?
If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that |:|
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. [f no, continue to question 2.
2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other government Agency? NO YES
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval: D

S

3. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 2.00 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 0.011 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? acres
4. Check all land uses that occur on, are adjoining or near the proposed action:
5. [JUrban [/] Rural (non-agriculture) ] Industrial [[] Commercial [Z] Residential (suburban)

L Forest [] Agriculture [] Aquatic [Z] Other(Specify):
[] Parkiand




5. Isthe proposed action,

|

~<
m
%2}

a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations?

Z
‘ >

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

] 8

YES |

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural landscape? —
| []
7. Is the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area? _{(ES
[f Yes, identify: I:‘J
YES

8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels?
b.  Are public transportation services available at or near the site of the proposed action?

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

9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?

If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

YES

s ESERENENE

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

: NO | YES
-l
Reference Mate™
If No, describe method for providing potable water:
Not Applicable to this project. JUN 0 3 202 ! |:|
£ Bcafd “‘ﬂ_Pptn
11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities? Flanniitts NO | YES

If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment:
Not applicable to this project.

12. a. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the

Commissioner of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the
State Register of Historic Places?

b. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

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

b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody?

If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:

YES

LN




L4 ld?tify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:

[(dShoreline ] Forest [] Agricultural/grasslands [ Early mid-successional
[Jwetland [] Urban [¢] 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?

Z
o

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

N

=<
d
[%2)

z
o

5[]
™
wn

[]

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?

b.  Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
[f Yes, briefly describe:

<
[92]

E

NNNEN

(|

18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that would result in the impoundment of water

completed) for hazardous waste?
If Yes, describe:

NO | YES
or other liquids (e.g., retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?

If Yes, explain the purpose and size of the impoundment:

L]
19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed solid waste NO | YES

management facility?

If Yes, describe:

[]
20.Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or NO | YES

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF

MY KNOWLEDGE
Applicant/spopsor/name: Erin McConnell, Empire Solar Solutions Date: 5/14/2021 -
Signature: ﬂ Title: Director of Operations

\ S T

Referen

co Materis!
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EAF Mapper Summary Report Friday, May 14, 2021 1:47 PM

Disclaimer: The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist
project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental
assessment form (EAF). Not ali questions asked in the EAF are
answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digital data available to
DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
to obtain data not provided by the Mapper Digital data is not a
substitute for agency determinations.

L 4
N
58
Toronta
[ exctvmton i
ks - ! . i
L8 ll' ] T"W
s Detroft {ponu
88 -2-28 Clevelnd sProvdence
48 -2-19'4 . b X 88 -2-35 190 New York
2-29 48 -2- Vap 22-31 L

c g DPRBLEE) Pritadeiphia
samin USGSAntemap, INCREMENTP.-MRCan Esn Japan MET! Esa China (Hong Kongl Esti EMEITTE TR Can Est Japan METI Esn Chna (Hong Kong Esn
Kored B Thaland, NGCC (0 Opensgestiviap comtdbutors, and the GIS User Commurdy  clep@p enSTeethtap contibyiats andshe GIS User Camm unty

Part 1/ Question 7 [Critical Environmental No

Area]

Part 1 / Question 12a [National or State Yes

Register of Historic Places or State Eligible

Sites]

Part 1/ Question 12b [Archeological Sites] No

Part 1/ Question 13a [Wetlands or Other Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and
Regulated Waterbodies] waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.
Part 1 / Question 15 [Threatened or No

Endangered Animal]

Part 1/ Question 16 [100 Year Flood Plain]  Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

Part 1/ Question 20 [Remediation Site] No

moaa-tod

Reference
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" "EMPIRESOLAR

LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION
To Whom it May Concem,
TN\ Toleo am the Owner of the property located at
w N d. Mﬁﬂ\l,{; N 120\ T . | hereby

authorize and grant Empire Solar Solutions, LLC Power of Attorney to handle dealings with the
construction and interconnection of my photovoltiac solar system. | further authorize you to
release my account information for the past twelve {12) months, including electrical usage and
demand history. Empire Solar Solutions, LLC agrees to keep all information obtained through
this authorization as Confidential and use it only for the purposes of designing, and installing my
photovoltiac solar system, obtaining state authorized incentives on my behalf, establishing
interconnection agreements and metering approvals, and applying for and obtaining any
permits required by Authorities Having Jurisdiction (Building Departments). | further grant
Empire Solar Solution, LLC signing authority on my behalf on any and all documents associated
with the construction and interconnection of my photovoltiac solar system including, but not
limited to, state entities, local building departments and utility providers in an effort to expedite
my photovoltiac solar system installation and interconnection.

Sincerely,

777

bavt

Reference Me
JUN 03 207:

Planning Board Mee...._

Homeowner Date 3| 27[202\

2-8 Johnes Streat Newburgh, NY 12550



SITE_VERIFICATION NOTES:

PRIOR TO SUBMISSION TO MUNICIPALITY DF THE PLANS, THIS CONTRACTOR SHALL VISIT THE JO3
SITE 19 ASCERTAIN THE ACTUAL FIELD CONDITIONS AS THEY RELATE TO THE WDRK INDICATED

3 NGS AND DESCRIBED MEREIN  DISCREPANCIES, IF ANY., SHALL BE BROUGHT TO
S ATTENTION PRIOR TO =4 LANS.  SUBMISSION OF BLANG SHall
THAT SITE VIRIFICATION 4% AS DESCRIBED ABOVE.

2 CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIDR TO THE START OF WORK. IF EXISTING
\l)lTICN) VARY FIOM 2LANS THE CONTRACTDR SHALL STOP WORK AND NDTIFY PROJECT
EZX A3 A> CONTRACTOR ASSUMES ALL ITSPONSIBIUTY AND LIABILITY THIREZROM.

8z PVDV\IC_

TRATOR SHALL OBTAIN ALL NECISSARY 3CMITS, VERIFY ALL CONDITIONS,
SI5N JDCUMINTS AND 3T REPONSIBLE FOR AL. MEASURIMENTS, DIMINSIONS

COMMINCIMENT
INGINEZR HARMLT

&

7 CONSTRUCTION WILL SIGNIFY THAT THE CONTRACTOR WALL HOLD THE DEISIGN
TR ANY AND AL_ 035, OMISSIONS AND PZISONAL LIARIITY

ARRAY NOTES: *®* GROUND MDUNT ARRAY SHALL 3T
STAKED OUT BY A LICENSZD
1S {1) GROUND MOUNT PROFESSIONAL SURVEYOR PRIOR TO
ARRAYS, TOR A TOTAL OF 535 INSTALLATION
3Q-°T

PROJECT DESIGN DATA:

WORL SHAL. BE COMI
RISIDENTIAL COJZ

ENEBA_L NOTES:

ALL SOLAR MODULES TO 3% LG

. 360W AND SAL. BE INSTALLED AS
) St :

NF3A 70, 2030 NATIONAL ZLECTRICAL CODE AND 2 AL ERTRE Ty MaNpATee T

2013 WD) TRAVE CONSTRUCTION WANUEL INVERTERS AL, TACONG A5 223

DA) CRITERIA AS “OLLOWS SETAILS FOR SROUND MOONT

EXPOSURE CATEGORY: "B~ INSTALLATION )

GROUND SNOW LOAD: 4D PSF

WIND SPEED 120 MPH, 35SPF

RESIDENTIAL SOLAR PANEL INSTALLATION
LOCATED AT - 32 HARVEY MOUNTAIN ROAD, AUSTERLITZ, NY 12071
TOWN OF AUSTERLITZ, COLUMBIA COUNTY, NEW YORK

GROUND MOUNT LOCATION SURVEY:
NTS

NORTH

] SOLAR PANEL TR Y-T-::ns.?'smn':‘al.szﬁz 10CaKW DC =TS T amied
e e UNAUTHORIZED ALTERATION S-1
INSTALLATION PANEL FYPE he.Jeny OR ADDITION 7O THIS PLAN |
Lo o paneLsE 28 IS A VIOLATION OF SECTION PROJECT
FOLCO 7209(2) OF THE NEW YORK
| Ll SEEN ey AS-NOTED NAWERTLR ENPHASE EHPHASE IQ7PLUS STATE EDUCATION LAW SlTE PLAN
EMPIRESOL ARResibence | == o [ o™ s e AND NOTES
32 HARVEY MOUNTAINRD | ——————————— 5% L " ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE
AUSTERLITZ o L e o VAUD
r— . NEW YORK 12071 R Tt e 4 OF PANELS 28 10F 5
— = = e

ﬂ

Reference Materl-:
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=
PROPOSED GROUND MOUNT ARRAY
(28) LG 360W SOLAR PANEL

EMPIRESO

A H| RESIDENCE

AUBTERLITZ
HEW YORK 12071

2 HARVEY MOUNTAIN RD

AS-MOTED ENWVERTER; ENFRAIL DnPriASl GIFLUS

T = ES131%37 §0F

VRTINS m

womnar  wpw | ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE
BT ABL 3, 3031 - SR-33E VAL

yrm—r—

ARRAY n
AZMUTH: 180
TCT:

P ]

7209(2) OF THE NEW YORK
STATE EDUCATION LAW.
COPIES OF THIS NAP NOT
HAVING THE SEAL OF THE

. MODULES -
72" DEEP 7 X 4 GRID
X 18" DIA GROUND MOUNTED PORTRAIT
CON&E%@ZE CONFIGURATION
- ‘ :
I IIH.H Iﬂﬂﬁmﬂlﬂﬂuﬂm T Wﬁ . i
ﬂﬂ‘lll'"'“lll!! "W!ﬂ!‘. IH!!!!!!!!!!,'[{!!!!!!}! ,“'“ - :
Iﬂh I.H Hﬁﬂ‘ﬂ!ﬁlm S | ufﬁ'uum
o o - ] L l,!l.,,iﬁmul\ Y
n *mm""“' e "““'i“| i e
“"EI WHIE " Im B HIIH!!!!HI_!I!IIII[II!I‘l]_!llmlllllﬂll i L_.numuumumh
supporT [T ,..ﬁ!!%ﬁiiﬁﬁ A S i %!!H?!!ﬁh’!ﬂiﬁ i E'Tﬁﬂi @"‘_ .
g i e |||rl illl””h”i ] I S
- . O |
I FLALL USRIGHT 200N
GROUND MO 0 ARRAY ——
NTS P
=3 -
FRONT HEIGHT ;‘
I AND R SEMBLY: SOLAR ANEL ASSE
-- SOLAR PANEL S (8889 2 S5z A ERATOR '"'"":" T, "s“_z
INSTALLATION P T Lo 0w & A OLNoN o SeCTioN SOAR
FOLCO [l W PANEL
|
L
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TECIAWCAL SATA
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ENPHASE

;EMPlRE SO AJ{ResDENCE

SOLAR PANEL
INSTALLATION
FOLCO

32 HARVEY MOUNTAIN RD
AUSTERLITZ
NEW YORE 12071

FRVIROME HOTEL

n e MM AE-HOTED
sssemwe MM [ XEIEEL]
CATE  APRIL 2, 2021 o st
o wouT

TOWH OF AUSTERLITZ cOLUMSIA

EYETEM MOTER)
TOTAL STSTEM SIL-  10.OFKW 0 il‘iTDJ
PASEL, TIPE |G 360w

#OF PANELE 28

INVENTER ENFHASE DMPMASE {07Fwd

OF INVERTERS 28

Y 2
AT TH: 180

] b
2OF PANELS 28

PACFEESIONAL NOTES:

UNAUTHORIZED ALTERATION SE N
OR ADDITION TO THIS PLAN et
IS A VIOLATION OF SECTION T
7209(2) OF THE NEW YORK -
STATE EDUCATION LAW.
COPIES OF THIS MAP NOT
HAVING THE SEAL OF THE
ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE
VALUD Sait ~

SPECIFICATION

NG

30F5
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WARNING INV:{?ERRNOIILEUT
ELECTRIC SHOCK HAZARD !
1 CONNECTION
DO NOT RELOCATE THIS
OVERCURRENT DEVICE

CAUTION 5
SOLAR ELECTRIC

SYSTEM CONNECTED

DC WARNING LABEL

UTILITY DISCONNECT LABEL

PHOTOVOLTAIC
INVERTER INPUT |
DC DISCONNECT |

WARNING

SHOGK HAZARD\

ELECTRIC
30 MOT TOUCH TEIMINALS TERMWINALS ON
,)TH THE Li%E AND LDAD JIDES WAY 3E
THE DPEN POSIT ON
CELAR = STSTEM JAIG
AEP

SYSTEM INSTALLER ——
FOR SERVICE CALL

AC PANELS

PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEM
DISCONNECT FOR

UTILITY OPERATION s
WARNING w_ 1.
ELEGTRIC e
SHOCK HAZARD ! i Y
D0 NOT TOUCH Y“m T=RMINALS ON ———
30TH = AND _DAD SIDES WAY 3AE l
IGIZED IN THE OPEN 303IMON ' |
AL

SYSTEM INSTALLSR: ____
FOR SERVICE CALL

OC INPUT WARNING LABEL #1

UTILITY DISCONNECT WARNING LABEL |

GROUND MOUNT NOTES:

ARRAY RACK ASSEMBLY
SOLAR GROUND MOUNT RACKING SHOWN FOR ARRANGEMENT ONLY

RACKING MANUFACTURER TO PROVIDE SEALED SHOP DRAWINGS OF FINAL
RACKING ASSEMBLY.
INSTALL AS PER MANUFACTURER STANDARD INSTALLATION DETAILS

POST SUPPORTED RACKING FOUNDATION AS SHOWN

18" BX 48 OSSP CONCRETE FOUNDATION WITH SMBZDDZD POST

INSTALLATION NOTZS:

BRACKET TO POST INSTALLATION HEIGHT MAY VARY WITH SITE GRADING.
IT 15 NOT NECESSARY FOR ALL POST TOP BQAC’(FTS TO ALIGN AT A
COMMON ELEVATION DR EACH ROW (+/-27,

INSTALLATION CONTRACTOR SHALL INSURZ THAT ALt GRADING AND

TION OF SITZ IS COMPLITED PRIOR TD INSTALLATION OF THE
RACKING SYSTEW TO AVDID POTENTIAL DISTURIANCE OF FOUNDATION AND
ALIGNMENT.

SEALED SHOP DIAWINGS SHALL 3% PROVIDED 3Y RACKING MANUFACTURFR
PRIDR TO THE INSTALLATION OF THE PV ARRAY.

THIS DRAWING IS DIAGRAMMATIC FOR THE MODULE /RACK ARRANGEMENT
FINAL RACKING DETAILS AND ASSEMBLY MAY VARY WITH FINAL
INSTALLATION.

INVERTER 1
& - -
b -
- . PV CIRCUITS ONLY
h WARNING NO OTHER LOADS |
; WARNING TH':E":/ERB'? :LSO SHALL BE APPLIED TO THIS PANEL
| OTHER THAN PV COMPONENTS
i DC SOLAR CIRCUIT PHOTOVOLTAIC SYSTEM AS PER
1 NEC ARTICLE 590 |
DC CIRCUIT LABEL : -
—
SOLAR PANEL e rgﬂwsvs“r:;”sm 10 08KW DC 7STEM '"m‘:‘“ o "
UNAUTHORIZED ALTERAT
INSTALLATION faxiL TYPE: Lo 360W OR ADDITION TO THIS PLAN
FO L oFeamels 28 IS A VIOLATION OF SECTION
v LCO 7209(2) OF THE NEW YORK
P R S A F RESIDENCE —— ey e #3-wOTED WNVERTER [HPHATE ENPHATE IGTFLUS g(r);gscgg%ﬂlsor:‘k;vﬁm
EM I E l_ " ceomer  MEM smasers  REIIRI) QOF INVERTERS: 20 HAVING THE SEAL OF THE
: 32 HARVEY MOUNTAIN RD | Z5=—F=- p— n ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE
AUSTERLITZ - K 180
= - ; 150
NEW YORK 12071 i o AL i i ewms 28
e e
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AC & DC GROUNDING CONDUCTORS PER
NZC ARTICLE 530 47(c)(2)
CONNECTED AS PER 250 84(c)(2)

EQSTNG
ELECTAIC UTILITY METER

ALL CONDUCTORS ARE 1O BE ey N
COPPER UNLESS NOTED DTHERWISE exsTNG (M alar
£s
=3 = >
ALL EXTERIDR MOUNTED COMBINERS, Siet
JUNCTION B0XES, TROUGHS. DISCONNECTS,
i ETC SHALL 3T NEMA 3R ATED
al.
CRCIAT 3 ORCUT 2 CRIUIT 1
Tie Toed Trad PHOTOVOLTAIC -| ;
wOUES ETEREE ]
Ao o o MAIN SOLAR SYSTEM SR T
! TH S5O IATED
AC DISCONNECT o N AT
== = | | #4 THW TussA 2ATED
I, DISCONNT i
B iR S A | | AC SYSTEM SIZE = f§ OF PANELS X
A ‘ gao ERMETT | | INVERTER OUTPUT RATING
CoNo [ tpilld
3 | < ., 3 ! 23 PANELS X 0290 = B12KW/AC
o ———ol{ o= t | |
.y A s S =l i !
e o 5 |£. |- CONFIRM_LINE SIDE VOLTAGE AT SLECTRIC
| f UTILTY SERVICE ENTRANCE 3fr
3 . = — | CONNZCTING INVERTER AND ENSURE
E | o PROPER OPERATIONAL RANGE REQUIRED
|! < 1 | 3Y SYSREM INVERTER
! | G CONDLITS MAT BE RUN ABOVE OR BELOW
t } Ay | oo
I L Lo T ' PROVIDE SOLAEDECK JUNCTION /FLASHING WHEN
L _ £ Sour l_“ PENETRATING THE ROOF WITH DC CONDUCTORS
WF .
e —— cELan WLl e o I AL DE EOMLAUCTONS WITHIN THE BUILDING
ﬁ“ﬂ“m 120,740 ENVELOPE MUST BE N METALLIZ CONDUIT
L
kil DL CONDUETERS MUST BE 90° RATED.
ENPHASE ENVOY — GND
v P ie g
“owiTon S AC DISCONMECT £ INTERCONNECTION TQ UTILITY AND SYSTEM
SYSTEM = o 4 GROUNDING PER NEC—-2020 ARTICLE 690
- A PERATIG PROVIDE SIGNAGE AS REQUIRED BY
0O NOT RELOCATE THS = O CPERATIE CVIATAGE 200, % NEC—2020 ARTICLE 680,
DVERCURRENT DEVICE ALL OUTDOOR EQUIPTMEN SHALL BE A
MINIMUM OF NEMA—3R RATED
SOLAR PANEL L |.nm mwn':umsnzz» 10.08KW OC 35T i SEAL & MaNATURE i
’ = | unaumoriZED ALTERATION QFNEL, S-6
INSTALLATION ot TRE 16 360w OR ADDITON 10 ThIS PLAN ce L, = -
X IS A VIOLATION OF N ¥ (n €D
- ) FOLCO #OFPaES 28 7209(2) OF THE NEW YoRK | 2 . SOLAR
1 . I VEATEN; ENFHASE THENASE IGFRLUS STATE EDUCATION LAW %
MPIR SO LA ['1 RESIDENCE = e = a=wore ™ s COPIES OF THIS MAP NOT 7= .Jl 3-LINE
] e r memrrs 031824 00 INVERTERS: 28 HAVING THE SEAL OF THE 2 e r 4 DIAGRAM
4 32 HARVEY MOUNTAINRD | o= =] J— M ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE % y
AUSTERLITZ T 180 VALID : —_————
e yr—
NEW YORK 12071 TOWN OF AUSTERLITE COLUMELA 50F 5
== i
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Michael E. Miele, PE

Licensed Professional Engineer

Licensed In New York, New Jersey, Connecticut & California
New York License # 079676

New Jersey License # 44042

Connecticut License # 23158

California License # 31508

May 5, 2021

Town of Austerlitz Building Department
Office of The Building Inspector

812 NY-203

Spencertown, NY 12165

Re: Mimi Folco - 32 Harvey Mountain Road, Austerlitz, NY 12071
Ground Mount, Solar Panel Loading Certification
Town of Austerlitz, County of Columbia, State of New York

Dear Building Department

I am the engineer of record for the above referenced project. | can certify that the the ground
mount structure at the above referenced address can support the installation of (28) LG 360W
solar panels as per my design dated April 2, 2021.

| can herby certify that the existing roof structure and proposed ground mount structure
combined with the additional weight of the solar panels meets the requirements of The 2020
Residential Code of New York State, Publication Date, November 2019.

The design loads were as follows,

Wind Design Load: 120mph

No additional structural members were required.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at any time. Thanks in advance.

Sincerely Yours, ¢ OF NEy
v L eDW4, 'O
A )
S Y
&3 3
» *S ala o
,"' — = i )] mcx
’ o |"- {-;‘" - . %u
Z —— =
ap ) R
%,o 079810 \_5'}; eference Mas-w .
i i PorEssion®
Michael E. Miele, PE

Planning Board Me--

705 Orrs Mills Rd., New Windsor NY 12553 A Phone/Fax:845.534.2628 A mmielepe@yahoo.com



