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Jeffery Schmitt, Chairman

Members of Duanesburg Planning Board
Town of Duanesburg

5853 Western Turnpike

Duanesburg, NY 12056

4 February 2022

Dear Chairman Schmitt and Planning Board Members,

Pamela Rowling, owner parcel 74.-3-19 comprised of 71.4 acres on Youngs Road
and abutting the proposed Oak Hill Solar 1, LLC and Oak Hill Solar 2, LLC proposed
solar farm development.

As previously expressed to the both the Town and Planning Boards, | continue to
have significant concerns regarding water Mmanagement during both construction
and post construction phases of this proposed project. These concerns have not
been addressed to my satisfaction by the most recent updated SWPPP
{Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program) dated 6 January 2022.

I am requesting that minimally, the Easternmost proposed project, Oak Hill Solar
2, LLC be denied a Building Permit due to anticipated stormwater damage and
exacerbation of current water burden to parcels 74.00-3-18 and 74.00-3-19.

For clarification | am attaching a series of photos, Appendix A, which provides an
overall orientation of properties involved. These images depict current condition,
proximity to abutting parcels, some general topographic features and overall
conditions of vegetative cover including forest, hayfields and hedgerows.

In the SWPPP (6 January 2022) it appears that water management is proposed to
be accomplished using wet swales around impervious equipment pads (which will
support battery storage and related equipment, if approved by the Board). On the
broader expanse of the Solar Array (encompassing approximately 32.68 acres Oak
Hill Solar 1, LLC and 32.68 acres Oak Hill Solar 2, LLC), the proposal is to manage
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lands and will seek legal action if proposed construction and ongoing operational
activities damage my property.

| require clarification about how this water is to be handled. | feel that
inadequate consideration has been given to the difficulty of the soils in this area
with high water tables, low permeability and high compaction and erosion
characteristics. All those who farm these areas know that one cannot access
fields, even those with subsurface drainage (as in my case), until they have dried
out. Not only would equipment get mired in the mud, but the soils would become
increasingly compacted further exacerbating the problem. A solar field intensifies
the force of stormwater runoff due to the impermeable nature of the panels and
concentration of flow at the dripline (Appendix C). Solar facilities require
monitoring and access during all seasons for general maintenance as well as in the
case of emergencies. Building of usable pervious access roads will provide many
challenges in consideration of our soil and groundwater characteristics.

| continue to encourage members of the Board to perform an onsite visit to the
proposed project site to gain a more thorough understanding of the many issues
of concern. | recommend sturdy boots for the visit.

A valuable article should be reviewed by all “Lessons learned: Solar projects
present unique stormwater management challenges” by Jason Sharp, Adam
O’Connor and Mark Priddle (https://esemag.com/stormwater/lessons-learned-
Solarmproiectsmresent-unique-stormwater-management-challenges/. This article
details experiences with stormwater management of similar size to the proposed
Oak Hill Solar project over time in Ontario, Canada.

| am glad to have been finally provided in the SWPPP O&M Manual contact .
information for Greencells USA, Inc. who is apparently the owner of the proposed
Oak Hill Solar 1, LLC and Oak Hill Solar 2, LLC projects.

project.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter,

Pamela H. Rowling

Owner parcel 74.-3-19 comprised of 71.4 acres abutting proposed project
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TOWN OF DUANESBURG

APPLICATION FOR SITE/ SKETCH DEVEOPMENT PLAN APPROVAL

Preliminary 9 Date: Final = Date;
(Check appropriate box)

Name of proposed development [5;?”\:' # Miwar Sobd wisies

Applicant: Plans Prepared by:
’ Name </ﬂm.«o( Lrre Narre J
Address /50 400 Kosrs Address __so M55 0 for i
/?%’n’-n‘v~/ A 227 e s ,.‘,f Lt T
Telephone s3p- 2 29- S0 59 Telephone _¢7g- M-%a 5o
Owner (If differsnt): ' {it more than one owner, provide information for each)
Name o hy e d S Fshen

Address 200 £, Brlmenr Ave

. é}ie»e;%d_a gjz /€30%
658

Telephone s~ 22 -

Owmership intentions, i.e., purchase optmns
/?chéye LS )/, o ;f/ar;r: '7,;0 oo  fIr &y (,
;s 7 P

Location of site

Section 1) 3 5, ) G Block i Lot ./

... Current zoning classification /2 £7 D; s 74« / ( L=/ _)

State and federal permits needed (list type and appropriate department)

Proposed use(s) of site
F/A fzf_gr.d/.e.lf/z;..'&l:amn. -

Total site area (square feet or acres) 07 covprw Fomd
7

Anticipated construction time g

Will development be phased?




Current land use of site (agricultural, commercial, underdeveloped, efc.)

///{/{)é "g_"/: i /5[}-’..4 (‘/

Current condition of site (buildings, brush, etc.) 24.¢.,. # 2 _ ﬂfi

Character of surrounding lands (suburban, agricultural, wetlands, etc.) £, ////—7 st

Estimated cost of proposed improvement $

Anticipated increase in number of residents, shoppers, employees, etc. (as applicable)

A

Describe proposed use, including primary and secondary uses; ground floor area; height; and number of
stories For each building:
- for residential buildings include number of dwelling uaits by size (efficiency, one-bedroom, two-
bedroom, three or more bedrooms) and number of parking spaces to be provided.
- For non-residential buildings, include total floor area sales area: number of automobils and truck
parking spaces,
- Other proposed structures.
(Use separate sheet if needed)
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TOWN OF DUANESBURG

APPLICATION FOR SITE/ SKETCH DEVEOPMENT PLAN APPROVAL

Preliminavy _ [ate: Finat Z Date: 1128122
(Check appropriate box)

Applicant; Plans Prepared by:
Name John L. Buehler Name  Frederick Metzger I B 1 .C.
Address 401 South Shore Road Address PoBox237
Delanson NY 12053 atham NY 12110
~ Telephone __518-221-6234 Telephone__s18-783-0a88
Owner (ifdi Pfereat): {if more fitan one pwner, provide fnformation for eack)
Name  JohnBuehler  (Same)
Address
Telephone

Ownership intentions, i.¢., purchase options
Boundary move of approx. 5 acres from 451 South Shore Road tc 401 South Share Road

Location of site
35.00-3-9 t0 35,10-10-27

Section 39 . . Block 00 Lot 3.9

_ Cutrent zoning classification_ Residential

State and fedaral permits needed (list type and appropriate departient)
N/A

Proposed use(s) of site

Total site area (square fzot or acres) |

Anticipatsd construction time No Construction

Will development be phased? N/A




Cutrent land use of site (agricultural, commerclal, underdeveloped, etc.) '
Residential/agricultural

Cuetent condition of site (buildings, brush, etc.) Brush - Field .

Character of surrounding lands (suburban, agricultural, wetlauds, ete.y _ Residentail/Agicultural

Estimated cost of proposed improvement $ None

Anticipated increase in number of rasidents, shoppers, employees, etc. (as applicable)
N/A

Describe proposed use, itsloding primary and secondary uses: ground floor area; helght; and number of
stories for each building: '
for residentlal bulldings inolude number of dwelling units by size (efficiency, one-hedroom, two-

bedrooth, three or more bedrooms) and number of parking spaces to be provided, _
For non-residential buildings, includs total floor avea sales area; numbet of antamobils and tmok

parking spaces,
- Other proposed struetures,
{Lige yeparate sheet if needed)

~

The purpose of the Boundary move is to add 5 acres to the current 1.5 acres of 401 South Shore Road
Tax ID# 35,10-1-27 from the land of 451 South Shore Road that currently has 176.2 acres. Tax |D# 35.00-3-9

Owners = Tracy and Brian Perarsen

See enclosed Sketch Map
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Brett L. Steenburgh, P.E., PLLC
2832 Rosendale Road
Niskayuna, NY 12309
(518) 365-0675

January 14, 2022

Town of Duanesburg
Building Department
5853 Western Turnpike
Duanesburg, NY 12056

Re: The Ultimate Wishy Wash

Attn: Dale Warner

Dear Dale:

This has been notified that there have been several concerns regarding the construction
of the truck parking area adjacent to The Ultimate Wishy Wash car wash. On Monday
December 13, 2021 we performed a field inspection of the construction with the owner
and contractor to discuss the issues raised as well as field changes that occurred. The
following is a summary of these issues and discussions:

* During clearing and grubbing three drain tiles running north to south through the

parcel were discovered. The drain tiles discharged at the adjoining property line
with lands of Wren. These drain tiles were terminated to prevent future runoff
to the adjoin property. The termination now drains into the drainage swale
around the pad. It is our understanding that you inspected the site with Spiro
and the contractor when the drain tiles were located.

It was determined upon clearing that he existing grade at the southeast corner
of the pad was significantly lower than the grade at the southwest corner and
the natural flow of drainage flows northwest to southeast across the meadow.

Jamie Malcolm, P.E. from the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation visited the site after receiving complaints from the neighbors. |
was told that Mr. Malcolm suggested that they maintain the existing drainage
pattern and drain the pad to the southeast corner and not try to create the
swale towards the car wash driveway and down to US Route 20. He stated that
it may cause problems within the highway drainage system and inundate the
existing culverts under the driveways of Wren and Chilton. He also requested
that the diversion ditch around the parking area be filled with crushed stone to
prevent erosion.

CIVIL ENGINEERING
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING




Our inspection revealed that the crusher run parking area has been graded to pitch to
the southeast corner as suggested above. While we do not have an issue with this
construction we will need to verify that we are not discharging stormwater at a rate
greater than the existing rate to this location. We reviewed the discharge {ocation to
verify that there is a defined drainage channel off the site. Currently there is an existing
swale that runs north to south along the Wishy Wash / Thomas common property line.
This swale turns east at the common property corner of Wishy Wash, Thomas, Wren
and Chilton and parallels the rear of the Chilton property line to the existing stream
channel. The preliminary walk of the channel revealed that there is adequate capacity
and pitch to convey the stormwater to the existing stream channel and under US Route
20. However, there are a few areas where lawn debris should to be removed from the
swale to assure maximum flow,

The owner will need to provide attenuation on the existing crusher run pad to assure
that the rate of runoff to this swale does not exceed the pre-development rate of
runoff,

We have completed our design of the on-site attenuation and control structure for the
parking area. We are proposing a 3’ high crusher run berm at the low point. The berm
will continue along the west and south sides of the parking area with a constant top
elevation until it meets the grade of the parking lot. Atthe low point a 3" PVC culvert
pipe will drain the storm water off the parking area and a 1’ wide broad crested weir will
be constructed for extreme precipitation events. Based upon this design the peak rate
of runoff will be reduced for both the 10 year and 100 year storm events. The rate of
runoff will be reduced by 0.22 CFS and 0.03 CES respectively. Attached to this document
is the complete storm water analysis for your reference.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely
Brett L. Steenburgh, P.E.
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Existing Runoff To Rear
Yard of Resident

—

Reach

Existing Runoff To Rear

\P'B1> D |swae2

!

to swale P-B1 NEW SWALE 2

G —> b —b
X

P-B2 Ponding on parking
Area

EX SWALE

SWALE

Routing Diagram for Kegas

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC, Printed 1/14/2022
HydroCAD® 10.10-6a s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC




Kegas

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC

Printed 1/14/2022
Page 2

HydroCAD® 10.10-6a_s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC

Area Listing (all nodes)

Area CN Description

(acres) (subcatchment-numbers)
1.200 89 <50% Grass cover, Poor, HSG D (EX-A, EX-B)
0.140 80  >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG D (P-B2)
0.860 98  Water Surface, HSG A (P-B2)
2.820 77 Woods, Good, HSG D (EX-A, EX-B, P-B1)
5.020 84 TOTAL AREA



Kegas

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC
HydroCAD® 10.10-6a s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC

Printed 1/14/2022
Page 3

Soil Listing (all nodes)

Area  Soil Subcatchment
(acres)  Group Numbers
0860 HSGA  P-B2
0.000 HSGB
0.000 HSG C
4.160 HSG D EX-A, EX-B, P-B1, P-B2
0.000 Other

5.020

TOTAL AREA



Kegas
Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLL.C

Printed 1/14/2022

HydroCAD® 10.10-6a s/n 12135 @ 2020 HydreCAD Software Soiutions LLC Page 4
Ground Covers (all nodes)
HSG-A HSG-B HSG-C HSG-D Other Total Ground Subcatchment
(acres) (acres) (acres) {acres) (acres) {acres) Cover Numbers
0.000 0.000 0.000 1.200 0.000 1.200 <50% Grass cover, Poor EX-A,
EX-B
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.140 0.000 0.140 >75% Grass cover, Good P-B2
0.860 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.860 Water Surface P-B2
0.000 0.000 0.000 2.820 0.000 2.820  Woods, Good EX-A,
EX-B,
P-B1
0.860 0.000 0.000 4.160 0.000 5020 TOTAL AREA



Kegas

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC Printed 1/14/2022
HydroCAD® 10.10-6a_s/n 12135 @ 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 5

Pipe Listing {all nodes)

Line# Node In-Invert  Out-Invert Length  Slope n Width  Dlam/Height Inside-Fill
Number (fest) {foet) (fesf) {ft/ft) (inches) {(inches)  (inches)

1 Ponding on park 881.00 880.90 10.0 0.0100 0.012 0.0 3.0 0.0




Kegas TYPEII~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC Printed 1/14/2022
HydroCAD® 10.10-8a_s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 6

Time span=5.00-20.00 hrs, dt=0.05 hrs, 301 points
Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN
Reach routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

Subcatchment EX-A: Existing Runoff To Runoff Area=0.920 ac  0.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.92"
Flow Length=700" Tc=35.0 min CN=85 Runoff=1.18 cfs 0.147 af

Subcatchment EX-B: Existing Runoff To Runoff Area=1.590 ac  0.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.69"
Flow Length=700" Tc=35.0 min CN=82 Runoff=1.80 cfs 0.224 af

SubcatchmentP-B1: P-B1 Runoff Area=1.510 ac  0.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.35"
Flow Length=626' Tc=32.6 min CN=77 Runoff=1.40 cfs 0.170 af

SubcatchmentP-B2: P-B2 Runoff Area=1.000 ac  86.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>2,84"
Flow Length=235' Slope=0.03007 Te=6.4 min CN=95 Runoff=3.21 cfs 0.237 af

Reach EX SWALE: SWALE Avg. Flow Depth=0.28' Max Vel=3.93fps Inflow=1.64 cfs 0.369 af
n=0.012 L=45.0' $=0.0100"/ Capacity=103.68 cfs Outflow=1.64 cfs 0.369 af

Reach SWALE 2: NEW SWALE 2 Avg. Flow Depth=0.27' Max Vel=1.79 fps Inflow=1.40 ¢fs 0.170 af
n=0.041 L[=427.0' S=0.0200" Capacity=44.80 cfs Outflow=1.38 ¢fs 0.169 af

Pond Ponding on park: Ponding on parking Peak Elev=883.19' Storage=5,029 cf Inflow=3.21 cfs 0.237 af
Outflow=0.27 cfs 0.200 af

Total Runoff Area = 5.020 ac  Runoff Volume = 0.779 af Average Runoff Depth = 1.86"
' 82.87% Pervious =4160 ac  17.13% Impervious = 0.860 ac



TYPEIlI~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Kegas
Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC Printed 1/14/2022
HydroCAD® 10.10-6a_s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 7

Summary for Subcatchment EX-A: Existing Runoff To Rear Yard of Resident

Runoff = 118 cfs @ 12.49 hrs, Volume= 0.147 af, Depth> 1.92"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
TYPEIlI~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.320 77 Woods, Good, HSG D
0.600 89 <50% Grass cover, Poor, HSG D
0920 85 Weighted Average
0.920 100.00% Pervious Area

Tc Length  Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min)  (feet) (ft'ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

19.9 100 0.0300 0.08 Sheet Flow,
Woods: Light underbrush n=0.400 P2=2.70"
13.5 350 0.0300 0.43 Shallow Concentrated Flow,
Forest w/Heavy Litter Kv=2.5 fps
1.6 250 0.0300 2.60 Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Grassed Waterway Kv= 15.0 fps

35.0 700 Total

Subcatchment EX-A: Existing Runoff To Rear Yard of Resident
Hydrograph

\

TYPEII~2

Rainfall=3. 57"---
Runoff Area=0. 920 ac
Runoff Volume=0.147 af
Runoff Depth>1.92"
Flow Length=700"
Tc=35.0 min
- CN=85

Flow (cfs)

I e e e e e —
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Time (hours)



Kegas TYPEII~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC Printed 1/14/2022
HydroCAD® 10.10-6a_s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 8

Summary for Subcatchment EX-B: Existing Runoff To Rear to swale

Runoff = 1.80 cfs @ 12.50 hrs, Volume= 0.224 af, Depth> 1.69"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
TYPEI~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.990 77 Woods, Good, HSG D
0.600 89  <50% Grass cover, Poor, HSG D
1.590 82 Weighted Average
1.590 100.00% Pervious Area

Tc Length  Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min)  (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

19.9 100 0.0300 0.08 Sheet Flow,
Woods: Light underbrush n=0.400 P2=2.70"
13.5 350 0.0300 0.43 Shallow Concentrated Flow,
Forest w/Heavy Litter Kv=2.5 fps
1.6 250 0.0300 2.60 Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Grassed Waterway Kv= 15.0 fps

35.0 700 Total

Subcatchment EX-B: Existing Runoff To Rear to swale
Hydrograph

| TYPEII~2
o Rainfall=3.57"
" Runoff Area=1.590 ac
Runoff Volume=0.224 af
Runoff Depth>1.69"

Flow Length=700"

| Tc=35.0 min
CN=82

Flow (cfs)

5 6 i 8 9 10 11 12 113 14 1l5 16 17 18 18 20
Time (hours)
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Summary for Subcatchment P-B1: P-B1

Runoff = 1.40cfs @ 12.47 hrs, Volume= 0.170 af, Depth> 1.35"
Routed to Reach SWALE 2 : NEW SWALE 2

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
TYPEII~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Area (ac) CN  Description
1.510 77 __Woods, Good, HSG D
1.510 100.00% Pervious Area

Tc Length  Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min)  (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

19.9 100 0.0300 0.08 Sheet Flow,
Woods: Light underbrush n=0.400 P2=2.70"
12.7 426 0.0500 0.56 Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Forest w/Heavy Litter Kv=2.5 fps

32.6 526 Total

Subcatchment P-B1: P-B1

Hydrograph
L § i
& ' TYPEI~2
Rainfall=3.57"

15 | ‘ ' _Runoff Area=1.510 ac
o | | | 'Runoff Volume=0.170 af

g Runoff Depth>1.35"
£ Flow Length=526"
- Tc=32.6 min

CN=77

Time (hours)



TYPEII~2 Rainfall=3.57"
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Summary for Subcatchment P-B2: P-B2

Runoff = 3.21cfs@ 12.09 hrs, Volume= 0.237 af, Depth> 2.84"

Routed to Pond Ponding on park : Ponding on parking Area

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span=5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
TYPEII~2 Rainfall=3.57"

Area (ac) CN  Description
0.860 98 Water Surface, HSG A
0.140 80 >75% Grass cover, Good. HSG D
1.000 95 Weighted Average
0.140 14.00% Pervious Area
0.860 86.00% Impervious Area

Tc Length  Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

2.2 235 0.0300 1.76 Sheet Flow,
Smooth surfaces n=0.011 P2=2.70"
4.2 Direct Entry, Addl to make TR-55 min of 6min

6.4 235 Total

Subcatchment P-B2: P-B2

Hydrograph

L -
S S N M - TYPEN~2
| SRR R Rainfall=3.57"

Runoff Area=1.000 ac
| | | Runoff Volume=0.237 af
110 | ' Runoff Depth>2.84"
Flow Length=235'
| : Slope=0.0300 '/
S0 BB ~ Tc=6.4 min

| ' CN=95

Flow (cfs)

Time (hours)
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Summary for Reach EX SWALE: SWALE

[65] Warning: Inlet elevation not specified

Inflow Area = 2.510 ac, 34.26% Impervious, Inflow Depth > 1.76"
Inflow = 1.64 cfs @ 12.59 hrs, Volume= 0.369 af
Qutflow = 1.64 cfs @ 12.60 hrs, Volume= 0.369 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.3 min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Max. Velocity= 3.93 fps, Min. Travel Time= 0.2 min
Avg. Velocity = 2.08 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 0.4 min

Peak Storage= 19 cf @ 12.59 hrs
Average Depth at Peak Storage= 0.28', Surface Width= 2.24'
Bank-Full Depth= 2.00" Flow Area= 8.0 sf, Capacity= 103.68 cfs

6.00' x 2.00" deep Parabolic Channel, n=0.012

Length=45.0" Slope=0.0100"/"
Inlet Invert= 0.00', Outlet Invert= -0.45'

Reach EX SWALE: SWALE
Hydrograph

I ! i ] i i 1
| ) i ) H Inflow

: ' @ Outflow
Inflow Area=2.510'cc520
Avg. Flow Depth=0.2

Max Vel=3.93 fps
g 4 |L=45.00
$=0.0100 /"

Capacity=1 03.68 cfs

O e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
5 6 7 8 8 10 11 12 13 14 15 15 17 18 19 20
Time (hours)
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Summary for Reach SWALE 2: NEW SWALE 2

[65] Warning: Inlet elevation not specified

Inflow Area = 1.510 ac, 0.00% Impervious, Inflow Depth > 1.35"
Inflow = 140 cfs @ 12.47 hrs, Volume= 0.170 af
Outflow = 1.38 cfs @ 12.59 hrs, Volume= 0.169 af, Atten=2%, Lag= 7.0 min

Routed to Reach EX SWALE : SWALE

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Max. Velocity= 1.79 fps, Min. Travel Time= 4.0 min
Avg. Velocity = 0.82 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 8.7 min

Peak Storage= 329 cf @ 12.52 hrs
Average Depth at Peak Storage= 0.27', Surface Width= 3.64'
Bank-Full Depth= 1.50" Flow Area= 9.8 sf, Capacity= 44.80 cfs

2.00" x 1.50" deep channel, n=0.041 Riprap, 2-inch
Side Slope Z-value= 3.0/ Top Width= 11.00'
Length=427.0" Slope=0.0200 "'

Inlet Invert= 0.00', Qutlet Invert= -8.54'
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Reach SWALE 2: NEW SWALE 2

Hydrograph

E Inflow
H Outflow

Fmes | @0 @
| 1.38¢fs [ [nflow Area=1.510 ac
| Avg. Flow Depth=0.27"

- Max Vel=1.79 fps
I o ' n=0.041
§ i =427.0'
' - §=0.0200 '

Capacity=44.80 cfs

5 & 1 B @ 1 W 2 B nn ity
Time (hours)
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Summary for Pond Ponding on park: Ponding on parking Area

[82] Warning: Early inflow requires earlier time span

Inflow Area = 1.000 ac, 86.00% impervious, Inflow Depth > 2.84"

Inflow = 321cfs @ 12.09 hrs, Volume= 0.237 af

Outflow = 0.27 cfs @ 13.06 hrs, Volume= 0.200 af, Atten=92%, Lag=58.3 min
Primary = 0.27 cfs @ 13.06 hrs, Volume= 0.200 af

Routed to Reach EX SWALE : SWALE

Routing by Stor-Ind method, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Peak Elev= 883.19' @ 13.06 hrs Surf.Area= 5,162 sf Storage= 5,029 cf

Plug-Flow detention time= 177.7 min calculated for 0.200 af (84% of inflow)
Center-of-Mass det. time= 132.6 min ( 883.9 - 751.3 )

Volume Invert Avail Storage  Storage Description
#1 881.00' 10,750 ¢f  Custom Stage Data (Prismatic)Listed below (Recalc)
Elevation Surf.Area Inc.Store Cum.Store
{feet) {sq-ft) (cubic-feet) {cubic-feet)
881.00 500 0 0
882.00 1,750 1,125 1,125
883.00 4,250 3,000 4,125
884.00 9,000 6,625 10,750
Device Routing Invert Qutlet Devices
#1  Primary 883.50' 0.5'long x 2.0' breadth Broad-Crested Rectangular Weir
Head (feet) 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00
250 3.00 350

Coef. (English) 2.54 2.61 2,61 2.60 2.66 2.70 2.77 2.89 2.88
- 2.85 3.07 3.20 3.32
#2  Primary 881.00' 3.0" Round Culvert
L=10.0" CPP, projecting, no headwall, Ke= 0.900
Inlet / Outlet Invert= 881.00' / 880.90' S=0.0100"" Cc=0.900
n=0.012, Flow Area= 0.05 sf

Primary OutFlow Max=0.27 cfs @ 13.06 hrs HW=883.19' (Free Discharge)
1=Broad-Crested Rectangular Weir( Controls 0.00 cfs)
2=Culvert (Inlet Controls 0.27 cfs @ 5.47 fps)
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Pond Ponding on park: Ponding on parking Area
Hydrograph
; ! ! H Inflow
‘ . | ; ; : i B Primary
_ " Inflow Area=1.000 ac
g Peak Elev=883.19"
_ | | 'Storage=5,029 cf
7 o] .‘ | .
P 1: J o
N !
‘- 0.27 cfs
g 6 g 8 1o '1';"“1'2”“1'3; e “'1'-5'“'13""1'7“”1'8""19 " 20

Time (hours)
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Area Listing (all nodes)

Area CN Description
{acres) (subcatchment-numbers)
1.200 89 <50% Grass cover, Poor, HSG D (EX-A, EX-B)
0.140 80  >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG D (P-B2)
0.860 98  Water Surface, HSG A (P-B2)
2.820 77 Woods, Good, HSG D (EX-A, EX-B, P-B1)
5.020 84  TOTAL AREA
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Soil Listing (all nodes)

Area  Soll Subcatchment
(acres})  Group Numbers
0.860 HSGA P-B2
0000 HSGB
0.000 HsGC
4160 HSGD EX-A, EX-B, P-B1, P-B2
0.000 Other

5.020

TOTAL AREA
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Ground Covers (all nodes)
HSG-A HSG-B HSG-C HSG-D Other Total Ground Subcatchment
(acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) {acres) {acres) Cover Numbers
0.000 0.000 0.000 1.200 0.000 1.200  <50% Grass cover, Poor EX-A,
EX-B
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.140 0.000 0.140  >75% Grass cover, Good P-B2
0.860 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.860 Water Surface P-B2
0.000 0.000 0.000 2.820 0.000 2.820 Woods, Good EX-A,
EX-B,
P-B1

0.860 0.000 0.000 4.160 0.000 5.020

TOTAL AREA
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Pipe Listing (all nodes)
Line# Node in-Invert  Qut-Invert Length  Slope n Width  Diam/Height  Inside-Fill
Number {feet) (feet) (feet) (ft/ft) (inches) (inches)  (inches)
1 Ponding on park 881.00 880.90 10,0 0.0100 0.012 0.0 3.0 0.0



Kegas TYPEII~2 Rainfall=5.94"

Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC Printed 1/14/2022
HydroCAD® 10.10-6a s/n 12135 © 2020 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 6

Time span=5.00-20.00 hrs, dt=0.05 hrs, 301 points
Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN
Reach routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

SubcatchmentEX-A: Existing Runoff To Runoff Area=0.920 ac  0.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>3,97"
Flow Length=700' Tc=35.0 min CN=85 Runoff=2.37 cfs 0.304 af

SubcatchmentEX-B: Existing Runoff To Runoff Area=1.590 ac  0.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>3.66"
Flow Length=700" .Tc=35.0 min CN=82 Runoff=3.83 cfs 0.485 af

SubcatchmentP-B1: P-B1 Runoff Area=1.510 ac  0.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>3.17"
Flow Length=526" T¢=32.6 min CN=77 Runoff=3.30 ¢fs 0,399 af

SubcatchmentP-B2: P-B2 Runoff Area=1.000 ac  86.00% Impervious  Runoff Depth>5,03"
Flow Length=235' Slope=0.0300 '/ Te=6.4 min  CN=95 Runoff=5.52 ¢fs 0.419 af

Reach EX SWALE: SWALE Avg. Flow Depth=0.41' Max Vel=5.05 fps  Inflow=3.80 cfs 0.703 af
n=0.012 L=450" S=0.0100"" Capacity=103.68 cfs Outflow=3.80 cfs 0.703 af

Reach SWALE 2: NEW SWALE 2 Avg. Flow Depth=0.43' Max Vel=2.30 fos  Inflow=3.30 ofs 0.399 af
n=0.041 L=427.0' S=0.0200" Capacity=44.80 ofs OQutflow=3.27 cfs 0.397 af

Pond Ponding on park: Ponding on parking Peak Elev=883.83' Storage=9,316 of Inflow=5.52 cfs 0.419 af
Outflow=0.56 cfs 0.305 af

Total Runoff Area = 5.020 ac  Runoff Volume = 1.607 af Average Runoff Depth = 3.84"
82.87% Pervious = 4160 ac  17.1 3% Impervious = 0.860 ac
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Summary for Subcatchment EX-A: Existing Runoff To Rear Yard of Resident

Runoff = 237 cfs @ 12.47 hrs, Volume= 0.304 af, Depth> 3.97"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
TYPEII~2 Rainfall=5.94"

Area (ac) CN__ Description
0.320 77 Woods, Good, HSG D
0.600 89 <50% Grass cover, Poor, HSG D
0.920 85 Weighted Average
0.920 100.00% Pervious Area

Tc Length  Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

19.9 100 0.0300 0.08 Sheet Flow,
Woods: Light underbrush n=0.400 P2=2.70"
13.5 350 0.0300 0.43 Shallow Concentrated Flow,
Forest w/Heavy Litter Kv=25 fps
1.6 250 0.0300 2.60 Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Grassed Waterway Kv= 15.0 fps

35.0 700 Total

Subcatchment EX-A: Existing Runoff To Rear Yard of Resident

Hydrograph . . .
A
- " T TYPEII~2

Rainfall=5.94"

Runoff Area=0.920 ac
Runoff Volume=0.304 af

3 Runoff Depth>3.97"
: 1 HWB  FlowLength=ro0
1 ‘ Tc=35.0 min

CN=85

- e — e — T e — L :

Time (hours)
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Runoff

Summary for Subcatchment EX-B: Existing Runoff To Rear to swale

3.83cfs @ 12.48 hrs, Volume= 0.485 af, Depth> 3.66"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS
TYPEII~2 Rainfall=5.94"

Area (ac) CN __ Description

, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs

7T
89

0.990
0.600

Woods, Good, HSG D
<50% Grass cover, Poor, HSG D

1590 82

1.590

Tc
{min)

Length

(feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec)

Slope Velocity Capacity

Weighted Average
100.00% Pervious Area

Description
(cfs)

19.9 100 0.0300 0.08

13.5 350 0.0300 0.43

1.6 250 0.0300 2.60

Sheet Flow,

Woods: Light underbrush n=0.400 P2=2.70"
Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Forest w/Heavy Litter Kv= 2.5 fps

Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Grassed Waterway Kv= 15.0 fps

35.0 700 Total

Subcatchment EX-B: Existing Runoff To Rear to swale

Hydrograph

Flow (cfs)

" B - TYPEI~2
| Rainfall=5.94"
" Runoff Area=1.590 ac
'Runoff Volume=0.485 af
~ Runoff Depth>3.66"
Flow Length=700"
- Tc=35.0 min
| CN=82

L N R T e o e e o

Time (hours)
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Summary for Subcatchment P-B1: P-B1

Runoff = 3.30cfs @ 12.45 hrs, Volume= 0.399 af, Depth> 3.17"
Routed to Reach SWALE 2 : NEW SWALE 2

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
TYPEII~2 Rainfall=5.94"

Area (ac) CN__ Description
1.510 77 __Woods, Good, HSG D
1.510 100.00% Pervious Area

Tc Length  Slope Velocity Capacity Description
__(min)  (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

19.9 100 0.0300 0.08 Sheet Flow,
Woods: Light underbrush n=0.400 P2=2.70"
12.7 426 0.0500 0.56 Shallow Concentrated Flow,

Forest w/Heavy Litter Kv= 2.5 fps

32.6 526 Total

Subcatchment P-B1: P-B1

Hydrograph

|

' TYPEII~2
~ Rainfall=5,94"
- Runoff Area=1.510 ac
'Runoff Volume=0.399 af

g o Runoff Depth>3.17"
g ] Flov{r Length=526'
_ Tc=32.6 min

- a C'N'=f77

oj .................................. F SO S S v — .

5 6 7 8 9 10 N 12 13 14 15 16 a7 18 19 20

Time (hours)
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Summary for Subcatchment P-B2: P-B2

Runoff = 5.52cfs @ 12.09 hrs, Volume=
Routed to Pond Ponding on park : Ponding on parking Area

0.419 af, Depth> 5.03"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Wei
TYPEII~2 Rainfall=5.94"

CN  Description

Area (ac)

ghted-CN, Time Span=5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs

98 Water Surface, HSG A

80

0.860
0.140

>75% Grass cover, Good, HSG D

1.000 95
0.140

0.860

Weighted Average
14.00% Pervious Area

Tc
(min)

Length

(feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec)

Slope Velocity Capacity
(cfs)

86.00% Impervious Area

Description

2.2 235 0.0300 1.76

4.2

Sheet Flow,
Smooth surfaces n=0.011 P2=2.70"
Direct Entry, Add! to make TR-55 min of 6min

6.4 235 Total

Subcatchment P-B2: P-B2

Flow (cfs)

Hydrograph

- TYPEII~2
Rainfall=5.94"
Runoff Area=1.000 ac _
Runoff Volume=0.419 af
Runoff Depth>5.03"
Flow Length=235"
~Slope=0.0300 '/
Tc=6.4 min

5 6 7 8 9 10 a1

12

13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

Time (hours)
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Summary for Reach EX SWALE: SWALE

[65] Warning: Inlet elevation not specified
Inflow Area = 2.510 ac, 34.26% Impervious, Inflow Depth > 3.36"
Inflow = 3.80cfs @ 12.55 hrs, Volume= 0.703 af
Outflow = 3.80cfs @ 12.56 hrs, Volume= 0.703 af, Atten=0%, Lag= 0.3 min
Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt=0.05 hrs
Max. Velocity= 5.05 fps, Min. Travel Time= 0.1 min
Avg. Velocity = 2.52 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 0.3 min
Peak Storage= 34 cf @ 12.55 hrs
Average Depth at Peak Storage= 0.41', Surface Width= 2.73'
Bank-Full Depth=2.00" Flow Area= 8.0 sf, Capacity= 103.68 cfs
6.00' x 2.00" deep Parabolic Channel, n=0.012
Length=45.0" Slope=0.0100"/"
Inlet Invert= 0.00', Outlet Invert= -0.45'

Reach EX SWALE: SWALE

Hydrograph
. H Inflow
B Outflow

Inflow Area=2.510L
Avg. Flow Depth=0.4
Max Vel=5.05 fps
n=0.012 =

- L=45.0"
s=0.0100""
‘Capacity=103.68 cfs

Flow (cfs)

12 13 14

Time (hours)

..T,O....ﬁ,.,

15 :

(o T B B A E BN R B A o

16 17 18 19 20
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Summary for Reach SWALE 2: NEW SWALE 2

[65] Warning: Inlet elevation not specified

Inflow Area = 1.510 ac, 0.00% Impervious, Inflow Depth > 3.17"
Inflow = 3.30cfs @ 12.45 hrs, Volume= 0.399 af
Outflow = 3.27cfs @ 12.54 hrs, Volume= 0.397 af, Atten=1%, Lag=5.5min

Routed to Reach EX SWALE : SWALE

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Max. Velocity= 2.30 fps, Min. Travel Time= 3.1 min
Avg. Velocity = 0.99 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 7.2 min

Peak Storage= 607 cf @ 12.49 hrs
Average Depth at Peak Storage= 0.43', Surface Width= 4.59'
Bank-Full Depth= 1.50" Flow Area= 9.8 sf, Capacity=44.80 cfs

2.00' x 1.50' deep channel, n=0.041 Riprap, 2-inch
Side Slope Z-value= 3.0 /' Top Width= 11.00'
Length=427.0" Slope=0.0200"/"

Inlet Invert= 0.00', Outlet Invert=-8.54"'
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Flow (cfs)

7

Reach SWALE 2: NEW SWALE 2

Hydrograph

H Inflow
B Outflow

| Inflow Area=1.510 ac
Avg. Flow Depth=0.43"
- Max Vel=2.30 fps
e e - n=0.041
L - L=427.0'

- 8$=0.0200"
~ Capacity=44.80 cfs

-

M0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 18 20

Time (hours)
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Summary for Pond Ponding on park: Ponding on parking Area

[82] Warning: Early inflow requires earlier time span

Inflow Area = 1.000 ac, 86.00% Impervious, Inflow Depth> 5.03"

Inflow = 652cfs @ 12.09 hrs, Volume= 0.419 af

Outflow = 056 cfs @ 12.87 hrs, Volume= 0.305 af, Atten=90%, Lag=486.7 min
Primary = 056 cfs @ 12.87 hrs, Volume= 0.306 af

Routed to Reach EX SWALE : SWALE

Routing by Stor-Ind method, Time Span= 5.00-20.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Peak Elev= 883.83' @ 12.87 hrs Surf.Area= 8,208 sf Storage= 9,316 cf

Plug-Flow detention time= 178.2 min calculated for 0.304 af (73% of inflow)
Center-of-Mass det. time= 114.8 min ( 857.5-742.7)

Volume invert Avail.Storage Storage Description
#1 881.00' 10,760 cf Custom Stage Data (Prismatic)Listed below (Recalc)
Elevation Surf.Area Inc.Store Cum.Store
{faet) {sq-ft) (cubic-feat) {cubic-feet)
881.00 500 0 0
882.00 1,750 1,125 1,125
883.00 4,250 3,000 4125
884.00 9,000 6,625 10,750
Device Routing invert Qutlet Devices
#1  Primary 883.50' 0.5"long x 2.0' breadth Broad-Crested Rectangular Weir
Head (feet) 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00
2,50 3.00 3.50

Coef. (English) 2.54 2.61 2.61 2.60 2,66 2,70 2.77 2.89 2.88
2.85 3.07 3.20 3.32

#2  Primary 881.00' 3.0" Round Culvert
L=10.0' CPP, projecting, no headwall, Ke=0.900
Inlet / Outlet Invert= 881.00'/ 880.90' S=0.0100"" Cc=0.900
n=0.012, Flow Area= 0.05 sf

Primary OutFlow Max=0.56 cfs @ 12.87 hrs HW=883.83"' (Free Discharge)
1=Broad-Crested Rectangular Weir (Weir Controls 0.25 cfs @ 1.49 fps)
2=Culvert (Inlet Controls 0.31 cfs @ 6.26 fps)



TYPEII~2 Rainfall=5.94"

Kegas
Prepared by Brett L. Steenburgh PE PLLC Printed 1/14/2022
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Pond Ponding on park: Ponding on parking Area
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Jetfery Schmitt, Planning Board Chair
Michael Harrls, Vice Chairman

Dale Warner, Town Planner

Melissa Deffer, Cleri

Terresa Bakner, Board Altorney

Elizabeth Novak, Board Member
Joshua Houghton, Board Member
Michael Santulli, Board Member
Matthew Hoffman, Board Member
Michael Walpole, Board Mermber

TOWN OF DUANESBURG
SCHENECTADY COUNTY

Town of Duanesburg
Planning Board Minutes
December 16 2021
Draft Copy

irman, Elizabeth

MEMBERS PRESENT: Jeffery Schmitt Chairman, Michael Harris Vice
Novak-VIA zoom, Joshua Houghton, Michael Santulli, Matthew Hoffiman, M
Planning Board Attorney Terresa B akner, Town Planer Dale Warner and Cle

felissa Deffer,

INTRODUCTION: Chairman Jeffery Schmilt opened the meeting and welcomed everyone to
tonight’s Planning Board meeting. Schniitt asked for the board to introduce themselves to the
public: Jeff Schmitt- Chairman, Elizabeth Novak- Planfiing Board Member, Terresa Bakner-
Legal Counsel for the Planting Board, Mike Walpole- Planriing Boatd Member, Matt Hoffman.-
Planning Board Meriiber, Josh Hoghton- Pl& 1iing Board Member, Mike Santulli- Planning -
Board Member, Mike Ha ale Warner- Town Planner and Melissa

arris- Vice Chairperson,
Deffer-Planning Board Clerk S i

OPEN FORUM: R
Schmit{/Hoffman made a motion to open the open forum at 7:03 pm, _
Schmitt yes, Hoffman yes, Walpole yeés, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Novak yes,
Approved. " , R )

Lynne Bruning ldéa_t'eg_i at 13388 'r_iu)_uanesburg Rd (Please see attachment)
no new:solar project applications have been submitted to the Planning

Board Counsel stated that
Board and any solar projeéts s ject to 94C would go first to the State Offices of Renewable
"Town.

Energy Siting rather that t& il .
Patrick Wrén located at 9866 Westsin Turnpike wanted to update the board that nothing has ™~
changed at the Wishy Wash car wash and since the last meeting a truck was parked overnight
twice that they have noticed, 7

Town Planner explained that he has gone up to the property to talk to Spiro about the drainage
issues and putting a gate up, The original gates are on back order, Spiro is going to order a
smaller size gate to use until the bigger gate can be delivered. The Signs are up, and the music
was told to Spiro that was an issue and he agreed to turn the sourd down. Town Attorney talked
to the applicant’s attorney Donald Zee and shared with him all the concetns that the Board has

Town Hall » 5853 Western Turnpike « Duanesburg, NY 12056 o (518) 855-8920 Overd



brought up and they are aware of the issues and the only option at this point is to come back
before the Planning Board to have the project reviewed again,

Heidi Chilton located at 9848 Western Turnpike is still concerned with the amount of water on
the back of her property that was never there before,

Schmitt/Santulli made a motion to cloge the open forum at 7:20 pm.
Schmitt yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Novak yes, Hoffman yes, Walpole yes, Houghton yes.

Approved.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:
#21-03 Sisson, Joe and Debbie: SBL#52.00-1-41, (R-2) located at Braman Cormers Rd is

seeking a 3 lot Major Subdivision under section 3.5 of the Town of Duanesburg Subdivision

Ordinance.
Schmitt/Hoffman made a motion to open the public hearing for the #21-03 Sisson, Joe and

Debbie application.

Schmitt yes, Hoffman yes, Walpole yes, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Novak yes.
Approved, _

Mr. Sisson gave his presentation to the public,

No Public Comment Was Made. :

Schmitt/Novak made a motion to close the public hearing for the #21-03 Sisson, Joe and

Debbie application. _
Schmitt yes, Novak yes, Harris yes, Santulli yes, Houghton yes, Walpole yes, Hoffman yes,

Approved, _
Novak/Walpole made a motion to reaffirm the preliminary SEQRA findings of a negative
impact declaration for the #21-03 Sisson, Joe and Debbie application,

Novak yes, Walpole yes, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Schmitt yes, Hoffman yes.
Approved. :

Harris/Houghton made a motion to approve the 3 lot major subdivision for application of #21-
03 Sisson. Joe and Debbie with a condition of a DOT driveway permit be obtained,
Harris yes, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Novak yes, Schmitt yes, Hoffman yes, Walpole yes,

Approved.

NEW BUSINESS:

#21-21 Serth, Joseph: SBL# 35.05-1-19.2, (R-1) located at 8496 Mariaville Rd is seeking a
Special Use Permit for use for an event venue under Local Lasw #1 2021 of the Town of
Duanesburg Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Serth explained that he recently rebuilt a preexisting 150-
year-old bam and would like to use it for commercial weddings, Graduation parties, and other
events. Joe does not plan on making any physical changes to the property. Currently on the
property thete are 7 asphalt parking spots and 2 gravel parking spots for anyone who needs
handicap accessibility, Joe does not plan to have porta johns for bathrooms, he is going to open
the apartment up for bathroom facilities, For the next meeting the Board would like to have the

following:
1. A traffic study

2. Siteplan




3. Arevised copy of the FEAT with the changes to the total acerage, Page 5 C and D are a
yes, top of page 10, check ves, there is a daycare down the road,

4. Obtain any permits needed from the department of health, Schenectady County planning
and DPW,

5. A sign off from the local fire departments chief for driveway

6. Neighbor signoff stating Mr, Serth can use the driveway for emergency services if

needed.

Santulli/Harris made a motion to table the #21-21 Serth, J oseph application until January 20,

2022, meeting, )
Santulli yes, Harris yes, Houghton yes, Walpole yes, Hoffi i n yes, Schmitt yes, Novak yes.

Approved.

) located at 696Gage Rd is seeking a Minor
nesburg Subdivision Ordinance. Project
LLP represent Mr. Richard Kirker, John

#21:16 Kirker, Richard: SBL#65.00-1-31.13], (i
Subdivision under section 3.4 of the Town of D
Manager John Hitchcock, Jr from ABD Enginge
explained that Mr. Kirker is purposing a 2-lot subdivision. Lot one to the North of the property
will be 10.7 acre. Lot 2 will be 5,61 acres. Last me ng the Board asked for an agreement and a
turn around on the drawings. John éXplained he forwarded on the agreement to their lawyers and
put a turn around on the drawings, The' B¢ ard would like for the next meeting the following:

1. A copy of the easement for the dfive ays . o

2. The Variance approval O

Novak/Santulli made a motion tg declare the
Kirker, Richard application. (Please See Atta hment) |

Novak yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Schmitt yes; Hoffiman yes, Walpole yes, Houghton yes.
Approved. - . JEEEA .

Houghton/Walpole made a motion to set a public heating on January 20, 2022, for the
applicgtion of #21-16 Kirker, Richard, - ,

Houghton yes, Walpole yes, Hoffman yes, Schmitt yes, Novak yes, Harris yes, Santulli yes.

Approved. - :

preliminary SEQRA determination for the £21-16

#21-18 Arms.t_rdriét Glenn; SBL#44001 -.12, (R-2) located at 2663 Duanesburg Churches Rd is
seeking a Minor Subdivision under section 3.4 of the Town of Duanesburg Subdivision

Ordinance, David Bogéfdus from the Northeast Land Survey & Land Development Consultants,

P.C. representing the Armstrong estate, At the November meeting the Board asked for Mr.
Romeo to provide a title seafch of the reservoir which showed the Village of Delanson owns the
whole reservoir and the property line goes around the body of water. Mr. Bogardus also included
the fire and school district on the new map.

Harris/Santulli made a motion that the proposed action is a type 2 action under SEQRA and that
Planning board determines that the proposed action_neither creates nor increases any significant
planning issues with respect to the existing or potential future use of any involved parcels, that
only one additional lot will be created as a result of the proposed action. The Planning Board
declares the proposed action to be further exempt from any further subdivision review pursuant

Town Hall e 5853 Western Turnpike o Duanesburg, NY 12056 » (518) 895-8920 Overd



to this article and refers the application to the Code Enforcement Officer to comnplete

administration of the same,
Harris yes. Santulli yes, Houghton yes, Walpole yes, Hoffinan yes, Schmitt yes, Novak yes,

Approved.

#21-14 Tazin, Sergei: SBL# 52.00-1-20. 12, (R-2) located at State Route 30 is seeking a Minor
Subdivision under section 3.4 of the Town of Duanesburg Subdivision Ordinance.

Mrs. Tazin explained that she and her husband would like to subdivide the land because the
neighbor John Orlop would like to buy the land surrounding his property. Irina reached out to
Mr. Orlop and he has decided to keep the land two separate parcels, The Town Planner has
received a sign off from SHPO., ‘

Harris/Santulli made a motion to table the #21-14 Tazin, Sergei application until J anuary 20%,
2022, meeting. S

Harris yes, Santulli yes, Houghton yes, Walpole yes, Hoffman yes, Schmitt yes, Novak yes.

Approved.

OLD BUSINESS:
#21-13 Obour, Jules: SBL# 74.00-2-9, (R-2) located at 13998 Duanesburg Rd is seeking a

Special Use Permit for use of motor vehicle sales under Local Law #6 20170f the Town of
Duanesburg Zoning Ordinance Section 8.4(18). Attorney Gerald Dwyer is representing Mr,
Obour. Jules does not want to do repairs to any vehicles, he will only be selling 1-2 cars will be
on the property at a given time, If there is any work that needs to be done, he will outsoutce it
because Mr. Jules does not was to do repairs. Mr. Dwyer has revised the EAF as requested by the
Board, Board Member Walpole stated when he did a drive by of the property there was more
than 2 vehicles already on the site along with 4 couple skid steers. For the next meeting the board
would like the following;

1. Town Code Enforcement to go to the site and do an inspection of the property and note

all his findings. -
2. Board counsel to draw a resolution for the applicant

Harris/Walpole made a motion to table the #21-13 Obour, Jules application until January

20", 2022, meeting. !
Harris yes, Walpole yes, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Novak yes, Schmitt yes, Hoffman yes.

Approved.

The amendment of application #19-12 Murray, Richard/Eden Renewables: SBI.#74.00-2-5,
(R-2) located at 13590 Duanesburg Rd is secking an amendment to an existing special use permit
under local law #1-2016 of the solar energy facilities law and section 14.6.2.5 oF the Town of

Duanesburg Zoning Ordinance,

Bill Pederson a representative from AMP introduced himself and explained that since the
November meeting AMP has had a perc test done and the findings were not what they expected.
The SWPPP will be revised and resubmitted as there will be a small change made to the
infiltration trenches, they will most likely be swales. Before they can be sure the swales will
work, they must run the calculations to see if they will work. A revised document will be sent to



“"OTHER:

Prime AE as soon as AMP can. The Town is still waiting for Paul Rogers to send in the escrow
for the annual training for the fire protection. For the next meeting the Board would Like to have:
1. Paul Rogers proposal for the training- Chairman Schmitt agreed to reach out to Paul

2. The revised SWPPP

Schmitt/Harris made a motion to table the amendment of application #19-12 Murray,
Richard/Eden Renewables until J anuary 20 2022, meeting. : -
Schmitt yes, Hartis yes, Santulli yes, Houghton yes, Walpole yes, Hoffman ves, Novak yes.
Approved. L -

SKETCH PLAN REVIEW:
None

Chairman Schmitt would like to recommend that the Town Attorney wtite a letter to Spiro Kagas
and his attorney Donald Zee outlining the Planning Boards concerns with the implementation of
the approved plans. Also, the screening does not comply with the requirements of 13.2,4.
Schmitt/Hoffman made a motion to have a letter sent to Mr.Kagas asking hirii o come to the
January 20™, 2022, Planning Board Meeting with the intentions of amending his current Special
Use Permit, R L

Schmitt yes, Hoffman ves, Walpole yes, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Novak yes.
Approved, o e o

MINUTES APPROVAL: = A

Harris/Santulli madc the motion to approve November 18%, 2021 , Planning Board minutes with
1o corrections but would like the clerk to start bulleting what the applicant needs for the next
meeting. o :

Harris yes, Santulli ye
Appréyed, |

S:,.-Houghtc%_;)zn yes, Wﬁlﬁole yes, Hoffman yes, Schmitt yes, Novak yes.

ADJOURNMENT:
Walpole/Houghton made the motion to adjourn at 8:50 pm,
Walpole yes, Houghton yes, Santulli yes, Harris yes, Novak yes, Schmitt yes, Hoffman yes.

Approved.
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Melissa Deffer

From: lynne bruning <lynnebruning@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 7:14 pPM

To: Melissa Deffer

Subject: ' December 16 2021 Planning Board privilege of the floor

'CAUTION: This emalf originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick links or open attachments anless you recognize the -
:sender and know the coritent s safe. e T T e T e T

Please include my comments in the planning board meeting minutes as posted on the Town website,

Please confirm receipt of this email to Iynnebruning@gmail.com

At the November planning board meeting Mr. Wren presented a slideshow of color images concerning Possible
contaminants at the retention pond far the car wash. The draft meeting minutes included black and white images that
were essentially illegible and did not convey any of Mr Wrens information. | submitted a letter requesting that tha draft
minutes include color images. Within 24 hours the minutes were re-posted with color images. It's important that the
minutes accurately convey with the residents, developers and members say and present at the meeting. The more
transparent and accountable the town is when reviewing planning projects the better those projects wili be for the

entire town,

NYCERDAs website indicates that there is an application for a 94C state mandated 20MWac solar project on Humphreys
Road. Has the developer approach the planning board? When might the residents expect the developer to provide a

public information session?

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Respectfully,

Lynne Bruning

720-272-0956
fynnebruning@egmail.com




PO Box 160
Quaker Street, NY 12141

Town Board

Planning Board

Town of Duanesburg
5853 Western Turnpike
Duanesburg, NY 12056

Transmitted via email jhowe@duanesburg.net, mdeffer@duanesburg net

December 16, 2021

RE: 2021 Application the Oak Hill Solar southern Project boundary is 800 feet north of
Duanesburg Road. In 2019 it was 1,500 feet another of Duanesburg Road. The Project is

significantly changed its foot print,

Dear Supervisor Tidball and Chairman Schmitt,

The November 19, 2021 Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 3 included in the December
16, 2021 Planning Board Meeting Agenda was posted to the town website on December 15,

2021. -

Paragraph one states that the Oak Hill Solar I, LLC and Qak Hill Solar 2, LLC (the “Project”) is
approximately “800 feet from Duanesburg Road, Route 7”.

The 2019 Application includes a letter from EDP to the Board dated March 11, 2019. The

“Plans” section item number 6 states that the project is 1,500 ft north of Route 7 and 1,600 ft
from the nearest neighboring home. Exhibit A ,

The 2021 Amended Application reflects that the Project is 700 feet closer to Duanesburg Road
than as presented to the Board and residents in 2019. It appears that the 2021 Project will span
the entire 2,000 feet western property line of Biggs’s parcel tax id 74.00-3-18 from north to
south. This is not what was presented to the town, board, residents or taxpayers in the 2019
marketing renderings, visual impact analysis and 2019 sjte plan sheets 1 through 11, Exhibit B

It appears that the November 12, 2021 construction plans Revision E and the 2021 visual
analysis may also be misleading and misrepresent the Project’s southern boundary and fence line.

Additionally, the March 11, 2019 letter erroneously states that the Project is 1,600 feet from the
nearest home. According to the November 19, 2021 FEAF Part 3 placing the Project just 800 feet



north of Duanesburg Road the Project’s 14.5 feet tall solar array may be 600 feet directly west of
the Biggs home, which is the most south west structure on parcel tax id 74.00-3-18,

The 2021 Project appears to be significantly different from what was reviewed and approved at
the September 19, 2019 planning board meeting, The fenced area foot print is significantly
increased in size and is now more than 8,200 linear feet. The Project site does not provide any
cxisting evergreen screening along the entire 2,000 feet long eastern property line shared with the
Biggs. The approved June 2021 Visual Maintenance Agreement to provide evergreen screening
along 1,600 feet eastern property line north to south appears not to be filed with the Schenectady
County Clerk as required. Screening along 1,600 feet appears to be inadequate to protect the
Biggs, and any future property owner, use, enjoyment and future development of the property
from the towering array and noisy electrical equipment,

Since 2019 the Applicant has presented a site plan and renderings that showed their Project’s
proposed boundary and southern fence line to be approximately 1,500 feet north of Duanesburg
Road. The September 19, 2019 site plan sheets 1 through 11 as well as the Project’s November
12, 2021 construction drawings sheets 1 through 29 reflect that the Project’s southern fence line

to be in-line with Biggs’ pond. Exhibit C.

The Schenectady County SIMS website reflects the 2021 Application distance of 800 feet from
Duanesburg Road (Route 7) to the north along the Project’s eastern property line. This location is
essentially the intersection point of Biggs' southern parcel tax id 74.00-3-16.3, Biggs northemn
parcel tax id 74.00-3-18, and Oak Hill Solar 2, LLC parcel tax id 74.00-2-5.1. This point is
approximately 585 feet from Biggs home which is the most south western structure on parcel tax

id 74.00-3-18. Exhibit D,

There are two different sets of “November 12,2021 Revision E” uploaded to Amp drop box,
Biggs and Bruning requested that the Applicant provide GPS coordinates for the Project’s fence
corner posts. Both sets of construction drawings provide two numbers near cach corner fence
post. These numbers do not appear to match any GPS coordinates. In November I submitted a
detailed letter concerning these number and requested clarification of GPS coordinates. I was not

provided a response or any additional information,

It is likely that the Project’s location, height and noise and lack of evergreen screening 600 feet
west of the Biggs’ second story windows will likely diminish the property’s value.

Furthermore, in July and Angust 2021 the Applicant indicated that an additional 9 acres of forest
would need to be removed. The Applicant was informed of the town solar law which restricts
clear cutting to 20,000 square feet. The October 2021 SWPPP indicated 4 acres to be clear cut,
During the public hearings in July, August and September 2019 neighbors raised concerns that
the Applicant clear cut acres upon acres of forest while SEQRA was in effect in 2018 and 2019,
A satellite image from October 2018 to June 2019 appears to show acres of forest removed and
possible storm water damage. Exhibit E



During review of the Amendment in 2021 neighbors raised concerns of the likelihood that the
Applicant may remove more mature growth forest. This should not be permitied.

Amps 2021 Amendment is significantly different in foot print size and scope than what was
presented by Eden in 2019. Oak Hill Solar’s impact upon the Biggs’ residence is significant. It
appears that the Applicant misrepresented their Project to the Board and has mislead the town
and restdents. There appears to be a pattern of errors, omissions and misrepresentations, When
the Applicant is given the opportunity to correct the drawings and respectfully engage with the
neighbors they continue to mislead and misrepresent their Project. Irequest that the Board deny
the entire Project and request the Applicant to resubmit the Project so that the paperwork is

accurate and transparent.

Kicking the can down the road allows the errors, omissions to snowball and may present more
costly remedies for the town and taxpayers in years to come.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Lynne Bruning

Susan Biggs

720-272-0956

lynnebruning@gmail.com

Enc: Exhibits A through E
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Regarding Eden Ranewabies o
Qal Hill 2olarPrajects 142
Buandsting Road '

Déar Mr. Saxton:

We are I raceipt of a review lelisr by My Uoug Cule.o! PrimeAE for tha felaranced projant, dated Seplamber
11, 2018 and oilar e Tailywing comments and actditional gubmiiial dnctlinenis. ‘

AT the sunmittad FEAF, tare ars sevaeal Guistions that are Unanswered..,.
AnUpdatad FEAF has baan providad ani Wefclosed,

2 InflemEAb, therels no acresge lislad far wellands ori tha fand uaes and cover types lor tha project
site. ' - o
Tha Apphoant witl complats a full wetland delineation as the weather parniits in the spring. 1f
wotlands are datermined 1o be presont any disturbanss will he tully parmitied with the Army
CorpatEnginaers, ' I

1. The wellands 1hat ars rmenhanad in the FEAF gra not shovamn G the cencagtual site plan, Theesfore, 12
et be determingd If the solar arrays angd gocess opd o the site hawe bean situated to aveid

9

aadard dishibance. We recammond that 5 naw slte plar be submitted he wing tré datiand beagong
and any wetland rritigation that wil nesd 1o e rompleted. : '
As noted abave, thy Applicant Wil complate 2 falf watland delineatian as the weathar pernilis

It the spring. If wetlands #re détarminad to be presant aty disturbance will ba fully parmiittad
with the Army Corp of Enginaars, B
Sile Fidn shows that the elearicsl aid canlrel equipment Is anclasad within o chaln fink furce.

4 The
feewases dhe beight of the fance i nal shown én'the Bawing. Confirmation it i propased fence

s B fenl @all, as requinmd by 1 Solac Law, will be peeded. _ 7

Fhe Applicant Is propasing the use of a livestack style fance with a height of 6 ft'45:shown brs
the updated Sita Plan. Additianally, tho use. of a Iivestock style fanca has been requeated by
n2ighboring land awnar. o o

B ARG S0 e lo b e, an el as slavdng e plotager lecatiuns

‘ ‘baen shawn on the Sita. Plar. Applicant Is In tha
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7. The comptatzd Oak Hil Solar pmjam lo slatad 1{3 covar 45 ?‘i acres fuf the 97,74 acrd ;zds wal, gihich
‘Beualas ta-dpproximataly 47% fot EOvGragS. ’Thé‘a 15 balow the allowabls 5% lot coverage.
Thn Oak Hill Solar 1 prajact: wi!! aaver 32 2 acres anﬂ the parcet slize Wil bo B7.d:actes o 36,8

Y ff:rt coverage.

B.The ¢ompletad Qak Hil Sﬂ e 2 pwjm:{ i ﬁlﬂi?’d o z:ﬁvar 45 83 acres of the BT 8 sum pawsh it}
equales lo approdmatety 87.4% Iol cavarans. This Is balow the allawabla 50% lok coverage.
The Quk Hilf Solar 2 project wm;c_ _ 33,&@1’&3 md nw pamt s ize Wil be 1&5 2 dcres or 314
% lat toverage. : :

9. The requived 1007 sstback liws Ts shown an tha phans from tha ﬂefghbcrmq Fesidentiat parcels with Tax
EYa 7 00-3-18 121 drd 74, 00-3-18 4ndd ne sanatrustionly shown i thin dres. H vavern, the satback
nrzsum the saighboring reg ;ﬁaﬂt.al parcielwith Trx EY74.00-2.81s anly shawrr tabe AL Ag raq um,u

v the Selarlaw, (his sethack needs o be increased tp 100,
?hfﬂ setback hasbean | mraaaed ta 1&6 ft anthe revisad E‘uw Plan,

L Tha plans do pot Show the vw&ﬂe %‘ﬁmt;an.; ot thie site, ’We suggest that ihosa tcwmm by show

v eesubmltied plans and that 2 Projact Marcative ba Submitied which states the ﬁt&f:lhéﬂ lsust expectad
from tis equidmant. 4nd the distance # Wil ba fom riglghtiodng residences

Tha Invertsr locations have béan ‘showi an the revised ‘Site Plan. - Information from !h&
propesed transformer squipment Supplier Indicates anticlpated paak NEMA TR moise lavels
£t 62 db. Based on. propase equipmént taynui for the solar flelds we avllcipate that the
franisforiners will be situatad 440 feel oF mers from any property lne. ‘Glven the speratlonat
maise lavel of 62 do dnd se;mat%nn distance to the properiy line, transformernolsa levels wilt
be atienuatad fo approvimateély 18 db ar 140 feat, Typleal background nolss for "qulet rural
i Is repdried asi30 db; the praposed bransformers wii; have na discernable impact on
figise {avels at the praperty Ime

B T,
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2d 104 mu ad a !"uﬂ 5WPF‘P i; eragered since th= réi
e mmuld qaggesi that frig: apgﬁwut provide 4 full SWPPP, for Tove,
Wil the profect iaatprmf govels on the order of 85 acres, the actnal
“disturbey pursuant ta fHYﬁDEG Sformwater guidanm Is: {rs& ‘BEfas,
Aipdated:ta fefleat zhl Craage ¢ digtur L ‘¢
=Eraqulrad ' :

sago icc:r'ismarzé:jd
EAF has he afy
SWPPP {5 ot

Bac mmm%galmf; vy Flan

1, A deriitan: ﬂamnzmlwmﬁ:m F’i.ars hfr}% hﬁ‘i"m auhmitiad whh, Fi ﬁe&ai!s tha pmpasad rﬂma‘fsi i solar
-gnergy-syslem campanants gt Bhte-restaration. < A drawingof the proposad dﬂcamm;ssfmmg ek,
should be provided sothat a ru{ure contractorwit tknow whal Is requived to properly raméve squiprnent
el restors thepropery te fis. pratiavilapinin. fonditian, Thig'muk B especza Hy 'L_,,gmrtant if.the
Towr must uliizathe d@mrnmiﬂsmmn{; fund ta i::ﬁmpiaiﬂ the wark.:
Upon review of this comment snd nnnwersaﬂans ‘hotwaen Eden zmd iha ann Enginearlz lag
besndetermingd that a drawling is not negessary it detcmmlsswning work has besn explainad
plfoetivaly in the Degommissioning Plan. Furthermors, it has been dolarmined the autivitios
performead on st I the uaanmmimianiﬁg pmmss wmﬂd i:m ciif"mui% tz:» eﬁaaﬁmy pmray an
A1 deawing set. : : : v ‘

4. pn temizad brsskdown of decommisy] ming cpals, Imlaqu gstiraled salvage value, should alao be
provided s that we camgeview arid ‘wﬂi‘y thase cosls. ‘A dawmmis;amning fund MH a*:a raed g b
providad with eittee 8 siicg ty'bond or an irevecabie slordby Latier of Cradit,

An Htemibzed bredkdowh of decammisslanlng rosts as wa# #s a Surely hand form has besn
provided in the Datamm’quionlng Pisn

Thaappkeation has bﬁﬁf’t rovigad o i ud‘e # sates plan, o two (21t Minos quhdamaan e Al T adfustinae:
of the existing parcs! thal alfews botl the Crils il isolar 4 and Oak Hil sol ar- 7 m‘f}ll&ul 1o mmaad ir

gonfprmacee with the alidiable Jot coverge. In uppart of the ravised #pplication, gaclased please fiid the
faltor sing information, peapered oo ‘behal? of Eden Runswables, f ar g ten (2} 8 MW photuvoltaic soler aay
locatad on Duansshurg Road, -

* 2Rl s and 19 radustiang of the Qf'ipgggg;i‘g;[:g;jg;.;ee_'r_{; ingluding
e Litlirs Adlustment B "13, s
o Mg Ejubﬂ fvlstory Plan ©

; rsv zs::i Sxta fSk&[sh ﬁa‘&; ﬂpmani F‘lan éppgmmf
plas ol g redugi Fudl Enviranmantal Aaseasment me
* 1d papleg of a'n:!eramfrrf:s ol zzg pfan
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My Fhillip Sgxton . EHV!HD" !"".-ENTRL QESEG‘N PAHTNERSH!P LLP
Aareh 11, 2010 L Sbale :

T

Pisase do not hesliate o eantast obr gfios I you hav any gusslians or equive addiional e inafion,

Stneerely,

Travis L Mitchel, PE, . ..
Eﬁvrmﬁmintaé DE“:’Qs! P‘arﬁmﬁsf ]
e vl Margga, A cant h‘fa
L - g R&uf: 148 it Pait, Ny (2183
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For every question in Part 2 that was answered “

particular element of th
cotaplete Patt 3, Part 3

Agency Use Only [If applicable]
project[Kirker Minor Subdivision

Date: [10/27/21

Short Environmental Assessm ent Form
Part 3 Determination of Significance

moderate to large impact nay occur”, or if there is a need to explain why a

¢ proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please
should, in sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that

id or reduce fmpacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency
acl may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting,

probability of occurring, duration, ireversibility, geographic scape and magnitude, Also consider the potential for short-
term, long-term and cumulative impacts.

Planning Board has completed an environment assessment of the proposed minor

subdivision consisting of two lots. Lot #1 consisting of 10.7 acres with 43.46' road frontage (variance required) and

- Lot #2 consisting of-5.61-acres with 60" road frentage. The proposed subdivision is congistent with the Town

Comprehensiva Plan and compliant with the Zoning Ordinance for the R-2 Agricultural Residential Zoning District,
nsiruction of single family dwellings on each lat, The proposed action will have little or no
effect on the existing character of the community with no aesthetic impacts anticipated. The propased action wil! not

There is anticipated co

have an impact on the

environmental charactari

Area, The proposed action will have little or no |

existing infrastructure f
usage. Any constructio

for a Septic System, The P

or mass transit, biking or
n will require a weli to be

archaeological sites, The subdivision is not with

should not increase any potential
appropriate stermwater controls,

Northern Long Eared Bats have been identified,

March 31st. If thess da

tes can not be accomma

proposed action should not creats a hazard to e

stics that would cause the establishment of a Critical Environmental
mpact or any adverse change in the existing level of traffic or affact
walkway. The proposed action will have little or no impact on anergy
drilled and a permit from Schenectady County Health Departmant

arcels are not listed on the National Register of Historic Places and have no known

Ina 100 year fiood plain cr remediation site. The proposed action

erosion or flooding, future construction will have limitad disturbance, include
NYSDEC has records of rare, threatened and endangered speicies, primarily the

Any tree removal activities miist occur between October 31st and
dated, an on-site assessment by the DEC staff will be required. The
nvironmental resources or human health,

Therefore, based on this information, the Planning Board has determined that the proposed Minor Subdivision wili
not have any significant adv i

Article 8 of the Environment

erse impacts on the

D Check this box if you have determined, based

that the proposed action ma

environmental impact statement is required,

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.

Duanesburg Planning Board
Name of Lead Agency

Jeffrey Schmitt

snvironment and a Negative Deciaration is made for tha purposes of

al Conservation Law,

on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,

¥ result in one or more potential ly large or significant adverse impacts and an '

Date

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer

|
Chairman ,
|
|

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) |

PRINT FORM

]

R

FE@EEW&

WooeT 27 10 &

"“N—
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Jeffery Schmitt, Planning Board Chair
Michael Harris, Vice Chairman

Dale Warner, Town Planner

Mecligsa Deffer, Clerk

Terresa Bakner, Board Attorney

TOWN OF DUANESBURCG
SCHENECTADY COUNTY

Elizabeth Novak, Board Member
Joshua Houghton, Board Member
Michael Santulli, Board Member
Matthew Hoffman, Board Member
Michael Walpole, Board Member

Town of Duanesburg
Planning Board Minutes
January 20", 2022
Draft Copy

There was no meeting held on January 20,2022, due to COVID-19 5

Town Hall » 5853 Western Turnpike o Duanesburg, NY 12056 » (518) 895-8920
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