Minutes June 17, 2010

Town of Corinth Planning Board Meeting
Meeting called to Order 7:03pm

Eric Butler, Chairman

Althea Rivette- 7:07

Louise Reed- 7:07

Joan Beckwith

Philip Giordano

Attorney Pozefsky

Fred Mann, Building Inspector

Cheri Sullivan, Secretary

Public Present: Dave Barrass, Michael Goodspeed, Jo Burl, Kenneth Burl, Tim Montena
Sr., Brian McKernan, Ron Rucinski(Rucinski Architecture), Peter Reilly (Attorney Pace
Builders), Charles Larson, John Hales(Business Manager Corinth Central Schools),
Warren Baldwin, Sharon Baldwin, Steve Staalesen ( Pace Builders),Celia Lockhardlt,

*Motion to approve minutes from May 20, 2010.
Motion- Beckwith
Seconded- Giordano

Polled as follows:
Butler-Yes, Beckwith-Yes, Giordano-Yes, Reed-Absent, Rivette-Absent

*Motion to Approve minutes from March 30", 2010(Joint meeting with

Town Board).

Motion- Beckwith

Seconded- Giordano

Polled as follows:

Butler-Yes, Beckwith-Yes, Giordano-Yes, Reed-Absent, Rivette-Absent

New Business:

1. Michael Goodspeed- Proposed Boundary Line Adjustment. Property is located
at 262 Wilton Mountain Road. The property is Zoned RR. Mr. Goodspeed would like to
move the boundary lines of three parcels, each parcel approximately .30acres, .24 acres,
& .18 acres & combine these three sub standards lots into the parcel with 4.37 acres of
which the home is located. Mr. Barrass explained that the smaller parcels were purchased
at different times and Mr. Goodspeed is erecting a pole barn and in order to comply with
the zoning setbacks he has to merge the parcels. Mr. Barrass told the board that all of the
parcels are already in one deed. Chairman Butler asked Code Enforcement Officer Mann




if he had been to this residence. Code Enforcement Officer Mann said he had and he did
not have any problems with the work Mr. Goodspeed has started.

*Motion determining that this is a Boundary Line Adjustment.
Motion- Beckwith
Seconded- Rivette
Polled as follows:
Butler-Yes, Beckwith-Yes, Giordano-Yes, Reed-Yes, Rivette-Yes

2. David & Jane Dearborn- 2-lot family subdivision. Property is located on
County Route 25. Property is zoned RR. Applicant would like to subdivide parcel into a 4
acre lot and a 13.95acre lot. DEC permit is required and this application needs to be
forwarded to Saratoga County Planning. Mr. Barrass said that DEC has already been to
this site and flagged the 100ft buffer for the wetlands. Board member Reed felt it was
necessary to disclose that she has been very good friends with Jane Dearborn for many
years and if there were any issues with this friendship that she would willingly recuse
herself. Attorney Pozefsky said that recusal is only mandatory if it involves family or
financial matters. Mr. Barrass said the property width at the driveway is 162ft. Chairman
Butler asked Code Enforcement Officer /Mann if there were any issue he saw with this
subdivision. Mr. Mann said the only thing that needed to be corrected on the maps was
that there would have to be an area on the map where fire trucks would be able to turn
around. Chair Butler said the board would put this application on the agenda for next
month and schedule a public hearing.

Public Hearing: Rucinski Builders

Mr. Rucinski spoke on behalf of the applicant and stated the following for review on this
proposed subdivision:

- Still onsite sewage disposal

- Onsite site wells

- Storm water onsite with swales

- For a “great storm” there is a drywell system in place

Chairman Butler opened the discussion up to the Planning Board members first and
explained to the public present that after the board discussed and asked questions of the
applicant the next step would be to do the SEQRA review. After that the board would
open the public hearing so that all members of the community present could ask their
questions and make statements.

Board member Rivette asked if there had been any changes made since the last time Mr.
Rucinski was before the board. Mr. Rucinski said there were not. Board member
Beckwith asked if a traffic study had been done, because she has concerns with the
impact of traffic and pedestrians with the elementary school. Code Enforcement Officer
Mann said that he is good with what has been presented to date, and concerns he had
previously have already been addressed by the applicant. Highway Superintendent
Eggleston stated that he has no concerns at this time about the proposed road and stated



to the board that the cull-de —sac presented in this subdivision is larger than the one he
plows for Wells Estate.

Attorney Pozefsky said that the SEQRA review was for preliminary review and the
boards’ job is as follows; if the answers to the question are; small to moderate on all
questions then the board will declare a negative declaration; if there is any answer to a
question that the impact could be potentially large then the board will stop and see if
there is some way to mitigate or reduce the impact, so that there would only be a small to
moderate impact.
Attorney Pozefsky said he would read through the questions and if there were any board
members that felt there was a large to significant impact, to stop him and they would
discuss the question. Mr. Pozefsky read the examples given for the questions askaed:

B 2

Smallto Poizntial Canlmpact e
Modzarate Largs Mitigataed by
Impact Imgpact Project Change

Impact on Land

1. Will the Propcsed Action rasult in a physical change (o the project

site?
o] v (R
Examples that would.appiy to column 2 .
Any construction on stopes of 15% or graater, {15 foot m D D Yes D-‘*D
rise per 100 foot of langth), or where the general slopes
in the project arsa excaed 10%
s R,
Consiruciion on land where the d2pth to the water tacls {y D D Yes 2
is less than 3 fezl. \
Y25 g
Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or mor2 '@ D D f= D
vehicles.
i 2 Ma
Construclion on land whare bedrock is exposed or gB D D Yas D
generally within 3 fze! of existing ground surace. :
a2 NG
Construction that wiil continue for mora thaa 1 yearor g [:f D ¥zs D.l-
involve morz than ons phase or siz52.
£ N
Excavation far mining purpasas 1hat would ramov2 ﬂ D D Yes D
mara than 1.000 tons of natural materiai (e, rock o7
soil) per year.
1 2 3
Smallte Fotential Can tmpact B2
Mcderat2 Large Mlitigated by
Impact Imoact Protect Change
Construction or expansion of a santary landfill. @ D DYES DNO
Construction in a designated flosdway. @ D EYes DNO
Otherimpacts: gl ‘ D DYes DNG

2. Willthere be an effect lo any unique ar unusual land forms faund on
the sita? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, gedlogical formations, eic.)

J
i

Specific fand forms: ] D DYES [no



Impact on Water

3. Wil Proposed Action affect any wa'ar body designated as protectad?
{Under Articles 13, 24, 23 of the Environmental Conservation Law,
ECL)

% NO []ves
Examples that would apply to celumn 2
Oevelopable area of site containg a protecied waler body.

Dradging mare than 100 cubic yards of material fram channel of
a prolecled siream.

Extansion of ulility distribution facililies through a protectzd waizr
tody.

Consiruction in a designated freshwaler or lidat welland.

0O O OO0
OO0 OO0
N
.

+ Ofherimpacls: : il

Vill Proposed Action affact any non-protactad gshing oF new GoCy ©F
water?

@ MO [[Jres
-Examples (halwould gzply to ccill_amn 2‘ - pe o [:] D D s D e

£ 10% incraase or decraase in the sudase area of any bedy ¢
watar or more than a 10 acre increase or daciease,

N N
Construction of 3 bady of water taat excesds 10 azres of surfzcs D D D Y235 D‘”

arz2a

- Qtherimgzais: D D D‘r‘es DMQ

Chairman Butler asked in regards to question number one if they would be able to
maintain that 15% pertaining to lots 3 and 4. Mr. Rucinski said they would not be
touching lots three and four. There was no comment from the board members present
on question two or three. Chairman Butler asked if there was a need for concern on
guestion number four. Attorney Pozefsky read through the examples and there was no

further comment.



Will Propased Action affect surface or groundwaler quality or
Guanlity?
NO DYES
Examples that wauld aoply to column 2
. Propasad Action will require a discharge permit

Proposed Action requires use of a source ofwalter that does not
have approval lo sarve propased (project) action

- Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater
than 43 gallons per minute purnping capacity
Conslruction or cperation causing any contaminatien of a watar

supply system.
Proposed Aclion will advarsely affect groundwater

Liquid effluent will be conveyad off the site to facilities which
prasenily do not exist or have inadequata capacity.

Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,0C0 gallens
percay.
Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into

an exisling body of water ta the exiant that there will be an
obvious visual contrast to natural conditions.

Proposad Action will require the storage of pelroleumn or
chemical products greater than 1,100 ga'lons.

Proposed Acticn wilt allow residential uses in araas wi
water andlor sewar sarvices,

Proposed Aclion locates commaercial and/or industrial uses
which may require new or expansion of existing wasle treatm
and/or storage facilities

ent

Other impacts:

4
Small to

Modzraiz

Impact

B 28R 44 9a-9A8-85

2
Fotential
Larg=
impact

O 000 00000000

3
Canlmpact Be
Mitigated by
Project Changa

D Yes D MNa
D Yes D No

[res [ wo
L__| Yeas D No

D Yes D o
E]Yes E’ No

[Jves [ no
[Tves [no

Will Propcsed Action alter drainage flow or patieras, of surface waler

NO DYES

Examples thatwould apply to columa 2
. Propossad Action would change flood water fiows

runoff?

.+ Proposad Action may cause substantial erasien.’

Proposed Action will allew developmentin 3 designatec
floodway.

- Otharimpacts:

Propased Aclion is incompatible with existing drainage patierns.

4
Smail to
tloderate
Impact

N RS R

2
Pctential
Large
lmpact

O OoOoo

Can Impact Be
litigated by
Project Changa

[ves Cvo
[ves [ s
[ves [wo
DYES DNO

DYes ’:I N2




IMPACT ON AIR

7. Wil Propeszd Action affect air quality?
m NO []ves
Examples that would apply o column 2 .
Proposad Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any
given hour.

Praposad Action will result in the incineration of mare than { ton
of refuse per hour.

Emissian rate of total contaminants will exceed 5103, per hour
or a heal source producing more than 19 million BTU's per
haur

Proposad Acticn will allow aa increase in the amount of tand
commiited lo industrial use

. Propesad Action will allow an increase in the density of
industrial development within existing industria! areas.

Other impacls:

] RS |8 R

OO o o O™

C

[ves [no
D Yes DNO
DYES DND

DYes DNc
DYes .D\’:
D‘(es D:‘Js

Board member Beckwith asked if any of these proposed homes were going to have any
of the outside wood boilers. Mr. Rucinski said he did not have any plans for them.
Chairman Butler said the homeowners’ would have to apply for a building permit if they

wanted one.

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS

&, VAl Pronosad Action affect any (hreatened or endangared spacies?
@\NO D YZS

Examples thal would agely to column 2
Faduclion of ons of mar2 spaciss listed on the Mayi York or
Fadara! list, using lhe sig, over or near
tha site, or found on the sita.

4

[

D‘{es j:l—\i:

Ramoval of any portion of a critical or significant wildiif2 hahital.

« Apolication of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year,
other than for agricuitural purposes.

«  Qtherimpacts:

1 Z E]
Smali to Potential Canlmpaclt Ee
hicderale Large klitigatad by
Impact Imipact Project Change

¥
i

4

[]
[]

[

D Yes DNO
D Yes DNO

D Yes DND

9. Wil Propesad Action substantially affect non-threatened ar non-

endangerad species?
%NO D YES

Examples thatweuld gpply to column 2
+ Proposad Action viould subsiantiatly interfare wilh any residant
ar migratory fish, shellfish or wildiife species.

«  Proposad Action requires the removal of more than 10 aczres of
mature forest (over 100 years of age) or ather [ocally important
vegelation,

Qtlherimpas!s;

-H -\

O O

DYES DNQ
DYes I:}No

D Yes I—_—]No




Chairman Butler said he thought the board had already received a statement from DEC

that there were none located on this parcel of land.

IMFACT ON AGRICULTURAL LANU RESUUKUES

10. Will Prgposed Aclion affect agricultural land resources?
NO D YES :

Examples that would apoly to column 2
Thne Propased Aclion would sever, crass or limit access lo
agricultyra: land {includes crapland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard,
orchard, eic.}

Construction astivity would excavata or compac! the soil prohiz of
agricultural land

+ The Praposad Action would irraversibly convert more than 10
acres of ageicuttiural land or, if locatad in an Agricullural District,
more than 2.5 acras of agricultural landg.

i

¢
K

D D Yes D N3

D D\‘es D Mo
(] [Jves [Jns
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IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESCURCES

will Progosed Action affect assthetic resources? (If necessary, use
the Visual EAF Addendum in Section §17.20, Appandix B)

\Q‘NO D YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
+ Proposed land uses, or groject components obviously differant
fram grin sharp contrast ta current surrounding land use
patterns, whetner man-made or natural.

Proposed land uses, or proiect components visible to users of
aasinzlic resources which will efiminate or significantly reduce
their enjoyment of the assthatic qualities of thal resource.

+  Prgjactcomponents thal will resull in the elimination or
significant screening of scenic views known to be important to

the area.

- Otherimgpacts:

I
X
b
%

D Yes E] Ne
D Ysas D M2
Dves D No

D Yes D Mo

o O O O

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Wil Proposad Action impact any sits or structure of historic,

prehisteric or paleontological impertanca?
QNO D YES

Examples thal would apply to column 2

+ Przzosed Action occurring wholly or partiatly within or
sutstantially conliguous to any facilily or site listad on the Siate
or taticnal Regisiar of historic pls<as

«  Anyimgactlo an archasological site or fossil bed localed within
the project site,

«  Proposed Action will sccur in an arza designated as sansitive
f3- archas yite

icgical sites cnthe MYS Stz invantary.

&)

v
¢
9

[] D g D Mo

DYes DNO
D\(gs DNO

1
Smallto
Moderata
impact

X

3

2
Faotantial Canlimpact 82
Large Mitigated by
Impact Project Chang?

D DYas DNG

e "

Other impacts:




IPACT ON OPEN SPACE AMND RELHEA HUN
13, Will proposed Action afiect the quantliy_qr quatity of existing or future
gpen siaces or recreational opporiumties?

NO D YES
Yes Mo
Examples that would apply ta colum? 2 P ——-— D D D
Tha permanant foreclosure of a future D B . DNO
A major reduction of an open space imporiant ta the community.

@ D I:]Yes DNO
Otherimpacts: I‘L_’_/_—-'

IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS
14, Will Progosed Action impact the gxceptional or unique

characleristics of a critical envirgnmental aréa (CEA) established
pursuantto subdivision BNYCRR 817.1 4(g}?

m.\xo DYES

. ; p
istics that the designaticn of
List the environmental characlerislics that caused g

the CEA, /_f————-‘—\
et

£xamples thaiwould apply 10 cqlu@n 2 . T
! Proposad Action lo fecate \within the CEA7 D N DMO

s e
DYes D.\io

DYES [:]‘*'0
QOther impacts: M

It 1 ity of the
Proposed Action will rasultin a reduchicnin the quantity of the
rasouice?

Proposed Aclion will rasult in a radugtien in the quatity of lhe

resource?

£ RS

-t iaument fine
Proposed Action will impact the use, function o gnjoyment of {

resoutce?

O 0O 0O 0t

®

Attorney Pozefsky asked Mr. Rucinski if he knew if this was considered a critical

environmental review area. Mr. Rucinski said it was not. Mr. Pozefsky asked if the

Engineers had reviewed this or not. Mr. Rucinski said he believed that they did.
IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION

135, Will there be an effec,t to existing transportaticn systems?
[ Jno E YES.

Examples that would apply to column 2

Alteraiion cf present patiemns of movement of people and/or D D D Yes D No
goods.
Proposed Action will resultin mzjor traffic problems. D D D Yes D Mo

Otherimpacts: D D DYES DNO

Chairman Butler felt that there might possibly be a significant impact in regards to this
guestion. Board member Beckwith agreed and stated she feels that there is going to be
a significant impact because of the increased traffic of the school and on Eggleston
Street. Board member Reed said that there is no other access to Dayton Drive and that
is a very quiet street. Chairman Butler said from what he has learned he does not
believe there is going to be enough traffic generated from this subdivision to create a
significant impact. Mr. Butler said since it is a 17 lot single family development it doesn’t
really meet the criteria necessary for traffic impact study. Mr. Rucinski said the number
which would be used in a traffic study would be 11; it would be 11 one way trips per day



,per house, which is less than 200 vehicle trips per day spread out over 16 hours, so that
works out to about ten extra vehicles per hour on average. Board member Beckwith
said this is her only concern because there is no other exit. Board member Beckwith felt
it was going to be in the best interest of the residents on those two roads to at least ask
the engineers to look at it and see if there was a need for a traffic study. Board member
Beckwith said there is a fair amount of traffic currently on this road especially when
school is in session and she felt that children could be endangered with any increase in
traffic as the sidewalks do not go all the way down Eggleston Street to Dayton Drive.
Code Enforcement Officer Mann said he agrees with Board member Beckwith. Attorney
Pozefsky said that he will mark the answer yes on this question and the board can move
on with the other questions, at the end they will return part three to discuss any ideas
on how to possibly mitigate this situation. Attorney Pozefsky explained that this will not
necessarily hold up the project, it would just be before final approval the engineers
could look at it and address, so that when it comes back before the board the engineers
may be able to find a way to mitigate the situation.

IMPACT ON ENERGY

15. Will Proposed Action affect the community’s sources of fusl or
energy supply?

&io [Jres

Examnples that would apply to column 2
Proposed Action will cause a grzater than 5% increase in the D DYES DND
use of any form of energy in the municipality.
Propased Action will require the craation or extension of an @ D DYes D No
energy transmission or supply system to serve more than 50

single or two family residences or lo serve a major commercial
orindustrial use.

Otherimpacts: [ﬁ D DY@_

NUISET AND UUURINIFAL

17, Will there be chjeclionable odors, naise, or vibrelion as a rasull of
the Proposed Action?

mo [Jves

Examples that would appiy te coiuma 2
- Blasting within 1,5C0 fg2! of a-hospila!, schoci or cthar sansitive
facilivy.

Odors will cecur routinzly {mera than ene hour per day).

Proposad Astion will praduce

ogerating noisa exceeding tha
local ambisal noisa favals for nz

is2 ou'side of structures.

Pronosed Aclion will rermsve natural bamiers inat would actas a
NQISE sCrezn.

ST s SN
O 0O oo O
Cl
L]

D Yzg D Mo

Gtherimpacts:




18

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

Will Progposed Acticn affsct public health and safety?

ND DYES
Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or ralgass of
hazardous substances {i.e. ail, pesticides, chemicals, radiaiion,

eic)in the evant of accident or upset conditions, or there may b2
a chronic low {eval discharge or emissicn.

Propesed Action may resultin the burial of "hazardous wastas”
in any form (i.e. toxic, paisanous, highly reactive, radioactive,
irritating, infectious, elc.}

Storage facilities for ane million or more gallons of liquefied
natural gas or ather flammable fiquids.

Proposad Action may result in the excavation or other
disturbance within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of
solid or hazardous wasts.

Otherimgaacts:

ol

L SEESER SIS

b O O 0

D‘(es DNG

DY&S EINO

DYES DNO
DYes E]No

D‘(es DNO

{APACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTEKR
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD

19, Will Progosad Acticr affect the charzclar of the exisiing cemmunity?

NO DYES

Exdmples tha! would apply to column 2

The permanant population of the city, (own or village in which the
project is located is likely lo grow by morea than 5%,

The munigipal budgs! far capitat expanditures or aperaling
sesvices willincrease by more than 5% per y=2ar as aresult of
this projest.

raposed Action will conllict with officially adopi=d plans of

he

goals.

Devsiopment will create 2 famand for additiona! community

s3ruices {2.¢ schocls, pokice and fire, elc)

HES N -R

O OO O O @

Proposed Actian will sat an impoartant pracedent for futurs
proiecis.

Pragased Actian will creatz or eliminate employment.

Qtherim3aacts:

1
Smail to

Mcdarai2

Impact

X

i
74

2
Patentiai
Largs
Impact

]

L
]

Can 'mpact Be
Mitigatad by
Project Change

D Yes D No

[:lYes DNO
DYes DNO

20 s thers, acis there likely to be. public cantroversy refated to poleniial

adveryd envirgnmeanl impacts?
NO DYES

10



Part3- EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS

Responsibility of Lead Agency

Part 3 mus! be prepaced if one ar more impact{s) is considerad to be polentially large, even if the impaci{s) may
ba mitigaled. .

Instructions (If you nead more 3pace, attach acdditional sheals)
Discuss the failowing for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2:
1. Briefiy describe the impact

2. Describa (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced tg a smali to modavate impact by
project change(s).

3. Gased on lhe informaticn availabiz, dacide If it is reasonable to conclude that this impasiisimportant
To answer the question of impertance, considar:

¢ The prababilily of the impazt occurring

« The duration of the impact

» lts irreversibility, including parmanently lost resources of vaiue
e Whather the impact can or will be controlled

¢ Tha regional consaquence of the impact

« Its potantial divergence from local needs and goals

s WWhather krown objeclions to the project relate to this impact.

Discussion on impact of question #15:

Board member Beckwith said the traffic is her biggest concern, she explained that there
has been a fair amount of building on Barbara MacDonald drive and until Phase two
and three of that development is finished essentially there is only one ingress and
egress which presently exits onto Eggleston Street. Chairman Butler asked Code
Enforcement Officer Mann if he had any input on this question. Mr. Mann said only that
he does travel that street and traffic hardly moves, you have to drive very slowly
because of the amount of kids walking the edge of the road and traffic. Mr. Mann
explained there is another road exiting from Barbara MacDonald but it is just dirt until
the remaining phases of that development are completed. Chairman Butler asked Mr.
Mann if he knew how many homes were currently in that development and how many
were to be built in phase two and three of that subdivision. Code Enforcement Officer
Mann and Board member Reed said there was also a road that was supposed to come
back out on Dorset Drive. Chairman Butler said he felt the most significant impact was
going to be at the time of day when school starts or gets out. Attorney Pozefsky said at
this point the board can issue a positive or negative declaration, with positive meaning,
that there is a potentially significant impact, which can be reviewed by the engineers
before the final is done. Mr. Rucinski asked for clarification and wanted to know if this
was going back to the towns engineer for a traffic study. Chairman Butler said that it

11



was going back to Clough Harbour for them to look at the potential of any possible
issues and if there would be a need to conduct a traffic study.

*Motion determining a positive declaration in lieu of a professional opinion on the
preliminary SEQRA review.

Motion- Beckwith

Seconded- Rivette

Polled as follows:

Butler-Yes, Beckwith-Yes, Giordano-Yes, Reed-Yes, Rivette-Yes

Chairman Butler opened the public hearing and asked Secretary Sullivan to read it into
record. Chairman Butler asked Secretary Sullivan if she would also read into record the
letters of opinion received on this proposed subdivision.

12



Town of Corinth Planning Department
600 Palmer Avenue

Corinth, NY 12822

Dear Town of Corinth Planning Board:

This letter is in response to the certified letter we received from Rucinski Hall Architecture
regarding the “Major 17 - lot subdivision” planned for tax map #73.-2-13.1. This subdivision
will ie directly behind our residence on Dayton Drive in Corinth. We are notifying you by
written Jetter that we vehemently oppose this subdivision.

We purchased our house on Dayton Drive at the end of June 2009. The main reason for
purchasing our home was location. I grew up on Eggleston Street and graduated from Corinth
School. We loved the idea of a dead end road with few homes. Coming from a busy 40 mph road
and neighborhood to Dayton Drive was a welcome relief. Every single friend or family member
that visits us always questions, “Is it always this quiet here?” Our answer is always, “Yes!”

The only entrance/exit to this subdivision will lie 44 feet from our garage and side yard. Dayton
drive is already a narrow road and now there could be upwards of 34 more additional cars (based
on each family owning 2 cars) adding to the traffic flow. By having onc entrance to this
subdivision you are tremendously increasing the traffic on this current low traffic street. Are
there plans to widen Dayton Drive? Will the town of Corinth provide a walking lane, as on the
upper half of Eggleston Street, for the safety of the new school children walking to and from the
Corinth Elementary school? Has there been any kind of traffic study done on the sharp, narrow
curve connecting Eggleston Street with Dayton Drive? Will there be? This is a dangerous curve
during non-winter months. When meeting a car on this curve one has to be quite careful. During
the winter months this curve becomes even more dangerous and really can only fit one car at a
time due to the mounds of snow piling up on the sides, This past winter [ had an experience of
meeting a town plow truck on this curve. Thad to back up to allow the plow around the curve
because the curve wouldn't fit both my sedan and the snow plow. Finally, will these new homes
have wells or be placed on the Village water line?

13
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homes. How about 5-10 homes on larger lots? | would be more accepting of 5-10 homes rather
than 17. At the same time we need development in our town, it seemns in our town and
surrounding towns there is a push to develop every single bit of undeveloped land. [ hate
watching this happen and then see newly built homes sit empty for long periods of time. During

this troubled economic time our town, state, and country is in do we really need 17 more homes
built?

The quality of life for the residents on Dayton Drive will be severely impacted and affected by
an additional 17 homes. Yes, we can put a fence around our eatire property to keep our childrén
and pets safe from increased traffic, but the quiet, peaceful neighborhood we have come to love
and in which people are envious of will disappear, If we wanted to live in a large subdivision
type neighborhood we would have purchased a home in a subdivision in another surrounding
town. Instead we purchased on Dayton Drive because we liked the idea of a neighborhood, but
not a subdivision like area.

We ask that you take some serious time to consider this subdivision and the impact it will have
on our neighborhood. We ask that you consider the questions stated above and provide us with
some reply.

Siﬁccrely,
I,
Jum Almm

Raymowd and Jeanifer Sheerer

Chairman Butler asked Highway superintendent Eggleston if he knew of any plans for
Eggleston Street and Dayton Drive. Highway Superintendent Eggleston said everyone in
this neighborhood wants walkways and wider roads until it comes to them giving up
four feet of their land to do so. Mr. Eggleston said that if it could be done he would do

it.
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June 11, 201U
Town Planning Board

I own properiy in the immediate vicinity off
Dayton .I;}:f:éff Corqintia, NY.

[ am against hr~ proposed project (Major
17-lot sur)dlvzs*on} tax map#73-2-13.1

Due the deleterious effects it will have on-
the area. The only access road 1s Ecrgleston :
Street, whiah s very narrow, has no
sidewalks, and is over burdened now with
traffic from homeowners on Eggleston 3t
Dorset Dr, Barbara McDonald Dr. and
Dayton Dr. Also, the noise and confusion
and traffic that is caused by the Elementary
School. This influx of 17 new homes would
seriousty burden the homecwiers already
here. Seventeen new homes could guite
nossibly bring in one hunar ed new pe(}ple
and more cars and traffic.

The builder does not cut trees thoughtfully
and has 'basica}.iy destroyed z very lovely
forest setuang.

- We have drven s of homes for sale o
throughout Corinth, do we really ne ed more
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homes :%':'w* sale? The 4 new cnes down ere
didn't seil that f}umkly and e owners are
already having trouble with poor
construction problerms

In closing, [ am very mucn ag

propesed subdivision
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Pamala Dedoseph
11Dayton Drive
Corinth, NY

Chairman Butler explained to the public present the rules for speaking at a public
hearing and the stated that if people get out of hand at this public hearing he will close
it down.

The public hearing was opened to the community members present and the following
spoke either for or in opposition to this proposed development:

Mr. Larson-

Mr. Larson said that he owns the property right next to where the right of Way with the
School is and wants to know how this is going to affect his agreement with the School.
Mr. Peter Reilly said he is the Attorney for Pace Builders. Mr. Reilly said that Mr.
Larson’s original agreement with the school was signed September 22, 1998. Mr. Reilly
said there are some questions pertaining to the original deed that Mr. Larson exchanged
with the school, and at the time he believes, that Mr. Larson abandoned his rights to at
that time, the existing right of way, and the school district has granted him another right
of way. Mr. Reilly said he believes that portion of it was abandoned by Mr. Larson and
given to the school district. Mr. Reilly said he was currently dealing with the school
district to ensure that everyone is on the same page. Attorney Reilly said as Mr. Larson
has clarified, he does not own the property; even if the right of way exists at the original
location, it is only a right of way an easement for ingress and egress. Attorney Reilly
explained that this proposed project is not contemplating any improvements on this
right of way. Mr. Reilly said the worst case scenario is that it remains the way it is; there
is no intention of this developer to block it.
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Mr. Larson said the other complaint pertaining to this subdivision was the traffic on the
street. Mr. Larson said you are not going to understand the impact of the traffic unless
you live there. Mr. Larson said that when school is in session the traffic intensifies. Mr.
Larson explained that the residents of Barbara McDonald Drive come from Dorset onto
Eggleston because currently it is the easiest way for them to exit. Mr. Larson said the
walkway ends at his driveway. Mr. Larson said that he was probably one of the few that
did not give Mr. Eggleston a hard time about the walkway. Chairman Butler asked if all
the kids in that area walked to school. Mr. Larson said yes and they also walk to all three
schools.

Brian McKiernan-

Mr. McKiernan said he lives on Dayton Drive where there are half a dozen houses.
Currently and maybe twice a year you’ll meet another car going around that corner,
which is a 90 degree corner. Mr. McKiernan said he feels this project with an additional
31 cars using this road is going to increase traffic, and there are going to be accidents on
this corner, not to mention the children that play in the street on Dayton Drive because
currently it’s a dead end street with no walkways. Mr. McKiernan said it will be ruining a
guality of life and feels there is no need for this subdivision.

Tim Montena-

Mr. Montena said his house will be going on the market if this development is approved.
Mr. Montena said he would not have an issue selling part of his property to put in a side
walk in for the children to get to school safely, but he will not give away part of his land
so that someone can putin 17 houses. Mr. Montena said as for Dayton Drive he does
not care if it is summer or winter but two vehicles cannot go around that turn at the
same time. Mr. Montena said he feels that this is just greed. Mr. Montena also stated
that there was a lot of property for sale in Albany and NYC and felt that the builders
should go there as the last time the builders were there they were very inconsiderate of
the residents that were there then.

Celia Lockhart-

Mrs. Lockhart said she lives on Eggleston Street and is also a member of the Corinth
School Board. Mrs. Lockhart said she felt there should be a study done about the traffic
because at 7:30am and 2:30 pm, when school is starting and getting out the traffic is
already very congested. Mrs. Lockhart also wanted to know how much of a buffer with
the trees are going to be left. Mr. Rucinski said it varies but generally there will be a 30ft
buffer of trees.
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Jo Burl-

Ms. Burl said she lives on Dayton Drive and she is concerned about the existing
character of the community, which the board has already stated there is not an impact
on. Ms. Burl said it is very quiet here, and was a reason that they chose this street to live
on, had they known there could’ve been a 17 lot development built here they might
have looked at the property differently.

John Hales-

Mr. Hales said he is the Business Manager for Corinth Central School district. Mr. Hale
said that the school’s main concern is about the safety of the children. Mr. Hales said he
has two comments that he feels should be looked at with the possibility of a traffic
study.
a) The possibility of having stop signs placed where the school exits onto Eggleston.
b) If the builder of the development could create some sort of walkway though the
development for the kids to get to school without being on the roadway.
Mr. Larson said that was a good idea but would the school be willing to maintain a path
for these students during the winter months?

Anita Sheerer-

Ms. Sheerer said that she has lived there for 35 years and spoke about the construction
of the last four homes that were built on Dayton Drive. Ms. Sheerer said the noise, the
dirt were awful. Ms. Sheerer said they are also concerned over the traffic and the safety
of the children that live there.

Highway Superintendent Eggleston said it would be very hard to change that corner in
any way. Mr. Eggleston said that he would need an awful lot of property to widen that
corner and people don’t want to give their property up. Board member Beckwith asked
if putting in a stop sign at the corner would help. Mr. Eggleston said no that would just
stop the traffic it would not help with the width of the road. Board member Reed asked
what if they lowered the speed limit. Mr. Eggleston said the speed limit is currently at
30mph except by the school where it is 20mph. Mr. Eggleston said that as far as the
walkway he would be willing to extend it to the end of the road however it is still easier
to talk about it than to get people to give up their land for one. Chairman Butler asked
how far down the street is the side walk currently. Mr. Eggleston said it goes from Main
Street to the corner of Mr. Larson’s property.

Chairman Butler asked Code Enforcement Officer Mann if he had any input here. Code
Enforcement Officer Mann this actually doesn’t have anything to do with his position.
However when he does drive down that street he drives very slow because he has
concerns about children running out into the street even when school is not in session,
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but he does feel that when school is in session that it is a very congested area. Chairman
Butler asked where exactly the Village Town Line is on the street. Mr. Eggleston said it
starts right where the brown apartments are on Eggleston Street.

Chairman Butler asked Attorney Pozefsky for clarification on where the board should go
from here and what their options were. Attorney Pozefsky said there would be another
public hearing for the final review and if the traffic does development into a major issue
the board could have a hearing for that in terms of the SEQRA review, if it were to get
that far.

*Motion to close the preliminary public hearing.

Motion- Beckwith

Seconded- Giordano

Polled as follows:

Butler-Yes, Beckwith-Yes, Giordano-Yes, Reed-Yes, Rivette-Yes

Chairman Butler said at this point the board should probably discuss this a little more.
Board member Beckwith said she feels that there should definitely be a traffic study
done. Chairman Butler agreed and said that it is not just for the traffic but should also
include the pedestrian traffic. Chairman Butler said that he would like to talk about the
buffer area again because he would like to request specifically that there be a minimum
of a 50ft buffer left along the row of houses on Eggleston Street. Board member
Beckwith asked if the house were going to be built immediately or as they sell. Chairman
Butler explained that the first stage would be to remove the vegetation, then the fill and
then the roadway. Chairman Butler asked Mr. Rucinski if there was a preferred area that
he would like to start in. Mr. Rucinski said that would be market driven. Board member
Rivette asked if there was any way to make the corner bigger. Highway Superintendent
Eggleston said there was no way that he knew of because on one side of the road there
is a ravine and the creek, and DEC would not be in favor of that and the other side of the
road is private property. Mr. Eggleston did not feel the owner of that property would be
interested. Chairman Butler asked Mr. Rucinski if there were any concerns mentioned
tonight that he would like to respond to. Mr. Rucinski said he did not feel that they
could do anything about traffic problems down by the school; the only thing he can say
is that 17 houses is not a lot of traffic by the standards that the traffic engineers use.

Attorney Pozefsky said at this point the board has a couple of choices to make;
1) If the board wanted to wait for the engineer’s opinion about the traffic it could
wait until next month and then decide on a preliminary approval or disapproval.
2) Or the board could move forward with that tonight subject to what the
engineers say.
The board was in agreement to wait on the preliminary approval until they get
something back from the engineers pertaining to a traffic study.
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Chairman Butler said he wanted to make sure that everyone in the room was aware of
the history of this proposed project. Chairman Butler explained that the applicant
originally came before the board a couple years of ago with approximately 32 proposed
homes, the applicant has worked with the board and we are now looking at a decent
subdivision. Mr. Rucinski has worked with the board to get this subdivision the way it is
currently. Chairman Butler explained to the public that they are welcome at every
meeting even if it is not a public hearing where they can speak. Chairman Butler
explained that the board meets every third Thursday of the month. Chairman Butler said
this was something he was going to address later in tonight’s meeting but he asked the
board member if anyone would have a problem moving the meeting this month to the
29" of July as Secretary Sullivan will be on vacation. There were no objections from the
board members present to changing the meeting date to the 29t of July@7:00pm.

Other Business:
Secretary Sullivan said she wanted to let the board know that she has requested a copy
of the certification of training attended.

Old Business:

*MOTION TO ADJOURN MEETING @ 8:54PM.
Motion- Beckwith
Seconded-Giordano

Respectfully Submitted

Cheri Sullivan
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