Town of Kinderhook

Planning Board Meeting Minutes

August 20, 2009

The monthly meeting of the Town of Kinderhook Planning Board was called to order by Chairman Gerard Minot-Scheuermann, on August 20, 2009, at 7:11pm, at the Kinderhook Town Hall, 4 Church Street, Niverville, NY.  The roll was called by the Secretary. 

ROLL CALL:    Present
                                 Robert Cramer, Acting Chairman            Tim Ooms, Ag. Member                                            

                                 Mary Keegan-Cavagnaro                          Cheryl Gilbert 

                                 Marc Gerstman, Attorney                         Don Kirsch, CEO

                                 Edward Harsen, Alternate                        William Butcher  

                                 Excused                                                                                         

                                 Gerard Minot-Scheuermann, Chairman    James Egnasher

                                 Pat Prendergast, Engineer                         Jake Samascott, Alternate

                                 Michael Kipp, Liaison

Derick LaTorre, Alternate, emailed the Secretary; he will be sending in his resignation.

APPROVE MINUTES:  July 9 and 16, 2009 – The Acting Chairman asked for changes, additions or deletions to the minutes; there were none.   He entertained a motion to approve the minutes as submitted; Tim made the motion and Cheryl seconded.  By a show of hands and an aye vote, the minutes were unanimously approved. 

CORRESPONDENCE:
1.    Minutes, dated 12/4/08, from ZBA.  (on file) 

2. Minutes, dated 6/4/09, from ZBA.  (on file)

3. Minutes, dated 2009, from ZBA, re:  Meetings Cancelled – 1/8/09, 2/5/09, 3/5/09, 4/2/09, 5/7/09; 7/2/09.  (on file)

4. Letter (copy) to NYSDOT, Joe Visconti, dated 7/27/09, from Crawford & Associates, re:  SDA Church.
A.   Memo (copy) to Michael Nowicki, dated 7/30/09, from Department of the Army, 

       re:  Permit Application……Anthony Buono.  (previously distributed to PB on 

       8/13/09)

B. Letter w/packet of information to Barbara A. Beaucage, dated 8/5/09, from Peter

       VanAlstyne, re:  Kyle Mitchison Subdivision.  (previously distributed to PB on 

       8/13/09)

5. Letter to Kinderhook Planning Board, Gerard Minot-Scheuermann, dated 8/6/09, from Crawford & Associates, re:  Seventh Day Adventist of Kinderhook.
C. Letter (copy) to Chad Linberg, dated 8/6/09, from Edward VanNostrand, re:  

      Seventh-Day.

6. Letter (copy) to William Better, dated 8/10/09, from Barbara A. Beaucage, re:  Masterson.
7. Letter (copy) to Paul Freeman, dated 8/10/09, from Barbara A. Beaucage, re:  DHN Realty.
8. Document, not dated, from Niverville Fire Department.

      9.    Letter (copy) To Whom It May Concern, dated 8/18/09, from Seventh-Day 

             Adventist Church, re:  Notice of Submission.

    10.    Email to PB members, dated 8/20/09, from Pat Prendergast, re:  Seventh-Day.  

No correspondence was discussed at this time.

PUBLIC HEARING:      (none)

OLD BUSINESS:
1. Reclamation of RJ Valenti mine – US Rte 9 – Pat was excused from tonight’s meeting.

2. John and Bonnie Kroha – (for Susan Losee) – 44.-l-3.100 – CR 28A – 

        Conservation Subdivision – (Peter VanAlstyne) – No one was present.

3. Marcia Anderson – Revised property line adjustment – CR 21 – We are holding

on this until Peter VanAlstyne can explain it to us.  He is not here tonight.

     4.     Mark Cebula and Margaret Zollo – 13.-1-31.200 – 10 Hidden Acres Rd., AR 

        Zone – Proposed three-lot subdivision – (SEQRA not received as of 8/20/09) – 

        (Peter VanAlstyne) – The applicants were present.  They presented a plan at the 

        last workshop meeting, Mark said.  Pat gave them feedback and said that in order

        to move forward, they had to pave the access road to the parcel that was 

        subdivided.  They were hoping to have a discussion with the Planning Board 

        about that, to see if there are any other items to avoid that paving.  They would be

        willing to attend another meeting or the next workshop to discuss it.  Marc asked

        if they had spoken with Pat or with their own engineer; Pat.  He has not given us 

        any recommendations yet.  Robert noted that the members were planning to visit

        the site, but due to conflicts, they have not been able to.  We are obligated to do

        that, and will, once we get enough people to do it, Robert said.  We will keep this

        on the agenda for the September workshop and Pat will be able to give us his

        recommendations at that time.  Marc said that we are trying to locate prior sub-

        division approvals on adjoining properties; we are checking the Town records.  

        Mr. Cebula said that the original goes back to the 1970s and he does not have any

        records on that; he could provide his deed to us for review.  Marc said it may 

        have occurred before zoning.  Anything that the applicant can provide us with

        will be helpful and we will continue our search.

5.     Greater NY Corp. of Seventh Day Adventists – 23.-1-9.121 – 10.10 acres – 

        Proposed Site Plan – R2 Zone – New maps were received – Mark Bailey made

        the presentation.  New EAF forms were distributed to the members.  Robert

        reminded the members that they were to review the plats and the packet of

        information received last week.  Dan Proper filled Mark in on the issues from

        last week’s workshop.  He went through them and how they are addressing them.

        Some of the new items included locating the A/C units, some building gutters;

        storm water management.  They were to contact, Wayne Huyck, the Fire Chief.

        They discussed creating a T at the end of the parking lot.  Mark asked for a copy

        of the comments submitted regarding the fire company; the Secretary gave him a

        copy.  They will continue working with Wayne.  The members reviewed the

        revisions.  Edward asked about the number of parking spots required.  Pat also

        had a concern about the parking; Robert noted the Code requirements in 81-13.

        They are actually over on the parking; that is fine.  The congregation right now is

        only about 70 people; they are planning for growth.  Screening for the condenser;

        Robert asked about that.  Mark showed where it will be located.  Marc asked if

        they anticipate any sound issues from the unit; no.  Edward said it is quite a ways

        from the street; Mark said that the tree line will probably do a better job than a

        fence.  Cheryl asked how far they are from the neighbor to the north; it is over 

        50’ to the property line, Mark replied.  A tree line straddles that line.  Robert 

        mentioned their identifying neighboring properties; they will include that when

        they re-submit their information.  Cheryl asked if the driveway to the south was

        theirs; it is an existing gravel access to an unimproved lot.  Mrs. Bremer, who

        owns that lot, was present.  She said that she has owned that property for 24

        years; she felt that their planned curb is going across her driveway.  Dan Proper

        replied that there actually is no curb; it is just an extension of the asphalt.  There

        is no blockage of her driveway.  Cheryl asked how far the dumpster is from the

        property line; Mark said the scale shows about 30’.  Will it be covered on the

        south, Cheryl asked?  He will describe that in more detail later.  Landscape; they

        would like to keep an agricultural feel as much as possible, Mark noted; in 

        keeping with neighboring properties.  He used a colored rendering to explain  

        the scheme.  There will be meadow grass, mowed area with turf grasses, trees,

        and a variety of shrubs and perennials.  The southern border will be buffered 

        from neighboring properties.  They are proposing split rail fences with the

        perennials.  Cheryl said these are summer plantings for the most part.  Marc 

        asked if she wanted a mix; Yes, it would be nice to have something in the winter

        as well, she replied.  Mark suggested more evergreen shrubs.  Don asked what 

        the dumpster enclosure will be made of; Mark will work on that.  The new

        elevation drawings introduce some colors to the building.  Edward asked if that

        was a light next to the building; at the south elevation.  Yes; Cheryl said we will

        need more dimensions.  Don asked if Mark could put these on disk; yes he can. 

        That will be very helpful for the Public Hearing, Robert added.  The light fixtures 

        will all be down cast and will not cast light on any of the neighbors; Crawford 

        has already done a photometric analysis.  Robert said that once they narrow the

        analysis down, they could submit a cut sheet also; they will do that.  Dumpster

         enclosure; it is 16’ wide and 10’ deep with an 8’ gate.  They are still working

         with the client on this.  They visited the Kinderhook Bank enclosure.  Don

         asked what their heating fuel will be; propane.  The rear line of the dumpster

         enclosure, Edward asked how far that is from the split rail fence; 5’ and they will 

         be able to maintain them, Mark replied.  Mark submitted two sample signs for

         the members to review; they are not leaning either way on the signs.  Don talked

         about what the Code allows for square footage of signs.  The members reviewed

         the signs.  Mrs. Bremer asked why they couldn’t move the sign to the north

         of the parking lot; Mark said it will play better into the split-rail fence and 

         plantings.  Robert told her that her comments will be welcomed at the Public

         Hearing and this discussion is for the Board’s benefit.  Also, at the end of each

         meeting there is a Public Comment period.  Regarding construction standards,

         Marc read from 81-21; obviously this meets the standards.  Robert noted that

         from his own review, this has been very well done.  It is nice to have applicants

         come in when things are done this way; he feels bad when they have to pick on

         little things.  They are doing a good job.  We are still waiting to hear back from

         DOT; that was submitted three weeks ago, Robert noted.  According to the letter

              from the Columbia County Health Department, this has to go to DEC now.  

              Mark explained; since this is over 1000 gallons per day DEC has to review it.

              Columbia County did the over site review.  They have finalized the site this

              week, Mark said.  The County felt the site could handle this.  It will be subject

              to review of the SPDES permit, Marc said.  No one foresees any problems with

              that.  Dennis Wedlick explained.  Robert asked Don if there was a separation

              required between underground propane tanks and  electric; not that he knows of.

              There must be protectors around the head of the propane tank that is above the

              ground.   Robert said it is right along the driveway; whatever the NYS Building

              Code requires, they must do.  Make sure what the separation is; on C11, the 

              electric service trench, Robert asked if that was the correct distance on the depth.

              It seems shallow, Robert said; they might want to correct that because it is only

              six inches below and five above.  It is worth making it clean, Robert added.  On

              C11, last week, Robert had mentioned the slab for the dumpster and the fence

              around it, could they put them both on the same drawing; they will do that.  

              Also on C11, Edward asked them to include details for the tank tie downs.  Don

              said they should be “specked” even though they are State Coded.  Edward asked

              if there will be underground irrigation; none has been anticipated, Mark replied.

              Don asked about the “look out”.  Nothing will be constructed there.  Mary asked

              If that “high point” should be put on the site plan if it is part of the parcel.  The

              whole parcel is on the site plan, Mark explained.  There will be a mowed path to

              the “high point”.  The “look out” should have some sort of recognition if it is the

              highest point in the Town.  Robert asked for other questions from the members;

              Robert said he will do a little research.  He will look in the Comprehensive Plan;

              it may be called out there.  It may be a key point in the Town.  If there is some-

              thing of significance, then maybe they could just label it.  Marc asked about the

              storm water and drainage plan; that has been submitted to Pat, Dan replied.  

              Robert looked at the EAF; we have determined it is an unlisted action.  Part I has

              been revised, Marc said.  He asked that they identify which areas were revised

              because the Planning Board took the original one home; Part I was filled out by

              the applicant.   Dan noted the front page has the name of the applicant on it, the

              name of the lead agency; on page 5, B.g., 136 weekend trips, B.3., Yes, 

              B.3.b.and c., Yes, #13, Yes, the septic system, #25, SPDES and lastly, Dan said

              he signed it.  The Board began its review on Page 11, Part 2, #1; Marc said that

              with an unlisted action, only a short form is required.  There is more information

              here than we ordinarily get.  The members answered Yes to the first question.  

              Marc told the members to look over the examples and decide the impact.  They

              should raise specific questions as they go through the form, he said.  Edward 

              asked what the duration of the construction will be; one year from issuance of

              the building permit, Mark replied.  #2; Cheryl said that is an interesting question.

              Mary clarified that if they were to do something on that “point” then they have 

              to come back.  If they wanted to construct a gazebo, Robert replied, they would 

              have to come back.  Marc said they could add a note to the site plan.  Mark said

              they will just change that to “high point” so there will be no question.  Edward

              said the Town may want to call attention to that in the future.  #3; No.  #4; No.

              #5; Robert said we have not identified any body of water on the site.  Edward

              asked the distance to ground water in the area; it was spotted at about 9’, Mark

              replied.  Don asked if Pat witnessed the deep test; he did not.  If he did, he will

              fill out a form for us.  He is supposed to look at the soil, Don added.  Robert

              said that the Columbia County Health Department notified Crawford about

              their test pit observations; they seemed to be okay.  The first example, Marc

              said, “the proposed action will require a discharge permit” is Yes; small to 

              moderate impact.  The septic system has been approved by DEC subject to DOH

              approval.  Everything else on that list does not apply, Marc said.  #6; Yes.  It 

              will most likely affect surface water runoff, Marc said, because the site will be

              developed.  Under the criteria, none have applicability.  The examples don’t

              apply; this can be best characterized as a fairly minor impact, he said.  #7; No.

              #8; No.  #9; No. #10; Yes.  They will be converting less than two acres with a

              small to moderate impact; their Ag. Data Statement has been received.  #11; No.

              Edward said a note will be added to the plan if significant; “high point”.  The 

              view is important, Marc said.  #12; No.  #13; No.  #14; No.  #15; Yes.  The 

              impact on traffic will be small to moderate.  #16; No.  #17; No.  #18; No.  #19;

              No.  #20; No.  Consideration to determine significance cannot be made until we

              review the Ag. Data Statement information; the members reviewed it at this 

              time.  Marc advised the members to make their determination based on the

              information just reviewed; positive or negative impact.  Tim made a motion for

              a negative declaration; William seconded the motion and unanimously by a 

              show of hands and an aye vote, the members voted in agreement.  Marc noted

              that under 239M, a copy of the Ag. Data Statement and the determination of

              significance will be sent to the Columbia County Planning Department.  Robert

              noted that to complete this based on what we have to date, we need the SPDES,

              the Health Department on the septic, and the DOT approval; he entertained a 

              motion to determine the completeness of this application.  The above items are

              needed in order to make this complete.  Mary asked if they have to do sidewalks.

              Robert said that this is kind of divorced from most foot traffic and because of the

              nature of what is being developed and constructed, nothing is really driving that

             at this point.  We have been talking about keeping the rural character and that

             would seem counterproductive at this point.  Primarily that applies to sub-

             divisions and commercial, Marc noted.  Cheryl asked if they could provide more

             dimensions to the property lines; yes.  Most things should have dimensions; the

             dumpster and fencing, things like that.  Robert asked if there were physical 

             dimensions on the property; they are on the deed, Mark replied.  We would like

             those on the drawings; on three legs, Robert said.  Cheryl wants driveway

             dimensions and setbacks.  Mary feels that going south on that road and making a

             left onto that property will be dangerous; DOT will make their determinations,

             Robert said.  William made a motion declaring the application substantially

             complete; Tim seconded the motion and unanimously by a show of hands and an

             aye vote, the members agreed.  Cheryl made a motion to set this for a Public

             Hearing on September 17th @ 7:10 pm; Edward seconded the motion and by a

             show of hands and an aye vote, the members unanimously agreed.

     6.     Kyle Mitchison – Round Lake Rd. – Subdivision – Marc reported that the plans

             are now ready to be signed by the Chairman since Mr. Better has successfully

             revised the deed. 

NEW BUSINESS:   (none) 
ZBA OPINION:     (none)        

OTHER:
1. Liaison to Village Planning Boards – Cheryl reported that there is a training
session at Columbia-Greene on September 29th, 6pm-10pm; NYS Department of State is the presenter.    
2. 9/9H Corridor and Comprehensive Plan Review Committees – Robert did

not have a meeting in August.  They are waiting to hear from DOT.  There will

be a side-bar meeting next week sometime. 

     3.     Liaison to Town Board – Mary reported last week. 
4. PB Liaison – Michael Kipp was excused tonight.  Since there is nothing else for

us to do regarding the Town Board resolution on the Recreational Trails Project,

Robert asked for a motion to agree that the Town of Kinderhook Town Board is

lead agency on the Trails Project, Phase I; Tim made that motion and Mary

seconded it.  Unanimously by a show of hands and an aye vote, the members

agreed.  Robert noted that the Planning Board is an involved agency.  They will

be coming for site plan approval, Marc added.

     5.     Revised Code Suggestion Committee – Marc said that the Planning Board 

             quorum is scheduled for a Public Hearing.  The Town passed a moratorium on

             outdoor wood-burning furnaces.

6. Holk Subdivision – Marc had nothing new to report since last week.  

7. Public Comments – none

At 8:36 pm, William made a motion to adjourn; Tim seconded the motion and unanimously the members agreed.

Respectfully submitted,

Barbara A. Beaucage

Secretary                                
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