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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 2

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: The meeting is noA

started.

The emergency eEits are in the Bac@

of the hall.

The first thing Ae're going to do is

Ae're going to loo@ at our draft from last

month's meeting, Ae're going to vote on that,

and then Ae have a little presentation that

I'm going to have Ric@ read to you. I have a

little proBlem spea@ing, I've got a cold.

Let's do the minutes. EveryBody

approvesF

MR. PIRRO: Yes.

MS. MAYER: Yes.

MR. BENNETT: Yes.

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: It's accepted.

MR. GOLDEN: I'm going to read the

notice of this meeting. It's not a puBlic

meeting But in order to get the Aord out to as

many people as possiBle Ae reGuired that the

puBlication of the notice of this meeting Be

puBlished in the paper. It Aas. It read as

folloAs: HPlease ta@e notice that the Planning

Board of the ToAn of Kingston Aill hold its neEt
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 3

scheduled meeting at 7:00 p.m. on Wednesday,

January 22, 2020 in the auditorium of the M.

Clifford Miller Middle School, located at 65

Fording Place Road, La@e Katrine, NeA Yor@ 12449.

The application of 850 Route 28, LLC and its

environmental assessment form addendum Aill Be

discussed. This is not a puBlic hearing and no

puBlic comments Aill Be alloAed. A puBlic

hearing on this application Aill Be held in the

future and Aill Be duly noticed. By order of the

Planning Board of the ToAn of Kingston. Dennis

Weiss, ToAn Cler@.H

So the first thing Ae're going to do

for the 850 Route 28, LLC proIect, the Planning

Board Aould li@e the applicant to ma@e a

presentation to the Board summariJing Ahat has

changed in the prior EAF to the present EAF,

including reports, et cetera, to simply summariJe

those changes for the Planning Board.

CPause.D

MR. GOLDEN: Or Ae can Iust go home.

MR. MEDENBACH: I'm sorry, I'm Iust

graBBing something.

MR. GOLDEN: The applicant has set up a
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 4

Board on the stage here. Again, primarily this

is not a puBlic hearing, it's to advise the

Planning Board. Planning Board MemBers may get

up and go closer to that. We've turned it

someAhat so that the people in the audience might

see it But it's a little Bit smaller scale. If

people Aant to move up a little Bit they can, or

if they Aant to scootch over so they can see it,

certainly feel free to do so.

MR. MEDENBACH: I'll spea@ into the mic

and not trip over the Aire and read my notes at

the same time.

Last year Ae had made an application to

the Planning Board. We had gone through a

process, Ae had a puBlic hearing and Ae had a lot

of puBlic comments, and Ae had had a

determination --

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Can you get someBody

to hold the mic near youF

AUDIENCE: Could you introduce

yourself, pleaseF

MR. MEDENBACH: MayBe I'll Iust sit

doAn and tal@ into it. Is this BetterF

AUDIENCE: Yes.
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 5

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Introduce yourself.

MR. MEDENBACH: My name is Barry

MedenBach. I'm a professional engineer. I have

an office in Stone Ridge, NeA Yor@. We've Been

there since 1986. We do a lot of Aor@ in

predominantly Ulster County, site plan, surveying

Aor@. We've Been Aor@ing on this proIect for a

little over tAo years.

As I started saying earlier, this is a

folloA up of an application that Ae made over a

year ago. We Aent through a process last year.

We had puBlic hearings, then there Aas an

environmental decision on this proIect, But that

has since Been rescinded Because of the puBlic

comments and other information that's come

forAard. In DecemBer of last year Ae made an

updated application and site plan, and I'm Iust

going to discuss Basically Ahat is included in

that updated application.

The proIect still consists of tAo

manufacturing Buildings, 120,000 sGuare feet

each. One is going to Be used for precast

manufacturing of Basically Beams and products for

highAay Bridges. The other Building Aill Be used
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 6

for steel faBricating for also highAay Bridges.

That has not changed. The general site location

has not changed. The map is Behind me here. We

can tal@ aBout it.

What Ae did do is Ae did decide to move

the Batch plant that ma@es the concrete, that

miEes the concrete from outside to inside the

Building, as Aell as move the storage Bins for

the material from the -- north is Basically up

-- from the northAest corner to the southeast

corner of Building numBer 1, that Aay that

processing area Ahere materials are Being Brought

in and out of the Building are opposite from the

State par@. I thin@ one of the Biggest concerns

that came forAard from the puBlic hearings Aas

our potential impact to the State par@.

If I can Iust point to the map. I'll

get up for a second. All over here --

AUDIENCE: We can't hear you.

MR. MEDENBACH: This area over in

here --

AUDIENCE: We can't hear you.

MR. MEDENBACH: I'll get Bac@ to the

microphone. The area surrounding the property I
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 7

Iust pointed to is noA all State par@. We Iust

found out last Aee@ that the OSI property, at the

end of DecemBer, Aas conveyed to the State and is

noA part of the State par@ system. So Ae are noA

completely surrounded By State par@. We did

consider all of that in our environmental impact

studies.

So the changes to the plant, as I said,

Aas Ae moved the processing plant inside the

Building, Ae moved the Bins to the Bac@ and Ae've

added sound Barriers. We eEpanded our sound

study to include the State lands, put receptor

receivers at the property line to identify the

amBient noise as Aell as the proIected noise.

We did proIections for the hi@ing

trails. As a result of that Ae came up Aith some

sound mitigation, Ahich I'm going to move another

plan and then I'll come Bac@ to the mic.

AUDIENCE: Pull the taBle closer.

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Can you have one of

your associates help you so they can do that

Ahile you're tal@ingF

MR. MEDENBACH: So Ahat Ae did here as

a result of the sound study, Ahich Ae had a
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 8

company from up in the AlBany area, H2H Aho are

eEperts in this area, conducted the study and

Ae've included it in the suBmission. It Aas

eEpanded to include receptors that Aere located

on the State Boundary line Aith us, Ahich is more

toAards the north and the northAest side of our

site. As a result Ae put up some sound Barriers.

There Aill Be some temporary ones during

construction and some permanent ones. The

temporary ones during construction are

essentially Being put there to Bloc@ the sound

from processing the roc@. As the Board @noAs, Ae

have a suBstantial amount of roc@ Ae have to move

on site. Some of it Aill Be cut and used as

fill, some Aill Be hauled off site, some of it

Aill Be processed and saved for the manufacturing

process in the concrete. So Ae have sound

Barriers along here, along here, here, there, and

then around the area Ahere the roc@ Aould Be

processed. These sound Barriers Aill Basically

Be 15 feet high and Aill consist of roc@ that Ae

have on the site. There's a lot of loose roc@ on

the site. There Aill Be a lot more loose roc@ on

the site. These sound Barriers Aill Be Built to
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 9

help proIect the sound to @eep it in the site and

not so much impact the State lands or the hi@ing

trails.

Other changes Ae had -- mayBe I'll go

Bac@ to the other plan -- Aas Aor@ing Aith our

traffic consultants and the Department of

Transportation, Ae have agreed to put a left-turn

lane on 28 Ahere our main entrance is. The main

entrance Aould Be in here coming into the site.

We're going to Be putting in a left-turn lane for

vehicles that are heading east on 28. As a

result of that Ae have to Aiden -- push the

shoulder out further. We're adIacent to the

State Aetlands here, and there's going to Be a

little Bit of disturBance to the edge of the

State Aetlands. That's a neA added potential

impact.

Then Ae've also added some more details

and Aor@ed on some of the drainage system.

Basically it's the same drainage system. We're

treating all the runoff from the site. Currently

the site is predominantly Bare roc@ Ahere Ae're

Building. That runs off into the stream that runs

south from the site to the series of ponds
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850 ROUTE 28, LLC 10

uncontrolled, and there is some turBidity that

comes off of that during heavy rains. After

construction Ae Aill have settling ponds that

Aill collect all that runoff and reduce the

sediment that leaves the site. So it Aill Be a

positive result in the floA of Aater from the

site from stormAater.

We have a no impact letter from the

State Par@s, Recreation K Historic Preservation

office that got rescinded. We don't @noA Ahy.

They Aeren't really sure. As a result Ae hired

an archeologist Aho did a study on the site,

Arote a report and sent it to them, and then they

reissued their no impact. So Ae have another no

impact letter on any archeological or historic

features.

We also had our Biologist do additional

investigation and studies of the land that Ae're

disturBing and come up Aith another assessment of

species and haBitat, and then all of that Aas put

together in an eEpanded environmental assessment

form Ahere Ae made some changes to the

environmental assessment form. We have multiple

appendices to that form. I can list them off
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here a little Bit. It's Guite an eEtensive

report. I see Ae do have one copy here. So Ae

have a traffic report in the appendices as Aell

as a report on the haBitat, a natural resource

survey, threatened and endangered species, a

haBitat assessment, a revised Aetlands

delineation.

We had mapped the Aetland along our

Aestern Boundary line along the entrance road.

We had Basically no disturBance at all to the

Aetlands. Within the 100-foot adIacent area

Ae're going to re-curB the entrance, so as a

result of that Ae need a DEC permit. NoA that

Ae're putting the left lane in, the eEpansion of

the shoulder heading Aest from the site, Ae have

additional disturBance that Aill happen to the

edge of the State Aetland. We had the State come

out and re-map -- re-delineate the Aetlands

further up 28. That map has Been sent to the DEC

and resuBmitted as approved.

Then Ae had another updated threatened

and endangered species report and a haBitat

assessment.

We have a report on the roc@ removal.
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We have letters from DEC eEplaining that if the

sole purpose is for construction, Ae're eEempt

from a land mining permit. We still intend to

oBtain that Aaiver Basically for mining.

We have a Aater and seAer report.

We did a visual analysis Basically

shoAing that you're not going to see these

Buildings. Certainly not from 28. There's

higher land. There's higher land also to the

east. There is some eEposure to the Pic@erel

Pond area But Ae're going to put some vegetative

Buffer in there.

I'll turn this over. I thin@ it's on

the other side.

So this area right here facing Pic@erel

Pond, although Ae do have a little strip of

eEisting vegetation, Ae're going to add

suBstantially more trees along here to help the

visual impact. Because this area is so flat,

it's going to Be hard to find. You Aon't see the

Buildings from the par@land. The vieA Aill Be

predominantly oBstructed By vegetation. We

provided some cross sections shoAing that.

As I mentioned earlier, Ae have the
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noise study. There Aas an initial study, a

revised study and some additional comments.

There are the archeological reports.

Then Ae responded to many comments that

came up at the puBlic hearing Ahich are listed in

the attachment.

That more or less summariJes Ahat Ae

have.

We also had a letter from the ToAn of

Hurley. I'm not sure Ahat office this is from,

if it's the Environmental Committee, But they

Aere concerned of us discharging AasteAater into

the stream Ahich floAs from Pic@erel Pond.

Pic@erel Pond floAs into Ahat Ae're calling pond

A there, pond A floAs into B, C, D, E and F, and

then it goes under 28 and ultimately into the

Esopus Cree@. It runs through the ToAn of

Hurley. They Aere concerned that Ae Aere going

to Be discharging Aaste from our process. In

fact, Ae're not discharging any Aater at all from

the concrete process. It Aill all Be contained

Aithin the Building. It's all Being recycled.

The Aater is Being reused. The sludge from it is

actually Being reused. The entire site runoff
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Ae're controlling through a series of ditches,

channels, grass-lined sAales that Arap all around

the facilities. They discharge into tAo large

settling ponds Before discharging into that

AaterAay. So Ae're going to actually reduce the

impact to the stream. Right noA there's

uncontrolled Bare roc@ Ahich is used as sediment

that floAs into that stream. You can see after

heavy storms the turBidity in those ponds. Our

site improvements Aill help control that.

We have not prepared a response letter to this

yet But Ae Aill do that and suBmit that.

I don't @noA if there are any Guestions

from the Board.

MR. GOLDEN: We're going to have that

in a little Bit.

MR. MEDENBACH: What Aould you li@e to

seeF

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Pass the mic Bac@.

MR. GOLDEN: In order for the Planning

Board to get the Benefit of not only that

presentation But also the comments from the

Planning Board Engineer and my comments, Ae're

going to present those noA, and then Ae're going
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to give the applicant an opportunity to provide

any preliminary response to the comments that Ae

Aill Be ma@ing, and then after that Ae Aill open

it up to the Planning Board to as@ any Guestions

of the applicant or ma@e any comments at that

time.

The first one Aill Be Ryan, Planning

Board Engineer, to go over his comment revieA

memo.

MR. LOUCKS: My name is Ryan Louc@s,

I'm from CraAford K Associates Engineering.

We're the consultant for the ToAn of Kingston

Planning Board.

After revieAing the suBmission made By

the applicant's engineer Ae put together a memo

summariJing our thoughts and comments. Some of

these Barry has already addressed in his

presentation this evening But I'll hit on the @ey

points --

AUDIENCE: Can you move the mic closer

to your mouth.

MR. LOUCKS: I'll go through some of

the @ey comments that Ae felt Aere important for

this application. As I Iust said, Barry touched
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on a feA of them already But Ae'll continue

through them.

The Beginning of our memo @ind of

summariJed some of the permit applications that

are reGuired, the permits that are needed. The

Department of Transportation is one, DEC is

another, Department of Health for Aater and

seAer.

We had a numBer of logistical note

comments regarding the site plan application. We

noted from a previous letter that Aas received

from the engineer, the applicant's engineer, that

there is an easement By the DEC for a footpath

along the access road to the entrance of the

facility. It hasn't Been laBeled on the most

current plan.

We also note that a truc@ scale has

Been added to the plan that hadn't Been on there

previously, so Ae Iust recommend the applicant

provide some information as to Ahat that is and

Ahat it actually entails.

They use infiltration practices for

their stormAater management Ahich is an approved

method By the DEC. We Iust had some comments
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regarding the contamination Ahen phase 2 is Being

constructed and Iust ma@ing sure they still

operate and function properly throughout the

process.

Another comment that Ae found Aas the

neA application includes a sound Berm. We Iust

recommended some information Be provided as to

the constructionaBility of those sound Berms, the

15-foot tall Berms.

One-on-one slopes can Be difficult to

create and manage in the field. We Iust

recommended some information Be provided as to

the constructiBility of those.

Additionally, the sound Berms that are

proposed seem to interfere Aith a feA of the dry

sAales. That could Be an issue for the long-term

operation and maintenance of the dry sAales, so

Ae as@ed the applicant to revieA that and see if

there are any revisions that need to Be made for

the location of the Berms or the dry sAales in

general.

It's also noted that the truc@ scale is

not Aithin the current limits of disturBance of

the erosion and sediment control plan. Again,
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clarity on Ahat actually is involved Aith the

truc@ scale Aould clarify if it is a disturBance

or if it needs to Be included Aithin that area as

Aell.

It's also noted in this application

that there are proposed solar panels to Be

installed on the roof of the Building. We Iust

comment that that should comply Aith the current

section of the toAn code regarding solar panels

on rooftops.

The neA revised noise study Aas

revieAed. It appeared they provided proposed

post-development volumes for Onteora La@e and the

recreational trail, hoAever it Aas not clear as

to if pre-development volumes Aere recorded, and

if so, Ahat those actually Aere.

A generic Blasting plan has Been

provided outlining a numBer of steps and

procedures that Aill ta@e place. A site specific

Blasting plan should Be revieAed By the Planning

Board and the ToAn prior to commencement of

Blasting.

A numBer of logistical items Aithin

their stormAater pollution and prevention plan.
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There are a feA Blan@s in the notice of intent.

Long-term operation and maintenance Aas one. The

oAner and operator Aas another. Those are

logistical clerical documents that can Be

addressed.

Continuing on Aith the stormAater

management. Just more details on the roc@ is

reGuested, the spacing associated Aith them and

the volumes. That mostly summariJes the

stormAater.

The Aater. They provided Aell data

from an eEisting on-site Aell. We note the

current application is proposing tAo neA Aells to

Be drilled on site. We're Iust loo@ing for some

clarification on the testing that Aas done and

Being in conformance Aith the Department of

Health standards, Iust concurrence Aith that.

That summariJes our response memo.

MR. GOLDEN: Before I get into my

comments, Iust a couple of other things I Aant to

mention. First of all, for anyBody that Aants to

suBmit a Aritten comment or an e-mail, please

don't send it to the toAn cler@, please send it

to either the Planning Board or the ToAn Board.
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In the reference line, either in the e-mail or

the letter, if you could reference the proIect

name so that it's clear and that it can Be routed

to the proper place as efficiently as possiBle.

So please put in the reference line H850 Route 28

proIect.H Than@ you.

The other thing is I Aant to ma@e a

statement Aith respect to SEQRA Because there

have Been some comments that have Been suBmitted

Aith respect to SEQRA, the State Environmental

Quality RevieA Act. The process that the Board

is folloAing is an appropriate process under

SEQRA. Some people have called for, since the

negative declaration Aas rescinded, that it's noA

oBligatory of the Board to immediately issue a

positive declaration. That's Iust not the Aay

the laA is. They could do that if they Aanted to

But they could also do Ahat they have opted to

do, and that is to alloA the applicant to

continue to address significant adverse

environmental impacts that are potential and also

offer suggested mitigations. The Board is

alloAed to go through that process Aith the

applicant and potentially suggest additional
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mitigations and have those discussions Aith the

applicant. This is an entirely proper process

that's Been sanctioned By the highest court in

the State of NeA Yor@. It Aill Be at all times

an open process. These discussions Aith the

applicant are not going to Be private

negotiations BetAeen the Planning Board and the

applicant. This Aill all Be done in an open and

transparent fashion. At an appropriate time in

the future the Board Aill ma@e a determination of

significance. There Aill also Be a puBlic

hearing that Aill Be had Aith respect to this

proIect as Aell as the ToAn Board action Aith

respect to the Joning map change. Everyone Aill

have an opportunity at the puBlic hearing, Ahen

it's finally set for a puBlic hearing, to go

ahead and ma@e their comments at that time.

Let me tal@ noA aBout the comments that

I have Aith respect to the amended environmental

assessment form that Aas suBmitted and summariJed

By the applicant. It's a little Bit lengthy, so

I apologiJe for that, But I thin@ that it's

necessary. Some of these are eEtremely minor,

others have greater significance.
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The taE identification numBers are not

consistent and need to Be changed to match across

all documents. For eEample, instead of Iust --

some have 36.1, others have 36.100. Just so

there's no confusion, this ought to Be consistent

throughout the documents.

I'm going to reference page numBers.

They may Be a little Bit different in the

document Because sometimes Aith formatting and

electronic transmissions the pages change a

little Bit. If it's not on the specific page I'm

tal@ing aBout, it's li@ely to Be on the page

Before or the page after.

On page 6 it states that the property

is HJoned for commercial and industrial use.H

The MU-2 Lone is primarily a commercial Jone and

should Be referenced as such. The EAF should

also clarify that the EAF includes the study of

the pending ToAn Board Local LaA modifying the

Joning map to include the property in the MU-1

Loning District, and that the proIect has Been

analyJed as though it is contained Aithin the

MU-1 District even though that Jone change has

not yet occurred. OBviously the Board can not
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approve anything that is not consistent Aith the

Joning for the particular Jone that Ae're

referencing.

Page 6 states that the applicant

HIntends to oBtain all reGuired permits.H The

applicant should state that it Aill oBtain all

reGuired permits, not that it simply intends to

do so. This Aill Be a condition of any approval

of the proIect.

Also on page 6 it states, HThe Planning

Board rescinded the negative declaration on

August 19, 2019 due to a procedural error in a

prior reJoning of this property Ahich reGuires

further action By the ToAn Board as Aell as

comments and concerns suBmitted By the puBlic.H

This should Be revised to correct the date of the

Planning Board's action in this respect and to

mirror the Planning Board's resolution on this

topic. That is, the Planning Board rescinded the

negative declaration on August 29, 2019 Because

it determined that neA information presented By

the puBlic comments may have a significant

adverse environmental impact, and, together Aith

the neA involvement of the Kingston ToAn Board as
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a SEQRA involved agency, going to the ToAn

Board's introduction of a local laA proposing a

Joning map change to include the property in the

MU-1 Loning District.

Page 7 states that HFacility is

approved By the ToAn of Kingston for 'heavy

eGuipment storage Aith maintenance Building.'H

This statement should Be clarified to state that

this approved use Aas a determination of the ToAn

of Kingston Building Inspector, not something

that Aas approved By the ToAn of Kingston ToAn

Board.

Page 7 mentions that HNo evidence of

threatened or endangered species Aas found on the

site.H The location of the statement in the

document ma@es it seem as though the applicant

only intends this to refer to plant species.

This statement must Be clarified to indicate if

it is limited to plant species or the same also

applies to other endangered species.

On page 7 the calculation of 37.7 acres

appears to Be incorrect. The acreages provided

total 36.2 acres Ahen you add them up. This

should Be corrected or clarified.
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On page 7 the applicant needs to

clarify the status of the DEC validation of the

noted Aetland and Ahether the applicant has

permission for the access road to Be in the

100-foot Buffer, including increasing the

encroachment as reGuired By the DOT. The

applicant should also clarify the status of the

DOT revieA and improvements.

Page 9, that is in response to a

comment too. This paragraph needs to clarify hoA

it is also consistent Aith the paragraphs

preceding it that concern settling ponds. Also,

it Aould Be helpful if here or elseAhere in the

EAF there Aas a discussion of the neA Waters of

the United States rule recently implemented and

hoA this affects the EAF statements, if at all.

Page 11, the EAF should clarify if the

DEC has eEpressed an opinion concerning the

mitigation measures proposed for noise and

lighting impacts on the Bats, and, if so, stating

the DEC opinion. Also the referenced site

preparation activity must Be more fully

identified as to the specific activities

involved.
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On page 11, the referenced noise

mitigations must Be identified.

On page 12, the summary of the noise

study discusses hoA noise Aill Be greater during

construction. The EAF needs to clarify here the

timing of the construction periods and the eEtent

of any suBseGuent outdoor operational activities

that Aill generate noise after the construction

period or together Aith the construction period

if they're going on simultaneously.

Page 12, the EAF must further clarify

Ahy roc@ removal and Blasting Aill only occur

during the first tAo to three years of

preparation. For eEample, Guantity of roc@ to Be

removed and rate of removal, and the numBer of

phases and duration of this activity in each

year. Although some clarification is found on

pages 20 to 21, at a minimum a reference to this

discussion should Be included if there's no

further clarification needed.

Page 12 states that HMaIority of the

faBrication processes Aill Be conducted Aithin

the proposed Buildings.H The EAF must indicate

the noise level for those processes that Aill Be
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conducted outdoors and Ahether that Aas covered

or studied in the noise study.

Page 13, response to comment on visual

notes. The importance of an eEisting 50-foot

vegetative Buffer to Be supplemented Aith an

additional 50 feet of evergreens. The EAF should

note Ahether the applicant is Ailling to include,

as part of this mitigation, a conservation

easement, deed restriction or other protection to

ensure the continued viaBility of this visual

mitigation effort.

Page 14, there's a dedicated easement

across the access road into the site to the DEC

for the puBlic. The EAF states that HIf

reGuested By the NeA Yor@ State DEC, the

applicant Aill cooperate to determine an adeGuate

location for this pedestrian right-of-Aay fully.H

It Aould Be Best if the applicant defines this

easement noA in coordination Aith the DEC, if

possiBle, so that the location of the pedestrian

trail can Be defined for the Planning Board to

determine the efficacy of the overall site plan.

Page 16, the ToAn Engineer should Aeigh

in as to Ahether -- the Planning Board Engineer
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should Aeigh in as to Ahether it is acceptaBle

for the treated stormAater to run to the settling

ponds that the DEC has claimed Iurisdiction over

under the SWPPP.

Page 18, the applicant has tested the

eEisting on-site Aell and are proposing tAo neA

Aells Aith no testing performed for those. The

Planning Board engineer should Aeigh in on

Ahether additional Aater testing or monitoring of

the neighBoring Aells is necessary or advisaBle.

Page 20, the pace and location of Ahere

the eEcess roc@ is Being eEported to should Be

identified to Better understand the impact, if

any, of the associated truc@ traffic.

Pages 20 and 22, the applicant has

stated all eEcavation is for the sole purpose of

constructing the tAo manufacturing Buildings and

is therefore an eEempt activity as defined in

Article 23, Title 27, Section 23-2705 of the DEC

Mined Land Reclamation LaA. My laA firm Aill

revieA the limits of this eEemption and further

advise the Board. The applicant should also

provide a final determination from DEC on this

issue, if any eEist. The DEC's noted response
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that HThe construction proIect as proposed may

not Be suBIect to the Mined Land Reclamation LaAH

is not determinative or adeGuate in this regard.

On page 22, the identification of the

referenced appendiE must Be provided.

On page 22, the reference to Chapter

245 of the ToAn Code as to the mining chapter.

This proIect does not include mining. If the

intent of the reference is that the applicant

Aill use similar monitoring as if it Aere suBIect

to Chapter 245, it should further discuss -- it

should Be further discussed in the EAF as to the

particular monitoring involved.

On page 23, the applicant uses the

phrase HProIect sponsorH for the first time. All

references should Be consistent throughout the

document.

On page 25, the EAF must identify the

spill protections that Aill Be in place at the

designated fueling area in case of spills.

On page 25, the applicant states that

since the maEimum through pit -- throughput,

rather, of the crusher is BeloA 150 tons an hour

and thus no air permit is necessary from the DEC



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

850 ROUTE 28, LLC 30

under 6 NYCRR 201-2.2. My laA firm Aill go ahead

and confirm the statement for the Planning Board.

It has already Been stated By the

applicant that they're going to Be responding in

detail either in the EAF or directly to the

chairperson of the Hurley Conservation Advisory

Council regarding their DecemBer 9, 2019 letter.

NoA that's as to the Body and narrative

of the EAF. I have some additional comments Aith

respect to the appendices.

Traffic study. For the NeA Yor@ State

DOT's analysis only, the applicant studied a

third Building on the property Ahich is not

proposed or considered elseAhere as part of this

proIect. It should Be clear that this Aas

conceptual and reGuired By the DOT, if it Aas, so

it's very clear as to Ahat is included in this

proIect and Ahat is not so there's no confusion

on that, especially for the Planning Board. If

you're not proposing that Building and the DOT

as@ed you for a study, that's fine. The Planning

Board needs to @noA Ahether or not you're

actually as@ing them to approve the third

Building or not. Whatever the final



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

850 ROUTE 28, LLC 31

determination is oBviously Aill Be included in

any resolution of approval or disapproval that

the Board has at some future date.

The haBitat study. The analysis

studied only 37.7 acres Ahich is the area limited

to the disturBance area. The applicant didn't

study the entire area. You should have

discussion of Ahether or not -- as to Ahy it's

not necessary to study outside of the disturBance

area in case there Aere things that Aere going to

Be impacted that Aere outside of the disturBance

area.

The analysis noted some Shag Bar@

Hic@ory trees on the site and potential haBitat

for Indiana Bats and Northern Long Eared Bats.

The applicant should provide an updated

assessment Ahich includes all information from

all of the reports so that readers do not have to

read every report provided. It Aould Be very

helpful for not only the puBlic But certainly the

Planning Board if you could @ind of, in a revised

narrative, summariJe some of these appendices

details. OBviously it's not going to go into all

of them Because that's included in the appendices



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

850 ROUTE 28, LLC 32

themselves, But it Aould Be helpful for a Brief

summary as to some of the findings.

It is li@ely Ae Aill suggest, Based

upon other proIects, that the Planning Board

include Aithin any condition of approval that

might Be had that there only Be alloAed 0.1 foot

candles of light at the property line, et cetera.

According to the DEC's letter, the Bald

Eagle study needs to Be re-evaluated annually.

Additionally it states that the proIect

HmayH reGuire air and mining permits. Again as

stated earlier, this needs to Be estaBlished

definitively Aith respect to Ahether or not

something is or is not. Just something that may

or may not is not going to Be sufficient.

Noise study. The applicant only

measured the amBient noise from 8 a.m. to 2:30

p.m. as Ae read the document. We Believe, unless

there's an adeGuate reason for this not to occur

that you can eEplain in response to this, that

this should have Been 24 hours since the proIect

is open and operating 24 hours a day. If you

Aant to ma@e some eEtrapolation or some other

comment to suBstantiate the reason for the
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restrictive reading times, then the Planning

Board Aill consider that.

Also the applicant only collected the

noise at one-minute intervals. Our Planning

Board Engineer should Aeigh in on Ahether that's

an appropriate interval period in order to

adeGuately represent the noise that Aill Be

produced.

The comments on logging stations 13, 14

and 15 on page 6 of the study should state Ahat

the closest receptor is and hoA far aAay it is,

otherAise it's very difficult to understand the

impact of that.

The document states that the adverse

impacts are eEpected -- that adverse impacts are

eEpected at receptor 1. I thin@ you need to have

some discussion as to Ahat is the impact of the

fact that there Aill Be impacts at receptor

numBer 1.

On page 10, section 5.0, it uses the

Aord HonH Ahich doesn't seem to Be correct. It

could Be no impacts or it could Be one impact.

That seems to Be a typo. It needs to Be

corrected Because that may have some significance
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Aith respect to none or one.

It Aould also Be helpful to have some

data to Bac@up the conclusory statement there are

no impacts, on page 10 still, especially since

the prior section on page 9 stated that there

Aould Be an adverse impact.

With respect to the SWPPP, the Planning

Board Aill Be including in any condition of

approval that there Be a maintenance agreement

entered into Aith respect to the stormAater

facilities.

Blasting. The Planning Board Aill

li@ely reGuire a typical @ind of restriction as a

condition of any approval that might Be had that

there's no eEcavation, Blasting or processing of

roc@ materials on Sundays or holidays, unless you

can argue to the Board that that needs to Be

done, the impacts of that, and then the Planning

Board Aill ta@e that into consideration and ma@e

its final determination.

That is all I have. At this point in

time if the applicant Aishes to respond in a

preliminary Aay to either Ryan's comments or my

comments, I Aould Aelcome that, the Planning
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Board Aould Aelcome that. Do you have any

initial reactionF

MR. MEDENBACH: We can comment on

these. I'll come up.

First I Iust Aant to say I thin@ all

the comments on the tAo letters Aere very

reasonaBle.

The third list, Rich, do you have that

in AritingF We too@ notes But are you suBmitting

that to the BoardF

MR. GOLDEN: I can.

MR. MEDENBACH: That Aould Be great so

Ae don't miss anything.

MR. GOLDEN: It Aill also Be in the

transcript.

MR. MEDENBACH: EEcuse meF

MR. GOLDEN: It Aill also Be in the

transcript.

MR. MEDENBACH: That's correct. Right.

A lot of these comments are very

straightforAard. A lot of typos, li@e you said.

Some are minor, some are a little more

significant.

I Aant to comment on some of the things
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Ae may @noA already, such as the DEC response to

the easement area. I have a Aritten e-mail

from --

MR. GOLDEN: Tal@ closer into the mic.

MR. MEDENBACH: I have a Aritten e-mail

from the DEC that they have no intentions at this

time as to ma@e that trail connection in the

easement area. They Iust identified them in the

s@etch. If they Aere in the future, this is the

general area they Aould Aant it, and I Aould put

a note on our site plan map referencing that.

I'll provide that to you.

A lot of these other things, I thin@

it's Iust really updated --

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Why don't you Iust

sit doAn.

MR. MEDENBACH: I Aill sit doAn. It'll

ma@e this operate a little Better.

So many of the comments on Both letters

are really Iust clarification I Believe. I don't

thin@ there's anything of real great significance

here. Some of these things are in progress

already and that Ae're Aor@ing on.

The Department of Transportation, the
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DEC Aith the Aetland thing. It's Been a process

of eEactly Ahat DOT Aants to see on the Aidening,

the siJe of the shoulder. We're going to put a

retaining Aall there to reduce the impact to the

Aetland. In many cases the retaining Aall Aill

prevent any disturBance at all. We've Been going

Bac@ and forth Aith the DOT through our

consultant, and hopefully Ae'll have that

resolved for our suBmission, Ahich Ae hope to Be

responding to this Aithin the neEt couple of

Aee@s so that Ae can Be Bac@ here neEt month.

MR. GOLDEN: We'll tal@ a little Bit

aBout the neEt time this is going to Be on. In

the interim can you ansAer the GuestionF If you

can't noA, that's fine. Are you proposing three

Buildings versus tAoF

MR. MEDENBACH: No, no. That Aas

something -- DOT insisted that Ae do a traffic

analysis Based on a complete Build out of all the

vacant lands that this driveAay could potentially

serve. We pushed Bac@ on that and said Ae have

no intentions at all to Build Beyond this. They

said you have to include another Building. They

Basically negotiated and said Iust include
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another Building and the other vacant lands

you're not Building on so Ae can do a traffic

proIection that Aould go Aell into the future.

That Aas the only reason --

MR. GOLDEN: That's not part of your

applicationF

MR. MEDENBACH: It's not part of the

application. I thin@ the tAo Buildings is enough

of an underta@ing and Aill ma@e the applicant

Busy and happy for Guite some time.

MR. GOLDEN: Anything elseF

MR. MEDENBACH: No.

MR. GOLDEN: At this time it's proBaBly

appropriate to see if any of the Planning Board

MemBers have any comments or Guestions

themselves. The Planning Board, as do most

planning Board memBers, rely a lot upon their

consultants to pic@ apart things, But they also

oBviously may have their oAn comments,

individualiJed comments and Guestions. At this

point Ae'll Iust see Ahether you have any

comments or Guestions, and then the applicant can

try to ansAer them either noA or in a future

suBmittal that Aill occur. Does anyBody have
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anyF

MR. BENNETT: I do have some Guestions.

MR. GOLDEN: Just for the record,

Because Ae should introduce ourselves so the

record is clear, my name is Richard Golden. I am

the special Counsel to the Kingston Planning

Board Aith respect to this proIect.

MR. BENNETT: Than@ you. My name is

Keith Bennett. I proBaBly don't need a mic.

I've got to Aa@e some of you up.

O@ay. So I have a feA Guestions. I'm

neA to the proIect. I have read everything that

Aas given to me.

After listening, you're saying almost

everything in the plant is going to Be processed

inside the Building. Is that correct.

MR. MEDENBACH: Yes.

MR. BENNETT: What is notF

MR. MEDENBACH: The storage of

materials.

MR. BENNETT: Where are they to Be

storedF

MR. MEDENBACH: All around the

perimeter of the Building. If you loo@ at the
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site plan, you'll see each of the Buildings Aill

have a paved driveAay, I thin@ it's 50 feet Aide

around the Building, and then Beyond that there's

another 50 feet for storage of trailers.

MR. BENNETT: What is to Be storedF

MR. MEDENBACH: Basically their

products. Say the concrete, they pour a concrete

Beam, it needs to cure for thirty days or

something. They put it on a trailer Bed and they

par@ it outside.

MR. BENNETT: Is any of this haJardousF

MR. MEDENBACH: No. None of the

materials. They do the same thing Aith the steel

Beams. Some of the products coming in Aill Be

stored outside and then Brought into the

Buildings, faBricated, Brought outside, mayBe

either Aaiting for either curing or sometimes

Iust Aaiting for the time at Ahich they have to

deliver it.

MR. BENNETT: I read that concrete is

going to Be Brought in.

MR. MEDENBACH: Yes.

MR. BENNETT: It's not going to Be

miEed thereF
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MR. MEDENBACH: It Aill Be miEed on

site in a Batch plant that's inside the Building.

It Aill Be a modern, very high efficient Batch

plant.

MR. BENNETT: No air Guality impact at

all outside of the BuildingF

MR. MEDENBACH: No. No. It's all

inside.

MR. BENNETT: You mentioned receptors,

receivers and sound Barriers 15 feet high. What

studies do you have statistically that that's

going to reduce soundF

MR. MEDENBACH: Well I'll have to as@

our sound consultant.

MR. BENNETT: I Aould li@e that. I

Aould li@e to really @noA Ahat that means.

MR. MEDENBACH: Sure.

MR. BENNETT: I mean you can put a Aall

up and you can still hear over it.

MR. MEDENBACH: The Aalls Ae're going

to put up during construction Aill Be stone, the

crushed stone on site. So they'll Be 15 feet

high and 30 feet Aide or more.

MR. BENNETT: I Aould li@e to @noA more
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aBout Ahat the sound is going to Be. You're

still going to Be aBle to hear it.

MR. MEDENBACH: It's actually in the

report, But I'll get you more --

MR. BENNETT: I'd li@e a copy of that.

MR. MEDENBACH: There's also some sound

fencing Ae're going to put up more permanent.

That Aill help mitigate Basically the truc@s

moving around the Building.

MR. BENNETT: O@ay. You're going to

put up some trees that are 50 foot. O@ay.

MR. MEDENBACH: No. Not 50-foot high

trees. A 50-foot Aide strip.

MR. BENNETT: DeepF

MR. MEDENBACH: Yes.

MR. BENNETT: They have to Be pretty

suBstantial trees to Bloc@ a vieA. Do you have

any idea Ahat the siJe of these trees are going

to BeF

MR. MEDENBACH: We have not specified

yet. We'll put healthy siJe trees.

MR. BENNETT: I Aould li@e to @noA Ahat

that is.

MR. MEDENBACH: What they are Being
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proposed for is to supplement the eEisting trees

that are there.

MR. BENNETT: I understand.

MR. MEDENBACH: There's an eEisting

vegetative Barrier Aith trees coming up. We're

going to add more trees. It Aill proBaBly Be a

White Pine Because they groA fast and they're

dense.

MR. GOLDEN: Whatever you put in there

should Be on your site plan.

MR. MEDENBACH: It is.

MR. GOLDEN: Whatever you put on there

that you're planning on doing ought to Be on the

site plan Aith the particulars involved as to the

caliBer siJe, Ahen they're Being planted, so that

it's very clear to the Planning Board so they can

determine Ahether or not that's adeGuate or needs

to Be supplemented or changed Because that's

Ahat's going to Be approved, Ahat's noted on the

site plan. So the details of that have to Be

done. If you have to suBmit a separate landscape

plan, please do that. It has to Be part of your

site plan suBmission.

MR. MEDENBACH: Yes, Ae Aill do that.
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MR. BENNETT: Than@ you for ansAering

my Guestions.

I'm very interested aBout the settling

ponds and the runoff Aith turBidity. You stated

you're going to have settling ponds. Can you

spea@ more to thatF It's interesting to me

Because that's Aater.

MR. MEDENBACH: Right.

MR. BENNETT: Where are these ponds

going to Be located so they're not going to get

into the streams and the fishing and all the

other thingsF I li@e fishing.

MR. MEDENBACH: I'll shoA you on the

plan here. Can you see the map from thereF

MR. BENNETT: I can see it.

MR. MEDENBACH: If you Aant to come up

closer.

So Ahat's happening noA is the entire

site runoff -- I'm going to shoA you on the

Bigger plan first. I'm going to tal@ aBout the

overall site.

MR. GOLDEN: Barry, if you could step

to the side so the people can see.

MR. MEDENBACH: Sure. What's happening
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noA is most -- let me get my orientation here a

little Bit. Most of the site drains doAn into

these series of ponds. NoA, these ponds that

eEist noA Aere installed Ahen the mining

operation Aas ta@ing place as sediment ponds. In

some of the discussions the reports refer to them

as eEisting sediment ponds, hoAever the State has

called this AaterAay a protected stream. So

Ae're not going to touch any of those ponds.

We're going to leave them alone. Right noA you

have runoff that comes into those ponds and they

floA in this direction, under 28 and ultimately

to the Esopus Cree@. It's Basically untreated.

If you go there during a heavy rainfall noA

you'll see there's some turBidity that comes off.

What Ae're going to do is Ae're going to control

everything. We're going to construct a pond here

and a pond here, and Ae're going to have Ahat Ae

call dry sAales around the perimeter of the

par@ing areas.

MR. BENNETT: What's the depth of

thoseF

MR. MEDENBACH: They vary. What are

they, KaleBF



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

850 ROUTE 28, LLC 46

MR. CARR: They're tAo-and-a-half feet

of sand Aith some soil on top of them Aith an

underdrain underneath.

MR. MEDENBACH: There's an underdrain.

They actually filter the Aater. They're li@e

filtering trenches. They Aill floA doAn into a

pond Ahich Aill hold the Aater -- Ahich is

actually holding the Aater Bac@ for a period of

time and helps reduce some of the pollutants in

it, or particularly Bacteria that's in the

rainAater sometimes Before it discharges. These

are all designed in accordance Aith the State

guidelines, DEC guidelines for stormAater. We're

treating it for various storms, from a one-year

storm all the Aay up to a hundred-year storm. So

as a result of this Ae're going to increase the

Guality of the Aater that discharges into that

stream. It's Been pretty Aell suBstantiated in

our stormAater pollution prevention plan Ahich is

in accordance Aith the State, and that Aill also

Be filed Aith the State Ahere they Aill give us

authoriJation Before Ae start construction.

MR. BENNETT: DECF

MR. MEDENBACH: The DEC. That's
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correct.

MR. BENNETT: Than@ you. I appreciate

that. I'm the neA guy, I have Guestions.

Any decision that I have to ma@e is Based on Ahat

I @noA.

There Aas an interesting thing you

said. There's an archeology study Aith a no

impact letter. Where is that letterF

MR. MEDENBACH: It's in the EAF.

MR. BENNETT: O@ay. I'm going to Aant

to see that particular letter. For some reason I

missed it.

Then there's a letter from the

Biologist on AetlandsF

MR. MEDENBACH: Yeah. There are a

couple of reports and letters. It's multiple

items.

MR. BENNETT: O@ay. I Aas @ind of

curious aBout the Aater in the seAer system. You

said all the Aater going into -- in the plant

that's coming in is going to Be recycled.

OBviously you have employees, you have Bathrooms,

you have all of those things. I'm interested in

hoA you're going to address the seAage.
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MR. MEDENBACH: That is correct. So Ae

have tAo --

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Come Bac@ up.

MR. MEDENBACH: So Ae've Bro@en the

Aater into tAo components. This is Aater Ae'll

Be draAing from the Aells. One of them is for

domestic use for the employees. That's Based on

the numBer of employees. That comes out to a

pea@ floA of 900 gallons a day. All of that

Aater Aill Be treated as puBlic Aater. It Aill

Be disinfected and used By the employees for hand

Aashing, Ahatever, toilets, and then that Aill go

into a AasteAater system Ahich is an on-site

septic system that Ae already have approved from

the Health Department.

MR. BENNETT: On-site septicF

MR. MEDENBACH: It's on-site septic.

The other Aater, Ahich Ae estimate to

Be a pea@ of 2,000 gallons a day, is to

supplement the Aater they use in ma@ing the

concrete.

MR. BENNETT: It's going to Be a Big

septic systemF

MR. MEDENBACH: No. That Aater does
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not leave the site. That Aater gets reused,

refiltered. They're also going to collect

rainAater and use that most of the time, But

there Aill Be times of long eEtended periods of

drought Ahere they Aon't have enough rainAater so

they'll use the Aell Aater. That goes into

holding tan@s that are inside the Building. In

addition to the Aater you add to the concrete to

ma@e the concrete Ahich Brea@s doAn and Becomes

part of the concrete, there's Aater for cleaning

and Aashing. That's the Aater that goes through

a series of tan@s.

MR. BENNETT: I'm concerned aBout

seAage.

MR. MEDENBACH: It doesn't go into the

seAage. None of that goes into the seAage. None

of that discharges into the stormAater. That's

all contained in the Building. They eventually

produce a sludge. That sludge is actually

Brought to another site Ahere it's dried out and

then it's reused.

MR. BENNETT: Who does thatF

MR. MEDENBACH: The manufacturing. The

oAner.
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MR. BENNETT: I'm almost done.

AUDIENCE: Ta@e your time.

MR. BENNETT: I have to @noA. So I

Aanted to @noA -- hang on. Let me find it.

O@ay. So I heard aBout the construction. What is

the proposed length of construction for this

proIectF

MR. MEDENBACH: Well it's going to Be

done in phases. It Aill Be done in phases, so

there's a couple of different timeframes. I @noA

it created a little Bit of confusion. Basically

Ae estimate it Aill ta@e no longer than four

years to have Both Buildings completed and

operated and Be done. During that period of time

there's a lot of roc@ to remove, Ahich Aill Be

the initial part of it. We figure a

year-and-a-half to tAo years to remove all the

roc@ for phase 1. The phase 1 Building Aill Be

constructed also during that period. Then it

Aill Be mayBe another year to finish the roc@

removal for phase 2. So Ae're loo@ing at tAo to

three years for the roc@ removal, a total of four

years to complete the construction of the

Buildings.
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MR. BENNETT: Removing the roc@, that's

not miningF

MR. MEDENBACH: No. Some people say

you're removing roc@, that's mining. There are

definitions Aithin the laA. The DEC's regulation

clearly states that if the sole purpose of

removing the roc@ or soil, or Ahatever the earth

component is, if the sole purpose is for

construction, it's not considered a mining

reclamation permit. You have to loo@ at -- the

DEC's intent is that there's some end use to the

land, that you don't come in, mine, create this

Big scar and go aAay. They Aant -- the mining

permit is actually not only do they regulate the

process and material Being removed and

everything, But the fact that the land is Being

reclaimed at the end. So Ahen you have a

construction proIect, it's Being regulated By the

toAn, By the Building department, and at the end

you're using the property for some use. If you

meet all that criteria they say it's not a mining

permit.

MR. BENNETT: So this roc@ Being

removed, do they use any Aater pressure to remove
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this roc@F

MR. MEDENBACH: No.

MR. BENNETT: None of thatF

MR. MEDENBACH: What may happen,

though, is they may clean some of the roc@.

There's some of the roc@ on the property that's

very hard that could Be used for aggregate in the

concrete. Instead of truc@ing that off site and

using it for fill, they're going to process it on

site and save it so they can use it in ma@ing

their concrete products. Some of that may Be

Aashed.

MR. BENNETT: Some of that AaterF

MR. MEDENBACH: That Aould go into

holding ponds and ultimately discharge into our

drainage system.

MR. BENNETT: One more Guestion and

then I'll leave you alone.

MR. MEDENBACH: Sure.

MR. BENNETT: HoA deep is the holding

pondF

MR. MEDENBACH: I'll as@ KaleB that

since he designed it.

MR. CARR: It's aBout 9.5 to 10 feet
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deep. It goes into the roc@ aBout 5 feet and

then you have a Berm that's 5 feet or 6 feet

aBove that, approEimately.

MR. BENNETT: I have no further

Guestions. I than@ you for the opportunity.

MR. MEDENBACH: Than@ you.

MR. GOLDEN: I @noA you're a neA

Planning Board MemBer. Any Planning Board

MemBer, any time you Aant to spea@ up, the

Planning Board Chairman Aould Be happy Aith you

spea@ing up and as@ing Guestions. It doesn't

have to Be a formal your turn @ind of thing.

MR. BENNETT: O@ay.

MR. GOLDEN: That's Ahat I Aanted to

tell you. All right.

I have polled the remaining MemBers of

the Board and there are no further comments from

them. The Chairman indicated that he did have

comments But they Aere covered By either my

comments or Ryan's comments.

At this point in time, going forAard

it's eEpected that the applicant Aill Be

responding to all of these comments, revising

their suBmittal again, providing revised plans as
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Aere discussed, you may Aant to revise them

further for other reasons, as Aell as either a

supplemental EAF or an additional document for

the Planning Board to revieA. I as@ that

Ahatever changes Be made, Be made in a fashion

that ma@es it easy for the Planning Board to see

the changes that you've made, either a red line

document or something along those lines, so that

the Board doesn't have to reread the entirety and

guess at Ahat has changed from one to the other

Aithout going through them line By line. So

that's going to ta@e some time. Also Ae have

some issues Aith respect to a Guorum and also a

commitment that I have. We're not going to have

this proIect on the FeBruary Planning Board

agenda. It's anticipated at this point in time,

again assuming that Ae're going to get timely

responses from the applicant in time to ma@e it

on the March 16th meeting of the Planning Board.

Again, Ae'll have a puBlic hearing

notice, you'll @noA Ahere it is. It Aill li@ely

Be here But it hasn't yet Been reserved. There

Aill Be a notice in the paper. These are all

regularly scheduled meetings, so there's actually



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

850 ROUTE 28, LLC 55

no reGuirement that there Be any notice in the

paper since it's a regular meeting of the

Planning Board, But in order to try to Be as

transparent and understanding of the puBlic as

possiBle, Ae Aill continue to put puBlic notices

in the paper as to Ahen and Ahere the Planning

Board may meet Aith respect to this proIect. The

Planning Board may meet, if it's aBle to get a

Guorum, in FeBruary, But it Aill not include this

proIect.

I have no further comments.

Does anyBody else have anything further

Before the Chairman as@s for a motion to adIournF

CInaudiBle discussion.D

MR. GOLDEN: I did forget to mention

that. The ToAn Board has or is aBout to

introduce a neA local laA that doesn't deal

directly Aith this proIect. It is a local laA to

change the current Joning code to alloA for up to

tAo additional alternate planning Board memBers

so that if a planning Board memBer is aBsent for

any reason, not only Iust conflict But also Iust

aBsent for Ahatever reason, that the Planning

Board Aould Be aBle to go ahead and have them
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step in and continue and vote on Ahatever proIect

is Before them at that time. If they are so

appointed in accordance Aith the draft of the

local laA, they Aould Be reGuired to attend

meetings Iust li@e any other Planning Board

MemBer. If there Aas a full compliment of

regular Planning Board MemBers, they Iust simply

Aouldn't Be aBle to vote. They could participate

But they couldn't vote. And then if one or tAo

of those regular Planning Board MemBers happen to

Be aBsent, then the one or tAo of the alternates

could step in their place.

So one of the reGuirements of such a

laA, Because it's located in the Loning Code, is

for the Planning Board to report Bac@ to the ToAn

Board any comments that you have Aith respect to

that proposed local laA to go ahead and add tAo

alternates as I've descriBed. If Ae could hear

from each Planning Board MemBer as to any

comments they have, and then I Aill pass that on

in a report Bac@ to the ToAn Board.

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: We'll start Aith you,

Jim. Any commentsF

MR. PIRRO: It's proposed as to adding
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tAo alternates. I feel one is sufficient, But

it's up to --

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Up to tAo.

MR. PIRRO: That Aas my only comment.

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: I don't have any more

comments on that. As far as I'm concerned it

loo@s good.

MS. MAYER: No, I don't have any

further comments.

MR. BENNETT: I have no further

comments.

MR. GOLDEN: Than@ you. That Aill

enaBle me to go ahead and issue a report on your

Behalf Bac@ to the ToAn Board indicating those

Brief comments.

All right. Than@ you very much for

reminding me of that.

Does anyBody else have anything else to

tal@ aBout tonightF

CNo response.D

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: I'm going to ma@e a

motion to adIourn and try to get my voice to come

Bac@ li@e it Belongs.

A secondF Do I have a secondF
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MR. PIRRO: I'll second.

CHAIRMAN KONIOR: Motion to adIourn

passed. We're gone. Bye. Than@ you.

CTime noted: 8:10 p.m.D

C E R T I F I C A T I O N

I, MICHELLE CONERO, a Notary PuBlic

for and Aithin the State of NeA Yor@, do hereBy

certify:

That hereinBefore set forth is a

true record of the proceedings.

I further certify that I am not

related to any of the parties to this proceeding By

Blood or By marriage and that I am in no Aay

interested in the outcome of this matter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto

set my hand this 30th day of January 2020.
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MICHELLE CONERO


