
TOWN OF CARMEL 
TOWN HALL 

60 McAlpin Avenue 

Mahopac, New York 10541 

Tel. (845) 628-1500  •  Fax (845) 628-6836

www.ci.carmel.ny.us 

 

TOWN BOARD SPECIAL VOTING MEETING/WORK SESSION 
Wednesday, October 12, 2022 7:00pm 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - MOMENT OF SILENCE 

• Roll Call Attendance
• Public Comments on Town Related Business (Five (5) Minutes Maximum for Town

Residents, Property Owners & Business Owners Only)

Town Board Special Voting Meeting:
1. Res: Making Negative Determination Under New York State Environmental Quality Review

(“SEQRA”)
2. Res: Authorizing Approval of Amended Stipulation and Consent Order

• Motion to Close Special Voting Meeting
• Motion to Open Town Board Work Session

Town Board Work Session: 
• Review of Town Board Minutes September 21, 2022 and October 5, 2022
1. Lake Casse Park District Advisory Board – Consider Request to Approve Fall Newsletter and

Authorize Distribution

2. Mary Ann Maxwell, Town Comptroller – Consider Request to Authorize Amendment to the Town
of Carmel Procurement Policy

3. Police Chief Anthony Hoffmann – Special Operations Truck Project - Consider Request to Submit
Reimbursement of $50,000 DASNY Grant Funding and Accept Proposal for the Purchase and
Installation of Emergency Equipment - Special Operations Truck

4. Police Chief Anthony Hoffmann – Consider Request to Authorize Emergency Purchase of Police
Vehicles – Two (2) 2022 Dodge RAM 1500 Police Special Service Vehicles (2022 PD Budget) and
Two (2) 2022 Dodge Durango Police Pursuit SUV Vehicles (2023 PD Budget)

MICHAEL S. CAZZARI 
Town Supervisor 

ROBERT F. SCHANIL, JR. 
Town Councilman  
Deputy Supervisor 

STEPHEN J. BARANOWSKI 
Town Councilman 
FRANK D. LOMBARDI 
Town Councilman 
SUZANNE MC DONOUGH 
Town Councilwoman 

ANN SPOFFORD 
Town Clerk 

KATHLEEN KRAUS 
Receiver of Taxes 

MICHAEL SIMONE 
Superintendent of Highways 

Tel. (845) 628-7474 



5. Michael Simone, Highway Superintendent – Consider Request to Authorize Advertise for Bids –
Sand, Guide Rail and Winter Mix

6. James Gilchrist, Director of Recreation & Parks – Consider Request to Waive Park Rental Fee for 
Putnam County Department of Health (December 15, 2022)

7. Richard Franzetti, PE, Town Engineer – Consider Request to Authorize Renewal of Maintenance 
Agreement for Maintenance Services – Lake Casse Park District

8. Richard Franzetti, PE, Town Engineer – Consider Request to Lift Mandatory Water Restrictions 
for CWD #s 3, 7 & 12

9. Richard Franzetti, PE, Town Engineer – Review and Authorize the Submission of the Semi-
Annual MS4 Report to the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

• Town Board Comments
• Motion to Move into Executive Session

Executive Session: 
1. Glenn Droese, Town Assessor – Settlement of Litigation
2. Budget F/Y 2023 – Personnel

• Motion to Adjourn Meeting



RESOLUTION MAKING NEGATIVE DETERMINATION UNDER 
NY STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW (“SEQR”)

WHEREAS the Town Board of the Town of Carmel has reviewed the short form 

environmental assessment form in regard to the proposed approval of an amended 

stipulation of settlement and consent order in the  matter entitled “New York SMSA  Limited 

Partnership d/b/a/ Verizon Wireless, and Homeland Towers, LLC v. The Town of 

Carmel, et al.” as pending in the United States District Southern District of New York under  

Docket no. 19-cv-10793; and
WHEREAS, such proposed approval of the amended stipulation of settlement 

and consent order in the referenced litigation an Unlisted Action under 6 NYCRR Part 

617 (State Environmental Quality Review Regulations); and 
WHEREAS the Town Board has reviewed the Environmental Assessment form and 

assessed the possible impacts and their magnitude on the environment in accordance with 

the SEQR regulations and given due consideration thereto;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that pursuant to Part 617 of the SEQR 

Regulations, the Town of Carmel Town Board hereby designates its intention to serve as 

Lead Agency for the SEQR Review of this Unlisted Action, and in this capacity will conduct 

an Uncoordinated Review.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing 

regulations pertaining to Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the 

Environmental Conservation Law, the Lead Agency hereby determines that the 

proposed Unlisted Action will not have a significant effect on the environment; and 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of Carmel 

recognizes that any potential significant adverse environmental impacts of the construction 

of the proposed improvements contemplated in the amended stipulation of settlement and 

consent order will in fact be subject to a separate, additional, no less sensitive and no less 

detailed review under Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the 

Environmental Conservation Law by the Town of Carmel Planning Board, and/or Town 

of Carmel Zoning Board of Appeals and/or Town of Carmel Environmental 

Conservation Board; and 

RESOLUTION #1



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of Carmel hereby

determines that, based on the information contained in the Short Form Environmental

Assessment Form and their analysis thereof, this proposed Unlisted Action will not result

in any significant adverse environmental impacts under the SEQR regulations and hereby

adopts a Negative Declaration in regard to the proposed action.

Resolution

Offered by: _______________________

Seconded by:_______________________

Roll Call Vote YES NO

Stephen Baranowski ___ ___

Frank Lombardi ___ ___

Suzanne McDonough ___ ___

Robert Schanil ___ ___

Michael Cazzari ___ ___



 SEQR
617.21

Appendix F
State Environmental Quality Review

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Notice of Determination of Non-Significance

Project Number _____________ Date October____, 2022

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to
Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law.
The Town of Carmel, Town Board as lead agency, has determined that the proposed
action described below will not have a significant effect on the environmental and a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement will not be prepared.

Name of Action:
Authorization of an amended stipulation of settlement and consent order in the action
entitled“New York SMSA  Limited Partnership d/b/a/ Verizon Wireless, and Homeland
Towers, LLC v. The Town of Carmel,” United States District Court, Southern District of
New York, Docket no. 19-cv-10793 relating to the proposed construction of certain
telecommunications towers within the Town of Carmel; 

SEQR Status:

Type I  _ Unlisted x
Conditioned Negative Declaration: Yes  _ No X_

Description of Action:
Proposed authorization by the Town Board of entry into an amended stipulation of
settlement and consent order in the action entitled“New York SMSA  Limited Partnership
d/b/a/ Verizon Wireless, and Homeland Towers, LLC v. The Town of Carmel,” United
States District Court, Southern District of New York, Docket no. 19-cv-10793 relating to the
proposed construction of certain telecommunications towers within the Town of Carmel.
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Location: Town of Carmel NY

REASONS SUPPORTING THIS DETERMINATION:
This proposed Unlisted Action will not result in any significant adverse environmental
impacts under the SEQR regulations and hereby adopts a Negative Declaration and that
any potential significant adverse environmental impacts of the construction of the proposed
improvements contemplated in the amended stipulation of settlement and consent order
will in fact be subject to a separate, additional, no less sensitive and no less detailed
review under Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental
Conservation Law by the Town of Carmel Planning Board, and/or Town of Carmel Zoning
Board of Appeals and/or Town of Carmel Environmental Conservation Board.

If Conditioned Negative Declaration, provide on attachment the specific mitigation measures imposed.

For Further Information:

Contact Person: Michael S. Cazzari, Town  Supervisor



RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING APPROVAL OF AMENDED 
STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER

WHEREAS there is currently pending in the United States District Court,

Southern District of New York, a certain lawsuit entitled “New York SMSA  Limited

Partnership d/b/a/ Verizon Wireless, and Homeland Towers, LLC v. The Town of Carmel,

Docket no. 19-cv-10793 relating to the proposed construction of certain

telecommunications towers within the Town of Carmel; and 

WHEREAS a stipulation of settlement and consent order of the referenced

litigation was authorized by the Town Board of the Town of Carmel on or about May 13,

2020 and thereafter filed with the United States District Court; and

WHEREAS, the parties to the referenced litigation have subsequently agreed

to amend the parameters, terms and provisions of the of stipulation of settlement and

consent order referenced herein; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Town Board of the Town of

Carmel hereby authorizes the amendment of the referenced stipulation of settlement and

consent order embodied in the amended stipulation of settlement and consent order which

is currently on file in the office of the Town Supervisor; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Town Counsel Gregory L. Folchetti and/or

Joseph A. Charbonneau are is hereby authorized to sign, on behalf of the Town of Carmel,

the amended stipulation of settlement on consent order.

Resolution

Offered by: _______________________

Seconded by:_______________________

Roll Call Vote YES NO

Stephen Baranowski ___ ___

Frank Lombardi ___ ___

Suzanne McDonough ___ ___

Robert Schanil ___ ___

Michael Cazzari ___ ___

RESOLUTION #2
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------x 
NEW YORK SMSA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP d/b/a/  
VERIZON WIRELESS, and HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC, 

Plaintiffs, 

DOCKET NO.: 

19-cv-10793 (PMH) (JCM)
-against-

THE TOWN OF CARMEL, THE TOWN OF CARMEL 

TOWN BOARD, THE TOWN OF CARMEL PLANNING 

BOARD, THE TOWN OF CARMEL ZONING BOARD 

OF APPEALS,  THE TOWN OF CARMEL 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION BOARD, and 

MICHAEL CARNAZZA THE TOWN OF CARMEL 

BUILDING INSPECTOR (in his official capacity),     

Defendants. 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------x 

STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER 

WHEREAS, the plaintiffs New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless, 

and Homeland Towers, LLC (collectively, “Plaintiffs” or “Applicants”), commenced this action 

against defendants the Town of Carmel, the Town of Carmel Town Board (“Town Board”), the Town 

of Carmel Planning Board (“Planning Board”), the Town of Carmel Zoning Board of Appeals (“ZBA” 

or “Zoning Board”), the Town of Carmel Environmental Conservation Board (“Conservation 

Board”), and the Town of Carmel Building Inspector (in his official capacity) (“Building Inspector”), 

(collectively, “Town” or “Defendants”), seeking inter alia a Judgment and Order finding that 

Defendants’ denial of Plaintiffs’ request to: (i) install and maintain a public utility wireless 

telecommunications facility consisting of a 140-foot monopole designed to resemble a tree and a 

fenced compound for related equipment (“Casse Facility”) at the property located at 254 Croton Falls 

Road in the Town of Carmel, New York (“Casse Property”); and (ii) a public utility wireless 

telecommunications facility consisting of a 110-foot monopole designed to resemble a tree and a 
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fenced compound for related equipment (“Dixon Facility”) at the property located at 36 Dixon Road 

in the Town of Carmel, New York (“Dixon Property”), violated Plaintiffs’ rights under the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996 (“TCA”), as codified at 47 U.S.C. § 332(c) and § 253(a) and directing 

Defendants to immediately issue any and all local approvals necessary for Plaintiffs to install and 

operate the facilities that are the subject of this action;  

WHEREAS, to avoid the delay, expense, inconvenience, and uncertainty of protracted 

litigation, Plaintiffs and Defendants previously agreed to settle this action pursuant to the terms and 

conditions set forth in a Stipulation of Settlement and Consent Order, so-ordered by the Court on 

May 20, 2020 (the “Prior Consent Order”);  

WHEREAS, the parties reaffirm their respective approval of the Prior Consent Order, and 

have now agreed to modify the Prior Consent Order to the extent it pertains to the Casse Facility and 

a separate public utility wireless telecommunications facility including a monopole, a fenced 

compound with related equipment, and all necessary access and utilities  (“Glenacom Facility”) at the 

property located at Walton Drive in the Town of Carmel, New York (“Glenacom Property”), as set 

forth herein this Amended Stipulation of Settlement and Consent Order (the “Amended Consent 

Order”). 

 WHEREAS, Plaintiffs and Defendants, intending to be legally bound, have consulted with 

their counsel and the undersigned counsel herein have the requisite authority and approval to enter 

into this Amended Consent Order. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED BY 

PLAINTIFFS AND DEFENDANTS, AND ORDERED BY THE COURT THAT: 

1. The Town Board has the right to settle this action and to enter into this Amended 

Consent Order pursuant to federal law.  See Omnipoint Commc'ns, Inc. v. Town of LaGrange, 658 F. Supp. 
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2d 539,552 (S.D.N.Y. 2009); see also MetroPCS NY., LLC v. City of Mount Vernon, 739 F. Supp. 2d 409, 

419 (S.D.N.Y. 2010).   

2. The Town Board represents that it diligently considered the terms of this Amended 

Consent Order, took a hard look at all potential environmental impacts and issued a negative 

declaration pursuant to SEQRA, by majority vote of Town Board members with no conflict of 

interest, to reaffirm its approval of the Prior Consent Order and to approve this Amended Consent 

Order.   

3. The parties further acknowledge that Applicants submitted an application for site plan 

and special permit approval for the Glenacom Facility to the Planning Board, on or about January 24, 

2020, and conducted the necessary visual analysis of the Glenacom Facility in February 2020 (the 

“Prior Filing”).     

4. The Town Board represents that it satisfied any and all Open Meetings Law 

requirements by posting on its website the Prior Filing documents prior to entering into this Amended 

Consent Order.  All other documents related to Town Board’s approval of the Amended Consent 

Order, if any, are confidential and/or attorney-client privileged.    

5. Plaintiffs shall supplement the Prior Filing by submitting a radio frequency justification 

report and visual resource evaluation of the Glenacom Facility to the Planning Board in connection 

with the special permit and site plan applications, and file an application with the Zoning Board for 

any required variances for the construction of the Glenacom Facility pursuant to the Town Zoning 

Code.  The Planning Board, Zoning Board, and any other Town agency, department or board required 

by the Town Zoning Code shall expeditiously conduct a SEQRA review of the Glenacom Facility and 

act on the site plan, special permit, variance applications or any other required application under the 

Town Zoning Code without delay and in accordance with federal law (47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7)(B)(ii)) 

and as directed by the Court on October 3, 2022.  The Building Inspector shall issue a building permit 
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for the construction of the Glenacom Facility within thirty (30) days of the issuance of the necessary 

Town approvals and Plaintiffs’ submission of a building permit application. Construction of the 

Glenacom Facility may immediately commence upon the issuance of such building permit.  Plaintiffs 

shall not be required to pay any additional application fees or escrow fees pertaining to any application 

to construct the Glenacom Facility. The Town shall not unreasonably delay its review of Plaintiffs’ 

applications for the construction of the Glenacom Facility and shall not unreasonably withhold any 

approvals of the permits required for the construction of the Glenacom Facility.  If the Town 

unreasonably delays and/or fails to approve Plaintiffs’ applications or fails to issue any required 

permits or approvals for the construction of the Glenacom Facility in accordance with this Amended 

Consent Order, for any reason, Plaintiffs shall not be bound by the terms of this Amended Consent 

Order or the terms of the Prior Consent Order, to the extent that it pertains to the Casse Facility and 

the Glenacom Facility, and shall have the right to reinstate this action and/or to file an amended 

and/or supplemental complaint to add and/or modify any allegations and/or causes of action 

pertaining to the Casse Facility and/or the Glenacom Facility. 

6. Plaintiffs agree to not construct any additional towers at the Glenacom Property 

beyond one tower at the Glenacom Facility.  Homeland Towers represents that it has entered into a 

lease agreement with the owner(s) of the Glenacom Property,  and that such lease agreement prohibits 

the construction of any additional towers at the Glenacom Property.  Homeland Towers agrees to not 

amend such lease to remove the foregoing additional tower restriction contained in the foregoing 

lease.   

7. This Amended Consent Order shall not be construed to create rights in, or grant any 

cause of action to, any third party not a party to this Amended Consent Order.   

8. Plaintiffs and Defendants acknowledge that this Amended Consent Order was the 

product of negotiation by all parties through their counsel, including negotiation as to the language 
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set forth herein, and as such, to the extent there is any issue with respect to any alleged, perceived or 

actual ambiguity in this Amended Consent Order, the ambiguity shall not be resolved based on who 

drafted the Amended Consent Order. The obligations of this Amended Consent Order apply to and 

are binding upon the parties, and any successors and assigns or other entities or persons otherwise 

bound by law. 

9. This Amended Consent Order shall be deemed a Type II action under the New York 

State Environmental Quality Review Act, as it is the action of a court. 6 N.Y.C.R.R.§ 617.5(c)(46). 

10. The Court shall retain jurisdiction over this matter and the Plaintiffs or Defendants 

may, upon notice, move this Court to enforce this Amended Consent Order against any other party 

or any non-party. 

 

DEFENDANTS:  
 
______________________________  
Gregory L. Folchetti  
COSTELLO & FOLCHETTI 
1875 Route Six  
Carmel, NY  10512  
T. (845) 225-1900  
Attorneys for Defendants 
 

PLAINTIFFS:  
 
__________________________________ 
Robert D. Gaudioso   
SNYDER & SNYDER LLP. 
94 White Plains Road 
Tarrytown, NY 10591 
T. (914) 333-0700 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
            

    
Dated: October ___, 2022     
 
       SO ORDERED: 
 
       ___________________________________ 
       The Honorable Philip M. Halpern 
       United States District Judge 
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NEW YORK OFFICE 
4415 PARK AVENUE, 9TH FLOOR 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK IOOZ2 
(212) 749-1448 
FAX. (212) 932·2693 

LESLIE J. SNYDER 
ROBERT D. GAUDIOSO 

DAVID L, SNYDER 
(1956-2012) 

LAW OFFICES OF 

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP 
94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD 

TARRYTOWN, NEW YORK 10691 
(914) 333-0700 

FAX (914) 333-0743 

WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS 

rgaudioso@snyderlaw.net 

January 24, 202 

Honorable Chairman Craig Paeprer 
and Members of the Planning Board 
Town of Cannel Town Hall 
60 McAlpin Avenue 
Mahopac, New York 10541 

NEW JERSEY OFFICE 
ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE i:!600 

NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102 
(973) 824-9772 

FAX (973) 824-9774 

REPLY TO: 

TARRYTOWN OFFICE 

Re: Application for site plan and special permit approval for 
Glencoma Lake: Walton Drive. Cannel. New York 

Honorable Chairman Paeprer 
and Members of the Planning Board: 

We are the attorneys for Homeland Towers, LLC and New York SMSA Limited 
Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (collectively, the "Applicants") in connection with their 
request for site plan and special permit approval to locate a public utility wireless 
telecommunications facility ("Facility") at the above captioned property ("Property"). The 
proposed Facility consists of a 140-foot tower and a fenced 30' x 85' compound for related 
equipment. The Property is located in the Residential Zoning District where the Facility is 
permitted in accordance with Section 156-62 of the Town of Cannel Zoning Code. 

Verizon Wireless is a provider of personal wireless services, and is licensed by the 
Federal Communications Commission to provide wireless services throughout the New York 
metropolitan area, including the Town of Carmel. 

In support of the foregoing, we are pleased to enclose two (2) checks made payable to the 
Town of Cannel, in the amount of $3,500.00 (escrow application fee) and $2,000.00 (site plan 
application fee), along with the following materials and one thumb drive with all documents 
contained thereon; 

1. Eleven (11) copies of the Site Plan Application Form; 

2. Two (2) copies of the Disclosure Statements; 



























































































































 

 
 

Q:\50114387\50114388\Adm\Reports\Site Plan Certification Form\NY054.Site Plan Checklist.01.21.2020.docx 

January 21, 2020 

Honorable Chairman and Members of the Planning Board 
Town of Carmel 
60 McAlpin Avenue,  
Mahopac, NY 10541 
 
Re:   Site ID: NY054 
 Location Name: Glencoma Lake 
 Dewberry No.: 50114388 
 Site Address:  Walton Drive 
   Mahopac, NY 10541 

To Whom It May Concern, 

 
The following is a summary of requested waivers. 
 
6. Contour lines only shown in area of impact. 
7. Items only shown in area of impact. 
8. Item only shown in area of impact. 
9. Proposed structures shown. Existing structures are not applicable to this submittal. 
10. Not applicable. 
11. Not applicable. 
16. Not applicable. 
18. Not applicable. 
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at 973.739.9400. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dewberry Engineers Inc. 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
Gregory Nawrotzki, PE 
NY Professional Engineer License No. 097512 
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 1 - Project and Setting 

Instructions for Completing Part 1              

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor.  Responses become part of the application for approval or funding, 
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.   

Complete Part 1 based on information currently available.  If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to 
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist, 
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to 
update or fully develop that information.   

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B.  In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that 
must be answered either “Yes” or “No”.  If the answer to the initial question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow.  If the 
answer to the initial question is “No”, proceed to the next question.  Section F allows the project sponsor to identify and attach any 
additional information.  Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the information contained in 
Part 1is accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Sponsor Information. 

Name of Action or Project:  

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

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need): 

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone:  

E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO: State:  Zip Code: 

Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: 

E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO: State: Zip Code:

Property Owner  (if not same as sponsor): Telephone: 
E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO: State: Zip Code:

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91625.html
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B. Government Approvals 

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship.  (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial 
assistance.)   

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) 
Required 

Application Date 
(Actual or projected) 

a. City Council, Town Board, 9 Yes 9 No
or Village Board of Trustees

b. City, Town or Village 9 Yes 9 No 
Planning Board or Commission

c. City Council, Town or 9 Yes 9 No 
Village Zoning Board of Appeals

d. Other local agencies 9 Yes 9 No 

e. County agencies 9 Yes 9 No 

f. Regional agencies 9 Yes 9 No 

g. State agencies 9 Yes 9 No 

h. Federal agencies 9 Yes 9 No 

i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? 9 Yes 9 No 

ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program?   9 Yes 9 No 
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? 9 Yes 9 No 

C. Planning and Zoning 

C.1. Planning and zoning actions. 
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or  regulation be the 9 Yes 9 No  
 only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?  

• If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
• If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1

C.2. Adopted land use plans. 

a. Do any municipally- adopted  (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site 9 Yes 9 No 
where the proposed action would be located?

If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action 9 Yes 9 No 
would be located? 
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example:  Greenway   9 Yes 9 No 

Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)

If Yes, identify the plan(s):   
     _______________________________________________________________________________________________________  

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________   
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan,   9 Yes 9 No
or an adopted municipal farmland  protection plan?

If Yes, identify the plan(s): 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91635.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91640.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91630.html
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C.3.  Zoning 

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance.  9 Yes 9 No
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? 9 Yes 9 No 

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? 9 Yes 9 No  
If Yes, 

i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site?   ___________________________________________________________________

C.4. Existing community services. 

a. In what school district is the project site located?    ________________________________________________________________

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
    _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________

d. What parks serve the project site?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________

D. Project Details 

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development 

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all
components)?
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? _____________  acres 

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? 9 Yes 9 No 
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,

square feet)?    % ____________________  Units: ____________________
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision?  9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes,  

i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
  ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed?  9 Yes 9 No 
iii. Number of  lots proposed?   ________
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes?  Minimum  __________  Maximum __________

e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? 9 Yes 9 No 
i. If No, anticipated period of construction:  _____  months 

ii. If Yes:
• Total number of phases anticipated  _____ 
• Anticipated commencement date of  phase 1 (including demolition)  _____  month  _____ year 
• Anticipated completion date of final phase  _____  month  _____year 
• Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may

determine timing or duration of future phases: _______________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91645.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91650.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91655.html
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? 9 Yes 9 No  
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed. 

  One Family      Two Family         Three Family        Multiple Family (four or more)  

Initial Phase    ___________      ___________    ____________      ________________________ 
At completion 
   of all phases       ___________      ___________    ____________   ________________________  

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)?  9 Yes 9 No   
If Yes, 

i. Total number of structures ___________
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: ________height; ________width;  and  _______ length

iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled:  ______________________ square feet

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any   9 Yes 9 No 
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?

If Yes,  
i. Purpose of the impoundment:  ________________________________________________________________________________

ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water:                     9  Ground water  9 Surface water streams  9 Other specify:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment.    Volume: ____________ million gallons; surface area: ____________  acres 
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure:       ________ height; _______ length

vi. Construction method/materials  for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

D.2.  Project Operations 
a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? 9 Yes 9 No

(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)

If Yes:  
  i .What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging?  _______________________________________________________________ 
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?

• Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): ____________________________________________
• Over what duration of time? ____________________________________________________

iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials?  9 Yes 9 No 
   If yes, describe. ___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated?  _____________________________________acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? _______________________________ acres

vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? __________________________ feet
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? 9 Yes 9 No 
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: _____________________________________________________________________

   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment 9 Yes 9 No 
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?

If Yes: 
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic

description):  ______________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91660.html
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ii. Describe how the  proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines.  Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments?       9 Yes 9 No
If Yes, describe:  __________________________________________________________________________________________

iv. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? 9  Yes 9 No 
If Yes:
• acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:  ___________________________________________________________
• expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:________________________________________
• purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access):  ____________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________
• proposed method of plant removal: ________________________________________________________________________
• if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): _________________________________________________

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: _________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water?  9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes:  

i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day:      __________________________ gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply?  9 Yes 9 No 

If Yes:  
• Name of district or service area:   _________________________________________________________________________
• Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal?  9 Yes 9 No 
• Is the project site in the existing district?  9 Yes 9 No 
• Is expansion of the district needed?  9 Yes 9 No 
• Do existing lines serve the project site?  9 Yes 9 No  

iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project?  9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes: 

• Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

• Source(s) of supply for the district: ________________________________________________________________________
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site?  9 Yes 9 No 

If, Yes: 
• Applicant/sponsor for new district: ________________________________________________________________________
• Date application submitted or anticipated: __________________________________________________________________
• Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: _______________________________________________________________

v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: ___________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: _______ gallons/minute.

d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes: 

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day:  _______________  gallons/day
ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and

approximate volumes or proportions of each):   __________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes:
• Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: _____________________________________________________________
• Name of district:  ______________________________________________________________________________________
• Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? 9 Yes 9 No 
• Is the project site in the existing district? 9 Yes 9 No 
• Is expansion of the district needed? 9 Yes 9 No 
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• Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? 9 Yes 9 No 
• Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? 9 Yes 9 No 

If Yes:  
• Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ____________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes:
• Applicant/sponsor for new district: ____________________________________________________________________
• Date application submitted or anticipated: _______________________________________________________________
• What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? __________________________________________________

v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
  receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: _______________________________________________
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________    

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point 9 Yes 9 No 
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point

   source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 
If Yes:  

i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
 _____ Square feet or  _____ acres (impervious surface) 
_____  Square feet or  _____ acres (parcel size) 

ii. Describe types of new point sources.  __________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Where will the stormwater runoff  be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?   

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________    
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
• If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands:  ________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________

• Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? 9 Yes 9 No 
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? 9 Yes 9 No 
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel 9 Yes 9 No 

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify: 

i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, 9 Yes 9 No 
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?

If Yes:  
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area?  (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet 9 Yes 9 No 

ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:

• ___________Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO2)
• ___________Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N2O)
• ___________Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
• ___________Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6)
• ___________Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)
• ___________Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, 9 Yes 9 No 
landfills, composting facilities)?

If Yes:  
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): ________________________________________________________________

ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or
electricity, flaring): ________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as 9 Yes 9 No 
quarry or landfill operations?

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):   
 _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 _________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

j. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial 9 Yes 9 No 
new demand for transportation facilities or services?

If Yes:   
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply):  Morning  Evening Weekend

 Randomly between hours of __________  to  ________.
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: _______________________

iii. Parking spaces: Existing _____________ Proposed ___________ Net increase/decrease  _____________ 
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? 9 Yes 9 No 
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within ½ mile of the proposed site? 9 Yes 9 No 
vii  Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric 9 Yes 9 No 

 or other alternative fueled vehicles? 
viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing 9 Yes 9 No 

pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand 9 Yes 9 No 
for energy?

If Yes:   
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: ____________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or

other):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? 9 Yes 9 No 

l. Hours of operation.  Answer all items which apply.
i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
• Monday - Friday: _________________________ • Monday - Friday: ____________________________
• Saturday: ________________________________ • Saturday: ___________________________________
• Sunday: _________________________________ • Sunday: ____________________________________
• Holidays: ________________________________ • Holidays: ___________________________________
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, 9 Yes 9 No 
operation, or both?

If yes:   
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? 9 Yes 9 No 
 Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? 9 Yes 9 No  
 If yes: 
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:

  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? 9 Yes 9 No 
 Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? 9 Yes 9 No 
  If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest 
  occupied structures:     ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

p. 9 Yes 9 No Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) 
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?

If Yes: 
i. Product(s) to be stored ______________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Volume(s) ______      per unit time ___________  (e.g., month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities:  ___________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, 9  Yes  9 No 

insecticides) during construction or operation?
If Yes:  

i. Describe proposed treatment(s):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? 9  Yes  9 No 
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal 9  Yes  9 No

of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?
If Yes: 

i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
• Construction:  ____________________  tons per ________________ (unit of time)
• Operation :      ____________________  tons per ________________ (unit of time)

ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
• Construction:  ________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________
• Operation:  __________________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:

• Construction:  ________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________

• Operation:  __________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? 9  Yes  9  No  
If Yes: 

i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities): ___________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:
• ________ Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
• ________ Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment

iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: ________________________________ years

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous 9 Yes 9 No 
waste?

If Yes: 
i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: ___________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: ___________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated  _____ tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: ____________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? 9 Yes 9 No  
If Yes: provide name and location of facility: _______________________________________________________________________ 
       ________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:     

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

 E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site 

a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.

9  Urban      9  Industrial      9  Commercial      9  Residential (suburban)      9  Rural (non-farm) 
9  Forest      9  Agriculture   9  Aquatic      9  Other (specify): ____________________________________ 

ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.
Land use or  
Covertype 

Current 
Acreage 

Acreage After 
Project Completion 

Change 
(Acres +/-) 

• Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces

• Forested
• Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-

agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)
• Agricultural

(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.) 
• Surface water features

(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 
• Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)
• Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill)

• Other
Describe: _______________________________ 
________________________________________ 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91665.html
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? 9 Yes 9 No 
i. If Yes: explain:  __________________________________________________________________________________________

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed 9 Yes 9 No 
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?

If Yes,  
i. Identify Facilities:

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes: 

i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
• Dam height:    _________________________________  feet 
• Dam length:    _________________________________  feet 
• Surface area:    _________________________________  acres 
• Volume impounded:  _______________________________ gallons OR acre-feet

ii. Dam=s existing hazard classification:  _________________________________________________________________________
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, 9 Yes 9 No 
or does the project site adjoin  property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility?

If Yes:  
i. Has the facility been formally closed? 9 Yes 9  No 
• If yes, cite sources/documentation: _______________________________________________________________________

ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: __________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin 9 Yes 9 No  
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?

If Yes:  
i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:

 _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

h. Potential contamination history.  Has there been a reported spill at the proposed  project site, or have any 9 Yes 9  No  
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?

If Yes: 
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site 9 Yes 9 No 

Remediation database?  Check all that apply:
9  Yes – Spills Incidents database       Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________ 
9  Yes – Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________ 
9  Neither database 

ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:_______________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? 9 Yes 9 No 
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s):  ______________________________________________________________________________ 
iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):

 _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? 9 Yes 9 No  
• If yes, DEC site ID number: ____________________________________________________________________________
• Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement):    ____________________________________
• Describe any use limitations: ___________________________________________________________________________
• Describe any engineering controls: _______________________________________________________________________
• Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? 9 Yes 9 No 
• Explain: ____________________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

E.2.  Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site?  ________________ feet 

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings?  __________________% 

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site:  ___________________________  __________% 
 ___________________________  __________% 
____________________________  __________% 

d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site?  Average:  _________ feet

e. Drainage status of project site soils: 9  Well Drained: _____% of site 
 9  Moderately Well Drained: _____% of site 
 9  Poorly Drained _____% of site 

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: 9  0-10%: _____% of site  
9  10-15%: _____% of site 
9  15% or greater: _____% of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? 9 Yes 9 No 
 If Yes, describe: _____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________

h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, 9 Yes 9 No 

ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? 9 Yes 9 No 

If Yes to either i or ii, continue.  If No, skip to E.2.i. 
iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, 9 Yes 9 No 

  state or local agency? 
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:

• Streams:  Name ____________________________________________ Classification _______________________ 
• Lakes or Ponds: Name ____________________________________________ Classification _______________________• Wetlands:  Name ____________________________________________ Approximate Size ___________________ 
• Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) _____________________________

v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired 9 Yes 9 No 
waterbodies?

If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: _____________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? 9 Yes 9 No 

j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain? 9 Yes 9 No 

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain? 9 Yes 9 No 

l. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes: 

i. Name of aquifer:  _________________________________________________________________________________________

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91670.html
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:  ______________________________ 
______________________________ _______________________________ ______________________________ 
______________________________ _______________________________ ______________________________ 

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes: 

i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation): _____________________________________
  ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ii. Source(s) of description  or evaluation: ________________________________________________________________________
iii. Extent of community/habitat:

• Currently:    ______________________  acres 
• Following completion of project as proposed:   _____________________   acres
• Gain or loss (indicate + or -):  ______________________ acres 

o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as   9 Yes 9 No 
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

  

 

 
p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of 9 Yes 9 No

special concern?
 

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? 9 Yes 9 No  
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: ___________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________

E.3.  Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to 9 Yes 9 No 

Agriculture and  Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?
If Yes,  provide county plus district name/number:  _________________________________________________________________  

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? 9 Yes 9 No 
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?  ___________________________________________________________________________

ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s):  _________________________________________________________________________________

c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National 9 Yes 9 No 
Natural Landmark?

If Yes:   
i. Nature of the natural landmark:           9  Biological Community             9   Geological Feature
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent: ___________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
  ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes: 

i. CEA name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Basis for designation: _____________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Designating agency and date:  ______________________________________________________________________________

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91675.html
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e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district   9 Yes 9 No 
which is listed on, or has been nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on, the
State or National Register of Historic Places?

If Yes:  
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource:   9 Archaeological Site   9 Historic Building or District     

ii. Name:  _________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Brief description of attributes on which listing is based:

   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

f. Is the project site, or any portion of  it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for 9 Yes 9 No 
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? 9 Yes 9 No 
If Yes:  

i. Describe possible resource(s):  _______________________________________________________________________________
ii. Basis for identification:   ___________________________________________________________________________________

h. 9 Yes 9 No Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local 
scenic or aesthetic resource?

If Yes:  
i. Identify resource: _________________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,
etc.):  ___________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Distance between project and resource: _____________________ miles.
i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers 9 Yes 9 No 

Program 6 NYCRR 666?
If Yes:  

i. Identify the name of the river and its designation: ________________________________________________________________
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 666? 9 Yes 9 No 

F. Additional Information  
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project.  

If you have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposal, please describe those impacts plus any 
measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them. 

G.  Verification 
I certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Applicant/Sponsor Name ___________________________________ Date_______________________________________ 

Signature________________________________________________ Title_______________________________________ 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91680.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91685.html


617.20
Appendix B

State Environmental Quality Review
VISUAL EAF ADDENDUM

     This form may be used to provide additional information relating to Question 11 of Part 2 of the Full EAF.

(To be completed by Lead Agency)

Distance Between
Visibility Project and Resource (in Miles)

1. Would the project be visible from: 0-¼ ¼-½ ½-3 3-5 5+

! A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available G G G G G
to the public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation

     of natural or man-made scenic qualities?

! An overlook or parcel of land dedicated to public G G G G G
      observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural
      or man-made scenic qualities?

    ! A site or structure listed on the National or State G G G G G
      Registers of Historic Places?

    ! State Parks? G G G G G

   ! The State Forest Preserve? G G G G G

    ! National Wildlife Refuges and State Game Refuges? G G G G G

! National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding G G G G G
natural features?

! National Park Service lands? G G G G G

! Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic G G G G G
or Recreational?

! Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such G G G G G
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak?

! A governmentally established or designated interstate G G G G G
or inter-county foot trail, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation?

! A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as G G G G G
scenic?

! Municipal park, or designated open space? G G G G G

! County road? G G G G G

! State road? G G G G G

! Local road? G G G G G

2. Is the visibility of the project seasonal? (i.e., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons)

GYes GNo

3. Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year during which the project will be visible?

GYes GNo
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DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT

4. From each item checked in question 1, check those which generally describe the surrounding environment.

        Within
      *¼ mile        *1 mile

Essentially undeveloped G G

Forested G G

Agricultural G G

Suburban Residential G G

Industrial G G

Commerical G G

Urban G G

River, Lake, Pond G G

Cliffs, Overlooks G G

Designated Open Space G G

Flat G G

Hilly G G

Mountainous G G

Other G G
NOTE: add attachments as needed

5. Are there visually similar projects within:

*½ mile GYes GNo    1 mile        Yes          No     2 miles        Yes         No          3 miles           Yes              No   

*Distance from project site is provided for assistance.  Substitute other distances as appropriate.

EXPOSURE
6. The annual number of viewers likely to observe the proposed project is ________________?
NOTE: When user data is unavailable or unknown, use best estimate.

CONTEXT
7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is:

FREQUENCY

Holidays/
Activity Daily Weekly Weekends Seasonally
Travel to and from work G G G G
Involved in recreational activities G G G G
Routine travel by residents G G G G
At a residence G G G G
At worksite G G G G
Other 

ttroutman
Typewritten Text
*The annual number of viewers is based on data obtained from https://gis3.dot.ny.gov/html5viewer/?viewer=tdv.  Data from NYS Traffic Data Viewer provides Average Daily Traffic counts for Union Valley Road, Lovell Street, and the surrounding neighborhoods bound by Union Valley Road, Lovell Street, Lake Shore Drive N, and Tulip Road, in the vicinity of the project. 
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January 21, 2020 

Town of Carmel 
60 McAlpin Avenue,  
Mahopac, NY 10541 
 
Re:   Site ID: NY054 
 Location Name: Glencoma Lake 
 Dewberry No.: 50114388 
 Site Address:  Walton Drive 
   Mahopac, NY 10541 

To Whom It May Concern, 

Homeland Towers, LLC is proposing the installation of a public utility wireless telecommunications facility, 
consisting of a 140’ monopole (“Tower”) with antennas mounted thereon. 
 
The proposed Tower, all attachments, and the Tower’s foundation will be designed to meet the ANSI/TIA-
222-G “Structural Standard for Antenna Supporting Structures and Antennas”, the New York State Uniform 
Fire Prevention and Building Code, and all county, state and federal structural requirements for loading, 
including wind and ice loads. The Tower will be designed to be able to support at least four (4) antenna 
arrays. 
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at 973.739.9400. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dewberry Engineers Inc. 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Gregory Nawrotzki, PE 
NY Professional Engineer License No. 097512 
 



1 
 

Pinnacle Telecom Group 

  Professional and Technical Services  

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Antenna Site FCC RF Compliance 

Assessment and Report 

 

Homeland Towers, LLC 

  

Site “NY054 – Glencoma Lake” 

Walton Drive 

Mahopac, NY 

 

  

 

 

  

December 11, 2019 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

14 Ridgedale Avenue, Suite 260 • Cedar Knolls, NJ 07927 • 973-451-1630 



2 
 

 
 

 

Contents 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Introduction and Summary 3 

Antenna and Transmission Data 5 

Compliance Analysis 7 

Compliance Conclusion 12 

 

 

 

Certification 

 

Appendix A. Background on the FCC MPE Limit 

 

Appendix B. Summary of Expert Qualifications 

 

 

 

 

 



3 
 

Introduction and Summary 
At the request of Homeland Towers, LLC, Pinnacle Telecom Group has 

performed an independent expert assessment of radiofrequency (RF) levels and 

related FCC compliance for proposed wireless antenna operations on a 

proposed 140-foot monopole to be located on Walton Drive in Mahopac, NY. 

 

Homeland Towers refers to the prospective site as “NY054 – Glencoma Lake”, 

and the proposed monopole will accommodate the directional panel antennas of 

up to four wireless carriers.  At this time, Verizon Wireless plans to occupy the 

highest antenna mounting position on the pole. 

 

The FCC requires wireless antenna operators to perform an assessment of the 

RF levels from all the transmitting antennas at a site whenever antenna 

operations are added or modified, and ensure compliance with the FCC 

Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limit in areas of unrestricted public 

access, i.e., at street level around the site.   

 

In this case, the compliance assessment will include the RF effects of a worst-

case hypothetical collocation of three wireless carriers’ antennas.  By worst case, 

we mean that the carriers whose maximum capacity relates to higher emitted 

power levels will be hypothetically assumed to occupy the lower mounting 

positions on the monopole, thus matching higher power and smaller distances to 

ground-level around the site.   

 

The analysis will conservatively assume all the wireless carriers are operating at 

maximum capacity and maximum power in each of their FCC-licensed frequency 

bands.  With that extreme degree of conservatism incorporated in the analysis, 

we can have great confidence that the actual RF effects from any combination of 

wireless operators, however they might actually be positioned on the pole, would 

be in compliance with the FCC’s MPE limit.   

 

This assessment of antenna site compliance is based on the FCC limit for 

general population “maximum permissible exposure” (MPE), a limit established 
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as safe for continuous exposure to RF fields by humans of either sex, all ages 

and sizes, and under all conditions.   

 

The result of an FCC compliance assessment can be described in layman’s 

terms by expressing the calculated RF levels as simple percentages of the FCC 

MPE limit.  In that way, the figure 100 percent serves as the reference for 

compliance, and calculated RF levels below 100 percent indicate compliance 

with the MPE limit.  An equivalent way to describe the calculated results is to 

relate them to a “times-below-the-limit” factor.  Here, we will apply both 

descriptions. 

 

The result of the FCC compliance assessment in this case is as follows: 

 

❑ At street level around the site, the conservatively calculated maximum RF 

level caused by the combination of the wireless carriers’ panel antenna 

operations is 2.4215 percent of the FCC general population MPE limit, 

well below the 100-percent reference for compliance. In other words, 

even with calculations designed to significantly overstate the RF levels 

versus those that could actually occur at the site, the worst-case 

calculated RF level in this case is still more than 40 times below the limit 

defined by the federal government as safe for continuous exposure of the 

general public. 

❑ The results of the calculations provide a clear demonstration that the RF 

levels from as many as four wireless carriers, even under worst-case 

collocation circumstances, would satisfy the FCC requirement for 

controlling potential human exposure to RF fields.  Moreover, because of 

the conservative methodology and assumptions applied in this analysis, 

RF levels actually caused by any combination of wireless operators’ 

antenna operations at this site will be even less significant than the 

calculation results here indicate.  

 

The remainder of this report provides the following: 

 

❑ relevant technical data on the parameters for the four wireless carriers; 
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❑ a description of the applicable FCC mathematical model for assessing 

compliance with the MPE limit, and application of the relevant technical 

data to that model; and 

❑ analysis of the results of the calculations, and the compliance conclusion 

for the proposed site. 

 

In addition, two Appendices are included.  Appendix A provides background on 

the FCC MPE limit, along with a list of key references.  Appendix B provides a 

summary of the qualifications of the author of this report. 

 

 

Antenna and Transmission Data 

As described, the proposed 140-foot monopole will be able to accommodate as 

many as four wireless carriers’ antennas.  This analysis will include an 

assumption of “worst-case” collocation by four wireless carriers – Verizon 

Wireless, AT&T, Sprint and T-Mobile. 

 

The worst-case collocation methodology basically involves taking the carriers 

with the most available spectrum and the opportunity for higher power levels and 

hypothetically positioning them at the lower points on the monopole – thus 

matching the most power with the shorter distances to the ground.  Typically, the 

vertical spacing between different wireless carriers’ antennas on a pole is 10 feet.   

 

The transmission parameters for each of the wireless carriers are described 

below. 

 

Verizon Wireless is licensed to operate in the 746, 869, 1900 and 2100 MHz 

frequency bands. In the 746 MHz band, Verizon uses four 40-watt channels per 

antenna sector.  In the 869 MHz band, Verizon uses four 40-watt channels per 

sector.  In the 1900 MHz band, Verizon uses four 40-watt channels per antenna 

sector.  In the 2100 MHz band, Verizon uses four 40-watt channels per sector. 

 

AT&T is licensed to operate in the 700, 850, 1900, 2100 and 2300 MHz 

frequency bands. In the 700 MHz band, AT&T uses four 40-watt RF channels per 
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sector. In the 850 MHz band, AT&T uses seven 20-watt channels per sector.  In 

the 1900 MHz band, AT&T uses four 30-watt channels per sector.   In the 2100 

MHz band, AT&T uses four 45-watt channels per sector.  Lastly, in the 2300 MHz 

band, AT&T uses four 25-watt channels per sector. 

 

Sprint is licensed to operate in the 800 MHz, 1900 MHz and 2500 MHz frequency 

bands.  In the 800 MHz band, Sprint uses two 50-watt channels per antenna 

sector.  In the 1900 MHz band, Sprint uses four 40-watt channels per sector.  In 

the 2500 MHz band, Sprint uses three 40-watt channels per sector. 

 

T-Mobile is licensed to operate in the 600 MHz, 700 MHz, 1900 MHz and 2100 

MHz frequency bands.  In the 600 MHz band, T-Mobile uses four 40-watt 

channels per sector.   In the 700 MHz band, T-Mobile uses one 40-watt channel 

per sector.  In the 1900 MHz band, T-Mobile uses five 30-watt channels per 

sector.  In the 2100 MHz band, T-Mobile uses one 40-watt channel and two 80-

watt channels per sector. 

 

Based on the proposed mounting heights and then followed by overall available 

power levels, we will hypothetically assign the mounting heights (to the centerline 

of the antennas) as follows: 

 

• Verizon Wireless: 136 feet 

• Sprint: 126 feet 

• T-Mobile: 116 feet 

• AT&T: 106 feet 

 

The area below the antennas, at street level, is of interest in terms of potential 

“uncontrolled” exposure of the general public, so the antenna’s vertical-plane 

emission characteristic is used in the calculations, as it is a key determinant in 

the relative level of RF emissions in the “downward” direction.   

 

By way of illustration, Figure 1, below, shows the vertical-plane pattern of a 

typical 1900 MHz panel antenna.  The antenna is effectively pointed at the three 

o’clock position (the horizon) and the pattern at different angles is described 
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5 dB / division

0 deg 
horizon

using decibel units.  The use of a decibel scale in incidentally visually 

understates the relative directionality characteristic of the antenna in the vertical 

plane.  Where the antenna pattern reads 20 dB, the relative RF energy emitted at 

the corresponding downward angle is 1/100th of the maximum that occurs in the 

main beam (at 0 degrees); at 30 dB, the energy is 1/1000th of the maximum.   

 

Note that the automatic pattern-scaling feature of our internal software may skew 

side-by-side visual comparisons of different antenna models, or even different 

parties’ depictions of the same antenna model. 

 
Figure 1.  1900 MHz Directional Panel Antenna – Vertical-plane Pattern 

 

 

Compliance Analysis 

FCC Office of Engineering and Technology Bulletin 65 (“OET Bulletin 65”) 

provides guidelines for mathematical models to calculate potential RF exposure 

levels at various points around transmitting antennas.  

 

Around an antenna site at ground level (in what is called the “far field” of the 

antennas), the RF levels are directly proportional to the total antenna input power 

and the relative antenna gain (focusing effect) in the downward direction of 
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interest – and the levels are otherwise inversely proportional to the square of the 

straight-line distance to the antenna.  Conservative calculations also assume the 

potential RF exposure is enhanced by reflection of the RF energy from the 

intervening ground.  Our calculations will assume a 100% “perfect”, mirror-like 

reflection, which is the absolute worst-case approach.  

 

The formula for ground-level MPE compliance assessment of any given wireless 

antenna operation is as follows: 
 

MPE% = (100 * TxPower * 10 (Gmax-Vdisc)/10  * 4 ) / ( MPE * 4 * R2 ) 
 

where 

 
MPE% = RF level, expressed as a percentage of the FCC MPE 

limit applicable to continuous exposure of the general 
public 

   
100 = factor to convert the raw result to a percentage 
   
TxPower = maximum net power into antenna sector, in milliwatts, a 

function of the number of channels per sector, the 
transmitter power per channel, and line loss 

   
10 (Gmax-Vdisc)/10   = numeric equivalent of the relative antenna gain in the 

direction of interest downward toward ground level 
   
4 = factor to account for a 100-percent-efficient energy 

reflection from the ground, and the squared relationship 
between RF field strength and power density (22 = 4) 

   
MPE = FCC general population MPE limit 
   
R = straight-line distance from the RF source to the point of 

interest, centimeters 
 

 

The MPE% calculations are normally performed out to a distance of 500 feet 

from the facility to points 6.5 feet (approximately two meters, the FCC-

recommended standing height) off the ground, as illustrated in Figure 2 on the 

next page. 
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It is popularly thought that the farther away one is from an antenna, the lower the 

RF level – which is generally but not universally correct.  The results of MPE% 

calculations fairly close to the site will reflect the variations in the vertical-plane 

antenna pattern as well as the variation in straight-line distance to the antennas.  

Therefore, RF levels may actually increase slightly with increasing distance 

within the range of zero to 500 feet from the site.  As the distance approaches 

500 feet and beyond, though, the antenna pattern factor becomes less 

significant, the RF levels become primarily distance-controlled and, as a result, 

the RF levels generally decrease with increasing distance.  In any case, the RF 

levels more than 500 feet from a wireless antenna site are well understood to be 

sufficiently low and always in compliance.  

 

FCC compliance for a collocated antenna site is assessed in the following 

manner.  At each distance point away from the site, an MPE% calculation is 

made for each antenna operation, including the individual components of dual-

band operations.  Then, at each point, the sum of the individual MPE% 

contributions is compared to 100 percent, where the latter figure serves as a 

normalized reference for compliance with the MPE limit.  We refer to the sum of 

the individual MPE% contributions as “total MPE%”, and any calculated total 

MPE% result exceeding 100 percent is, by definition, higher than the limit and 

0 500 

R 

antenna 

Ground Distance D from the site 

height 
from 

antenna 
bottom 
to 6.5’ 
above 
ground 
level 

Figure 2.  Street-level MPE% Calculation Geometry 
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represent non-compliance and a need to take action to mitigate the RF levels.  If 

all results are below 100 percent, that indicates compliance with the federal 

regulations on controlling exposure. 

 

Note that the following conservative methodology and assumptions are 

incorporated into the MPE% calculations on a general basis: 

 

1. The antennas are assumed to be operating continuously at maximum RF 

power – i.e., with the maximum number of channels and the maximum 

transmitter power per channel.  

2. The power-attenuation effects of any shadowing or visual obstruction to a 

line-of-sight path from the antennas to the points of interest at ground 

level are ignored. 

3. The calculations intentionally minimize the distance factor (R) by 

assuming a 6’6” human and performing the calculations from the bottom 

(rather than the centerline) of the antenna. 

4. The potential RF exposure at ground level is assumed to be 100-percent 

enhanced (increased) via a “perfect” field reflection from the intervening 

ground. 

 

The net result of these assumptions is to intentionally and significantly overstate 

the calculated RF levels relative to the RF levels that will actually occur – and the 

purpose of this conservatism is to allow “safe-side” conclusions about 

compliance with the MPE limit.    

 

The table on the following page provides the results of the MPE% calculations for 

each operator, with the worst-case overall result highlighted in bold in the last 

column.   
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Ground  
Distance 

(ft) 

Verizon 
Wireless 
MPE% 

AT&T 
MPE% 

Sprint 
MPE% 

T-Mobile 
MPE% 

Total  
MPE% 

      

0 0.1202 0.0778 0.0290 0.0054 0.2324 
20 0.1290 0.1041 0.0125 0.0096 0.2552 
40 0.2156 0.2024 0.0124 0.1260 0.5564 
60 0.1861 0.2696 0.0425 0.0706 0.5688 
80 0.4676 0.3638 0.0399 0.1479 1.0192 
100 0.5230 0.6948 0.0750 0.4346 1.7274 
120 0.5516 1.0007 0.0665 0.6987 2.3175 
140 0.9227 0.8700 0.1006 0.5282 2.4215 
160 0.9187 0.7693 0.1754 0.1404 2.0038 
180 0.5165 0.7536 0.1130 0.1033 1.4864 
200 0.1560 0.5311 0.0640 0.1083 0.8594 
220 0.1082 0.3058 0.0348 0.0745 0.5233 
240 0.1858 0.2408 0.0500 0.0598 0.5364 
260 0.2958 0.2564 0.0680 0.0917 0.7119 
280 0.3365 0.2477 0.0834 0.2192 0.8868 
300 0.4367 0.2311 0.0882 0.2481 1.0041 
320 0.4493 0.2538 0.0879 0.2264 1.0174 
340 0.4489 0.3531 0.0565 0.1665 1.0250 
360 0.4301 0.3176 0.0383 0.1032 0.8892 
380 0.3916 0.4758 0.0232 0.0761 0.9667 
400 0.3381 0.6655 0.0157 0.1047 1.1240 
420 0.2784 0.6068 0.0305 0.0956 1.0113 
440 0.2556 0.7583 0.0560 0.1596 1.2295 
460 0.2048 0.8488 0.0516 0.1779 1.2831 
480 0.1629 0.7823 0.0703 0.2095 1.2250 
500 0.1509 0.7232 0.0651 0.2490 1.1882 

 
 

 

As indicated, the overall worst-case calculated result is 2.4215 percent of the 

FCC general population MPE limit – well below the 100-percent reference for 

compliance, particularly given the significant conservatism incorporated in the 

analysis.  

 

A graph of the overall calculation results, provided on the next page, provides 

perhaps a clearer visual illustration of the relative compliance of the calculated 

RF levels.  The line representing the overall calculation shows an obviously clear, 

consistent margin to the FCC MPE limit. 
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Compliance Conclusion 

The FCC MPE limit has been constructed in such a manner that continuous 

human exposure to RF fields up to and including 100 percent of the MPE limit is 

acceptable and completely safe.   

 

The conservatively calculated maximum RF effect at street level from the 

assumed worst-case collocation of as many as four wireless carriers is 2.4215 

percent of the FCC general population MPE limit.  In other words, even with an 

extremely conservative analysis intended to dramatically overstate the RF effects 

of any wireless collocation scenario at the site, the calculated worst-case RF 

level is still more than 40 times below the FCC MPE limit.  

 

The results of the calculations indicate clear compliance with the FCC regulations 

and the related MPE limit, even for a worst-case collocation scenario.  Because 

of the conservative calculation methodology and operational assumptions applied 

in this analysis, the RF levels actually caused by any more realistic collocation of 

antennas at this site would be even less significant than the calculation results 

here indicate, and compliance would be achieved by an even larger margin. 
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Certification 

It is the policy of Pinnacle Telecom Group that all FCC RF compliance 

assessments are reviewed, approved, and signed by the firm’s Chief Technical 

Officer who certifies as follows: 

 

1. I have read and fully understand the FCC regulations concerning RF safety 

and the control of human exposure to RF fields (47 CFR 1.1301 et seq).  

2. To the best of my knowledge, the statements and information disclosed in 

this report are true, complete and accurate. 

3. The analysis of site RF compliance provided herein is consistent with the 

applicable FCC regulations, additional guidelines issued by the FCC, and 

industry practice. 

4. The results of the analysis indicate that the subject antenna operations will be 

in compliance with the FCC regulations concerning the control of potential 

human exposure to the RF emissions from antennas. 

 
 
 
 ____________________________________    __________ 
        Daniel J. Collins          Date 
  Chief Technical Officer 

Pinnacle Telecom Group, LLC 
 
 

12/11/19 
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Appendix A. Background on the FCC MPE Limit 

As directed by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, the FCC has established 
limits for maximum continuous human exposure to RF fields.   

 
The FCC maximum permissible exposure (MPE) limits represent the consensus 
of federal agencies and independent experts responsible for RF safety matters.  
Those agencies include the National Council on Radiation Protection and 
Measurements (NCRP), the Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
(OSHA), the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH), the 
American National Standards Institute (ANSI), the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA).  In formulating its 
guidelines, the FCC also considered input from the public and technical 
community – notably the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE). 
 
The FCC’s RF exposure guidelines are incorporated in Section 1.301 et seq of its 
Rules and Regulations (47 CFR 1.1301-1.1310).  Those guidelines specify MPE 
limits for both occupational and general population exposure. 

 
The specified continuous exposure MPE limits are based on known variation of 
human body susceptibility in different frequency ranges, and a Specific 
Absorption Rate (SAR) of 4 watts per kilogram, which is universally considered to 
accurately represent human capacity to dissipate incident RF energy (in the form 
of heat).  The occupational MPE guidelines incorporate a safety factor of 10 or 
greater with respect to RF levels known to represent a health hazard, and an 
additional safety factor of five is applied to the MPE limits for general population 
exposure.  Thus, the general population MPE limit has a built-in safety factor of 
more than 50.  The limits were constructed to appropriately protect humans of 
both sexes and all ages and sizes and under all conditions – and continuous 
exposure at levels equal to or below the applicable MPE limits is considered to 
result in no adverse health effects or even health risk. 
 
The reason for two tiers of MPE limits is based on an understanding and 
assumption that members of the general public are unlikely to have had 
appropriate RF safety training and may not be aware of the exposures they 
receive; occupational exposure in controlled environments, on the other hand, is 
assumed to involve individuals who have had such training, are aware of the 
exposures, and know how to maintain a safe personal work environment. 

 
The FCC’s RF exposure limits are expressed in two equivalent forms, using 
alternative units of field strength (expressed in volts per meter, or V/m), and 
power density (expressed in milliwatts per square centimeter, or mW/cm2). The 
table on the next page lists the FCC limits for both occupational and general 
population exposures, using the mW/cm2 reference, for the different radio 
frequency ranges. 



15 
 

 

Frequency Range (F) 
(MHz ) 

Occupational Exposure 
( mW/cm2 ) 

General Public Exposure 
( mW/cm2 ) 

0.3 - 1.34 100  100  

1.34 - 3.0 100 180 / F2 

3.0 - 30 900 / F2 180 / F2 

30 - 300 1.0 0.2 

300 - 1,500 F / 300 F / 1500 

1,500 - 100,000 5.0 1.0 

 

 
The diagram below provides a graphical illustration of both the FCC’s 
occupational and general population MPE limits. 
 

 

 

 

Because the FCC’s RF exposure limits are frequency-shaped, the exact MPE 
limits applicable to the instant situation depend on the frequency range used by 
the systems of interest. 
 

Power Density

(mW/cm2)

Frequency (MHz)

100

0.2

1.0

5.0

0.3  1.34       3.0  30 300 1,500 100,000

Occupational

General Public
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The most appropriate method of determining RF compliance is to calculate the 
RF power density attributable to a particular system and compare that to the 
MPE limit applicable to the operating frequency in question.  The result is usually 
expressed as a percentage of the MPE limit. 
 
For potential exposure from multiple systems, the respective percentages of the 
MPE limits are added, and the total percentage compared to 100 (percent of the 
limit).  If the result is less than 100, the total exposure is in compliance; if it is 
more than 100, exposure mitigation measures are necessary to achieve 
compliance. 
 
Note that the FCC “categorically excludes” all “non-building-mounted” wireless 
antenna operations whose mounting heights are more than 10 meters (32.8 feet) 
from the routine requirement to demonstrate compliance with the MPE limit, 
because such operations “are deemed, individually and cumulatively, to have no 
significant effect on the human environment”.  The categorical exclusion also 
applies to all point-to-point antenna operations, regardless of the type of structure 
they’re mounted on.  Note that the FCC considers any facility qualifying for the 
categorical exclusion to be automatically in compliance. 
 
 
FCC References on RF Compliance 
 
47 CFR, FCC Rules and Regulations, Part 1 (Practice and Procedure), Section 
1.1310 (Radiofrequency radiation exposure limits). 
 
FCC Second Memorandum Opinion and Order and Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (FCC 97-303), In the Matter of Procedures for Reviewing Requests 
for Relief From State and Local Regulations Pursuant to Section 332(c)(7)(B)(v) 
of the Communications Act of 1934 (WT Docket 97-192), Guidelines for 
Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation (ET Docket 
93-62), and Petition for Rulemaking of the Cellular Telecommunications Industry 
Association Concerning Amendment of the Commission's Rules to Preempt 
State and Local Regulation of Commercial Mobile Radio Service Transmitting 
Facilities, released August 25, 1997. 
 
FCC First Memorandum Opinion and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of 
Guidelines for Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation, 
released December 24, 1996. 
     
FCC Report and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of Guidelines for 
Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation, released 
August 1, 1996. 
 
FCC Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 65, “Evaluating 
Compliance with FCC Guidelines for Human Exposure to Radiofrequency 
Electromagnetic Fields”, Edition 97-01, August 1997. 
 
FCC Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 56, “Questions and 
Answers About Biological Effects and Potential Hazards of RF Radiation”, edition 
4, August 1999. 
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Appendix B. Summary of Expert Qualifications 

 
Daniel J. Collins, Chief Technical Officer, Pinnacle Telecom Group, LLC 
 
  

Synopsis:   • 40+ years of experience in all aspects of wireless system 
engineering, related regulation, and RF exposure 

• Has performed or led RF exposure compliance assessments 
on more than 20,000 antenna sites since the latest FCC 
regulations went into effect in 1997 

• Has provided testimony as an RF compliance expert more 
than 1,500 times since 1997 

• Have been accepted as an FCC compliance expert in New 
York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Pennsylvania and more than 
40 other states, as well as by the FCC 

 

Education: • B.E.E., City College of New York (Sch. Of Eng.), 1971 
• M.B.A., 1982, Fairleigh Dickinson University, 1982 
• Bronx High School of Science, 1966 

Current Responsibilities: • Leads all PTG staff work involving RF safety and FCC 
compliance, microwave and satellite system engineering, 
and consulting on wireless technology and regulation 

Prior Experience: • Edwards & Kelcey, VP – RF Engineering and Chief 
Information Technology Officer, 1996-99 

• Bellcore (a Bell Labs offshoot after AT&T’s 1984 divestiture), 
Executive Director – Regulation and Public Policy, 1983-96 

• AT&T (Corp. HQ), Division Manager – RF Engineering, and 
Director – Radio Spectrum Management, 1977-83 

• AT&T Long Lines, Group Supervisor – Microwave Radio 
System Design, 1972-77 

Specific RF Safety / 
Compliance Experience:  

• Involved in RF exposure matters since 1972 
• Have had lead corporate responsibility for RF safety and 

compliance at AT&T, Bellcore, Edwards & Kelcey, and PTG 
• While at AT&T, helped develop the mathematical models for 

calculating RF exposure levels 
• Have been relied on for compliance by all major wireless 

carriers, as well as by the federal government, several state 
and local governments, equipment manufacturers, system 
integrators, and other consulting / engineering firms  

Other Background: • Author, Microwave System Engineering (AT&T, 1974) 
• Co-author and executive editor, A Guide to New 

Technologies and Services (Bellcore, 1993) 
• National Spectrum Management Association (NSMA) – 

former three-term President and Chairman of the Board of 
Directors; was founding member, twice-elected Vice 
President, long-time member of the Board, and was named 
an NSMA Fellow in 1991 

• Have published more than 35 articles in industry magazines 
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January 21, 2020 

Honorable Chairman and Members of the Planning Board 
Town of Carmel 
60 McAlpin Avenue,  
Mahopac, NY 10541 
 
Re:   Site ID: NY054 
 Location Name: Glencoma Lake 
 Dewberry No.: 50114388 
 Site Address:  Walton Drive 
   Mahopac, NY 10541 

To Whom It May Concern, 

 
As part of the proposed telecommunication facility installation, Verizon Wireless is proposing a 15kW Ascot 
International diesel generator. Ascot International indicates that the noise level output is 66-70 dBA @ 23 
feet. 
 
The approximate projected noise levels at the property lines are as follows: 
 
Property Line  Distance Noise Level 
North   2040’  0 dBA 
South   396’  0 dBA 
East   108’  47 dBA 
West   1104’  0 dBA 
 
Approximate noise levels are based on the Inverse Square Law. 
 
Noise level regulations per Section 104-14(B) of the Town Code for the Residential Zone district in the town 
of Carmel, NY are as follows: 
 
8:00 AM – 6:00 PM not to exceed 65 dBA @ the property line 
6:00 PM – 8:00 AM not to exceed 50 dBA @ the property line 
 
The generator is expected to only run in emergency situations and will be routinely cycled for approximately 
30 minutes a week on a weekday between 8:00 AM and 6:00 PM. Based on the foregoing, the generator 
will comply with the town noise code. 
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at 973.739.9400. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dewberry Engineers Inc. 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
Gregory Nawrotzki, PE 
NY Professional Engineer License No. 097512 
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OPINION LETTER

December 31, 2019

Christine Vergati
Homeland Towers, LLC
9 Harmony Street, 2nd Floor
Danbury, CT 06810

RE: NY054 – Glencoma Lake, NY Airspace Analysis
Latitude (NAD-83): 41° 20’ 56.88” N
Longitude (NAD-83): 73° 43’ 49.94” W
Ground Elevation: 741.0 ft AMSL
Tower tip height: 140.0 ft AGL
Overall height: 881.0 ft AMSL

Dear Ms. Vergati,

Our airspace analysis results for the NY054 – Glencoma Lake, NY site are as follows:

1. Filing an FAA Form 7460-1 is not required for the proposed tower height of 140.0 ft AGL (881.0 ft
AMSL). The maximum allowable height for not filing an FAA Form 7460-1 is 200 ft.

2. FCC’s TOWAIR Determination indicates that this structure does not require registration. There are no
airports within 8 kilometers (5 miles) of the coordinates you provided. The maximum allowable
height is for not filing for an ASR is 200 ft AGL.

3. The FAA Form 7460-1 for NY054 – Glencoma Lake, NY at 140.0 ft AGL was not filed as of January 1,
2020.

4. The proposed site is 10.897 nm West from the nearest public landing facility – DXR: Danbury Muni.
At an overall height of 881.0 ft AMSL, it does not exceed FAR 77.9 (a) or FAR 77.9 (b) Notice Criteria
for DXR airport. This airport has both Circling and Straight-In Instrument approach procedures. It
does not exceed any glide slopes of DXR airport. DXR: Danbury Muni is an airport type landing
facility and it is associated with the city of Danbury, CT.

5. The proposed site is not within any of the instrument approach procedures of DXR airport.
6. The nearest private landing facility is 96NY: Massaro, which is a heliport type landing facility not

eligible for study under FAR Part 77 sub-Part C. It is 2.05 nm North from the proposed site.
7. The proposed 140.0 ft AGL tower would not adversely affect low altitude en route airways and/ or

VFR routes in the area.
8. The nearest AM tower is WLNA, which is 10.05 mi (16174 meters) away bearing 253.78°. WLNA AM is

operating a directional type antenna system. As noted per the FCC AM Tower Locator and per
FCC regulation 13-115, Section 1.30002, the structure will not require a “Proof of Performance”
measurement study before and after construction.

9. Marking and lighting are not required for the proposed tower height of 140.0 ft AGL.
10. All Wireless Applications Corp. analyses are based on the latest AIRSPACE, FAA Notice Criteria Tool

and FCC TOWAIR programs.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Thank you.

Ronald W. Lageson, Jr.
425-643-5000 (office)
425-649-5675 (fax)































































Lake Casse Park District 

FALL  2022- News letter

Hello Lake Casse Resident!
The lake is FALLing into place! this has been the best summer ever with the lake water health getting 

back to normal! We had minimal closures, great swimming weather and lots of fun activities.  Our 
annual 4th of July Summer Kickoff was awesome, we had a PACked house. The amazing community 
support with the Kids Fun Run around the lake, THANK YOU to all the cheerleaders and water stations 
along the route! Movie night featuring JAWS kept us on edge and of course there was the towel tie-dye 
craft at the beach!  But what’s a summer without a Cardboard Boat Race!! Great job to all our boat 
engineers out there, and the unsinkable “Titanic Award” winner goes to……….HUDSON HADDELAND!! 

Please join us for our  Community Meeting on October 12th @ 7pm!  We will discuss what's 
coming next at Lake Casse Clubhouse; improvements, lake water health, and many new planned events 
and activities.  We are currently looking for some more volunteers to help us in  planning the 
Halloween  Kid’s Trunk-or-Treat event and the Adult Costume Party , so please consider!

We look forward to seeing you soon!
- Lake Casse Advisory Board-

John Aquina, Kim Kugler, Scott Sterben, Stacey Kelly,Teresa DePace, Erin Haddeland & Joe Zakon

Fall Clean Ups & Important Reminders
● Lakefront property owners-  It is your responsibility to maintain your shorelines of 

debris, garbage, disrepaired docks, etc. Fall is the season where the lake water 
levels lower and you can better access your shoreline and docks to do so.

● Please be mindful,  septic systems should be inspected and pumped every 3 years.
● In an effort to protect the health of our lake, please remain diligent by reporting any 

suspicious odors or water seepage from the roads or properties  leading into the 
lake. Dumping of chemicals or debris in storm drains on the roads is forbidden. 
Everything runs down hill and into storm drains.  If you see or smell something 
please say something immediately to the PCDOH at 845-808-1390.  We need everyone 
to take part in staying vigilant on the health of our lake.   
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COMMUNITY MEETING - WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 12th @ 7pm
Please join us at the Lake Casse Clubhouse, especially if you are new to the Lake Casse community.  

This is a great opportunity to meet your community residents and neighbors, discuss upcoming 
events at the lake, learn about the community and ask questions.

CLUBHOUSE RENTAL
The clubhouse is only available for rent to Lake Casse Park District residents only. 

The cost is $350 rental fee + $350 security deposit (refundable).  Any questions regarding rentals 
please email lakecasserentals@gmail.com. Do not private message inquiries on facebook.

EVENTS & ACTIVITIES
Our Events Committee is looking for volunteers to help with organizing and planning of the 

FALL/HOLIDAY season activities.  We are looking forward to hosting several fun Fall events for the 
entire family.  The Lake Casse Clubhouse is an amazing asset to our community that we are lucky 
to have.  It is a place where your kids and families can make lifelong friendships and memories.  
Some of the events this fall include kids fishing derby, tag sale , bingo, talent show, Halloween 
party, Breakfast with Santa, NYE Gala and much more.  This year first time ever we are looking at 
entering our very own Lake Casse float to the Carmel Light Parade on December 3rd.  Come out 
and support your Lake Casse float! 

Without community volunteer help, it makes it difficult to host events, so please consider 
volunteering.  If you are interested and willing to help with the planning and execution of any of 
these events or have other great ideas, please email LakeCasse@gmail.com with your name and 
contact information. We will also have sign up sheets at the community meeting in October.

10/22 - Halloween Events  RSVP by 10/10 to LakeCasse@gmail.com with your family name, 
address and which event  you are attending and a head count.

@ 11am - Children's Trunk-or-Treat event. (see Facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity for details) 
@ 7pm - Adult Costume Party (see Facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity for upcoming details)

12/3  - Carmel Light Parade -**NEW**This will be the first year that Lake Casse will participate with 
our very own float!! Please come out to support your Lake Casse Community.  Volunteer reindeer 
and elves needed!! (check back on Facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity for upcoming details)

12/10 - Breakfeast w/Santa!! @ 10am - enjoy a buffet breakfast & take pictures  with Santa and Mrs. 
Clause.  This event sells out quick so RSVP by 11/1/22

12/31 - New Years Eve Gala @ 8pm- 1am  $60pp, Catered buffet dinner, DJ, Champagne Toast, Dress 
to impress.  More details to follow. This event sells out quick so RSVP/Purchase Tickets by 12/15

**Please check our Facebook page and bulletin boards for up to date details on events to come**
Contact us:  lakecasse@gmail.com to join our email list and receive community updates.

Follow us:  https://www.facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity/

BEACH/PARK ACCESS
Regretfully, the summer beach season has ended. The beach is closed to swimming and Life Guards are 
officially off duty.   The Park grounds are still open and boating/fishing is still permitted at your own risk.  

Please be mindful of your children near the water's edge. Please wear a life jacket when boating. 

mailto:lakecasserentals@gmail.com
mailto:LakeCasse@gmail.com
mailto:LakeCasse@gmail.com
https://www.facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity/
https://www.facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity/
https://www.facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity/
mailto:lakecasse@gmail.com
https://www.facebook.com/LakeCasseCommunity/


TOWN OF CARMEL 
  Procurement Policy 

Page 17 of 20 

SECTION VIII.   RESPONSIBLE PURCHASING AGENTS 

Pursuant to Chapter 402 of the Laws of 2007, effective January 2022, as required under Section 104 
of the NYS General Municipal Law, the Town is including the names of the municipal officials 
responsible for purchasing decisions, as follows: 

Position Title Position Incumbent 
Town Supervisor Michael Cazzari 
Town Deputy Supervisor Robert Schanil 
Town Board Stephen Baranowski 
Town Board Frank Lombardi 
Town Board Suzanne McDonough 
Town Justice Daniel Miller 
Town Justice Thomas Jacobellis 
Court Clerk Patricia Genna 
Comptroller Mary Ann Maxwell 
Town Assessor Glenn Droese 
Town Clerk Ann Spofford 
Deputy Town Clerk Alice Daly 
Receiver of Taxes   Kathleen Kraus 
Deputy Receiver of Taxes Gary Kiernan 
Town Civil Engineer Richard Franzetti 
Town Engineering Project Coordinator Robert Vara 
Principal Account Clerk Carol Ormsby 
Highway Superintendent Michael Simone 
Deputy Highway Superintendent 
Chief of Police 

Michael Martin 
Anthony Hoffmann 

Lieutenant John Dearman 
Lieutenant Michael Bodo 
Codes Enforcer Michael Carnazza 
Director of Parks and Recreation James Gilchrist 

UPDATING THE POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 
 The Town Board shall annually review these policies and procedures.  The Comptroller’s Office 
shall be responsible for conducting an annual review of the Procurement Policy and for evaluation 
of the internal control structure established to ensure compliance with the procurement policy.  

10/12/2022 Work Session Agenda Item #2



TOWN OF CARMEL 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 

60 MCALPIN AVENUE, MAHOPAC, NY 10541 
TEL (845)628-1300   FAX (845)628-2597 

POLICE@CI.CARMEL.NY.US 

ANTHONY HOFFMANN 

 CHIEF OF POLICE 

WWW.CARMELNY.ORG/POLICE-DEPARTMENT 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Carmel Town Board 

FROM: Chief Anthony Hoffmann 

SUBJECT: Special Operations Truck Project 

DATE:  October 12, 2022 

Please be advised, our Special Operations Truck Project, started in late summer of 2021, is 
nearing completion. As you may recall, this project was the result of a joint effort between 
Assemblyman Kevin Byrne, the Town Board, and CPD. Together we were able to secure 
funding and locate a heavy duty pickup truck that would assist our efforts with our Marine Unit, 
Patrol Division, and CPD’s members of the Putnam County Emergency Response Team. 

After Assemblyman Byrne and the Town Board’s assistance in securing $50,000 in NYS SAM 
Grant funding, CPD Vehicle Supervisor Sgt. McCabe was able to locate a new Ford F-150 
Police Responder from the City of Rye Police, who after receiving the vehicle no longer needed 
it for their fleet. Sgt. McCabe further worked with vehicle upfit vendors to arrange for the 
purchase and installation of all needed emergency equipment for this truck. The low-bid vendor 
(of three written quotes as per ToC Procurement Policy) for the project was RFC Emergency 
Lighting of Briarcliff Manor.  

Recently we have been advised that the Dormitory Authority of the State of New York 
(DASNY) has fully approved SAM Grant reimbursement funding for this project. Therefore, in 
order to complete the project, I respectfully request the board’s permission for the following: 

- Resolve to remit $12,846.92 to RFC Emergency Lighting for vehicle equipment and
installation.

- Submit reimbursement request to DASNY in the amount of $50,000.

The overage of the $43,143.18 amount for the truck and $12,846.92 not covered by the $50,000 
in grant funding ($5,990.10) will be applied to CPD’s 2022 vehicle budget line. 

Submitted for your review and approval. 

_____________________ 

Chief Anthony Hoffmann 
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TOWN OF CARMEL 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 

60 MCALPIN AVENUE, MAHOPAC, NY 10541 
TEL (845)628-1300   FAX (845)628-2597 

POLICE@CI.CARMEL.NY.US 

ANTHONY HOFFMANN 

 CHIEF OF POLICE 

Continued

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Carmel Town Board 

FROM: Chief Anthony Hoffmann 

SUBJECT: Vehicle Acquisitions – 2022 & 2023 

DATE:  October 12, 2022 

As you are aware, police vehicle acquisition has been a significant challenge over the past 18 
months. Recently, we were advised that our incoming order for two Ford Police Utility 
(Explorer) hybrids was cancelled. There was no advance notice or contingency from Ford or the 
contract vendor/dealer, and the only information provided was that we could reorder these 
vehicles for 2024 (the 2023 ordering had already been closed out in early September without 
notice that 2022 orders would be cancelled) with an approximate $7,000 price increase per 
vehicle and no estimated lead time.  

Upon getting this information, our staff contacted numerous vehicle upfitters and dealers for 
assistance. Thankfully we have been able to locate two vehicles to cover our 2022 allocation, and 
an additional two vehicles for 2023. For 2022 we have been able to acquire two Ram 1500 Police 
SSV(Special Service Vehicle) pick-up trucks. These are not the Hybrid SUV’s that we originally 
anticipated but we have been unable to locate similar police rated SUV’s as Ford has apparently 
cancelled over 20,000 orders from police agencies nationwide. However, as Special Service 
Vehicles we will be able to utilize them as part of our operational police fleet. These vehicles are 
available for immediate delivery to CPD from New Holland Auto Group of New Holland, 
Pennsylvania. 

As we continued our search for our 2023 vehicles, we submitted a NYS OGS mini-bid request 
for police rated SUV’s. Among the response we received was for two 2022 Dodge Durango 
Pursuit SUV’s from Robert Green Auto and Truck of Monticello, NY, a vendor that we have 
dealt with on a number of previous occasions. These vehicles are pre-built and will be available 
for delivery by  November 30th.  

For procurement purposes, the two RAM vehicles are offered at “piggyback” Pennsylvania 
contract pricing. While the price is significantly less than retail (a $6,664.00 discount per 
vehicle) for ToC Procurement Policy purposes this would not conform to our “piggybacking 
policy” as being an out of state contract. Therefore for the total amount of $84,742.00 I request 
under the “Emergency Purchase” provision of the ToC Procurement Policy, as our Ford order 
was cancelled and this impacts public safety as CPD needs to maintain our vehicle fleet. This 
amount will come out of the 2022 CPD vehicle budget line from the amount previously allocated 
for the Ford Utility order. 
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Continuing for the 2023 order of the two Dodge Durangos from Robert Green Auto and Truck, I 
request authorization to commit the amount of $82,042.98 from the 2023 CPD vehicle budget 
line. This purchase would be under a NYS contract (OGS vehicle mini-bid) and conform to ToC 
Procurement policy. 

Therefore, I respectfully request two resolutions, for the following: 

A resolution in the amount of $84,742.00 to New Holland Auto Group of New Holland, PA for 
the purchase of two 2022 RAM 1500 Police Special Service vehicles from the 2022 CPD vehicle 
budget. 

A resolution to commit to purchase in the amount of $82,042.98 to Robert Green Auto and Truck 
of Monitcello, NY for the purchase of two 2022 Dodge Durango Police Pursuit SUV vehicles 
from the 2023 CPD vehicle budget. 

Written vehicle quotes and a ToC Procurement Emergency Purchase Request are attached. 

Submitted for your review and approval. 

_______________________________ 

Chief Anthony Hoffmann 



Invoice #

Date:

Customer: Purchase Order #

Contract #
VIN # 

Finance Source:

QTY ITEM # UNIT PRICE LINE TOTAL

1.00 1 $41,876.00 $41,876.00

1.00 2 $495.00 $495.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Sub Total: $42,371.00

SALES TAX $0.00

Balance Owed $42,371.00

60 McAlpin Ave

If you have any questions regarding this 

invoice please contact: Travis Buzzard  

(717) 351-1651

Customer Agreement : __________________________________________  Date: _________

Steve McCabe Cash

By signing this document we agree to the 30 day net terms of payment 

unless other arrangements have been made with New Holland Auto Group 

prior to the delivery of the vehicle.

DESCRIPTION

2022 Ram 1500 SSV

Step Bars

NEW HOLLAND AUTO GROUP

DELIVERY DATE

845-628-1300

Town of Carmel

INVOICE
508 W MAIN ST

October 6, 2022

1C6RR7XT5NS215382

tbuzzard@newhollandauto.com

COSTARS 025-E22-406

Mahopac, NY 10541

NEW HOLLAND, PA 17557

SHIPPING METHOD SHIPPING TERMS

.

 PH (717) 354-4901 / FX (717) 355-2685

100622CT 008

Payment Terms: NET 30 days after receipt of 
Delivery

Please Make Check Payable and Remit to:

New Holland Auto Group
508 W. Main St. 
New Holland, PA 17557
If you prefer to wire money please contact me 

mailto:tbuzzard@newhollandauto.com#


Invoice #

Date:

Customer: Purchase Order #

Contract #
VIN # 

Finance Source:

QTY ITEM # UNIT PRICE LINE TOTAL

1.00 1 $41,876.00 $41,876.00

1.00 2 $495.00 $495.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Sub Total: $42,371.00

SALES TAX $0.00

Balance Owed $42,371.00

60 McAlpin Ave

If you have any questions regarding this 

invoice please contact: Travis Buzzard  

(717) 351-1651

Customer Agreement : __________________________________________  Date: _________

Steve McCabe Cash

By signing this document we agree to the 30 day net terms of payment 

unless other arrangements have been made with New Holland Auto Group 

prior to the delivery of the vehicle.

DESCRIPTION

2022 Ram 1500 SSV

Step Bars

NEW HOLLAND AUTO GROUP

DELIVERY DATE

845-628-1300

Town of Carmel

INVOICE
508 W MAIN ST

October 6, 2022

1C6RR7XT7NS215383

tbuzzard@newhollandauto.com

COSTARS 025-E22-406

Mahopac, NY 10541

NEW HOLLAND, PA 17557

SHIPPING METHOD SHIPPING TERMS

.

 PH (717) 354-4901 / FX (717) 355-2685

100622CB 006

Payment Terms: NET 30 days after receipt of 
Delivery

Please Make Check Payable and Remit to:

New Holland Auto Group
508 W. Main St. 
New Holland, PA 17557
If you prefer to wire money please contact me 

mailto:tbuzzard@newhollandauto.com#
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Richard J.Franzetti, P.E. (845) 628-1500 
Town Engineer (845) 628-2087  

Fax (845) 628-7085 

Office of the Town Engineer 
60 McAlpin Avenue 

Mahopac, New York 10541 

Tel: (845) 628-1500  Fax: (845) 628-7085  email  rg@ci.carmel.ny.us

G:\Engineering\Contracts and RFPs\R2019-008 Lake Casse Maintenance\Renewal\09-26-22 R2019-008 Lake Casse Maintenance- Recommendation to TB 
.doc 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Carmel Town Board  

From: Richard J. Franzetti P.E. Town Engineer  

Date: September 26, 2026  

Re: Lake Casse Maintenance - R2019-008 - Renewal for 2023 and 2024 

As the Board may recall, in 2019, the Engineering Department solicited proposals for 
maintenance at the Lake Casse Maintenance - R2019-008.  The proposal identified that the 
contract would be effective for three (3) years (2020-2022), with the Town of Carmel having 
the unilateral option to renew the contract for up to two (2) more years or any portion thereof 
(2023-2024).   

Terrence Kelly was the lowest responsible proposer.  A copy of Engineering Department’s 
September 19, 2019 memorandum summarizing the initial proposal to the Town and the 
October 2, 2019 Town Board resolution are attached. 

The cost for Lake Casse Maintenance for 2023 and 2024 as identified in the proposal, are 
$13,500.00 (each year_ . 

Mr. Terrance Kelly has performed to the satisfaction of both the Lake Casse Advisory Board 
(see attached) and Engineering Department.  This Department contacted Mr. Kelly to 
ascertain if he was interested in continuing this service for 2023 and 2024. He responded that 
they would like to renew the contract.  A copy of this correspondence is attached.   

Therefore, based upon the above, the Engineering Department recommends that this contract 
be renewed.  

The cost for this service is included in the 2023 budget. 

I therefore respectfully request that the Board placed on your next Town Board work session 
agenda. 
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Richard J.Franzetti, P.E. (845) 628-1500 
Town Engineer (845) 628-2087  

Fax (845) 628-7085 

OOffice of the Town Engineer 
60 McAlpin Avenue 

Mahopac, New York 10541 

Tel: (845) 628-1500  Fax: (845) 628-7085  email  rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us
G:\Engineering\Contracts and RFPs\R2019-008 Lake Casse Maintenance\09-19-2019- R2019-008- Recommendation to TB.doc 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Carmel Town Board  

From: Richard J. Franzetti P.E. Town Engineer 

Date: September 19, 2019 

Re: R 2019-008 Lake Casse Maintenance

Proposals were solicited from six (6) contractors for the referenced contract as provided in the attached 
bidders list (personal information redacted). The proposal identified that the contract would be effective 
for three (3) years (2020,2021 and 2022), with the Town of Carmel having the unilateral option to renew
the contract for up to two more years or any portion thereof (2023 and 2024). One (1) proposal was 
received from Terrance Kelly (see attached bid sheet) and summarized as follows:

Year Cost 
2020 $13,000.00 
2021 $13,000.00 
2022 $13,000.00 
2023 $13,500.00 
2024 $13,500.00 
Charge per clubhouse events (over 20 per year) - $75.00 

It should be noted that the previous pricing for this work was at the same cost ($13,000.00 per year). Mr.
Kelly has performed this work for the Town of Carmel for the last four (4) years, since 2016.  His 
performance has been acceptable.  We have contacted the Lake Casse Advisory Board and they concur 
with this assessment as identified in the attached.  

We have checked with the Comptroller’s Office and have been advised that there are sufficient funds in 
the budget for this contract. 

We recommend that the contract be awarded to Mr., Kelly for the term January 1, 2020 to December 31, 
2022 (3 years).   

This matter should be placed on the next available work session for discussion. 



Bidder List 

Jim Croughan 

Mahopac, NY 10541 

Robert Simone 

Mahopac, NY 10541 

Terry Kelley 
Mahopac NY 10541 

John Vitkus 
Mahopac, New York 10541 

Mike Johnson 
Carmel, New York 10512 

Robert Carey 
Mahopac, New York 10541 







From: siclari36
To: Franzetti,Richard
Subject: Re: 09-18-19 RE: Lake Casse maintenance RFP
Date: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 11:43:14 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Yes . Bill

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

-------- Original message --------
From: "Franzetti,Richard" <rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us>
Date: 9/18/19 10:44 AM (GMT-05:00)
To: "Esteves,Donna" <de@ci.carmel.ny.us>, "Bill Siclari (siclari36@verizon.net)"
<siclari36@verizon.net>, "Kim Kugler (kimkugler@me.com)" <kimkugler@me.com>
Cc: "Vara, Rob" <rjv2@ci.carmel.ny.us>
Subject: 09-18-19  RE: Lake Casse maintenance RFP

Please respond ASAP so that I can request to have placed on next week’s Town Board work
session agenda

Richard J. Franzetti. P.E, BCEE

Town Engineer

60 McAlpin Avenue

Mahopac, New York 10541

Phone - (845) 628-1500 ext 181

Fax – (845) 628-7085

Cell – (914) 843-4704

rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us

This communication may be confidential and is intended for the sole use of the addressee(s).  No use or reproduction of the
information provided is permitted without the written consent of the Town of Carmel.  If you are not the intended recipient,
you should not copy, disclose or take any action in reliance on this communication.  If you have received this communication
in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the message and any attached documents.



From: Esteves,Donna 
Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2019 10:08 AM
To: Bill Siclari (siclari36@verizon.net); Kim Kugler (kimkugler@me.com)
Cc: Franzetti,Richard; Vara, Rob
Subject: Lake Casse maintenance RFP

All,

As you are aware, the Lake Casse Park Maintenance contract expires at the end of the
year.  The Engineering Department will be releasing the request for proposal this
Friday, August 16.  Please review the attached and advise if you have any comments or
suggestions.

Thanks,

Donna Esteves

Town of Carmel ~ Engineering Department

60 Mc Alpin Ave

Mahopac, NY 10541

845-628-1500 ext. 184



From: Esteves,Donna
To: Franzetti,Richard
Cc: Vara, Rob
Subject: FW: Lake Casse maintenance RFP
Date: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 11:58:32 AM
Attachments: proposal.pdf

Rich,

I spoke with Bill and they are in agreement with the recommendation to awarding Terrence Kelly for
the Lake Casse Maintenance contract. There are sufficient funds in the budget for this expense.

Thanks,

Donna Esteves
Town of Carmel ~ Engineering Department
60 Mc Alpin Ave
Mahopac, NY 10541
845-628-1500 ext. 184

From: Esteves,Donna 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 4:21 PM
To: Bill Siclari (siclari36@verizon.net); Kim Kugler (kimkugler@me.com)
Cc: Franzetti,Richard; Vara, Rob
Subject: FW: Lake Casse maintenance RFP

All,

Attached is the proposal that was submitted for the Lake Casse Maintenance contract. Just wanted to
verify that you are in agreement that the contract be awarded to Terrence Kelly.

Thanks,

Donna Esteves
Town of Carmel ~ Engineering Department
60 Mc Alpin Ave
Mahopac, NY 10541
845-628-1500 ext. 184

From: Esteves,Donna 
Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2019 10:08 AM
To: Bill Siclari (siclari36@verizon.net); Kim Kugler (kimkugler@me.com)
Cc: Franzetti,Richard; Vara, Rob
Subject: Lake Casse maintenance RFP

All,

As you are aware, the Lake Casse Park Maintenance contract expires at the end of the year. The
Engineering Department will be releasing the request for proposal this Friday, August 16. Please
review the attached and advise if you have any comments or suggestions.





From: Kim Kugler
To: Franzetti,Richard
Subject: Re: 09-22-22 RE: 09-15-22 - Park Manager for 2023 and 2024
Date: Monday, September 26, 2022 12:54:04 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Rich,
Sorry for the delay. Our board is all in favor of renewing Terry Kelly’s contract for park
manager for 2023 - 2024.

Thank You,
Kim Kugler

On Sep 22, 2022, at 4:24 PM, Franzetti,Richard <rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us> wrote:

Please advise about renewing with Terry as I need to get memo to the Town Board.

Thanks

Richard J. Franzetti. P.E, BCEE
Town Engineer
60 McAlpin Avenue
Mahopac, New York 10541
Phone - (845) 628-1500 ext 181
Fax – (845) 628-7085
Cell – (914) 843-4704
rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us

This communication may be confidential and is intended for the sole use of the addressee(s).  No use or
reproduction of the information provided is permitted without the written consent of the Town of Carmel.  If
you are not the intended recipient, you should not copy, disclose or take any action in reliance on this
communication.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and
delete the message and any attached documents.

From: Franzetti,Richard 
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2022 3:45 PM
To: Kimkugler@me.com; siclari36@verizon.net
Cc: Esteves,Donna <de@ci.carmel.ny.us>
Subject: 09-15-22 - Park Manager for 2023 and 2024

Kim and Bill,



Just so you know Terry’s contract comes up for bid at the end of this year. I will need
something from the Lake Casse Board letting the Town know that you either want to
renewal (unilateral option) for 2023 and 2024 or that you want to go back out to bid. I
am assuming the former versus the latter.

Please advise

Richard J. Franzetti. P.E, BCEE
Town Engineer
60 McAlpin Avenue
Mahopac, New York 10541
Phone - (845) 628-1500 ext 181
Fax – (845) 628-7085
Cell – (914) 843-4704
rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us

This communication may be confidential and is intended for the sole use of the addressee(s). No use or
reproduction of the information provided is permitted without the written consent of the Town of Carmel. If
you are not the intended recipient, you should not copy, disclose or take any action in reliance on this
communication. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and
delete the message and any attached documents.



From: tjk4th@aol.com
To: Franzetti,Richard
Subject: Re: 09-15-22 -Lake Casse Maintenance - R -2019-008 Renewal for 2023 and 2024
Date: Tuesday, September 20, 2022 4:46:39 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Yes

On Thursday, September 15, 2022, 03:46:53 PM EDT, Franzetti,Richard <rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us> wrote:

Terry,

Are you interested in renewing for 2023 and 2024?

Richard J. Franzetti. P.E, BCEE, LEED AP

Town Engineer

60 McAlpin Avenue

Mahopac, New York 10541

Phone - (845) 628-1500 ext 181

Fax – (845) 628-7085

Cell – (914) 843-4704

rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us

This communication may be confidential and is intended for the sole use of the addressee(s).  No use or
reproduction of the information provided is permitted without the written consent of the Town of Carmel.  If you are
not the intended recipient, you should not copy, disclose or take any action in reliance on this communication.  If
you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the message
and any attached documents.



Richard J.Franzetti, P.E. (845) 628-1500 
Town Engineer (845) 628-2087  

Fax (845) 628-7085 

Office of the Town Engineer 
60 McAlpin Avenue 

Mahopac, New York 10541 

Tel: (845) 628-1500  Fax: (845) 628-7085  email  rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us 
G:\Engineering\Water\01 - Water restrictions\09-2022 - Mandatory Restrictions CWD 3, 7 and 12\Lift Restrictions\09-30-2022 CWD 3, 7 and 12 Lift Mandatory Water Restrictions request Memo to TB.doc 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Carmel Town Board  

From: Richard J. Franzetti P.E. Town Engineer  

Date: September 30, 2022 

Re: Request to Lift Mandatory Water Restrictions for CWD3, 7 and 12 

B&J the operators of Carmel Water District 7 (CWD 7) and Inframark the operators of CWDs 3 
and 12 has advised the Engineering Department (Department) that the water restrictions at 
each of these Districts can be lifted at this time as the systems are functioning normally.  

This Department concurs with the assessment and recommends that the mandatory restrictions 
be withdrawn. 

I respectfully request that this matter be placed on the next available work session for 
discussion.    

10/12/2022 Work Session Agenda Item #8



From: joe@beeandjay.com
To: Franzetti,Richard
Subject: RE: 09-26-22 - Mandatory Water Restrictions CWD 3, 7 and 12
Date: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 3:53:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Rich

You can lift the water restrictions

Kim

From: Franzetti,Richard <rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us> 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 1:36 PM
To: Joe Scollan - B&J (joe@beeandjayplumbing.com) <joe@beeandjayplumbing.com>; Boyd, Diane
<Diane.Boyd@inframark.com>
Cc: Esteves,Donna <de@ci.carmel.ny.us>
Subject: 09-26-22 - Mandatory Water Restrictions CWD 3, 7 and 12

Good afternoon,

Please advise if the mandatory Water restrictions can be lifted.?  Note that the Town Board will need
to issue a resolution lifting these mandates.  So I will need to present a memorandum to the TB
making said request.

Thanks  

Richard J. Franzetti. P.E, BCEE
Town Engineer
60 McAlpin Avenue
Mahopac, New York 10541
Phone - (845) 628-1500 ext 181
Fax – (845) 628-7085
Cell – (914) 843-4704
rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us

This communication may be confidential and is intended for the sole use of the addressee(s).  No use or reproduction of the
information provided is permitted without the written consent of the Town of Carmel.  If you are not the intended recipient,
you should not copy, disclose or take any action in reliance on this communication.  If you have received this communication in
error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the message and any attached documents.



From: Geertsema, Jack
To: Boyd, Diane; Franzetti,Richard
Cc: Esteves,Donna; Harris, Carrie; Batz, Michael
Subject: Re: 09-26-22 - Mandatory Water Restrictions CWD 3, 7 and 12
Date: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 7:50:58 AM
Attachments: image001.png

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Looking at our well yields and total district flows for CWD3 & CWD12 we should be able to
lift the water restrictions. Temperature appears to be dropping steadily as well so it shouldn't
be an issue.

Jack Geertsema | Lead Operator

Carmel Water Districts 2 | 3 | 12
(M) 845-667-2752 | www.inframark.com

From: Boyd, Diane <Diane.Boyd@inframark.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 7:20:34 AM
To: Geertsema, Jack <Jack.Geertsema@inframark.com>
Subject: FW: 09-26-22 - Mandatory Water Restrictions CWD 3, 7 and 12

Please let them know

Regards,

Diane Boyd | Project Manager

Carmel, NY
(O) 845-565-6182 | (M) 914-256-7425

From: Franzetti,Richard <rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us> 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 1:36 PM
To: Joe Scollan - B&J (joe@beeandjayplumbing.com) <joe@beeandjayplumbing.com>; Boyd, Diane
<Diane.Boyd@inframark.com>



Cc: Esteves,Donna <de@ci.carmel.ny.us>
Subject: 09-26-22 - Mandatory Water Restrictions CWD 3, 7 and 12

WARNING: This email originated outside of Inframark. Take caution when clicking on links and
opening attachments.

Good afternoon,

Please advise if the mandatory Water restrictions can be lifted.?  Note that the Town Board will need
to issue a resolution lifting these mandates.  So I will need to present a memorandum to the TB
making said request.

Thanks  

Richard J. Franzetti. P.E, BCEE
Town Engineer
60 McAlpin Avenue
Mahopac, New York 10541
Phone - (845) 628-1500 ext 181
Fax – (845) 628-7085
Cell – (914) 843-4704
rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us

This communication may be confidential and is intended for the sole use of the addressee(s).  No use or reproduction of the
information provided is permitted without the written consent of the Town of Carmel.  If you are not the intended recipient,
you should not copy, disclose or take any action in reliance on this communication.  If you have received this communication in
error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the message and any attached documents.



Richard J.Franzetti, P.E. (845) 628-1500 
Town Engineer (845) 628-2087  

Fax (845) 628-7085 

Office of the Town Engineer 
60 McAlpin Avenue 

Mahopac, New York 10541 

Tel: (845) 628-1500  Fax: (845) 628-7085  email  rjf@ci.carmel.ny.us 
G:\Engineering\MS4\MS4 Annual Reports\2022 - semi-annual\09-26-2022 MS4  Semi Annual Report Memo to TB.doc 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Carmel Town Board  

From: Richard J. Franzetti P.E., Town Engineer 

Date: September 26, 2022  

Re: Semi- Annual MS4 Report

The Town of Carmel is an MS4 community and as such we are required to develop and submit 
an annual report, due by June 1 of any given year, and a semi-annual report, due by December 
1 of any given year, under the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
(NYSDEC) State Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) General Permit for 
Stormwater Discharges from MS4s (GP-0-15-003). 

Attached for your consideration is the Semi-Annual MS4 Report.  This document will need to be 
signed by the owner/operator (i.e., Supervisor) and then forwarded to the NYSDEC.    

I respectfully request that this agenda item be placed the next Town Board Work session. 

10/12/2022 Work Session Agenda Item #9



Public Education & Outreach
1. Description of the education program

2. Who is the target audience and what is the message delivered to each target audience?

4. Identify how many educational materials have been developed and distributed that focus
on:

Progress Report for Part IX.A
Permit #

MS4 Name

Watershed Name

Reporting Period Ending
(mm/dd/yyyy) / /

Watershed Improvement Strategy
Describe the strategy to reduce the discharge of phosphorous to this waterbody.
Include new sources that may have been identified and any modifications to the
strategy to better address new sources.

a. understanding the Phosphorous issues

b. Septic systems as a source of Phosphorus
Non-Traditional MS4

c. Phosphorous concerns with fertilizer use

d. Phosphorous concerns with
grass clippings and leaves entering the MS4

e. Construction sites as a source of Phosphorus

f. Phosphorous concerns with detergent use

3. Identify how many educational materials have been developed and
distributed

Page 1 of 4

0957446993

NYR20A294 NYC East of Hudson 

Town of Carmel 1 2 0 1 2 0 2 2

The Town of Carmel is a member of the East of Hudson Watershed 
Corporation

The Town maintains a literature rack and website with appropriate information

Homeowners and developers in the Town of Carmel

    3

    2

     

     

     

    1

     



5. Education plan and goals for the next 6 months

PERMIT #

Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

6. Number of On-Site Wastewater Treatment Systems (OWTS) with a design
capacity of less than 1000 gpd that are located in sewersheds that drain to
the listed waterbody
a. Number of OWTS inspected in this reporting

b. Number of OWTS in need of maintenance or rehabilitation

c. Number of OWTS where maintenance or rehabilitation has been
performed in this reporting period.

7. Number of Illicit Discharges detected within sewershed of listed waterbody in this
reporting period.
a. Number reported in 7 that have been eliminated

e Describe the OWTS inspection program: Who is responsible for performing OWTS
inspections? (eg:Septage Haulers, DOH, engineer, consultant); What methods are
used? Are there trends in systems that need maintenance vs systems that need
rehabilitation?

d. State the plan for OWTS that have not been addressed in 6c this reporting period

/ /
/ /

Location Target Date (mmddyyyy)

b. List of Illicit Discharge locations that have not been eliminated in
this reporting period and the target date for elimination

/ /
/ /

Non-Traditional MS4 (Skip Question 6-6e)

Page 2 of 4

2117446993

NYR20A294

Update webpage and post flyers

    

    

    

    

This is a Putnam County regulated activity

Septage Haulers 

   3

   0

1 2 3 1 2 0 2 2328 buckshollow road

1 2 3 1 2 0 2 2330 buckshollow road

1 2 3 1 2 0 2 2332 buckhollow road



/ /
/ /
/ /
/ /
/ /

PERMIT #

Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control

8. Number of SWPPPs reviewed and approved during this reporting period

9. Number of active construction sites within sewersheds of impaired waterbody
during this reporting period:

a. Number of sites reported in 9 that are 5000 sqft and 1 acre

10.Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control plan and goals for the next 6 months

e. Discuss inspections. Discuss trends that may have been observed in this reporting
period. State reasoning for not inspecting all active construction sites. (if applicable)

Location Target Date (mmddyyyy)

b. Number of sites inspected in this reporting period

c. Number of sites in need of corrective action

d. Number of sites where corrective action was completed in this reporting
period

Post Construction Stormwater Management
11.Number of Stormwater Management Practices (SMPs) located in sewersheds

that drain to the listed waterbody
a. Number reported in 11 that have been inspected in this reporting period

b. Number of SMPs in need of maintenance or rehabilitation
c. Number of SMPs where maintenance or rehabilitation has been performed

in this reporting period.
d. Number of SMPs where phosphorous pollutant problems have been

identified.
e. Number reported in 11d where the pollutant problem has been addressed.

f. Who is responsible for performing SMP inspections?

Non-Traditional MS4 (Skip Question 8)

Page 3 of 4

2465446999

NYR20A294

   4

  1 6

  1 4

  1 4

   0

    

The Town of Carmel receives weekly inspection reports from inspectors on sites and
performs periodic inspections at the sites

Continue to review SWPPPS and perform site inspections

   5

   0

   0

   0

   0

   0

Town of Carmel



PERMIT #

12.Describe the retrofit program. Include the funding sources and design description of
retrofits. Identify all retrofits that have been constructed and maintained during this
reporting period.

13.Post-Construction Stormwater Management plan and goals for the next 6 months

Municipal Operations Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping

14.Number of catch basin and manhole sumps within sewersheds discharging to
listed waterbody
a. Number reported in 14 that have been inspected in this reporting period

b. Number reported in 14a cleaned in this reporting period

15.Number of conveyance system outfalls within sewersheds discharging to listed
waterbody
a. Number reported in 15 that have been inspected in this reporting period.

b. Number reported in 15a maintained in this reporting period.

c. Number reported in 15a repaired in this reporting period.

16.Amount by weight in pounds of turf fertilizer containing phosphorous that was
applied on municipally owned lands in this reporting period.

h. State procedures to identify sites with post construction controls that are not
functioning as designed (ie, rill erosion, pollutant bypass)?

17.Describe turf management practices implemented during this reporting period.
Include strategies implemented to introduce native plants to reduce fertilization
and mowing

Non-Traditional MS4 (Skip Question 14)

g. Is the criteria in Ch 5, 6, and 10 of the NYS Stormwater Management Design
Manual being applied? (If no, please describe deviations)

Y N

Page 4 of 4

7830446990

NYR20A294

The Town is a member of the East of Hudson Watershed Corporation

   0

   0

   0

 4 0 0

  5 6

  5 6

    

   0

The Town of Carmel does not apply fertilizer



MS4 Semi Annual Report Form Certification

SPDES ID

N Y R 2 0 A

Date

/ /

Certification Statement - MS4 Official (Principal Executive Officer or Ranking Elected Official) or a
Duly Authorized Representative of the MS4 Official

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under
my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified
personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry
of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for
gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for
submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing of
violations."

This form must be signed by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected official, or
duly authorized representative of that person as described in GP-0-15-003 Part VI.J.

First Name MI Last Name

Title

Signature

Send completed form and any attachments to the DEC Central Office at:

MS4 Permit Coordinator
Division of Water
4th Floor
625 Broadway
Albany, New York 12233-3505

Name of MS4

Semi Annual Report form for period ending (MMDDYYYY)

(Clearly print title of individual signing report)

4842296847

1 2 0 1 2 0 2 2

Town of Carmel 2 9 4

M i c h a e l C a z z a r i

S u p e r v i s o r
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