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TOWN OF ERWIN PLANNING BOARD MEETING 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2017 

7 P.M.  ERWIN TOWN HALL 

310 TOWN CENTER ROAD 

 

Present: John Gargano, James McCarthy, Wayne Kennedy, Patricia Thiel, Ted Metarko, Brian Harpster,  

               Matt Maslyn (Alternate), Joseph Reilly 

 Absent: Doug Porter 

Guests: Doug Cole, Jeff Evans, Rita McCarthy, Barb Lucas   

 

CHAIRMAN JOHN GARGANO OPENED THE MEETING AT 7:01 PM. 

 

In accordance with the Planning Board’s established procedure, the Board will hear all matters up until 9 PM.  

Any matters not completed by that time will be held over to the next regular meeting. As is the usual 

practice, the Board's consultants have met with the applicants prior to this meeting and have gone over the 

applications to ensure that they are as complete as possible and to point out any errors or omissions that can 

delay approval. 

 

MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE AUGUST 7, 2017 MEETING. 

 

MOTION BY:  BRIAN HARPSTER 
SECONDED BY: JOSEPH REILLY 
DISPOSITION:  6-0-1 (THIEL) 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

Town Manager Rita McCarthy noted that Local Law #2 of 2017 was adopted by the Town Board with the 

understanding that the section of the law pertaining to signs would be reviewed.  An ad hoc committee was 

formed to review Local Law #2 including Town Board member Doug Cole, Planning Board member James 

McCarthy and Zoning Board Chairman Frank Thiel.  Town Board member Doug Cole presented the revisions 

recommended by the ad hoc committee to the Planning Board.  The primary revision emphasizes that 

advertising should not be directed to I86 or I99 traffic.  The complete recommendations and a copy of proposed 

Local Law No. 2 are attached.   

 

PLANNING BOARD RECOMMENDS LOCAL LAW #2 OF 2017 AS PROPOSED TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE TOWN 

OF ERWIN CHAPTER 130 ZONING. 

 

MOTION BY:  BRIAN HARPSTER 
SECONDED BY: PATRICIA THIEL 
DISPOSITION:  7-0 
 

 

 

1.  RECOMMENDATION ON PROPOSED LOCAL LAW #2 OF 2017 TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE TOWN OF ERWIN 

CHAPTER 130 ZONING. 
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POINTS TO CONSIDER 

 

The project is located in an R-D Rural District.  

 

The applicant seeks to establish 10 lots in two phases.   

 

The land is a single, large parcel owned by Towner.  The parcel consists of one contiguous area on the east 

side of Scott Rd.  The remainder of the parcel is on the west side of Scott Rd, consisting of two portions, which 

are not contiguous on the west side.  The applicant seeks to control only the land on the east side of Scott Rd.  

Therefore, the two non-contiguous parcels on the west side are each being broken off from the east side into 

two separate parcels, to remain in control of Towner.   

 

Concurrent with subdividing off these two parcels from the land on the east side of Scott Rd, the applicant 

seeks in Phase I to create 3 buildable lots and one larger remaining lot.  Phase II will further subdivide this 

remainder lot into 5 lots and include construction of a road to be dedicated to the Town. 

 

Since Phase I will create 2 lots on the west side of Scott Road and 4 lots on the east side, for a total of 6 lots, 

this is a realty subdivision pursuant to NYSDOH review. At the August 7, 2017 meeting, the Planning Board 

declared its intent to become Lead Agency. 

 

Criteria:     Required:     Proposed: 

Lot Size     2 acres     5+ acres 

Width at Building Line   200 ft     400 ft+ 

 

Elements needed 

Depiction of Phase II lots and road 

Setback lines 

All lots need width at building line 400 ft. Lot 2 = 414 ft., Lot 3 = 373.43 ft. 

Signed, stamped plat  

 

No applicant or representative was present. 

 

MOTION TO TABLE THE APPLICATION UNTIL OCTOBER 2, 2017. 

 

MOTION BY:  BRIAN HARPSTER 
SECONDED BY: JOSEPH REILLY 
DISPOSITION:  7-0 
 

 

 

2. APPLICATION FROM BEN JOLLEY & ASSOC. FOR A 6 LOT SUBDIVISION AT 161 SCOTT RD. WITH PUBLIC 

HEARING 
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POINTS TO CONSIDER 

 

The project is located in an R12.5 Residential Zone. 

 

The applicant seeks to eliminate a paper street by subdividing it into the adjacent lots, and adjusting the 

boundaries of 4 adjacent lots.  The elimination of the paper street eliminates access to the lot owned by Patricia 

T. Dann, tax map parcel no. 316.00-01-003.113, and could affect the future development of that parcel. Letters 

of agency from all parties are on file. 

 

All reconfigured lots are greater than 12,500 sq. ft., and all have minimum 50 ft. width at building line.  All criteria 

are met. 

 

This subdivision was approved at the March 6, 2017 Planning Board meeting.  The plat was not filed within 62 

days.  

 

ELEMENTS REQUIRED 

Plat depicting all changes on a single plat 

 

The application was presented by Jeff Evans, attorney for the applicant.  Attorney Evans explained that the land 

making up the former paper street was originally to be divided in half along the length with one half to be added 

to Lot #44 to the north and the other half to be added to Lot #42 to the south.  The involved parties would prefer 

to annex the entire paper street to Lot #42 to the south.  Additionally, the property lines shared by Lot #42, the 

lot to the south of Lot #42 owned by Brian Harris and the lot to the east owned by Patricia Dann will be adjusted 

to be in line with a drainage structure.   

 

It was noted that the paper street was considered a lot.  The paper street was a 50’ wide strip of land which had 

been owned by the Town of Erwin.  The land was to be developed as a street to provide access for a possible 

subdivision of the large lot owned by Patricia Dann.  Recognizing that the lot owned by Patricia Dann was not 

suitable for subdivision due to the topography, the land of the paper street was sold with the consent of Patricia 

Dann. 

 

THE PLANNING BOARD DECLARES THE APPLICATION TO BE COMPLETE.  

 

THE PLANNING BOARD REVIEWS THE  EAF: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM (EAF) – Part 2 – Impact Assessment 

 

 1.  Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning regulations? NO 

 2.  Will the proposed action result in a change in use or intensity of use of land? NO 

 3.  Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community? NO 

 4.  Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the 

   establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)? NO 

 5.  Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or affect existing  

      infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway? NO 

 6.  Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate             

       reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities? NO 

  

 

 

3.  RESUBDIVISION APPLICATION FROM MATT DANN TO VACATE A PAPER STREET AND RESUBDIVIDE 4 

LOTS AT 3022 OAKWOOD DR S. WITH PUBLIC HEARING 
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RESOLUTION TO CLASSIFY THIS AS AN UNLISTED ACTION SINCE IT IS A RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF LESS 

THAN 250 UNITS WITH PUBLIC WATER AND SEWER, DECLARE THE PLANNING BOARD LEAD AGENCY AND MAKE 

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE. 

 

MOTION BY:  PATRICIA THIEL 
SECONDED BY: WAYNE KENNEDY 
DISPOSITION:  7-0 
   

CHAIRMAN GARGANO OPENED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 7:27 PM. 

 No comment from the public. 

CHAIRMAN GARGANO CLOSED THE PUBLIC HEARING AT 7:28 PM. 

 

UPON HEARING NO APPLICABLE ADVERSE COMMENT FROM THE PUBLIC, THE PLANNING BOARD APPROVES 

THE RESUBDIVISION .  

 

MOTION BY:  JOSEPH REILLY 
SECONDED BY: TED METARKO 
DISPOSITION:  7-0 
 

The applicant was advised that the approval expires if the plat is not filed with the County Clerk within 62 days of 

signature. 

 

RESOLUTION TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 7:33 pm.  

 

MOTION BY:  JAMES McCARTHY 
SECONDED BY: BRIAN HARPSTER 
DISPOSITION:  7-0 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM (EAF) – Part 2 – Impact Assessment continued 

 

 7.  Will the proposed action impact existing: 
  a. public / private water supplies? NO 
  b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities? NO 
 8.  Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological, 
      architectural or aesthetic resources? NO 
 9.  Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands, waterbodies, 

      groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)? NO 

 10.  Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage problems? NO 

 11.  Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health? NO 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
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______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ATTACHMENT 2 
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