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which is contrary to the requirements of the NYSDEC Stonnwater SPDES 

Permit. 

3. The rainfall amounts used for the lOO-year storm event in the DEIS drainage 

analysis are incorrect. COiTecting this error will result in all the stormwater 

ponds being increased in area and volume. 

4.	 16 of the stonnwater ponds are proposed to be located in NYSDEC wetland 

buffer areas. It has been the practice that the N'lSDEC does not allow these 

structures in wetland buffer areas as long as there is any practical alternative 

(which there is on this project). 

5.	 No pollutant loading analysis is included in the DEIS, as is required in the 

Scoping Document. 

] ust a few final comments ­

1.	 Seven of the nine wells tested for water quality in the DEIS aquifer study failed 

with bacteria present. A discussion of this occurrence should be included in the 

DEIS~ 

2.	 The DEIS states that only one off-site well was impacted during the water 

source pump testing. The DEIS fails to state that only one off-site well was 

monitored. Additional wells near the previously approved subdivision lots 

should be tested to determine potential impacts on these private properties. 

3. Transportation Corporations for water and sewer services often become town­

public utility services. There is a history of developers installing budget 

systems that require more maintenance than they are willing to afford once 

they've sold the lots. At that point, they walk away and the Town is forced to 

take the district over. The Town Board should be very certain that adequate 

financial surety is in place so that these systems do not eventually become a 

taxpayer burden. 
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4.	 The on-site gravel mine's NYSDEC mining permit expired last month, unless 

it's has been renewed. A condition of the mining permit was that no material 

could be processed at that site (i.e., no rock crushing or screening activities), 

Unless this mining permit was renewed without this condition, processing the 

rock removed for reuse would not be possible, contrary to the claims made in 

the DEIS. 

5.	 With regards to the cost of maintaining Town roads, the ongoing maintenance 

costs apply whether the residents are second homeowners or full-time. We note 

from the Town of Pine Plains municipal budget records, using the 2007 actual 

highway costs (i.e., $638,130.32) divided by the presence Town road mileage 

(i.e., 38.8 miles) gives a cost per mile for roadway maintenance of $16,446.66. 

This figure taken times the 11.4 miles of new Town roads that will be 

constructed by this development indicates a cost of$187,491.90. This 

compares to the $44,914 cost estimated (for the second-home owners cost 

scenario) for Town road maintenance in the DEIS. 

Tappreciate the time allowed to offer these verbal comments. I trust that your 

Board will give these issues serious consideration as you proceed with the 

Project's environmental review. 

My last comment. '" This project proposes a very intense development on a 

property that has many sensitive resources and development constraints. 

Considering this and the impact on the rural setting, it is just much more 

development than the land or community can bear. 
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