Joseph Gottlieb P.E., P.C. Phone: 845.794.5506
Consulting Engineer Fax: 845.794.5520
e-mail: gotteng@yverizon.net

Big M LLC — Comments
for
Town of Forestburgh - Planning Board

Applicant: Big M LLC (Michael Nastro)

Project Name: Big M LLC — Minor Subdivision
Review Date: July 22, 2024

Comments prepared by: T. Gottlieb/J. Gottlieb, P.E.

The following items are to assist you in completing your plan submission to the Town of Forestburgh
Planning Board. The comments generated are only a guide and additional comments may be warranted
after subsequent submissions.

Project Description:
Minor Subdivision Approval — 2 Lots
Tax Map Number: SBL 24-1-26.4
Zoning District: RR- 1 Zone

Documents provided for review:

e Survey Map prepared by M. Grant Decker, L.S. dated April 4, 2024, latest
revision dated July 3, 2024.

e Septic System Site Plan, prepared by Thomas L. Ward, P.E., dated July 3, 2024,
containing two sheets.
Short Form EAF, dated July 2, 2024, prepared by the Applicant’s Surveyor

e Copies of Applicant’s letter dated June 25, 2024, and Town of Forestburgh
Driveway Permit, dated June 25, 2024.

Preliminary Comments:

1. Short Form EAF: The Applicant will need to provide a revised EAF that utilizes the
NYSDEC’s EAF Mapper as its source.
A revised EAF has been submitted and addresses our comment.

2. Application: The Requests for approval from the Fire Chief and Town Highway
Department should be completed.
A Driveway Permit has been issued.

3. Areview of the NYSDEC EAF Mapper website indicates that the small unnamed
brook that traverses the parcel is listed as a riverine wetland and it is our
recommendation that it should be delineated. In addition, our office has reviewed the



FEMA website and there is no indication that the property is influenced by the 100-
year flood plain.

Since no work is proposed within the immediate vicinity of the brook, and the brook is
significantly lower in elevation than the proposed residence, no further action
regarding the wetland delineation is warranted.

The Bulk Table should be revised to indicate the proposed bulk requirements for Lot
2 and should agree with the building location shown on the site plan prepared by the
Engineer.

A Bulk Table indicating the proposed setbacks is still needed.

The topographic information differs on the Engineer’s plans and the subdivision plan.
The topography previously shown on the Surveyor’s Map has been removed.

The Engineering plans should be included as part of the plan set and should be
numbered accordingly.
Engineer’s plans have been revised.

Recommended Action:
A. The project is an Unlisted Action under SEQRA.

B. The Board can consider a conditional final approval if all other outstanding items
have been addressed.



