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                               Town of Dover Planning Board 
 
Town of Dover 
126 East Duncan Hill Road 
Dover Plains, NY 12522                                                                      (845) 832-6111 ext 100 
 
 

 
Planning Board Special Meeting 

Monday , February  04, 2013     
7:00PM 

 
 Co-Chair David Wylock 
 Member Valerie LaRobardier  
 Member Peter Muroski 
 Member Michael Villano  

 Member Tom Holmes 
 Member Nicholas D’Agostino 
 Member William Sedor 

 
Also, in attendance representing the Planning Board was Planner Ashley Ley, Attorney 

Victoria Polidoro & Engineer Berger 
 
For the Applicants: Karen Arent Landscape Architect, Anthony Pisarri, Michael Morgante  & 

Attorney Bumgarner for Westchester Modular Homes Multi Family Dwellings,  Rich Rennia for Double 
JK Ranch ESC, James Scaglione & Jack DiPietro for Stony Brook Estates as  well as other interested 
members of the Public. 
 
Meeting Called to Order 
 
 The regular monthly meeting of the Town of Dover Planning Board was called to 
order at 7: 09 pm by Chair Wylock and began with the Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 
Old Business: 

 
I. WESTCHESTER MODULAR HOMES – 7160-00-227678, 167667& 196673 

 APPLICANT: Paul Walter for PROPERTY OWNER Charles Hatcher 
   PLANS PREPARED BY: ANTHONY PISARRI 
 PROPERTY LOCATED at: 30 Reagan’s Mill Road, Wingdale combined 4.042 acres in the CO 
district. 
 APPLICATION FOR site plan special Permit & Subdivision to construct 4 multi family dwellings – 
  1 acre lot per unit 
 
 
Chair Wylock- Before the applicant speaks I would like to respond to some of the 
Public comment from since the close of the Public Hearing 
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Attorney Polidoro- We have said it before and it was correctly stated again tonight. The 

Planning Board can not consider appreciation or depreciation of real estate values in its decision 
making. The Board is bound by the considerations of the Zoning law and SEQRA and neither allow 
for economic considerations. Another point is the Master plan, in reviewing the Master Plan, this 
project and our zoning is not inconsistent with it. There is a section on page 108 which talks about 
potential of a new neighborhood commercial district, it says “ there’s one available near the 
modular home plant and new housing development on Reagans Mill Road, and will provide for 
smaller scale retail opportunities for local use without pulling local business away from  the main 
hamlet center’ 
So the Master plan does envision a mixed commercial residential area along that roadway, I don’t 
think this project is inconsistent with that.  
 

Engineer Berger- In reviewing the project from the beginning, we have always recommended 
moving the house off the flood plain, on compensatory volumes it is a very good idea if allowed by 
law. The Town of Dover Flood Plain ordinance does not provide for that. It says the town may use 
the DEC Model law which states filling within the flood plain is permitted as long as it meets the 
standards. These are constructability standards, which are how the flood plain is filled and how the 
construction is built, not negating the need to be able to do it. Only the If in the Flood way can you 
not fill in Dover, this project is not in the floodway. 
Since reviewing the project the datum the original surveyor used is different from the NAVD88 that 
FEMA uses. In comparing the two, the applicant went back out and had their surveyor check it. In 
doing so it became clear that the flood plain shown on the original map was actually in error in 
elevation by several feet. When it was corrected to the current maps, the house and construction 
on that lot are further out of the flood plain and only a few feet of relocation to remove it from the 
flood plain. The current proposal is substantially out of the flood plain line except for one corner is 
touching the line and we recommend another tweaking of the design to completely remove it from 
being at the flood plain.  
 
Additional Engineering Comments: 
 

1. The proposed sanitary sewer and water services will need approval from Dutchess County 
Health Department. 

2. The SWPPP prepared for this site provides for green practices that will reduce the peak 
discharge from the developed site to below predevloped levels. The proposal raised the parking 
lot and homes above and out of the 100 year flood plain and provides for onsite detention and 
treatment of stormwater runoff.  

3. It is recommended for final approval that the slope along the west side and south side of lot 1 
be adjusted to reduce the amount of fill within the flood plain. 

o Slope on west side and south side have been adjusted reducing fill within flood plain.   
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4. The proposed project proposed to fill a portion of the flood plain. The flood plain maps for the 
Ten Mile River have recently been adopted by the Town of Dover. These maps provide both a 
base elevation (BFE) and also identify both the flood plain and flood way. 

5. The vertical difference between the assumed site datum and NAVD88 has been provided as -
164.185 feet.  The 100-year flood elevation on the site datum has been provided as 503.185.  
These are per letter prepared by Michael A. Morgante, P.E. of Arden Consulting Engineers, 
PLLC. 

6. The elevations of the first floor and garage of buildings on lots 1 and 2 have been lowered.  Lot 
1 garage elevation is now proposed as 506.50 which is more than 3 feet above the 100-year 
flood elevation. 

7. Minor fill may occur within the flood plain at the west corner of the lot 1 parking lot. This 
should be clarified on final drawings and reduced if possible. 

8. The outlet from the northern infiltration basin (1B) on lot 1 discharges at the 100-yr flood limit 
with an invert (504.0) above the 100-year elevation. 

9. The outlet from the southern infiltration basin (1D) on lot 1 discharges at the 100-yr flood limit 
with an invert (501.8) below the 100-year elevation. 

10. The 100-year model for the southern basin (1D) did not include the 100-yr flood tail water 
condition. 

11. The bottom elevation (503) of the basin (1D) is at the 100-yr flood elevation. 
12. The freeboard in basin (1D) during the 100-yr storm is 0.8 ft. 
13. No details of stormwater facilities were included with latest plans. 
14. Silt fence on west side of lot 1 should be installed along or outside of limit of 100-year flood 

plain. These need to be submitted for approval. 
15. Subdivision Plat, to be filed, should be sealed by NYS Licensed Land Surveyor. 
16. The plan needs to comply with chapter 65 including providing erosion control details, sequence 

of operations and an erosion control bond estimate. 
 

Chair Wylock- Each one of the 4 houses will be 31.5 in height which is within the allowable 
ordinance. Each one of these houses will also be smaller than the larger of the two model homes on 
site now. 
 
Member LaRobardier- In an answer to a letter received form Ms.Gaglio, asking that I recuse myself 
from this project, with the reasoning that I spoke out at a Town Board meeting. I spoke about the 
budget decision about removing the line item of co chair, this has nothing to do with any one 
project, and it would not be proper to remove my self because of that. It was a budget decision and 
I took issue with the Town Board not informing me ahead of time, and having in accurate document 
available on view. 
 
Engineer Morgante- Project Engineer-Worked on the drainage for this site. Agrees with Engineer 
Berger and would like to add they will be able to save the large evergreen trees on the west side of 
lot pone by moving the dwelling to the east and revising the grading. There will be no fill in the 100 
year flood plain and can modify the small turn around area  so there will be no encroachment in the 
flood plain. Also while looking at the different datum the and better topography, they are now able 
to better illustrate the true 100 year floods plain.  
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Attorney Bumgarner – I would like to submit this letter to the Board, since we still need to appear 
before the ARB as well.  
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Karen Arndt- Moving the house on lot 1 allows us to save a 36” maple and some cedar trees; 
it also gives screening from across the river. Shadblows were added to the drainage plan and along 
the property; shrubs were moved out of the infiltration basin. 
 
Chair Wylock- along lot 1 one of the renderings shows a lot of foundation 
 A: the drawings show that there isn’t the planting should hide the foundation, and shrubs 
are on all 4 sides of each house. Shadblows along lot 1 should be 18- 24 ‘, Then shrubs and then a 
larger tree. 

Chair Wylock- A question came up the other day about mail boxes, after speaking to the 
Postal Authority, there are options.  There is 1 a CBU which is a community box, but their 
recommendation is 4 mailboxes on 1 mount in front of each unit. These will not be on the 
applicant’s property; they will be on Town property, so they do not have to be on the site plan. A 
drawing of what they will look like should be submitted. 

When applying to the Highway Department for a driveway permit, they will need to be 
shown as well.  

We have asked for a phasing plan and have not received it that will hold everything up 
Anthony Pisarri- It’s simple, the idea is Mr. Hatcher wants to build houses 3 & 4 when he 

does that all the infrastructure will be put into place for everything, as well as grading. Phase 2 is 
just houses 2 & 1 with driveways for 1 & 2. This can be covered on the site plan with a note or 
heavy line  
 A: we need a plan that shows everything, you you’re going to do on both phases, including 
infrastructure on all 4 lots. You can do this in 2 ways, either separate them so there are 2 separate 
approvals, so when phase 1 is done you can get a CO and it’s done and phase 2 could be extended. 
Or you can do 1 & 2 of 1 plan and extend your building permits, this is a business decision for you, 
but we need to see the plan.  
Just so you know when you have to renew a building permit, the fee is 100% each time you renew. 
Q: Do you know the timing of the phasing?  
 A: He was told when the first 2 buildings are done when they are full or 70% then the next 2 
will be built. There are already 2 units people are waiting to move into.  
Q: So the existing building on lot 1 will be taken down during phase 1? 
 A: yes, both of them. 
Q: So how long does he plan to wait?  
 A: I don’t know  
To Attorney Polidoro- So how long are the approvals good for, how long do they have to complete 
it? 
 A: the site plan is 6 month with the ability to extend with 2- 1 year extensions, then re 
approval would be needed, there is another option of putting everything on 1 site plan and building 
permits would need to be renewed every year, either way it’s a fight against the clock 

Chair Wylock- Once buildings 3 & 4 are done they will need to be landscaped, so that will 
need to be on the phasing plan. We will also need to know about if and where the soil will be stock 
piled, etc. There will be no stock piling of soil on lot 1. 

The existing fire hydrant is a 6” stub, this will be tapped and 2 more hydrants will be run 
down Reagans Mill Road. Flows and pressure tests will be provided, if they are not done recently 
they will be.  
  
Chair Wylock had asked the Board to submit possible conditions to be considered for this project 
here is a draft of that list 
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Westchester Modular draft conditions of approval: 

 
1. Payment of all fees, including the recreation fee for 13 (or 16?) units, and all escrow. 

 
2. Approval by the Planning Board Attorney of an easement for the shared walkway.  

 
3. Revision of sheet ____ of the  site plan to contain the following notes:  

 
a. There shall be no parking of motor vehicles on any grass or lawn areas. 
b. There shall be no outdoor clothes lines visible from any public road. 
c. Garbage and recycling containers shall be stored at rear of buildings or in garage 

areas. 
d.  Burning garbage or trash on the property is prohibited. 
e. There shall be no athletic equipment, e.g., soccer nets, basketball backboards, etc., 

erected in front yards. 
f. No commercial vehicles shall park in front of the building line. 

 
4. Revision of sheet ____ of the site plan to contain the following note: All landscaping shall be 

installed in a healthy and vigorous state and shall be inspected at the beginning and end of 
the growing season within the first year of installation. Individual species that do not survive 
beyond the first year shall be replaced at the beginning of the next growing season. 
Landscaping shall be maintained for the life of the facility.  

 
5. Automatic fire sprinkler systems to be installed in each of the four buildings. (This needs to 

be discussed – applicant has volunteered to do this, not a condition of approval). 
 

6. Easement for sewer and water pipes?  
 

7. Final SWPPP approval by PB Engineer?  
 

8. Performance Guaranty for installation of water and sewer infrastructure? 
 

9. DOH Approval for methods of water supply and sewerage disposal 
 

ESC Permit Conditions 
 

1. Payment of all fees and escrow 

2. Submission of $____.00 to be placed into escrow to cover the cost of site inspections by 
the Planning Board Engineer or Planner.  

3. Submission of a performance guaranty in the amount of $_____.00 in form, substance, and 
matter of execution satisfactory to the Town Attorney.  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that before the authorized official may issue a certificate of 
compliance, the Planning Board Engineer shall provide the authorized official with a written 
statement indicating that all work authorized under the permit has been completed in 
accordance with the approved permit.  
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II. DOUBLE JK RANCH – EROSION CONTROL PERMIT 7163-00-380110 
 APPLICANT & PROPERTY OWNER: Double JK Ranch LLC   
   PLANS PREPARED BY: RICH RENNIA OF RENNIA ENGINEERING DESIGN  
 PROPERTY LOCATED at: 39 NE Mountain Road, Dover, NY 

APPLICATION FOR Erosion Control Permit for the creation of a 2.4 acre Agricultural pond - 
application to remedy a violation on 241.23 acre parcel in the RU district  
SITE WALK HELD- 01/26/13 10:30   PRESENT RICH RENNIA  

  
 Rich Rennia- The site is an existing farm parcel off of NE Mountain Road.  The proposal is for 
an existing farm field to be excavated for a pond with a surface area of approximately 2.2 acres 
overall site disturbance of just over 5 acres, with not import of material, just relocation on site. 
This is to remedy a s situation in which the work was started not realizing a Town ESC permit was 
needed although it is a farming operation. 
 
Photos of the site were shown, down stream where the discharge is and the drainage course, and 
the two smaller ponds on site 
 
Engineer Berger Comments: 

1. What is the status with NYSDEC review? 
a. The Town including the Building Inspector and Engineer should be copied on submissions to the 

NYSDEC. 
b. The Town including the Building Inspector and Engineer should be copied on any embankment 

construction specifications, materials analysis and testing results.  
 

2. Erosion and Sediment Control Checklist not provided.  A review of the requirements is listed below: 

65-9- A   Existing features map(s), at a scale no smaller than one inch equals 100 feet, indicating:  

(1) The boundaries of all parcels on which site preparation activities are proposed to be undertaken and 
boundaries of all parcels adjacent to the subject site.  

(2) All structures and roads within a distance of 500 feet of the parcel on which site preparation activities are 
proposed to be undertaken. The structures shall be identified by their uses, and the roads shall be 
identified by their surface material and width of surface.  

(3) All watercourses within a distance of 500 feet of the parcels on which site preparation activities are 
proposed to be undertaken.  

(4) Existing topography at contour intervals of two feet within a distance of 500 feet of the parcels on which 
site preparation activities are proposed to be undertaken.  

(5) All sewer, water, gas and electric lines and all other utilities within the parcels on which site preparation 
activities are proposed to be undertaken.  

(6) Major wooded areas and tree clusters within a distance of 500 feet of the parcels on which site 
preparation activities are proposed to be undertaken.  

(7) All vegetation areas on the site proposed for site preparation activities, including areas of grass, areas of 
brush and wooded areas and tree clusters.  

(8) The depth to bedrock on the site proposed for site preparation activities, if determined during site 
evaluation.  

(9) The depth to permanent groundwater aquifers on the site proposed for site preparation activities, if such 
depth is determined during site evaluation.  

(10) The boundary of the one-hundred-year floodplain, together with the designated wetland boundaries, 
where applicable.  

(11) Drainage computations prior to site preparation and after site preparation may be required.   
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65-9-C     Operations map(s) at a scale no smaller than one inch equals 100 feet, which present a complete 
erosion and sediment control plan and which indicate:  

(1) All excavation, filling and grading proposed to be undertaken, identified as to the depth, volume and nature 
of the materials involved.  

(2) All stripping, identified as to the nature of vegetation affected.  

(3) All areas where topsoil is removed and stockpiled and where topsoil is ultimately placed, identified as to the 
depth of topsoil in each such area.  

(4) All temporary and permanent vegetation to be placed on the site, identified as to planting type, size and 
extent.  

(5) All temporary and permanent drainage, erosion and sediment control facilities, including such facilities as 
ponds and sediment basins, identified as to the type of facility, the materials from which it is constructed, its 
dimensions and its capacity in gallons.  

(6) The anticipated pattern of surface drainage during periods of peak runoff upon completion of site 
preparation and construction activities, identified as to rate and direction of flow at all major points within 
the drainage system.  

(7) The location of all roads, driveways, sidewalks, structures, utilities and other improvements.  

(8) The final contours of the site in intervals of no greater than two feet.   
 
 I recommend accepting the maps as submitted as the scale of the proposed work is shown on a  scale of 1" = 
30' and the entire site is shown within an insert at a scale of 1" = 800 feet. 
 This will require a waiver for chapter 65- 9 A and C. 
 
 The following should be provided in any future submission: 
 

 65-9-A10 
The boundary of the one-hundred-year floodplain, together with the designated wetland boundaries, where 

applicable, or a note stating none exist in area of proposed work with method of determination 

  

65-9-D 
A time schedule which is keyed to the operation map(s), indicating:  

(1) When major phases of the proposed project are to be initiated and completed.  

(2) When major site preparation activities are to be initiated and completed.  

(3) When the installation of temporary and permanent vegetation and drainage, erosion and sediment control 
facilities is to be completed.  

(4) 
The anticipated duration, in days, of exposure of all major areas of site preparation before the installation 
of erosion and sediment control measures.  
 

 

 65-9-E 
An estimate of the costs of providing temporary and permanent vegetation and drainage, erosion and sediment 
control facilities shall be prepared by applicant's engineer and confirmed by the Town Engineer.  
 

3. SWPPP 
a. Analysis discharges and breach should evaluate the impact to downstream structures and restrictions 

in addition to stream channel capacity. 
b. The entire area draining to each structure, restriction and stream channel should be included in the 

evaluation. 
c. Confirm Pre and Post development cover and compare rates. 
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Chair Wylock- Are you in a position to certify the dam 
 A: no, not without testing, the application for a Dam permit has been submitted to DEC, a 
copy has also been submitted to this board. The level of testing will depend on the classification 
they give it, the hazard level. So the higher the hazard, the higher the testing. 
Chair Wylock- So before we make any decisions on this we should wait for DEC. 
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Engineer Berger- This is possibly leading to a class A Dam. Yes we should wait for the DEC findings. 
Our town code, finds a dam as a structure, so the Building inspector has been involved in this as 
well, the permit from DEC would be consistent with the BI permit. 
 A: Our down stream analysis seems to support that as well. Anything the Dec comes back with 
shouldn’t affect the over all of what is being proposed here. This is not Site plan this is ESC so I’m 
not sure if seeing this as a structure is part of the decision.  
 
Chair- So we will wait to set Public Hearing.  
 
Attorney Polidoro- So what he’s saying is to go ahead with out DEC, What we had discussed was 
requiring borings to determine stability, we have a site right now that if it is not stable, then  there 
could be a problem which causes more erosion. 
 
We could wait for DEC to come in with what testing they would want and if we need to add to it we 
can. 
 
Planner Ley- Is there any chance DEC would want portions of the dam taken down and 
reconstructed? 
 A: That would come from the findings of the borings.  
The Public may not have comment on the soil testing, but they may have comments on the dam and 
the stability 
 A: When this first was started erosion control measure were put into place, the Building 
department, Joe & DEC got involved as well. Inspections were done to make sure there were no 
down stream impacts. We got involved the middle of the summer, but not sure when this began.  
 
The Board would like a brief outline showing the history of events as well as the inspections and 
erosion measure were and are in place.  
Chair- Lets table this to the March meeting, to allow DEC to respond and let them put together the 
time line 
 Attorney Polidoro: If we do not hear form DEC, does the Board want to require borings to be 
done to test the stability 
 Chair- What is the difference of testing doing the borings now while the ground is frozen than 
when the ground is soft? 
A: The results may miss seepage that you would see in the spring, and seepage of the dam is key. 
However we do not have a very deep frost line right now, if there is seepage it would be seen more 
in the spring. If DEC required it now, it would have to be done now, but preferable spring. 
 
Chair- But if we require it now, and then DEC came back and required more or different- 
 Engineer Rennia- Even if they did we would probably move to do them in the spring. 
Engineer Berger- Agreed we should coordinate with them 
 
Our next meeting is March 4. 
 
 
Looking at the photo dated June 1, 2012- it seems as though this soil looks very clay- is that true? 
 A: Engineer Berger- Yes it does and feels like clay, a clay loam. 
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New Business: 
 

III. STONY BROOK ESTATES SITE PLAN/ ESC &  SPECIAL PERMIT - 7063-00- 442492 
 APPLICANT RandallO Inc  
 PROPERTY LOCATED – NYS Rt 22, Dover Plains 
 APPLICATION TO  RENEW SITE PLAN SPECIAL PERMIT & EROSION CONTROL PERMIT FOR 28 Condominium units 
on 38.01 acres of land in the RC district 
PRESENT JAMES SCAGLIONE & JACK DIPIETRO 
 

James Scaglione- The process started about 12 years ago when the property was acquired we had 
asked for a SUP for the zoning, with the fact that we were donating land to improve the trails and 
access for the Dover Stone Church and Dutchess Land Conservancy which allowed us to do a flexible 
subdivision. We worked with County Planning, The Town and the Planning Board to get this plan 
right. A few years ago we received approval then the market fell out. We are now here for re 
approval for the same plan, with no changes.  We are looking for the board to re circulate and set 
Public hearing in which time we can answer any questions the Public may have. 
 
 Attorney Polidoro- So the Board completed its SEQRA preview in 2007 and this has happened 
once before, where the project had not been built and needed to be re approved. So at that time 
the Board reviewed their SEQRA determination and re affirmed (2009). Although it may be likely 
that there have been no changes in the area since then it makes good sense for the Board to send 
notice to the involved and interested agencies, to let them know the project before you for renewal 
of approvals. This will allow then to respond if they feel there are changes that need to be 
addressed  
 
To Engineer Berger- When the Board did its SEQRA review in 2007, there was great importance 
placed on the bio clear treatment system, since this is near the aquifer, is bio clear still the 
standard? 
 A: Actually it was state of the art then and still exceeds the requirements. The septic 
approved did not need bio clear at that time, and actually would not be required to day, it is above 
and beyond the requirements.  
Q: Does the SWPPP need to be revised? 
 A: no as the SWPPP law reads , as long as the NOI was filed at the time, which it was, it 
follows the old, however at the time the had agreed under our Chapter 65 water treatment that 
was not required, so other than run off reduction, they certainly meet water treatment. The only 
thing they would need would have been to reduce run off volume, but on this site it was done any 
way. 
 Q: When the project was reviewed in 2007, the studies on community character we done on 
the existing conditions, could you provide us with documentation that states, today’s conditions? 
 This information can be reviewed through the building department showing the number of building 
permits issued since then, this will document whether or not there have been significant 
development in the area and the impact. 
 
Planner Ley- Who did the original traffic study? 
 A: It may have been Michael Budzinski. 
Dover Knolls has been approved since then; this project was considered in the Dover Knolls 
calculations.  
 
 We should have a narrative from the Applicants consultants showing Dover Knolls considered 
this project. The Dover Knolls EIS is on line, so an update of this project’s information should be on 
file, as well as an updated letter from Natural Heritage. 
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RESOLUTION RECIRCULATING APPLICATION TO INVOLVED AND INTERESTED 
AGENCIES AND REFERRING THE APPLICATION TO THE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF 

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AND THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
 

STONYBROOK ESTATES 
 
February 4, 2013     Property Address: NYS Route 22, Dover Plains, NY 
 

WHEREAS, on February 1, 2010, the Planning Board granted the applicant, RandallO, Inc., 
site plan, special permit and erosion and sediment control permit approval to construct a 28-unit 
condominium development on a 100.9 acre site located on Route 22, Dover Plains, in the RC District, 
Tax Grid Nos. 7063-00-442492 & -390362 (the “site”), known as “Stony Brook Estates”; and  
 

WHEREAS, on December 4, 2007, the Planning Board approved a subdivision plat in 
connection with the application, which has been duly filed in the County Clerk’s Office as Filed Map 
number 12219; and 

 
WHEREAS, the applicant has conveyed an easement to the Dutchess Land Conservancy to 

preserve 50.53 acres of the site in perpetuity and has conveyed 62.9 acres of land to the Town of Dover 
for use as a public park, and the project will be constructed on the remaining 38.1 acres; and   

 
WHEREAS, on December 4, 2007, the Planning Board determined that the proposed action 

would not result in any significant adverse environmental impacts and that a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement would not be prepared, which determination was reaffirmed by the Board on 
December 7, 2009, after reviewing the project and any and all changed circumstances surrounding the 
project site; and  

  
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 145-63 of the Code, a special permit shall expire if the 

applicant fails to obtain the necessary building permits or comply with the conditions of the special use 
permit within 12 months of its issuance; and   

 
WHEREAS, on February 6, 2012, the Planning Board reissued the special permit required for 

the project; and  
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 145-68E(1) of the Code, site plan approval shall expire if the 
applicant fails to obtain the necessary building permits or fails to comply with the conditions of the site 
plan approval within 18 months of its issuance; and  

 
WHEREAS, prior to January 6, 2012, Section 145-68E(1) of the Code further provided that the 

Planning Board may grant a one-time six-month extension of site plan approval; and   
 

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2011, the Planning Board granted the applicant a one-time six month 
extension of approval pursuant to Section 145-68E(1); and  
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WHEREAS, the Town Board has amended Section 145-68E(1) to permit the Planning Board to 
grant up to two one-year extensions of approval; and  

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 65-8H of the Code, an erosion and sediment control permit 

shall not exceed one year’s duration; and   
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 65-8K of the Code, the Planning Board may grant an 

extension of time to complete the work contemplated under an erosion and sediment control permit if, 
in its discretion, the Planning Board finds that such extension was warranted; and  

 
WHEREAS, on January 16, 2012, the Planning Board granted the applicant a one-year 

extension of the erosion and sediment control permit to February 1, 2013, and a one-year extension of 
site plan approval to February 1, 2013; and 
 

WHEREAS, on January 7, 2013, the Planning Board granted the applicant a six month 
extension of the site plan and erosion and sediment control permit approval; and  

 
WHEREAS, by letter dated January 21, 2013, the applicant has requested that the Planning 

Board reissue special use permit, site plan and erosion and sediment control permit approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, no changes to the project have been proposed.  

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Board hereby directs its 

Secretary to recirculate the attached notice to all involved and interested agencies; and  

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Planning Board hereby directs its Secretary to 
refer the application to the Dutchess County Department of Planning and Development pursuant 
to Section 239-m of the General Municipal Law and to the Architectural Review Board.  

 The question of the adoption of the foregoing Resolution was duly put to a vote on roll call 
which resulted as follows: 
 
Moved by: Valerie LaRobardier   Seconded by:   Michael Villano      
 
David Wylock  Aye 
Valerie LaRobardier Aye 
Nick D’Agostino Abstained 
Tom Holmes  Absent 
Peter Muroski  Aye 
Bill Sedor  Aye 
Michael Villano Aye 

 
 Planning Board Chair David Wylock 
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Motion made by Peter Muroski to set the Public Hearing for Stony Brook Estates 2nd by Michael 
Villano 
VOTE: CO-CHAIR WYLOCK   AYE      MEMBER  VALERIE LAROBARDIER  AYE 
  MEMBER PETER MUROSKI   AYE   MEMBER MICHAEL VILLANO  AYE 
 MEMBER TOM HOLMES  ABSENT   MEMBER NICHOLAS D’AGOSTINO  ABSTAINED 
 MEMBER WILLIAM SEDOR  AYE   
Motion approved 
 

Minutes 
 

IV. MINUTES OF JANUARY 7, 2013 
 Date of meeting to be corrected on minutes as well as moving box over in attendance 
area to line up with others 
 

Motion made by Bill Sedor to approve the minutes with corrections by Michael Villano 
VOTE: CO-CHAIR WYLOCK   AYE      MEMBER  VALERIE LAROBARDIER  AYE 
  MEMBER PETER MUROSKI   AYE   MEMBER MICHAEL VILLANO  AYE 
 MEMBER TOM HOLMES  ABSENT   MEMBER NICHOLAS D’AGOSTINO  ABSTAINED 
 MEMBER WILLIAM SEDOR  AYE   
Motion approved 
 
Motion made by Peter Muroski to adjourn at 8:22 by Bill Sedor  
VOTE: CO-CHAIR WYLOCK   AYE      MEMBER  VALERIE LAROBARDIER  AYE 
  MEMBER PETER MUROSKI   AYE   MEMBER MICHAEL VILLANO  AYE 
 MEMBER TOM HOLMES  ABSENT   MEMBER NICHOLAS D’AGOSTINO  ABSTAINED 
 MEMBER WILLIAM SEDOR  AYE   
Motion approved 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

Betty-Ann Sherer 
Betty-Ann Sherer 
 
LandUse@TownofDoverNY.US 
 
  This meeting may be viewed in full on the Town of Dover web site by going to 
www.townofdoverny.us  
Full Audio may be requested for a fee by completing a FOIL request form from the Dover Town Clerk  
This meeting may now be viewed at Cablevision Channel 22 for residents who have that provider-
Please check local listings for meeting re broadcast times 
 

All reasonable accommodations will be made for persons with disabilities.  In such a case, please notify Betty-Ann Sherer in 
advance by phone at 845-832-6111 ext 100 so that arrangements can be made 

 
Please call the Planning Board Office with any questions 845-832-6111 ext 100   

http://www.townofdoverny.us/

