D Main Office
33 Airport Center Drive

& P Suite 202
c New Windsor, New York 12553

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL gjj_ﬂ(gg;f;gf_nn
CONSULTING ENGINEERS D.P.C. e-mail: mheny@mhepc.com
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., P.P. (NY, NJ & PA)
MICHAEL W. WEEKS, P.E. (NY, N] & PA)
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MATTHEW J. SICKLER, P.E. (NY & PA) RICHARD D, McGOEY, P.E. (NY & PA}
PATRICK J. HINES WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NY, NJ & PA)

TOWN OF NEWBURGH
PLANNING BOARD
TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT: CVS PHARMACY/STORE
PROJECT NO.: 16-23

PROJECT LOCATION: SECTION 60, BLOCK 3, LOT 5.2
PROJECT REPRESENTATIVE: CUDDY & FEDER, LLP

REVIEW DATE: 5 JANUARY 2016

MEETING DATE: 7 JANUARY 2016

1. City of Newburgh Flow Acceptance letter is required prior to the Town taking a¢tion on the
plans. '

2. Any update on the access and lease to the private drive to the rear of the parcel should be
provided to the Planning Board.

3. The Applicants response regarding field testing of soil permeability is acceptable.

4. We continue to note that all retaining walls in excess of four feet in height must be submitted to
the Town Code Enforcement Officer as engineered plans.

5. A condition of approval will be the execution and filling of a Stormwater Management
Maintenance Agreement.

6. The status of the NYSDOT review of the site access drive should be discussed with the
Planning Board.

7. The status of whether the Planning Board wishes to hold a Public Hearing should be
addressed.

Respectfully submitted,

McGoey, Hauser and Edsall
Consulting Engineers, D.P.C

Patrick J. Hines
Principal

* Regional Office « 11t Wheatfield Drive + Suite 1 + Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 « 570-296-2765 »

ACE é Member
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December 22, 2015

Chairman John P. Ewasutyn,
And Members of the Planning Board
Town of Newburgh
308 Gardnertown Road
Newburgh, New York 12550

Re: Proposed CVS Pharmacy/Store (Store # 10688)
Premises: Corel Place (Route 52 and Route 300). Newburgh, New York

Dear Chairman Ewasutyn and Members of the Board:

On behalf of CVS Pharmacy and its developer T.M. Crowley & Associates (“TMC”), we
respectfully submit this letter and enclosures to supplement our prior site plan application
submissions to the Planning Board. The intent of this submission is to resolve Planning Board
comments from its December 3, 2015 meeting, as well as the remaining comments issued by the
Planning Board’s Engineering Consultant (McGoey, Hauser and Edsall Consulting Engineers,
P.C.), and its Traffic Engineering Consultant (Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP).

Enclosed please find twelve copies of the following items in support of this application:

¢ Correspondence from John Canning, P.E. of Director of Transportation for VHB, dated
December 11, 2015 providing detailed responses to the review comments provided by the
Planning Board’s Traffic Engineering Consultant, dated December 2, 2015;

e Correspondence, from Patrick N. O’Leary, P.E., Principal of VHB, dated December 17,
2015, providing detailed responses to the review comments provided by the Planning
Board’s Engineering Consultant, dated November 30, 2015;

¢ Updated project view renderings, prepared by BKA Architects, Inc., dated December 18,
2015, providing a representative illustration of the proposed project from two views; and

* Full Sized Site Development Plans, prepared by VHB, revised through December 17,
2015, including Sheets C-1 through C-12, L-1, L-2, Sv-1, Sv-2, SL-1, TT-1 and TT-2. The
Site Development Plan set also includes architectural drawings prepared by BKA
Architects, Inc. as Sheets A1 and Ad. Sign plans are also included at 1.1 and 1.2.

The CVS project team is in the process of obtaining a City of Newburgh flow acceptance letter.
Our intention is to obtain this letter prior to the Planning Board’s January 7, 2016 meeting so that

ATTORNEYS AT LAW  White Plains Fishkill  New York City  Morwalk C&F: 25743022
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we can submit it to the Board at that time. We will advise the Board prior to January 7™ as to the
status of this letter to determine whether we should appear at the January 21% meeting.

We look forward to discussing this matter in more detail with the Planning Board at our next
appearance in January, toward the Planning Board rendering a final decision.

In the interim, should the Board or its Consultants have any questions or comments, please do not
hesitate to contact me. Thank you in advance for your cooperation and consideration.

Very truly yours,

/] '
Anthony F. Morando

cc:  Gerald Canfield, Code Compliance Officer/Supervisor (copy enclosed)
James W. Osborne, P.E., Town Engineer (copy enclosed)
Michael H. Donnelly, Esq., Planning Board Attorney (December 22, 2015 by FedEx)
Patrick J. Hines, MHE Consulting Engineers P.C. (December 22, 2015 by FedEx) -
Kenneth W. Wersted, CM Engineering, LLP (December 22, 2015 by FedEx)
Tracey Roll, TMC
Mark Grocki, P.E., VHB
Lucia Chiocchio, Esq., Cuddy & Feder, LLLP

C&F: 2074302.2
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December 11, 2015

Ref: 4184744

Mr. John Ewasutyn, Chairman
Town of Newburgh Pianning Board
308 Gardnertown Road

Newburgh, New York 12550

Re: Response to Technical Review Comments
CVS/pharmacy
Section 60, Block 3, Lot 5.2

Dear Chairman Ewasutyn and Members of the Planning Board,

VHB is pieased to provide the following responses to review comments that have been received from
Kenneth Wersted of Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP, dated December 2, 2015.

Comment1l: Please detail the crosswalk striping width and distance between stripes. Currently, the
crosswalk along Route 52 scales to be only 4 feet wide, '

Response: The crosswalk striping width and distance between stripes have been revised as per
the NYSDOT standard crosswalk pavement marking detail shown on Site Details,
Sheet C-12. A crosswalk width of 6 feet is provided. '

Comment 2:  Since the receipt of the VHB traffic study, the Route 300 Realty site (vacant office building
on Old South Plank Rd/Rt 300) submitted an application to change the use from offices to
a church. Services will mainly take place on Sunday mornings with minimal traffic expected
during the weekday peak hours and Saturday peak hour. Therefore, the current traffic study
represents a conservative analysis,

Response: Comment noted,

Comment 3:  Please update the LOS analysis to reflect the HCM methodologies. How wide is the
eastbound approach of Route 52 to Route 3007 Split this distance into the left and
through/right lanes as observed being used. Update the westbound Route 52 analysis to
include an exclusive left turn lane (permitted lefts only) and a shared through/right lane,
based on use.

S0 Main Street
Suite 360

Engineers | Scientists | Planners | Designers White Plains, New York 10606
P 9144678600

whbhprojyWethersficid\d1847 Ad\dacs\VARIOUS\COminants\2015+11-05 Engirssering F 4147813750
Commens {(MHE) 242015-31-9 - fResponse to Comments Letter.doey




Mr. John Ewasutyn, Chairman
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December 11, 2015
Page 2

Response:

The eastbound approach of Route 52 at the intersection with Route 300 measures 19

feet wide. The capacity analyses in the traffic study include a 10-foot wide left turn
lane and a 9-foot wide through/right turn lane. The LOS analyses have been updated
to reflect a westbound exclusive left-turn lane (11-feet wide), a shared through/right-
turn lane (12 feet), based on use, and to reflect the HCM methodologies. The results
are summarized in Tables 1 and 2 below (and copies of the analyses are appended).
As indicated in the tables, whether based on the Synchro methodologies provided in
the traffic study or on HCM methodologies, the proposed project will not have a

significant adverse impact on area traffic operating conditions.

Table 1 - HCM Level of Service Summary (without T

Iz

he Loop Hudso

D 50.0 E 59.4 E C C C
TR D |451| E [5.7] E |5918 C |288| C [29.0].C | 29.0
WB} L D |489] E [557| E |589)| D 1379 D |387| D | 3388
NY Route 52 & NY TR D |4058]| D |474]| D |484| C [248] € |24a6| C | 245
NB L D 43.3 D 51.0 D 53.1 D 36.6 D 45.7 D 48.8
Route 300 -
TR C |333] D |5L5] D [5L7) C |243| C |315]| C (324
SB L D 52.0 E 57.8 E 57.8 C 32.1 D 40.2 D 41.0
TR C 1293 D | 376, D [389) C |281| D |366{ D | 389
Intersection| D | 383| D [492| D | 506 C 279| C 334| C 34.6
NY Route 300 & 1131 EB
. . LTR B 13.8 B 14.8 D 30.8 B 14.6 C 15.7 D 30.7
Union Ave. Driveway
{unsignalized) NB
B 10.1
NY Route 52 & WEB
Praposed Site A 83
Driveway NB
{unsignalized) B 1411
1131 Union Ave. EB
Driveway & Proposed A 0.0
Site Driveway SB
{unsignalized) A 8.7
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LY

Table 2- HCM Level of Serwce Sumrnary (w1th The_Loop Hudson Valley Development)

EB|] L E 61.0 E 71.3 D 40.9 D 41.5
TR D 14,1 D 45,1 D 43.2 D 440
WB| LT D 517 D 52.6 D 50.3 D 51.1
‘ D 45.6 D 46.5 C 33.1 C 33.3
NY r:::::::oﬁ NY ng[ L F | 1415| F | 139 E | 622 | E | 622
TR F 119.6 F 120.1 D 40.9 D 41.1
SB L F 106.8 F 106.8 D 53.6 . D 53.8
TR E | 57.2 E 60.5 E 57.0 E 60.1
Intersection| F | 80.8 F 831 | D 471 | b | a1
NY Route 300 & 1131 EB —
Union Ave. Driveway . LTR C 15.7 . E 36.7 C 16.9 . E 37.7
(unsignalized) NBl -
C . LT B 10.4
NY Route 52 & WB
Proposed Site L A 84
' Driveway NB '
{unsngnal lzed} LR’ C 15.2
1131 Union Ave. EB
Dnveway & Proposed LT A 0.0
“Site Drlveway SB
{unsignalized} LR A 87

Comment4: The applicant has initiated the NYSDOT review process. NYSDOT has acknowledged receipt
of the applicant materials and is conducting their review.

Response: ' Commient noted.
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‘We trust you will find these responses satisfactory. If you wish for additional information, please contact me
at your earliest convenience. -

Sincerely,

John Canmng, P. E

Dlrector of Transportatlon
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Appendix

Description

HCM Level of Service Analysis Worksheets




Existing PM Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 12110/2015

HCM 2010 LOS D

_ Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Existing PM Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 ‘ 12/10/2015

Int Delay s!ve o 0.

st

Vol vehi| !
Conflicting Peds, #fhr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sigh Confro f op.

RT Channelized - None

Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -

th A

dwy Stg2

Vinor L

ity {veh/h) 845 - 419 -

HCM 95th %tile Q{veh) 0 - 01 .

Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




No Build PM Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 1210/2015

3 o~ v - NNt A Y

Lane Configurations

¥

Farking
Adj Sat Fiow,
A

Assigned Phs

Change Period {Y+Rc)

No Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




No Build PM Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 12/10/2015

Delay, seh 01

sraasnes e

Int

AdD) ]
H MCoptroIDela ] 14.8 0 - O_‘

i
Capacity

_ {veh/h}
HCM Control Delay (s)
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - 01 - -

No Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB ' Page 1




Build PM Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 120101215

A ey ¢ ANt ALY

Prop In Lane 1.00 046 100 020 100 0.14 100 0.18

ghgrp Delay(d),siveh 696 00 591 589 00 484 531 00 517 578 00 389

Max Q Clear Time {g c+l1),s 7.1 495 350 106 367 35.0

HCM 2010 LOS D

Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB ) Page 1




Build PM Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 ) 1211012015

Int Delay, s/veh 0.7

Confcting Peds, #hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Critical Hdwy 6. 6.02 412 - -

=

HCM Control Delay, s 308 | 0.2 B 0

{veh/h)
HCM-Lan tio
HCM Cantrol Delay (s

Qapacity

)

HCM 95th %tile Qfveh) 0.1 - 08 - -

Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build _ PM Peak Hour
3: CVS Drwy. & Route 52 ' 12110/2015

o

Int Dely siveh

vmt Flow 5 18 22 780 17 o7

HCM Control Delay, s 0 0.2 20.7

Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 2




Build PM Peak Hour
4: Office Drwy & CVS Drwy. _ 12110/2015

Conflicting P

RT Chan

engt b
edian Storage, #

MQ\/ Cap-1 Maneuver

H

oM
He

Control Delay, s 0 ) 0
o

HCM 95th %tile Q{veh) 0 y - - 04

Build ‘Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 3




Existing Saturday Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 12/10/2015

T R 2 L N . I S

V."C Ratio{X) 013 000 071 029 000 045 061 000 073 024- 000 077

Unlform Delay( i slveh 295 00 270 371 00 243 348 00 190 318 00 213
T Delay (d2), sh i X

Existing Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Existing Saturday Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 12/10/2015

ItDelay,siveh 0

it

Sign.Co
RT Channelized

Existing Synchro 8 Report
VHB : Page 1




- No Build Saturday Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 . 12/10/2015

Lane Configurations

QSenve
Cycl

VIC Ratio(X} 013 000 072 030 000 045 078 000 084 034 000 088

Ap.px.'oach Vol, veh/h

App)
Approach LOS

Assigned Phs 1 2 4 5 6 8
P

Change Period (Y+Rc), s
M

No Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




No Build ' Saturday Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 12/10/2015

oL

IntD

HCM
]

H
H

No Build : Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build Saturday Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 1211012015

A T A N S R

Nurnber 74 14 3 8 18 5 2 12 1 6 16
In

Adj;

Adj No. of Lanes 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
P

Prop In Lane 1.00 0.51 1.0 0.29 1.00 012 " 1.00 0.10

LnGrp Delay(d),siveh 299 00 200 388 00 245 488 00 324 410 00 389

MaxQCIearTime (gcH1),s 20 344 219 56 351 274
G

HOM 2
CM 2010 LOS C

Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build Saturday Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 12/10/2015

lnt‘DeIay | siveh

T

Critical Hdwy

Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build Saturday Peak Hour
3: CVS Drwy. & Route 52 12/10/2015

Mvmt Flow 432 13 16 458 13 21

M Control Delay, s 0 0.3 141

Capacity (veh/h) 4431 - - 1115

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.3 . -0 -

Build ‘ Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 2




Build Saturday Peak Hour
4: Office Drwy & CVS Drwy. 1211012015

Int Dlay, sfveh 4

Peak Hour Factor
Heavy Vehicle
Mvmt Flow

HCM Control Delay
HCM 85th %tile Qveh) 0 - - - 0

Build Synchro 8 Report
VHB : Page 3




No Build with The Loop Devt PM Peak Hour
1. Route 300 & Route 52 12/11/2015

Ay v AN AN/

[}{umber

In

Adj No. of Lanes 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0
o 0 L

! ‘rp“"\./blume ‘

G

LnGrp Delay
FhGH:

M;
Max Q Clear

G

H
HCM 2010 LOS

No Build with The Loop Devt Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




No Build with The Loop Devt ' PM Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 12/10/2015

HCM Control Delay (s) 98 0 157 - -
A

Lar .
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 6 - 01 - -

No Build with The Loop Devt Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build with The Loop Dev't. PM Peak Hour
1. Route 300 & Route 52 © 121172015

AN c N N

B
Lane Configurations
Ve

1863 1788
8

?hange Period (Y+Rc}, s

M

Buitd with The Loop Dev'. ‘ Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build with The Loop Dev't. PM Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 121102015

Storage Lengtt
Veh in Median Storage, #

20 1248

Stage 2 299 - - - - -

434 - - -

Capacity (vehih) 743 - 153 - .
HCM Control Delay (s) 10 - -
HC 0

HCM 95th %tile Q{veh) 01 - - -

Build with The Loop Dev't. Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build with The Loop Dev't. PM Peak Hour
3: CVS Drwy. & Route 52 12/10/2015

Mvmt Flow 581 18 22 81 ) 17 N

Oritical FHdwy St :
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 542 -

Pla
Mpv Cap-1 Maneuver
Mov. aneuver

ICM Control Delay (s) 28 - - 88 0
H,

H

Build with The Loop Devt. Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 2




Build with The Loop Dev't. PM Peak Hour
4: Office Drwy & CVS Drwy. , 12/10/2015

Int Delay, siveh 34
.

:Isuéfkhl-{our Factor
Heavy:Ve

HCM 95th %tile Qfveh) 0 - - - o1

Build with The Loop Dev't. ' Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 3




No Build with The Loop Dev't. ' Saturday Peak Hour
1: Route 300 & Route 52 12/11/2015

A ooy ¢ A b AN 4

Volum
Number

Grp Volume(y), vetvh 42 0 40 60 0 36 22 0 798 18 0 77

niform Delay (d), siveh 40.5 00 328 482 00 304 451 00 260 473 0.0 301

Approach Vol, veh/h 492 436 1020 910

(g_cH1), s

He
HCM 2010 LOS

No Build with The Loop Dev'. Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




No Build with The Loop Dev't. Saturday Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 121112015

Sigr
RT Channelized

i

Storage, #

Mvmt Flow o 2 1053 9019 0

2

No Build with The Loop Devt. Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build with The Loop Dev'i. ' Saturday Peak Hour
1. Route 300 & Route 52 1211112015

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 100 1.00 100 1.00 100 100 1.00

\ZIC Ratio{X) 023 000 084 045 000 066 086 000 091 072 000 099

Build with The Loop Dev't. Synchro 8 Report
VHB ) Page 1




Build with The Loop Dev't. Saturday Peak Hour
2: Office Drwy & Route 300 12/11/2015

22

i

Mvmt Flow 9 18 18 1044 1009 13

HCM Control Delay, s 37 " 02 -

HCM Con

323

Build with The Loop Devt. Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 1




Build with The Loop Dev't. Saturday Peak Hour
3. CVS Drwy. & Route 52 121112015

Conficting Peds, #r 0o 0 0 0 0 0

bt

RT Channelized i - Noe - None

age Leng
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0

Peak Hour Factor 98 98 98 98 92 92

Mvmt Flow 485 13 16 511 13 21

'HCM 95th %t|IeQ(veh) 03 - - 0 -

Build with The Loop Dev't. Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 2




Build with The Loop Dev't. Saturday Peak Hour
4. Office Drwy & CVS Drwy. 121112015

Int Delay, sfveh : 4

HCM Control Delay, s 0 0
HOMLOS

Capacity (vehih) 1580 - - 1000

HCM 95th %tile Qfveh)

Build with The Loop Dev't, Synchro 8 Report
VHB Page 3
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Ref: 41847.44

Mr. John Ewasutyn, Chairman
Town of Newburgh Planning Board
308 Gardnertown Road

Newburgh, New York 12550

Re: Response to Technical Review Comments
CVS/pharmacy
Section 60, Block 3, Lot 5.2

Dear Chairman Ewasutyn,

VHB is pleased to provide the following response to review comments that have been received from
McGoey, Hauser and Edsall Consulting Engineers, D.P.C., dated November 30, 2015.

Comment 1:  In response to our previous comment identifying a City of Newburgh Flow Acceptance
letter the applicants representative has stated that they will provide the narrative and
hydraulic loading information prior to the projects building permit submission. Please be
advised that the Planning Board based on an agreement with the City of Newburgh
cannot take any final approvals of a project until the City of Newburgh Flow Acceptance
letter has been received. Flow Acceptance letter is Planning Board not Building Permit
submission.

Response: Understood. Flow Acceptance Letter request was sent to Town Engineer Jim
Osborne on December 9, 2015 along with all other required information for the
Flow Acceptance Letter.

Comment2: Mike Donnelly’s comments regarding the lease and access to the private drive to the rear
of the parcel should be received. The Applicants response is that they will accept the
condition of approval that requires said easement be recorded. Mike Donnelly's
comments regarding deferral of this as a condition of approval should be received as
significant traffic volumes could utilize the rear access.

Response: Noted.
100 Great Meadow Road
Engineers | Scientists | Planners | Designers Wethersfield, Connecticut 06109
P 860.807.4%300
\\r,rri1|dda'.'\|.nrr:|ar.t>\<1]‘34'7.4:1\nux's\VARIOUS\Coinm:.—nls\sz’%-L-‘-\‘J:' Enwzinvering : F 8603?24570
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Comment 3: In response to our previous Comment #7 regarding soil permeability for infiltration
practices the Applicants response states that laboratory analysis was performed to
determine infiltration rates. In accordance with Appendix D. Laboratory Testing (a)
“laboratory analysis can be utilized as soil for classification and textural analysis as can

visual inspection. The use of laboratory testing to establish infiltration rates is
prchibited.”

Response: Our prior response, dated November 23, 2015, was intended to say that the soils
were submitted for laboratory analysis for grain size distribution only, VHB has
reached out directly to Ransom, the geotechnical engineer, who has confirmed the
following statement (which is also attached to this letter):

Ransom performed field testing in Boring B111 in accordance with the NY State SW
Management Design Manual (Appendix D, infiltration tests through a borehole).
The test depth was 6 feet (bottom of casing), and the infiltration rate was 2.5
in./hour, as reported. We correlated the soils at the test depth across the site, which
were generally consistent, and used the grain-size distribution curves from other
test borings to determine the USDA designation. Ransom did not use a laboratory
test to determine the soil infiltration rate.

Comment 4 The previous Comment #9 should be addressed by placing a note on the plans stating
that all retaining walls in excess of 4 feet in height will be submitted to the Code
Enforcement Officer.

Response: Note stating “Retaining Walls in excess of 4 ft. in height are to be submitted to the
Town of Newburgh Code Enforcement Officer” has been added to the Grading &
Drainage Plan, Sheet C-3.

Comment 5: The Town of Newburgh Water and Sewer Notes, copies attached, should be added to the
plans. It is noted that the plans have been revised to copy sections of the Town code and
can remain with the addition of the attached notes.

Response: Town of Newburgh Water and Sewer notes have been added to planset.

Comment 6: The Planning Board should review the rendering depicting the retaining wall with multiple
colors. '

Response: The Planning Board reviewed the rendering depicting the retaining wall during its
December 3, 2015 Meeting.

Comment 7:  The project will require a Stormwater Maintenance agreement to be executed with the
Town of Newburgh.

weranddatyproject A 1547 AN acWARIOU S\ Commants\Z0 15 - 1367 Enginearing
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Response: Understood.

Comment 8:  Security and Inspection for Stormwater improvements and landscaping will be required
per Town Code.

Response: Understood. Please note that inspections for the stormwater improvements are
within the Stormwater Management Report.

We trust you will find these responses satisfactory. If you wish for additional information, please contact
me at your earliest convenience,

Sincerely,

=

Patrick N. O'Leary, P.E.

Principal
poleary@vhb.com

Wetriddatproiernid 184 740 o WARIDUS\Caim imantay2015-12. 02 Engineering
Comments BAHE] 0151231 - Rasponse W MHE Enginecting Comments Lettardacs




From: Kenneth W. Milender <kenneth.milender@ransomenv.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:30 AM

To: Grocki, Mark

Subject: RE: Newburgh, NY CVS [Filed 14 Dec 2015 16:22]

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Mark:

| took a look back at our project geotechnical report.

Ransom performed field testing in Boring B111 in accordance with the NY State SW Management Design
Manual (Appendix D, infiltration tests through a borehole). The test depth was 6 feet {bottom of casing), and
the infiltration rate was 2.5 in./hour, as reported. We correlated the soils at the test depth across the site,
which were generally consistent, and used the grain-size distribution curves from other test borings to
determine the USDA designation. Ransom did not use a laboratory test to determine the soil infiltration rate.

Hope that helps.

Ken M.
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DEVELOPMENT PLANS FOR:

PROJECT DIRECTORY SIT
OWNER

ROUTE 52 NEWBURGH, LLC
788 SHREWSBURY AVENUE
TINTON FALLS, NJ 07724

GRADING & DRAINAGE PLAN

UTILITY PLAN

TOWN WATER & SEWER SYSTEM NOTES
EROSION & SEDIMENTATION CONTROL PLAN

1

(201) L89-1177

SEVELOPER ‘ STORE NO. 10688

L NNECK HiL oAb, SOUTH PLANK ROAD (RTE. 52) & UNION AVENUE (RTE. 300)

SUITE 101~ . TOWN OF NEWBURGH, NEW YORK SHEET INDEX

LINCOLN, RHODE ISLAND 02865 | COVER SHEET |

(£01) 72'"'_609 ey MAP 60 BLOCK 5 LOT 5.2 | LEGEND, ABBREVIATIONS & GENERAL NOTES
on o TRACETROLE ZONED: B- BUSINESS & IB - INDUSTRIAL BUSINESS ¢-2  LAYOUT & MATERIALS PLAN
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Notes:
General Layout and Materials
1. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY "CALL BEFORE YOU DIG” {1-800--962~7962) AT LEAST 72 HOURS 1. DIMENSIONS ARE FROM THE FACE OF CURB, FACE OF BUILDING, FACE OF WALL, AND CENTER LINE
BEFORE EXCAVATING. OF PAVEMENT MARKINGS, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.
2. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE SECURITY AND JOB SAFETY. CONSTRUCTION 2. CURB RADE ARE 3 FEET UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.
ACTIVITIES SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WATH OSHA STANDARDS AND LCCAL REQUIREMENTS.
3. CURBING SHALL BE EXTRUDED CONCRETE CURB (ECC) WITHIN THE SITE UNLESS OTHERWISE
3. ACCESSIBLE ROUTES, PARKING SPACES, RAMPS, SIDEWALKS AND WALKWAYS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED INDICATED ON THE PLANS.
N CONFORMANCE WITH THE FEDERAL AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT AND WTH STATE AND
LOCAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS (WHICHEVER ARE MORE STRINGENT). 4, SEE ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS FOR EXACT BUILDING DIMENSIONS AND DETAILS CONTIGUOUS TO THE
_ BUILDING, INCLUDING SIDEWALKS, RAMPS, BUILDING ENTRANCES, STAIRWAYS, UTILITY PENETRATIONS,
4. AREAS DISTURBED DURING CONSTRUCTION AND NOT RESTORED WITH IMPERVIOUS SURFACES CONCRETE DOCR PADS, COMPACTOR PAD, LOADING DOCKS, BGLLARDS, ETC.
(BUILDINGS, PAVEMENTS, WALKS, ETC.) SHALL RECEIVE 6 INCHES LOAM AND SEED.
5. PROPOSED BOUNDS AND ANY EXISTING PROPERTY LINE MONUMENTATION DISTURBED DURING
5. WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE BUILDING FOOQTPRINT, THE SITE CONTRACTOR SHALL PERFORM CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE SET OR RESET BY A PROFESSIONAL LICENSED SURVEYOR. :
EARTHWORK OPERATIONS REQUIRED UP TO SUBGRADE ELEVATIONS.
6. PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION, CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY EXISTING PAVEMENT FLEVATIONS
6. WORK WITHIN THE LOCAL RIGHTS—OF-~WAY SHALL CONFORM TO LOCAL MUNICIPAL STANDARDS. WORK AT INTERFACE WITH PROPOSED PAVEMENTS, AND EXISTING GROUND ELEVATIONS ADJACENT TO
WITHIN STATE RIGHTS—OF—WAY SHALL CONFORM TO THE LATEST EDITION OF THE STATE HIGHWAY DRAINAGE QUTLETS TO ASSURE PROPER TRANSITIONS SETWEEN EXISTING AND PROPOSED FACILITIES.
DEPARTMENTS STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FCR HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES. '
_ 7. SYMBOLS AND LEGENDS OF PROJECT FEATURES ARE GRAPHIC REPRESENTATIONS AND AREA NOT
7. UPCN AWARD CF CONTRACT, CONTRACTOR SHALL MAKE NECESSARY CONSTRUCTION NOTIFICATIONS NECESSARILY SCALED TO THEIR ACTUAL DIMENSIONS OR LOCATIONS ON THE DRAWINGS. THE
AND APPLY FCR AND OBTAIN NECESSARY PERMITS, PAY FEES, AND POST BONDS ASSOCIATED WiTH CONTRACTOR SHALL REFER TO THE DETAIL SHEET DIMENSIONS, MANUFACTURERS' LITERATURE, SHOP
THE WORK INDICATED ON THF DRAWINGS, IN THE SPECIFICATIONS, AND IN THE CONTRACT DRAWINGS AND FIELD MEASUREMENTS OF SUPPLIED PRODUCTS FOR LAYOUT OF THE PROJECT
DOCUMENTS. DO NOT CLOSE OR OBSTRUCT ROADWAYS, SIDEWALKS, AND FIRE HYDRANTS, WITHOUT FEATURES.
APPROPRIATE PERMITS.
8. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT RELY SOLEY ON ELECTRONIC VERSIONS OF THE PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS,
8. TRAFFIC SIGNAGE AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS SHALL CONFORM TO THE MANUAL OF UNIFORM TRAFFIC AND DATA FILES THAT ARE OBTAINED FROM THE DESIGNERS, 8UT SHALL VERIFY LOCATION OF
CONTROL DEVICES. PROJECT FEATURES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PAPER COPIES OF THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS
' THAT ARE SUPPLIED AS PART OF THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.
9. AREAS CUTSIDE THE LIMITS OF PROPOSED WORK DISTURBED BY THE CONTRACTOR'S OPERATIONS
SHALL BE RESTORED BY THE CONTRACTOR TO THEIR ORIGINAL CONDITION AT THE CONTRACTOR'S .
EXPENSE. Demolition
10. IN THE EVENT THAT SUSPECTED CONTAMINATED SOIL, GROUNDWATER, AND OTHER MEDIA ARE 1. CONTRACTOR SHALL REMOVE AND DISPOSE OF EXISTING MANMADE SURFACE FEATURES WITHIN THE
ENCOUNTERED DURING EXCAVATION AND CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES BASED ON VISUAL, OLFACTORY, LIMIT OF WORK INCLUDING BUILDINGS, STRUCTURES, PAVEMENTS, SLABS, CURBING, FENCES, UTILITY
OR OTHER EVIDENCE, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL STOP WORK IN THE VICINITY OF THE SUSPECT POLES, SIGNS, ETC. UNLESS INDICATED OTHERWISE ON THE DRAWINGS. REMOVE AND DISPOSE OF
MATERIAL TO AVOID FURTHER SPREADING OF THE MATERIAL, AND SHALL NOTIFY THE OWNER EXISTING UTILITIES, FOUNDATIONS AND UNSUITABLE MATERIAL BENEATH AND FOR A DISTANCE OF 10
MMEDIATELY SO THAT THE APPROPRIATE TESTING AND SUBSEQUENT ACTION CAN BE TAKEN. FEET BEYOND THE PROPOSED BUILDING FOOTPRINT INCLUDING EXTERIOR COLUMNS.
11. CONTRACTOR SHALL PREVENT DUST, SEDIMENT, AND DEBRIS FROM EXITING THE SITE AND SHALL BE 2. EXISTING UTILTIES SHALL BE TERMINATED, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, IN CONFCRMANCE WITH
RESPONSIBLE FOR CLEANUP, REPAIRS AND CORRECTIVE ACTION IF SUCH OCCURS. LOCAL, STATE AND INDIVIDUAL UTILITY COMPANY STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS AND DETAILS. THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE UTILITY SERVICE DISCONNECTS WiTH THE UTIITY REPRESENTATIVES.
12, DAMAGE RESULTING FROM CONSTRUCTION LOADS SHALL BE REPAIRED BY THE CONTRACTOR AT NO
ADDITIONAL COST TO OWNER. : 3. CONTRACTOR SHALL DISPOSE OF DEMOLITION DEBRIS IN ACCORDANCE WITH APPLICABLE FEDERAL,
STATE AND LOCAL REGULATIONS, ORDINANCES AND STATUTES.
13. CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTROL STORMWATER RUNOFF DURING CONSTRUCTION TO PREVENT ADVERSE
iMPACTS TO OFF SITE AREAS, AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE TO REPAIR RESULTING DAMAGES, IF 4 THE DEMOLITION LIMITS DEPICTED IN THE PLANS IS INTENDED TO AID THE CONTRACTOR DURING THE
ANY, AT NO COST TO OWNER. BIDDING AND CONSTRUCTION PROCESS AND IS NOT INTENDED TO DEPICT EACH AND EVERY ELEMENT
OF DEMOLITION. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING THE DETAILED SCOPE OF
14. THIS PROJECT DISTURBS MORE THAN ONE ACRE OF LAND AND FALLS WITHIN THE NPDES DEMOLITION BEFORE SUBMITTING ITS BID/PROPOSAL TO PERFORM THE WORK AND SHALL MAKE NG
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT (CGP) PROGRAM AND EPA JURISDICTION. PRIOR TO THE START OF CLAIMS AND SEEK NO ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR CHANGED CONDITIONS OR UNFORESEEN OR
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTOR IS TO FILE A CGP NOTICE OF INTENT WITH THE EPA AND PREPARE A LATENT SITE CONDITIONS RELATED TO ANY CONDITIONS DISCOVERED DURING EXECUTION OF THE
STORMWATER PCLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPDES REGULATIONS. WORK.
CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIRM THE OWNER HAS ALSO FILED A NOTICE OF INTENT WITH THE EPA.
5. UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFICALLY PROVIDED ON THE PLANS OR IN THE SPECIFICATIONS, THE
o ENGINEER. HAS NOT PREPARED DESIGNS FOR AND SHALL HAVE NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE
Utilities PRESENCE, DISCOVERY, REMOVAL, ABATEMENT OR DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, TOXIC
WASTES OR POLLUTANTS AT THE PROJECT SITE. THE ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
1. THE LOCATIONS, SIZES, AND TYPES OF EXISTING UTILITIES ARE SHOWN AS AN APPROXIMATE ANY. CLAIMS OF LOSS, DAMAGE, EXPENSE, DELAY, INJURY OR DEATH ARISING FROM THE PRESENCE
REPRESENTATION ONLY. THE OWNER OR IT'S REPRESENTATIVE(S) HAVE NOT INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIED OF HAZARDOUS MATERIAL AND CONTRACTOR SHALL INDEMNIFY AND HOLD HARMLESS THE ENGINEER
THIS INFORMATION AS SHOWN ON THE PLANS. THE UTITY INFORMATION SHOWN DOES NOT FROM ANY CLAIMS MADE IN CONNECTION THEREWITH. MOREOQVER, THE ENGINEER SHALL HAVE NO
GUARANTEE THE ACTUAL EXISTENCE, SERVICEABILITY, OR OTHER DATA CONCERNING THE UTILITIES, ADMINISTRATIVE OBLIGATIONS OF ANY TYPE WITH REGARD TO ANY CONTRACTOR AMENDMENT
NOR DOES IT GUARANTEE AGAINST THE POSSIBILITY THAT ADDITIONAL UTILITIES MAY BE PRESENT INVOLVING THE ISSUES OF PRESENCE, DISCOVERY, REMOVAL, ABATEMENT OR DISPOSAL OF
THAT ARE NOT SHOWN ON THE PLANS. PRIOR TO ORDERING MATERIALS AND BEGINNING ASBESTOS OR OTHER HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.
CONSTRUCTION, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY AND DETERMINE THE EXACT LOCATIONS, SIZES, AND
ELEVATIONS OF THE POINTS OF CONNECTIONS TO EXISTING UTILITIES AND, SHALL CONFIRM THAT ]
THERE ARE NO INTERFERENCES WiTH EXISTING UTILITIES AND THE PROPOSED UTILITY ROUTES, Erosion Control
INCLUDING ROUTES WITHIN THE PUBLIC RIGHTS. OF WAY. _
1. . PRIOR TO STARTING ANY OTHER WORK ON THE SITE, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY APPROPRIATE
2. WHERE AN EXISTING UTILITY IS FOUND TO CONFLCT WITH THE PROPOSED WORK, OR EXISTING. AGENCIES AND SHALL INSTALL FROSION CONTROL MEASURES AS SHOWN ON THE PLANS AND. AS
CONDITIONS DIFFER FROM THOSE SHOWN SUCH THAT THE WORK CANNOT BE COMPLETED AS IDENTIFIED N FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL APPROVAL DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TC THIS PROJECT.
INTENDED, THE LOCATION, ELEVATION, AND SIZE OF THE UTRLITY SHALL BE ACCURATELY DETERMINED
WITHOUT DELAY BY THE CONTRACTOR, AND THE INFORMATION. FURNISHED IN WRITING TO THE 2. CONTRACTOR SHALL INSPECT AND MAINTAIN EROSION CONTROL MEASURES ON A WEEKLY BASIS
OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE RESCLUTION OF THE CONFLICT AND CONTRACTOR'S FAILURE 1O (MINIMUM) OR AS REQUIRED PER THE STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP). THE
NOTIFY PRIOR TO PERFORMING ADDITIONAL WORK RELEASES OWNER FROM OBLIGATIONS FOR CONTRACTOR SHALL ADDRESS DEFICEENCIES. AND MAINTENANCE (TEMS WITHIN TWENTY—FOUR HOURS
ADDITIONAL PAYMENTS WHICH OTHERWISE MAY BE WARRANTED TO RESOLVE THE CONFLICT. OF INSPECTION. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROPERLY DISPOSE OF SEDIMENT SUCH THAT IT DOES NOT
ENCUMBER OTHER DRAINAGE STRUCTURES AND PROTECTED AREAS.
3. SET CATCH BASIN RIMS, AND INVERTS OF SEWERS, DRAINS, AND DITCHES IN ACCORDANCE WiTH
ELEVATIONS ON THE GRADING AND UTILITY PLANS. : 3. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE FULLY RESPONSIBLE 7O CONTROL CONSTRUCTION SUCH THAT SEDIMENTATION
SHALL NOT AFFECT REGULATORY PROTECTED AREAS, WHETHER SUCH SEDIMENTATION IS CAUSED BY
4. RIM ELEVATIONS FOR DRAIN AND SEWER MANHOLES, WATER VALVE COVERS, GAS GATES, ELECTRIC WATER, WIND, OR DIRECT DEPOSIT.
AND TELEPHONE PULL BOXES, AND MANHOLES, AND OTHER SUCH ITEMS, ARE APPROXIMATE AND
SHALL BE SET/RESET AS FCLLOWS: 4, CONTRACTOR SHALL PERFORM CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCING SUCH THAT EARTH MATERIALS ARE
EXPOSED FOR A MINIMUM OF TIME BEFORE THEY ARE COVERED, SEEDED, OR OTHFRWISE STABILIZED
A. PAVEMENTS AND CONCRETE SURFACES: FLUSH TO PREVENT EROSION.
B. ALL SURFACES ALONG ACCESSIBLE ROUTES: FLUSH 5. UPON COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF PERMANENT GROUND COVER,
: _ CONTRACTOR SHALL REMOVE AND DISPOSE OF EROSION CONTROL MEASURES AND CLEAN SEDIMENT
C. LANDSCAPE, LOAM AND SEED, AND OTHER EARTH SURFACE AREAS: ONE INCH ABOVE AND DEBRIS FROM ENTIRE DRAINAGE AND SEWER SYSTEMS.
SURROUNDING AREA AND TAPER EARTH TO THE.RM ELEVATION.
5. THE LOCATION, SIZE, DEPTH, AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF PROPOSED PRIVATE Existing Conditions Information
UTILITY SERVICES SHALL BE INSTALLED ACCORDING TO THE REQUIREMENTS PROVIDED BY, AND
APPROVED BY, THE RESPECTIVE UTILITY COMPANY {GAS, TELEPHONE, ELECTRIC, FIRE ALARM, ETC.). 1. BASE PLAN: THE PROPERTY LINES SHOWN WERE DETERMINED BY AN ACTUAL FIELD SURVEY
~ FINAL DESIGN LOADS AND LGCATIONS TO BE COORDINATED WITH OWNER AND ARCHITECT. CONDUCTED BY VHB, INC. THE TOPOGRAPHY AND PHYSICAL FEATURES ARE BASED ON AN
ACTUAL FIELD SURVEY PERFORMED ON THE GROUND BY VHS, INC. ON JUNE 2, 2015 AND JUNE 3,
6. CONTRACTOR SHALL MAKE ARRANGEMENTS FOR AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PAYING FEES FOR 2015,
POLE RELOCATION AND FOR THE ALTERATION AND ADJUSTMENT OF GAS, ELECTRIC, TELEPHONE, FIRE
ALARM, AND ANY OTHER PRIVATE UTILITIES, WHETHER WORK IS PERFORMED BY CONTRACTOR OR BY 2. TOPQGRAPHY: FLEVATIONS ARE BASED ON NAVD 88.
THE UTIITIES COMPANY.
3.  GEOTECHNICAL DATA INCLUDING TEST PIT AND BORING. LOCATIONS AND ELEVATIONS WERE OBTAINED
7. UTILITY PIPE MATERIALS SHALL BE AS FOLLOWS, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ON THE PLAN: FROM RANSOM CONSULTING, INC. REPORT TITLED 'GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING EVALUATION
PROPOSED CVS PHARMACY/STORE NO. 10688 NEW YORK RCUTE 52 AND ROUTE 33 — NEWBURGH,
A. WATER PIPES SHALL BE DUCTILE IRON MANUFACTURED AND INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH MEW YORK DATED JULY 7, 2015..
AWWA C151, AWWA C111, AWWA C104 AND AWWA C600, LATEST REVISIONS FOR GREATER THAN
2" DIAMETER AND TYPE K COPPER MANUFACTURED AND INSTALLED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ASTM
888, IN ACCORDANCE WITH AWWA C800, LATEST REVISIONS FOR 2" DIAMETER AND LESS. Document Use
B. SANITARY SEWER PIPES SHALL BE POLYVINYL CHLORIDE (PVC) SEWER PIPE 1. THESE PLANS AND CORRESPONDING CADD DOCUMENTS ARE INSTRUMENTS OF PROFESSIONAL
SERVICE, AND SHALL NOT BE USED, IN WHOLE OR IN PART, FOR ANY PURPOSE OTHER THAN FOR
C. STORM DRAINAGE PIPES SHALL BE HIGH DENSITY POLYETHYLENE (HDPE) SMOOTH INTERIOR. WHICH IT WAS CREATED WITHOUT THE EXPRESSED, WRITTEN CONSENT OF VHB. ANY UNAUTHORIZED
USE, REUSE, MODIFICATION OR ALTERATION, INCLUDING AUTOMATED CONVERSION. OF THIS DOCUMENT
8. CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE WITH ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR AND SHALL FURNISH EXCAVATION, SHALL BE AT THE USER'S SOLE RISK WITHOUT UABILITY OR LEGAL EXPOSURE TO VHB.
INSTALLATION, AND BACKFILL OF ELECTRICAL FURNISHED SITEWORK RELATED ITEMS SUCH AS PULL
BOXES, CONDUITS, DUCT BANKS, LIGHT POLE BASES, AND CONCRETE PADS. SITE CONTRACTOR 2. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT RELY SCLELY ON ELECTRONIC VERSIONS OF PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND
SHAL