ZONING BOARD
VILLAGE OF WARWICK
MARCH 26, 2024
AGENDA

LOCATION:
VILLAGE HALL
77 MAIN STREET, WARWICK, NY
7:00 P.M.
MAXIMUM OCCUPANCY-40

Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance
Roll Call

1. Introduction by Zoning Board Chairperson, John Graney.

Applications

1. M&L Equity Auto - Area Variance
https://villageofwarwick.org/ml-equity-auto-zba-2/

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
VILLAGE OF WARWICK, NEW YORK

A Public Hearing before the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Village of Warwick will be held on Tuesday,
the 26th day of March 2024 commencing at 7:00 pm at 77 Main Street, Village of Warwick, New York to
consider the following application:

APPLICATION OF M&L EQUITY AUTO LLC for property located at 42 Orchard Street and 18 Elm
Street and, Warwick, New York, designated on the Village tax map as Section 210, Block 11, Lots 5 and
16.22, and located in the R (Residential) District and LI (Light Industrial) District), for a variance from the
Bulk Area Requirements of the Zoning Code to reduce the minimum lot area of the property located at 42
Orchard Street from 20,000 square feet to 6,625 square feet. The variance is sought in connection with the
proposed transfer of 5,962 square feet from the 42 Orchard Street property to the 18 Elm Street property.

The above application is available for inspection at the office of the Board of Appeals, 77 Main Street,
Warwick, New York. Persons wishing to appear at such hearing may do so in person or by attorney or other
representative. Communications in writing in relation thereto may be filed with the Board or at such
hearing.

JOHN GRANEY
CHAIRMAN
DATED: MARCH 6, 2024


https://villageofwarwick.org/ml-equity-auto-zba-2/

2. 9 Cambell Road - Area Variance

https://villageofwarwick.org/9-campbell-rd-zba/

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
VILLAGE OF WARWICK, NEW YORK

A Public Hearing before the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Village of Warwick will be held on Tuesday,
the 26th day of March 2024 commencing at 7:00 pm at 77 Main Street, Village of Warwick, New York to
consider the following application:

APPLICATION OF LAILA AND PETER PROULX for property located at 9 Campbell Road, Warwick,
New York, designated on the Village tax map as Section 213, Block 1, Lot 8, and located in the R
(Residential) District, for variances from the Bulk Area Requirements of the Zoning Code to (1) reduce the
minimum lot area from 20,000 square feet to 8,125 square feet; (2) reduce the minimum lot width from 100
feet to 65 feet; (3) reduce the front yard setback from 35 feet to 31 feet; (4) reduce the side yard setbacks
for the proposed residence from 20 feet to 12 feet and 18 feet; (5) reduce the total side yard setback for the
proposed residence from 50 feet to 30 feet; (6) reduce the side yard for the garage from 10 feet to 6 feet, 7
inches; (7) reduce the rear yard for the garage from 10 feet to 5 feet; (8) reduce the street frontage from 80
feet to 65 feet; (9) increase the maximum development coverage from 35% to 43%, (10) increase the floor
area ratio from 0.25 to 0.27; and (11) to reduce the required setback distance between a principal and
accessory building under Village Code § 145-62.B from 22 feet to 16 feet. The variances are sought for
the purpose of constructing a single-family residence and to keep an existing garage that does not comply
with the Zoning Code.

The above application is available for inspection at the office of the Board of Appeals, 77 Main Street,
Warwick, New York. Persons wishing to appear at such hearing may do so in person or by attorney or other
representative. Communications in writing in relation thereto may be filed with the Board or at such hearing.

JOHN GRANEY
CHAIRMAN
DATED: MARCH 5, 2024

Correspondence

1. Email from Kerry and Stephen Boland, regarding 9 Campbell Rd.
2. Letter from Neil Frishberg, Esq.

Executive Session, if applicable

Adjournment


https://villageofwarwick.org/9-campbell-rd-zba/

Planning

L A At
From:; Kerry Boland_

Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2024 938 AM

To: Planning; Michael Newhard; bolandstephen

Subject: For Zoning Board of Appeals

Re: Public Hearing, 9 Campbell Road, Warwick

March 26, 2024

Concerns:

1. Adjustments to the setbacks to accommodate a large residential structure would be uncomfortably
close to the neighbors’ properties, denying them privacy,

2. Whyis the garage structure there? It was non-conforming in 2009, and yet it is still there. Why was this
not resolved?

3. Although the letter we received was post-marked 10 days in advance, we did not receive our letter until
Thursday, March 21, and are now out of town (only one of us was listed on the envelope ~ why not both
property owners?). It would be helpful to have more time to review the application.

4. Since the application for variance is for a residence, we would like reassurance that there willbe no
further zoning requests to change any part of the property from residential to business/light industrial in
the future.

4. Campbell Road is a beautiful road, with older houses set back from the road with space around each
residence. The reduction of the front setback is a big concern. [t could change the entire aesthetic of the
area should the first house on the street stick out further than the other residences.

We feel that the proposed sethacks are too close to the neighboring properties and should be re-
evaluated. With thoughtful consideration, a well-proportioned residence that respects its neighbors and
surroundings would be a welcomed addition to the neighborhood.

Most sincerely,

Kerry and Stephen Boland
15 1/2 Campbell Road
Warwick, NY 10990
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LAW OFFICES

FABRICANT LIPMAN & FRISHBERG, PLLC
ONE HARRIMAN SQUARE
POST OFFICE BOX 60
GOSHEN, NEW YORK 10824
Writer's E-Mail: nfrishberg@nfrishberg.com

Telephone 845-294-7944
Fax: 845-294-7889

Neal D. Frishberg* Legal Assistants
Herbert J. Fabricant (1915-1987) Michelle Morgan
Alan S. Lipman (1934-2021) Rebekah Dahma
- - Cathy Lanzo
Phil Dropkin, Esq. Salimah Harrison-Ramsey
J h Bisono

*Also admitted in NJ and FL S Wiltame

March 26, 2024

SENT BY EMAIL

Mr. John Graney

Chairman

Zoning Board of Appeals

Village of Warwick

77 Main Street

Warwick, NY 10990

Email: planning@villageofwarwick.org

Re:  Zoning Board of Appeals Application of Laila and Peter Proulx
Premises: 9 Campbell Road, Warwick, NY 10990 (the “Lot”)

Dear Members of the Board;

This office represents Frances Sinclair, the adjoining neighbor to the property which is the
subject of this application and the person who will be most affected by the determination of the
Board. Our client opposes the relief requested because the grant of the variances would have a
detrimental effect on the character of the neighborhood because of the size and character of the
maximum variance from the bulk regulations to which the applicant is entitled has already been
determined by this Board in its decision dated August 17, 2009.

This applicant seeks 11 substantial area variances that will change the character of the
neighborhood while being in violation of a prior decision of the this ZBA, which creates the
following issues:

1. Whether the application satisfies the 5 part test in Village Law 7-712-b[3]; and

2. Whether the applicant is entitled to a greater variance that this board had granted in

(Continued)



FABRICANT LIPMAN & FRISHBERG, PLLC
Mr. John Graney

March 26, 2024
Page 2

its prior decision dated August 17, 2009.

Apnplicable Law

Under Village Law 7-712-b[3] the “zoning board of appeals shall have the power, upon an
appeal from a decision or determination of the administrative official charged with the enforcement
of such local law, to grant area variances as defined herein.

Under Village Law 7-712-b [3][b], the ZBA in making its determination, shall take into
consideration:

1. the benefit to the applicant if the variance is granted, as

2. weighed against the detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood
or community by such grant.

In making the above determination, the board shall also consider:

1. whether an undesirable change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood
or a detriment to nearby properties will be created by the granting of the area
variance;

2. whether the benefit sought by the applicant can be achieved by some method, feasible

for the applicant to pursue, other than an area variance;
3. whether the requested area variance is substantial;

4, whether the proposed variance will have an adverse effect or impact on the physical
or environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district; and

5. whether the alleged difficulty was self-created; which consideration shall be relevant
to the decision of the board of appeals, but shall not necessarily preclude the granting
of the area variance.

Under Village Law 7-712-b[3][c] the “board of appeals, in the granting of area variances,
shall grant the minimum variance that it shall deem necessary and adequate and at the same time
preserve and protect the character of the neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the
community.

{Continued)



FABRICANT LIPMAN & FRISHBERG, PLLC

Mr. John Graney
March 26, 2024
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Finally, under Village Law 7-712-b[3][d] the “board of appeals shall, in the granting of both
use variances and area variances, have the authority to impose such reasonable conditions and
restrictions as are directly related to and incidental to the proposed use of the property. Such
conditions shall be consistent with the spirit and intent of the zoning local law, and shall be imposed
for the purpose of minimizing any adverse impact such variance may have on the neighborhood or
community.”

The Prior Application

OnMay 18,2008, the prior owners of the premises, Michael and Kerry Demetroules, applied
to this Board for a variance of the bulk area requirements of the code. The Public hearing of this
application and the amended application was heard on May 18, 2008, September 16, 2008, January
20, 2009, June 15, 2009, July 20, 2009 and August 17, 2009.

Kerry Demetroules filed an application before this Board to convert an existing garage on
the Lot to a single-family dwelling. The garage was the sole structure on the Lot and illegal, as it
was an accessory and not a principal use and less than 10 feet from the rear lot line. As the meeting
progressed, the ZBA determined that the applicant did not own the Lot, but rather it was owned by
the Welling Thomas Estate, and permission for the variance was ultimately filed by the estate.

The same conditions exist today. The zoning regulations in the Village of Warwick Zoning
District have not been made less restrictive since that application. The public hearings on that
application were conducted over several meetings of the Board and the issues concerning whether
the applicant should be granted relief from the Zoning Bulk Regulations that this Board had been
thoroughly reviewed and considered.

As this Board is well aware, even if it determines that an applicant is entitled to relief from
the bulk zoning regulations, it is duty bound to grant the minimum variance necessary to relieve the
applicant from its hardship. This is especially so in this instance where the applicant is expected to
know from the public records that the lot was substandard and that this Board had already
determined the variances to which the Lot was entitled. In 2009, the Board ultimately did not grant
the variances the applicant sought but did grant the applicant limited relief as follows:

1. Areduction in the lot area from 20,000 square feet to 9,000 square feet. The current
request is from 20,000 feet to 8,125 square feet.

2. A lot width from 100 feet to 65 feet. This is the same request in this application.

(Continued)
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Mr. John Graney
March 26, 2024

Page 4

One side setback from 20 feet to 17 1/2 feet. The current application seeks two
side setbacks, one from 20 feet to 12 feet and the other from 20 feet to 18 feet.
A difference of 12 1/2 feet.

A total side setback from 50 feet to 35 feet. The current application is from 50
feet to 30 feet.

A street frontage variance from 80 feet to 65 feet. The current application is the
same.

The Board further conditioned that relief by requiring that the applicant either move the
existing garage to the approximate center of the Lot and convert it to a single family dwelling or
raise the garage, remove the concrete floor/foundation and return the area to lawn and build a new
home in the approximate center of the Lot with a foot print of no more than 30" by 40" and with not
more than 2 floors.

The old application did not grant many of the variances sought in this application such as:

1.

2.

The front yard setback for the proposed dwelling from 35 to 31 feet.

The front yard set back for the proposed dwelling from 35 to 31 feet.

A second side yard setback for the proposed dwelling from 20 to 12 feet.
Keeping the existing garage with a rear yard setback from 10 to 5 feet.
A maximum development coverage from 35 to 43%.

A distance between the principal building and the accessory building from 25 t0 27%
ratio.

Indeed the current application presumes it can keep the current illegal garage when the prior
application specifically required it to be eliminated or moved to the center of the Lot.

The prior Zoning Board of Appeals Decision dated, August 17,2009, is attached to this letter.

(Continued)
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The Character of the Neighorhood

As demonstrated by the table below, seven of the nine surrounding properties have a lot size
less than 20,000 square feet. Note, the square footage is taken from the GIS maps not image mate
which differs slightly. However, only twe of the seven substandard lots have a lot size less than
8,125 square feet. Inaddition, each house had been built prior to the enactment of the current zoning
code and eight of the nine houses were built between 1890 to and 1930 long before the Village had
enacted its first code in 1965.

Surrounding House number Square feet {Applicants {Difference fmprovements [Year built
Properties
213-1-3 17 Campbell Rod 7504 8125 -621 House and 920
arage
213-1-4 15.5 Campbell road 6245 8125 -1880  House 1930
P13-1-5 15 Campbell Road 11828 8125 3703 House 1920
213-1-6 13 Campbell road 8256.28 8125 131.28 House and 1935
arage
213-1-7 11 Campbell Road 8578.33 8125 453.33 House 1973
213-1-9 10 Oakland Avenue 32431 8125 24306 House 1860
213-3-12 12 Campbell road 9517 8125 1392 House and 1928
arage
213-3-11 B6 Oakland Avenue 94049 8125 85924 house and 1928
arage
213-3-14 31 Welling Avenue 8922 8125 797 houses and 1900
parage

If the ZBA permits the applicant to build the proposed house and keep the current illegal
garage, then it will be the first time in 50 years that a new house is being built in this neighborhood.
The house will look nothing like the homes in the area. Moreover, the house will be on a lot that is
smaller than 71% of the substandard lots.

The variances are substantial.

As indicated in the Table below the variances are substantial and range from 59.38% for the
lot area to 8% between the proposed single family dwelling and the illegal garage. The average
variance is 28.42%

{Continued)
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Mr. John Graney
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Page 6
Units.  Proposed Units Difference  Percentage difference
Lot Area 20000 Bl125 Square | 11875 59.38%
feet

Lot Width 100 65 feet 33 35.00%
Front Set Back for proposed Dwelling 35 31 feet 4 11.43%
Front Yard for proposed Dwelling 35 31 foet 4 11.43%
Side Setback for proposed dwelling - | 20 12 feet 8 40.00%
Side Setback for proposed dwelling - 2 20 18 feet 2 10.00%
Total Side Setback for proposed dwelling [0 30 feet 20 40.00%
Side Yard for Exisiting Garage 10 5.58 feet 3.42 34.20%
Rear Yard for Exisiting Garage 10 5 feet 5 50.00%
Street Frontage RO 65 feet I5 18.75%
Maximum Development Coverage 3 5% 3% ratio 8% 22.86%
Floor Area Ratio 5% 7% Fatio 2% 8.00%
Distance between Principal Building and Accessory Building to be determined
Average | 28.42%

The Benefit to the Applicant if the Variance is Granted

The applicant purchased the property from Demetroulas. It knew or should have known that
the use of the Lot was severely limited. Granting the applicant the requested variances would be
giving them a windfall far beyond any benefit to which they might be entitled, if any and that
windfall would come at the expense of the character of the neighborhood. The Zoning Law does not
require this Board to grant windfalls.

The Detriment to the Health, Safetv, and Welfare of the Neighborhood

Certainly, a new house poses more traffic, septic issues, waste issues, and sewer issues.
While we recognize that these are issues that can be worked out with the planning board, they still
affect the health, safety, and welfare of the neighborhood.

Undesirable Change in the Character of the Neighborhood or Detriment to the Nearby
Properties

Permitting the house and the two-car garage will provide an undesirable change to the
neighborhood. As indicated earlier, it permits a new house to be built. Indeed, it is probably the

(Continued)
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first house to be built in the last 50 years. There is, of course, increased traffic as a result of the new
house coming in and out of Campbell Road.

The Benefit Sought by the Applicant Can be Achieved by Some Other Method

In accordance with the last ZBA decision, the applicant can either move the garage to
approximately the center of the property or build a home. It cannot do both. Accordingly, the
applicant can receive the benefit of a home by raising the garage and building the house.

Adverse Affect or Impact on the Physical Environmental Conditions in the Neighborhood

As previously mentioned an additional home will cause more traffic in the neighborhood.

The alleged difficulty is self-created.

The alleged difficulty is self-created. A purchaser of real property is presumed to have
performed its due diligence prior to purchasing real property. Here, the applicant knew or should
have known that when he purchased the property it had an illegal two-car garage. The applicant
knew or should have known that the Lot might be unbuildable. They made that choice and have no
right to have the Board bail them out of their self created hardship.

The Applicant Should Not Be Permitted to Go Beyond the Parameters of the August 17,2009
Decision

The most egregious portion of this application is that the applicant seeks to keep the illegal
garage and also build a singly-family dwelling, which this board turned down on August 17, 2009.
The applicant has not shown a change in circumstances between August 17, 2009 and this
application. Under those circumstances the most relief the applicant can expect is that which this
Board determined was adequate in its 2009 decision.

Moreover, by keeping the garage, the applicant needs additional variances for both the garage
and the distance between the garage and the proposed single family dwelling. This increases the
non-conformity of the use.

Conclusion

The Village of Warwick made a policy decision requiring much larger lots that had been
used in past. There is no reason why this board should overturn that policy. If a variance is required
it should be the absolute minimum variance. It is our position that the applicant should not be
granted any variances because it knowingly bought a substandard lot with no right to expect it was
acquiring a buildable lot and, if the Board is inclined to grant any variance, it should not grant any
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variance greater than the Board granted in 2009.

Respectfully submitted,

2

NEAL D. FRISH



DETERMINATION OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
OF THE VILLAGE OF WARWICK, NEW YORK

WHEREAS, MICHAEL & KERRY DEMETROULES have applied to this Board for a variance
of the Bulk Area Requirements of the Code, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing on this application and the amended application of said
applicants were he_ld at 77 Main Street, Warwick, New York on 5/18/08 and continued on 9/16/08,
1/20/09, 6/15/09; 7/20/09 and 8/17/09, and

WHEREAS, at aid hearing(s) all interested persons were given an opportunity to be heard,
the Board finds as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Estate of Welling Thomas is the owner of premises located at 9 Campbell Road,
Warwick, New York, designated on the Village tax map as Section 213 Block 1 Lot 8.

2. The application has been made for a variance of the Zoning Law reducing lot area from
20,000 sq. ft to 9,000 sq. ft.; lot width from 100 ft to 65 ft.; total yard setback from 50 ft. to 35 ft.;
street frontage from 80 ft. to 65 ft. for the purpose of construction of a 30 ft. X 44 ft. single family
dwelling and reduction of side yard setback from 10 ft. to 6.9 feet and rear yard setback from 10 ft.
to 3.6 ft. for an existing garage.

~ 3. An inspection of the site, and the evidence and testimony as summarized from the
meeting(s) show that:

The original application was filed by Kerry Demetroules to convert an existing garage on tax
lot #8 to a single family dwelling (sfd). The garage was the sole structure on the lot and illegal
because it was an accessory and not a principal use, and apparently, less than 10 feet from the rear
and 1 side line. No survey was produced showing the garage “as built”, the only survey produced
showed the garage as “staked out”.

It was determined that the lot was actually owned by the Welling Thomas Estate and
permission for the variance request was ultimately filed by the Estate.

As the meetings progressed, the application evolved from conversion of the existing garage
into a sfd to leaving the garage as is and constructing a 30 foot X 44 foot, 2-story sfd in the
approximate center of the Jot. Ultimately, the Board, applicant and concerned neighbors appeared
to agree that the best plan would be to either remove the garage entirely and construct a sfd in the
approximate center of the lot or move the garage to the approximate center of the lot and convert it
to a sfd and perhaps expand it. The maximum footprint of the building was to be not more than 30
feet X 44 feet and a 2-story sfd was thought to be the best configuration. The time within which
construction could begin was discussed and a 6 month extension of Section 145-152.L was deemed
reasonable under the circumstances.



Under the final scenario, the following variances would be required: reduction of lot area
from 20,000 sq. ft. to 9,000 sq. ft., lot width from 100 ft. to 65 ft., 1 side setback from 20 feet to 17
72 (+/-) feet and total side yard setback from 50 ft. to 35 ft., and street frontage from 80 ft. to 65 ft.

There was concern that (+/-) was vague so that the Board decided to place a limitation of 6
inches.

A. An undesirable change will not be produced in the character of the neighborhood and
a detriment to neatby properties will not be created by the granting of the area variances. The large
(30 foot X 30 foot) existing garage which appears to have less than the required setbacks and an
apparent detriment to the adjacent property owner will be removed. The character of the
neighborhood will not be changed by allowing an additional sfd on the lot. Even though the lot area
is less than required by the Code, it is typical of other lots in the neighborhood.

B. The benefit sought by the applicant (construction of a sfd) cannot be achieved by some
method, feasible for the applicant to pursue, other than the variances. No other land is available to
enlarge the lot.

C. The requested variances are numerically substantial. However, this is an existing lot and
typical of many lots in the neighborhood.

D. The proposed variances will not have an adverse effect or impact upon the physical or
the environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district.

 E. The alleged difficulty is self-created. The lot line could be eliminated.

F. These area variances should be granted based upon a consideration of the benefit to the
applicant as weighed against the detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or
community by such grant,

G. The minimum variances necessary and-adequate and at the same time, will preserve and
protect the character of the neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the community have
been requested.

4. The proposed action is an Unlisted action and will not result in any significant adverse
environmental impact for the reasons hereinbefore set forth.

RESOLUTION

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that it is determined, based on the information
and analysis presented to the Board, that the proposed action will not result in any significant
adverse environmental impact.

The foregoing resolution was submitted by Pamela Arace and seconded by John Prego



For the Resolution ~ Against the Resolution Abstaining Absent

John Graney X
John Prego X
~ Pamela Arace X

Jomathrn Burley X

Matthew Blaskovich X

NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT RESOLVED, that the application for the following Bulk Area
variances be granted: reduction of lot area from 20,000 sq. ft. to 9,000 sq. ft., lot width from 100
ft. to 65 fi., 1 side setback from 20 feet to 17 % (+/- 6 inches) feet, total side yard setback from 50
ft. to 35 ft., and street frontage from 80 ft. to 65 ft.; and that a 6 month extension of Section 145-
152.L be granted thereby giving the applicants 12 months from the date of granting the variances to
commence construction. The variances are conditioned upon (1) the sfd having a footprint of not
larger than 30 feet X 44 feet and being a 2-story building, and the side setbacks being 17 % (+-6
inches) feet on both sides and (2) the applicants razing the garage or moving it to the approximate
center of the lot and converting it to a sfd, and thoroughly removing the concrete pad and restoring
that area to its natural condition, and no CO shall be granted before the condition is satisfied.

The foregoing resolution was submitted by Matthew Blaskovich and seconded by Pamela Arace
For Resolution Against Resolution ~ Abstaining ~ Absent

John Graney X
John Prego X
Pamela Arace X

Jomathan -Burley X
Matthew Blaskovich X

Dated: Warwick, New York
August 17, 2009 7 M/\

JOHN PREGO, Asst. Chairman

Unless construction is commenced and diligently prosecuted within 12 months of the date of the
granting of a variance, such variance shall become null and void.

Construction cannot commence until a building permit is issued.

si



NOIS

AT H - IMPACT ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Lead Agency)
+. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.47 If yes, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF,

I:I Yes . No

B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 8 NYCRR, PART 617.67 If No.'a negstive
declarafion may be superseded by another involved agency

I:IYes . No
G. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WATH THE FOLLOWING: {Answers may be handwritten, If iegibla)

G1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing trafiic pattemn, solid waste production or disposal,
potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefiy;

No

C2. Aesthelic, agricuttural, archaeologlcal, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborheod character? Explain briefiy:
No

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildiife species, significant habltats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain briefly;
No |

C4. A comimunity's existing plans or goals.as ofﬁcially adopied, or.8 changa in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resourcas? Explain briafly:

No

Cb. Growth, subg.e'quent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposad action? Expiain briefiy;
No ‘

C6. Lcmg term, short term, cumu]atwe or other eﬁecls not idenfified in C1-C5? Explain brisfiy:
None

C7. Other impacts (Including changes ln use of either quantlty or typa of energy)’r’ Explain briefly:
None

D. WlLL THE PROJECT HAVE AN iMPACT ON THE ENV]RONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CRITICAL
ENVIRONMENTAL AREA (CEA)? )
] Yes Mo~ If Yes, explain kilefly:

E IS THERE OR I8 THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS?
(] No If Yes, explain brisfly:

_PART ill - DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be comipleted by Agency)

INSTRUCTIONS: Foreach adverse effect identified above, determine whether it Is substantial, large, |mportant or otherw:se significant. Each
effect should be assessed in conneclion with its (a) setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of ocourring; (c) duration: (d} irreversibility; {e)
geographic scops; and (f} magnitude. f necessary, add attachments or refarence supporting materials. Ensure that explanations contain
sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse impacis have been identified and adequately addressed. if question D of Part Il was checked
yes, the determination of significance must evaluale the potential impact of the proposed action on the environmental characterlstics of the CEA.

D Check this box if you have identified one or mere potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY occur. Then proceed dirsclly 1o the FULL
EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.

. Check this box if you have deternined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting documentation, thatthe proposed action WILL
NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts AND provide, an attachments as nacessary, the reasons supporting this determination

Village of Warwick Zoning Board of Appeals _ o , i‘—j‘ ? 8 (1
Name of Lead Agency L Date
~ \(ﬂ,{, h B 'P’F’ : HssT Chairman
ame of Responsjble Officer in Lead Agency j Title of Responsible Officer
{S}gnature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency ‘ Signature of Preparer (if different from responsible officar)
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