INSPECTION  DETAILS



Site: Galvin, 4220 Western Turnpike, Altamont
Date: July 26, 2008
Topography: According to Applicant, the parcel is fairly flat with a rise of about three feet on the rear portion. US Dept. of the Interior Geological Survey topo maps of 1944 and 1945 (photorevised 1980) indicate elevation of much of the parcel is at approximately 350 ft AMSL and drops off in all directions near the outer edge of much of the parcel.  At time of July 26 site visit, it was observed that his residence is on elevated section of the front portion of the parcel with a rise of about six feet from the driveway which runs along the west side. Front lawned area has slight drop in elevation toward the roadway (Western Turnpike). Proceeding toward the rear area behind the front portion, there is a slight roll in the terrain which slightly rises and then slightly falls down toward the rear and also to the west.  
Vegetation/Trees: Applicant states that the parcel, which was previously farm land, is sparsely treed and has scrub brush on the rear. According to him, trees include young pine, elm and birch.
At time of site visit, it was observed that there are a few small trees scattered on the proposed front lot. There is a line five small pine trees along the east side of the proposed access area for the rear lot. Much of the front lot is moved. To the rear of the front lot there are two large maple trees about 175+ feet south of the house. And beyond these there are six small pine trees. A little further south west of these trees are three small trees that appear to be elm and another elm further to the east. Further to the south on the area where the gas line crosses the property the vegetation is not so thick with weeds and tall grass and contains many wild flowers. Otherwise most of this area to the rear of the house is primarily cover with high grass with heavy brush on small areas to the north and south of the gas line area. Near the rear boundary there is also a small willow tree. On the area situated behind the adjacent neighbor to the east the vegetation is much thicker and contains some heavy bushes which would make it difficult to walk through. This thick brush area contains more trees such as birch and a very large maple at the north east corner.  On the site drawing it is noted that there is a chestnut tree near the southern corner of the property.   
Soil: Applicant describes the soil as clay dirt and shale.
A review of Sheet Number 10 in “Soil Survey of Albany County, New York” by James H. Brown (1992) as well as National Resources Conservation Service –National Cooperative Soil Survey shows two types of soil on this parcel – HuA and HuB.

On the soil maps, it was further noted that there is a symbol for a wet spot near the rear boundary line about 1/3 of the way up from the southern tip of the parcel. 
A brief description of these soils and some of the soils’ limitations are as follows: As can be noted, other than the difference in slope, these two soils are similar.
HnA – Hornell silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes. -  This nearly level soil is moderately deep and somewhat poorly drained. The seasonal high water table in this soil is perched above the clayey subsoil at a depth of 6 to 18 inches from May to December. Depth to bedrock is 20 to 40 inches. It restricts rooting depth. Permeability is moderate in the surface layer and slow or very slow in the subsoil. The available water capacity is moderate. The main limitation of this soil on sites for dwellings with basements is the seasonal high water table. Diversions placed above the building site, foundation drains, and a protective coating on basement walls help prevent wet basements. The main limitations of this soil for local roads and streets are the seasonal high water table and low strength. Constructing roads on raised fill material and installing drainage reduce wetness. Coarse textured subgrade or base material helps improve soil strength. The main limitations affecting use of this soil as a site for septic tank absorption fields are the seasonal high water table, the depth to 
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bedrock, and the slow percolation. A specially designed septic tank absorption field, including drainage around the site, will properly filter effluent.   

HnB – Hornell silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes. -This gently sloping soil is moderately deep and somewhat poorly drained. The seasonal high water table in this soil is perched above the clayey 
subsoil at a depth of 6 to 18 inches from December to May. Depth to bedrock is 20 to 40 inches. It restricts rooting depth. Permeability is moderate in the surface layer and slow or very slow in the subsoil. The available water capacity is moderate. The main limitation of this soil on sites for dwellings with basements is the seasonal high water table. Diversions placed above the building site, foundation drains, and a protective coating on basement walls help prevent wet basements. The main limitations of this soil for local roads and streets are the seasonal high water table and low strength. Constructing roads on raised fill material and installing drainage reduce wetness. Coarse textured subgrade or base material helps improve soil strength. The main limitations affecting use of this soil as a site for septic tank absorption fields are the seasonal high water table, the depth to bedrock, and the slow percolation. A specially designed septic tank absorption field, including drainage around the site, will adequately filter effluent.   

Drainage/Wetlands: According to the Applicant, there are no wetlands. Although the soil survey map indicates a wet area just within the property line at the rear, as noted above under Soil, the Applicant was unaware of this wet spot. As to drainage, a review of the topo maps indicates drainage could be in all directions. Applicant noted drainage at the rear is to the south and that the drainage on the driveway is to the north toward Western Turnpike. Since the topo maps shows a decrease in elevation in all directions from this site, it should be noted that the parcel is approximately 1,500 feet from Indian House Creek to the north and a similar distance from the Normanskill to the east and a feeder stream to the Bozen Kill to the southwest and about a mile from the Bozen Kill to the south. At the July 26th site visit, it was observed that there was some surface water in a rutted spot in the fields as we walked toward the rear. Of more significance was a   wet area on the rear southeast section of the parcel where there is what appeared to be a possibly watercourse or just standing water in a long zig-zag rut the origin of which was not determined since it stopped within the high grass/brush area before it turns into a mowed grass area along the road which leads to the neighbor at the rear. This was further explored at time of July 29th visit and it was found that this strip of surface water which ranges from about 2 feet to about seven feet in width runs close to the rear boundary line across most of south east border. Another water spot was noted in the area just to the rear of the southwest corner of the neighbor’s property to the east. 
Septic/Wells: Plan is that water will be provided by well and sanitary by septic system. According to Applicant, the well for the existing house is in front of the house and that well is 360 feet deep and pumps at the rate of eight gallons per minute. He further noted that the septic system is behind the shed and can be identified by the raised mound. Before the rear lot is developed, at possibly some time in the future, County Department of Health will need to be consulted as to the appropriate location of well and septic system to service that lot.
Visual Impact: Since presently there is no plan to develop the rear lot, the Applicant sees no visual impact at this time since he feels such impact caused by development on this rear lot would be minimized by offsetting the location of the structure which in turn would be at least partially hidden by the existing structures on the Applicant’s lot as well as by the neighbor’s structure to the east. GCAC does not foresee much if any negative visual impact of a dwelling being constructed on the proposed large rear lot.
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Endangered species: According to the Applicant, there are no Karner Blue butterflies nor bats.

No endangered species noted by GCAC at time of July 26 site visit. 

Historical Considerations: According to the Applicant, there is no cemetery or anything historic. 

Nothing of historical significance observed by GCAC at time of July 26 sited visit.
Submitted By:_______________________________________



John G. Wemple, Jr. - Chairperson

To:
Guilderland Planning Board

From:
Guilderland Conservation Advisory Council


Date:   July 31, 2008
Re.:
 Subdivision of Galvin, 4220 Western Turnpike, Altamont 12009
APPLICATION

Applicants: Peter & Georgette Galvin, 4220 Western Turnpike, Altamont 12009
Proposed Subdivision:  A two-lot subdivision of 8.1 acres.
Location: South side of Western Turnpike approx. ¾ mile west of Route 158.
Zoning: Rural Agriculture - 3 
_____________________________________________________________________________________

SITE INSPECTION SUMMARY
Site Inspection Date: July 26, 2008
Meeting Attendees:  (July 21, 2008) Applicant Peter Galvin; GCAC members Steve Albert, Herbert Hennings, Thomas Kriger, Gordon McClelland, Stuart Reese and John Wemple (Chair). Also present – Dan Sabbatine of the Guilderland Spot Light.
Inspected by: Applicant Peter Galvin; GCAC members Hennings, McClelland, Reese and Wemple. A second visit by GCAC Chair on July 29th primarily to review the rear southwest corner of the parcel which had been overlooked on July 26th inspection. 
Conclusions: Applicant’s plan is to have the two-lot subdivision whereby the existing twelve year old Cape Cod style house would be on a three acre lot along the Western Turnpike at the north west corner. The proposed second lot is key hole lot with access via a strip, which is 60 feet wide at the roadway, along the east side of the first lot. The main portion of this 5.1 acre lot is to the rear of the first lot as well as the neighbor’s lot east of the Applicant. Noted on the site drawing is a gas line which runs across the rear of the property about 75 to 120 feet from the south east property line.  There appears to be no plan to develop the second lot at the present time but it may be developed in the future according to the Applicant. Due to the size of this lot, there appears to be sufficient room for a dwelling, well and septic system. Access to the existing residence is via a driveway easement along the west side of the parcel. It should be noted that size of parcel is 8.1 acres according to Assessor’s website and tax map.   As noted on the Soil section of the Inspection, the permeability of the Hornell silt loam soil of this property is slow and thus surface water is apt to accumulate as was seen at time of the July 26 and 29 site visits. At time of July 29th visit, the water along most of the southeast boundary did not appear to be moving and could be the result of recent rain accumulating on low sections of the property. Limitations of this soil due to the high water table and possible suggestions from the Soil Survey publication related to construction of dwellings, roadways and septic systems are also noted in the Soil section. GCAC does not have any objection to this subdivision provided appropriate steps are take for the proper location of well and septic system, and that proper storm water management guidelines are followed as well as the gas line is avoided when the larger lot is developed.

Submitted by:_______________________________



John G. Wemple, Jr. - Chairperson

