TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

One Niskayuna Circle
Niskayuna, New York 12309

The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of Niskayuna will conduct a regular meeting on
WEDNESDAY, August 18, 2021 at 7:00 P.M. in the Town Board Meeting Room, Town Hall, One
Niskayuna Circle, Niskayuna, New York to consider the following:

1. Appeal by Louis Benaquisto for a variance from of Section 220-53 B and Section 220-13, Schedule I-
C of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the property at 2221 Eastern
Parkway, Niskayuna, New York, located in the R-2: Medium Density Residential Zoning District, to
maintain a 320 square foot deck nearer to the property line than the existing structure and partially
within the side yard setback. Section 220-53 B allows an addition to a nonconforming residential
structure which brings the addition into a nonconforming side or rear yard no nearer to a side or rear
property line than the existing structure and no nearer than ¥ the distance specified in a particular
residential zoning district. Section 220-13, Schedule I-C requires a side yard setback of fifteen (15)
feet. The existing house is seven feet six inches (7’ 6”) from the side line; therefore, seven feet six
inches (7’ 6”) becomes the minimum required side setback. As constructed, the deck is four foot six
inch (4’ 6”) nearer to a side property line than the existing structure and has a three (3) foot side yard
setback; therefore, both a variance for it being four feet six inches (4’ 6”) nearer to a side property
line than the existing structure and a four foot six inch (4’ 6”) side yard setback variance are required.

2. Appeal by Mickey Persaud for a variance from of Section 220-19 H. (2) of the Zoning Ordinance of
the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the property at 213 Park Ridge Drive, Niskayuna, New York,
located in the R-2: Medium Density Residential Zoning District, to maintain a driveway exceeding
the 33% lot width allowed by Code. Section 220-19 H. (2) states “Driveways in residential front
yards. Driveways shall be permitted in the front yards of lots used for residential purposes to serve as
access points to the lot by vehicular traffic. Each lot shall have at least one but not more than two
points of access (driveways). A single driveway width between the building line and the street line of
residential lots shall not exceed 33 feet wide or 33% of the actual front yard width as measured at the
building setback line, whichever is less; and no part of the municipal right-of-way shall be paved in
excess of this requirement.” The lot has 81 feet of frontage at the setback line, therefore a driveway
width of 26.73 is allowed. As constructed, the driveway width is 30.5 feet, which exceeds 33% of the
lot width by 3.77 feet; therefore, a 3.77 foot driveway width variance is required between the building
line and street line and within the municipal right-of-way.

NEXT MEETING: September 22, 2021 at 7 PM
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ZBA Meeting July 21, 2021

TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
One Niskayuna Circle
Niskayuna, New York 12309
Meeting Minutes
July 21, 2021

Members Present: Maureen McGuinness, Chairperson

Keith Frary

Nicolas Ltaif

Katrina Pacheco

Vince Daly

Richard Greene

John Hoke

Kamran Baig

Also Present: Laura Robertson, Town Planner
Alana Finan, Acting Town Attorney

A. Roll Call

Erik Dollman, and was absent/excused.

B. Minutes

The minutes from the May meeting were reviewed.

Mr. Ltaif placed a motion to accept the May minutes. Mr. Frary seconded the motion. The May minutes
were approved due to a vote of 6-0 with 1 abstention.

Mr. Frary Aye
Mr. Ltaif Aye
Mr. Daly Aye
Ms. Pacheco Abstain
Mr. Greene Aye
Mr. Hoke Aye
Chairperson McGuinness Aye

The minutes from the June meeting were reviewed.

Ms. Pacheco placed a motion to accept the June minutes. Mr. Ltaif seconded the motion.

Mr. Frary Abstain
Mr. Ltaif Aye
Mr. Daly Aye
Mr. Greene Aye
Mr. Hoke Abstain
Ms. Pacheco Aye
Chairperson McGuinness Aye
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Mr. Ltaif recused himself from the first case and Chairperson McGuiness asked for an alternate member
of the Zoning Board, Mr. Kamran Baig, to take a seat for the first case.

C. Cases

Appeal by Michael Cassella for a variance from Section 220-18 B (3) (b), Section 220-16 B (1) and
Section 220-13, Schedule I-G of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the
property at 3477 Rosendale Road, Niskayuna, New York, located in the L-C: Land Conservation Zoning
District, to maintain an 8’ x 36’ carport attached to the existing garage and construct a 16’ x 28’ garage
addition partially within a side yard setback. Section 220-18 B (3) (b) stated that “the required side and
rear yard dimensions for major accessory structures shall be the same as applies to the principal building.”
As defined, major accessory structures are “detached accessory buildings or other structures in excess of
120 square feet.” The garage, including the existing unpermitted carport and the proposed garage
addition, is a major accessory structure. Section 220-16 B (1) stated that “where the side wall of a
building is not parallel with the side lot line or is broken or otherwise irregular, the side yard may be
varied. In such case, the average width of the side yard shall not be less than the otherwise required width;
provided however, that such side yard shall not be narrower at any one point than 1/2 the otherwise
required minimum width.” Section 220-13, Schedule I-G requires a minimum side yard setback of 100
feet. As built, the carport has an average side setback of 12 feet and as proposed, the addition would have
an average side setback of 20 feet; therefore; both, an 88 foot average side yard setback variance for the
carport and an 80 foot average side setback variance for the addition are required.

8 notices were mailed. Zero responses were received.

Chairperson McGuinness asked Ms. Robertson if there was anything the Board should know. Ms.
Robertson stated this case was tabled at the last meeting because the Board asked the Building
Department to clarify what structures were there and if a carport had been added without a permit. The
denial was updated for the existing carport that was added without a permit and re-noticed to the neighbor
as it was closer to the lot line then originally shown. The case at the last meeting was for one variance for
80 feet, but the carport is now 8 feet closer to the lot line, therefore it is only 12 feet from the lot line total.
There are now 2 variances, one for the proposed addition for an 80 foot variance and the second is an 88
foot variance request for the carport.

Finally, staff is requested a third variance be included in the review, as the proposed addition also needs
to be 100 feet to the northern lot line and is only 80 feet, therefore a 20 foot side yard setback variance to
the northern lot line needs to be included. In summary, the southern lot line needs an 80 foot variance for
the addition and an 88 foot variance for the carport, and the northern lot line needs a 20 foot variance for
the addition.

Michael Cassella of 3477 Rosendale Road approached the podium. He said the carport was put up around
27 years ago, he was told no permit was needed because it was an open structure. He said no one will see
it from the road and it is behind an existing structure. Mr. Hoke asked Mr. Cassella to explain the location
of the carport. Mr. Cassella explained it is to the right of his garage. Mr. Cassella said there will be no
trees removed, no grading to be done and no one’s view will be blocked. He is positive that the addition
will not negatively affect anyone. Mr. Hoke asked about the building to the right of the garage, Mr.
Cassella confirmed it was his neighbor’s on the other side of the waterway. The neighbor is concerned
about erosion. Mr. Cassella explained the erosion, but said it is not his fault because the stream conveys a
lot of water. Mr. Hoke asked if Mr. Cassella had work done on the stream and created a possible
violation. Mr. Cassella said there was a large storm that caused damage, and he got all the permits to do
the work to repair the stream channel. Chairperson McGuinness asked Mr. Cassella to state what he is
looking for and ways he is trying to mitigate needing a variance.
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Mr. Cassella said he needs the building for hobby storage, and needs more room to restore a car. He said
the building will look the same, but be longer. Mr. Frary asked him to explain the need for the addition
with all the existing space and current carport. Mr. Frary said the house garage stores 3 motorcycles. Mr.
Frary asked if his other items can be put in the garage, Mr. Cassella said there is no room. Mr. Casella
said his future wife needs a car space too. He said it would go from a 2.5 car garage to a 4 car garage. Mr.
Cassella describes the vehicle he has. Mr. Frary stated that the need was self-created, Mr. Cassella agreed.
Mr. Frary asked if what he is asking for is substantial. Mr. Cassella said no and explained why.

Mr. Baig asked about the garage’s square footage because it is quite large. Mr. Cassella said he has a
work bench, metal working tools and hobby stuff. Mr. Frary asked who said “no permit was needed” for
the carport. Mr. Cassella said it was 27 years ago and he does not remember, but he believes it was
someone in the building department. Mr. Frary asked if he told the person that he was putting cars under
the shed roof, Mr. Cassella does not remember.

Mr. Frary asked Ms. Robertson about ordinances and carports from 27 years ago. Ms. Robertson said they
do not have documentation from that far back, but she can confirm the structure has been up since at least
2001. It does not predate the zoning ordinance or the need for a building permit.

Mr. Hoke asked about the addition and the character of the neighborhood. Mr. Cassella said that his
neighbor has a 6 car garage. Mr. Hoke asked if it is a comparatively sized building to what Mr. Cassella is
asking for. Mr. Cassella said yes. Ms. Pacheco asked about the rain runoff from the existing garage and
carport. Mr. Cassella answered without the carport, the runoff would fall next to the garage. He said the
water shed goes onto the lawn and then there is still five feet to the stream. Mr. Baig asked Mr. Cassella if
he has considered other locations for his belongings, Mr. Casella said he wants to keep it on his property.
Ms. Pacheco asked if he has considered the left side of the garage as the location. Mr. Cassella said that is
the location of the septic system / leach field. Mr. Greene requested to submit a sketch and have it be part
of the record.

Bonnie Livingston of 37 Mary Hatch Drive took a video of the stream flow after a storm and offered to
show it to the Board to illustrate how much water the stream gets in total. Chairperson McGuinness did
not feel that was necessary.

Mr. Hoke made a motion to grant all needed variances. Mr. Hoke said feasible alternatives were
considered, and none were found due to the location of the leech field and age of the other structures. He
felt the addition matched the character of the neighborhood. He acknowledged it is a substantial request
and a self-created need. Mr. Hoke stated in his balance of the area variance factors, though it is a close
balance, he moves to approve all three of the variances. Mr. Daly seconded the motion. Chairperson
McGuiness asked for a roll call.

Mr. Frary Nay

He stated he does not oppose the request for the setback for the garage addition. He thinks the applicant
has provided a suitable explanation for needing more space and has tried to minimize the impact to the
neighborhood. He does feel the request is substantial and self-created but agrees with Mr. Hoke because
of the balance of factors. However, he stated he must vote no on the applications because the motion is
for all three variances together and he does not support the carport variance. He stated the Town has taken
a hard stand on carports and he would abide by that precedent. Mr. Frary stated he votes no on the
motion.

Mr. Baig Aye

Mr. Baig agreed with Mr. Hoke, and understands Mr. Frary’s comments. He stated he does note that the
carport has been there for a long time without complaint and the addition is not too visible from the road.
He did not feel the addition will not be detrimental to the neighborhood and voted yes for the variances.
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Ms. Pacheco Nay
Ms. Pacheco stated she appreciates what has been stated by her fellow Board members. She stated she is
deferring to the lack of precedence for granting variances to carports on this motion and is voting no.

Mr. Daly Aye
Mr. Daly said he is voting yes for the reasons stated.

Mr. Greene Aye

Mr. Greene said the property is unique, and the expansion will not negatively impact the neighborhood.
The neighbor’s garage is also big. He is troubled by the carport but acknowledges that it has existed for
27 years.

Chairperson McGuinness Aye

Chairperson McGuinness said it is a unique property and a unique part of town, which makes it very
difficult to conform to the existing zoning. She stated it is this difficulty that weighs heavily in the way in
which she is voting, and voted yes.

The 3 variances were granted by a vote of 4-2.

Appeal by Tanya Seifridsberger for a variance from Section 220-18 B (2), Section 220-18 B (3) (b) and
Section 220-13 Schedule I-C of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the
property at 2316 Niskayuna Drive, Niskayuna, New York, located in the R-2: Medium Density
Residential Zoning District, to construct a 15’ diameter above ground pool exceeding the number of
allowable accessory structures and partially within the side yard setback. Section 220-18 B (2) stated that
“there shall not be more than three accessory structures on a lot.” As proposed, there will have four (4)
accessory structures on the property: a garage, a shed, a fence, and the pool. Therefore, a variance for one
(1) accessory structure is required. Section 220-18 B (3) (b) stated that “the required side and rear yard
dimensions for major accessory structures shall be the same as applies to the principal building.” As
defined, major accessory structures are “detached accessory buildings or other structures in excess of 120
square feet.” The pool, at 177 square feet, is a major accessory structure. Section 220-13 Schedule I-C
establishes a side setback minimum of fifteen (15) feet. As proposed, the pool will be located four (4)
feet from the side property line. Therefore, an eleven (11) foot side yard setback variance is required.

13 notices were sent out. Zero responses were received.

Tanya Seifridsberger of 2316 Niskayuna Drive requested to put up a 15 foot pool. She asked if she could
amend her request and move the pool closer to the garage, allowing for a 12 foot distance from her fence
with her neighbor.

Ms. Robertson said an applicant can verbally amend their request, but right now the pool is shown at 3
feet away from the garage. Ms. Seifridsberger would like the pool basically right against the garage is
possible to be at a greater distance from her neighbor.

Ms. Pacheco said there is about 19 feet to be used to create a distance between the fence and the garage.
Ms. Seifridsberger confirmed the measurement.

Mr. Ltaif asked what is in the affected neighbor’s yard. Ms. Seifridsberger said nothing really, just a tree.
Mr. Ltaif further asked about the garage and the fence, which is around the whole yard. She confirmed
that if the pool is against the garage, she would not be able to go completely around the pool.

Mr. Frary asked Ms. Seifridsberger to say what changes she would like to make to her application. She
stated she now wants the pool to be about 12 feet from the side yard. Ms. Robertson said that if the garage
is on the lot line she thinks there should be at least 3 feet between the garage and pool, leaving 13.5 feet.
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Members of the Board and Ms. Robertson discuss the dimensions of the lot and the measurements
provided. They concluded Ms. Seifridsberger only needs a 1.5 feet variance, but should do 3 feet to be
safe.

Mr. Hoke confirmed that the current accessory structures on the property are a garage, gazebo, a fence, a
pool, and a shed, and the shed is being removed as part of this application. The gazebo is removable so it
does not count as an accessory structure. Therefore Ms. Seifridsberger will not need a variance for
additional structures.

Chairperson McGuinness asked if there was anyone from the audience that would like to comment.

Mr. John Hewitt of 2324 Niskayuna Drive, stated he is concerned about the pool being 4 feet from the
property line. New information shows that it will be 12 feet from the property line. He requested that it be
as far from the property line as possible.

There is further discussion of the dimensions between Mr. Ltaif and Ms. Seifridsberger. Mr. Ltaif said it
seems like there is 26 feet between the garage and the property line. Mr. Hewitt stated he would rather the
pool bel? feet away but 9 feet is also fine.

Mr. Greene asked that the record reflect the photos submitted from the neighbor.

Mr. Ltaif motioned to grant the variance as amended because the application considered many different
options. He stated it will be a 9 foot variance to the side lot line. It will not cause any undesirable change,
and the neighbor that would be affected most is okay with it. It is a substantial variance request but also a
small pool. The difficulty is self-created, but there is no other option to get this pool on the property.

Ms. Pacheco asked about clarification for the size of the variance in the motion, as she thinks it should be
a 6 foot variance. Ms. Robertson confirmed this. Mr. Ltaif clarified his motion to approve the variance for
only 6 feet. Ms. Pacheco seconded the motion.

Mr. Frary Aye
Mr. Frary voted yes for all the reasons stated.
Mr. Ltaif Aye
Ms. Pacheco Aye
Mr. Daly Aye

Mr. Daly voted yes for all the reasons stated.

Mr. Greene Aye
Mr. Greene voted yes and said it was the neighbor’s agreement that tipped the decision for him.

Mr. Hoke Aye
Mr. Hoke voted yes for all the reasons stated.

Chairperson McGuinness Aye
Chairperson McGuinness voted yes for all the reasons stated.

The motion passed unanimously. Chairperson McGuinness thanked the applicant and called the next case.
Appeal by Jessica and Todd Krokowski for a variance from Section 220-18 B (2) of the Zoning

Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the property at 1725 Van Antwerp Road, Niskayuna,
New York, located in the R-1: Low Density Residential Zoning District, to construct an 18* x 36’ in
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ground pool exceeding the number of allowable accessory structures. Section 220-18 B (2) stated that
“there shall not be more than three accessory structures on a lot.” As proposed, there would be four (4)
accessory structures on the property: a shed (existing), a fence (permitted), a hot tub (permitted), and the
pool. Therefore, a variance for one (1) accessory structure is required.

11 notices were sent out. Zero responses were received.

The applicant was not present. Mr. Ltaif said that the applicants are asking for a pool for which they
would need a fence. Mr. Hoke points out the land is one plus acres, and therefore sizeable. The applicant
has taken the time to get a landscape architect, and it seems all the accessory structures related to the
property are customary. Ms. Pacheco said with the pool they are not asking for an additional shed. Mr.
Greene noted he would like to state for the record that he wished the applicant was present. The Board
discussed tabling the case.

Mr. Greene made a motion to table the case until the applicant could be present. Ms. Finan said that a
motion to table cannot be made simply because the applicant is not present. If a member has a legitimate
guestion that is not answered in the written application and that need to be answered before voting to
grant or deny, then a motion to table is appropriate. Mr. Greene stated after reading the written application
that he would withdraw his motion to table.

Mr. Daly made a motion to table the issue. The motion was not seconded.

Mr. Hoke made a motion to approve the variance for a fourth accessory structure. He said the applicant is
seeking a pool, the pool would require a fence, and the hot tub and shed are related to the property given
its size and give the application includes a landscaped property. There will be no detrimental effect to the
neighborhood. He does find the variance itself to be substantial. It is a self-created situation which will
not have adverse physical or environmental effects.

Mr. Ltaif seconds the motion and added that there were similar scenarios this year that were reviewed and
approved by the Board.

The motion passed 6-1 with no abstentions.

Mr. Frary Aye

Mr. Frary votes yes for the reasons stated.
Mr. Ltaif Aye

Mr. Ltaif votes yes for the reasons stated.
Ms. Pacheco Aye

Ms. Pacheco votes yes for the reasons stated.
Mr. Daly Nay

Mr. Greene Aye

Mr. Greene votes yes for the reasons stated.
Mr. Hoke Aye
Chairperson McGuinness Aye
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Chairperson McGuinness stated the variance was granted and called the next case.

Appeal by Craig Serafini for a variance from Schedule I-E Part 2 C-H District Schedule of
Supplementary Regulations of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the
property at 3410 State Street, Niskayuna, New York, located in the C-H Commercial Highway Zoning
District, to construct an addition to an existing building partially within the front and side yard setback
and not meeting the required off-street parking spaces.

Specifically, the application was denied based upon the following requirements of the Zoning Ordinance:

1. Minimum Yard Dimension (setback). Schedule I-E Part 2 C-H District, Schedule of Supplementary
Regulations, Town of Niskayuna includes listings of the Permitted Uses and Minimum Yard Dimensions
(front, side, rear). As mentioned above, 3410 State Street includes two principal uses (retail / automotive
sales). The minimum yard dimension (setback) requirements for the automotive sales use are greater
(more restrictive) so they are used in this denial. The minimum yard dimensions (setbacks) for
automotive sales and service establishments are listed as Front = 50 ft., Side = 25 ft., and Rear = 40 ft.
Town records show the following area variances have been previously granted for the property: front yard
setback to State Street of 50 ft., front yard setback to Albany Street of 10 ft., side yard setback to western
property line of 15 ft. The site plan indicates the proposed addition comes within 2.7 ft. of the ROW with
Albany Street. Therefore, an area variance of 37.3 ft. (40 — 2.7 = 37.3) is necessary for the Front setback
of the building including the addition to Albany Street. The site plan also indicates the side of the
proposed addition comes within 8.9 ft. of the western property line. Town records show that an area
variance for side setback of the existing building to the western property line of 15 ft. exists. Therefore,
an area variance of an additional 1.1 ft. or 16.1 ft. total (25 — 8.9 = 16.1) is necessary for the Side setback
of the building addition to the western property line.

2. Minimum Required Off-Street Parking Spaces. Schedule I-E Part 2 C-H District, Schedule of
Supplementary Regulations, Town of Niskayuna lists the number of parking spaces required for retail and
automotive principal uses as a function of gross floor area and retail selling area, respectively. The
minimum required off street parking spaces for general business and nonmedical professional offices is 1
space for each 225 square feet of gross floor area. The site plan indicates 2,250 sq. ft. (857 sq. ft. existing
+ 1,393 sq. ft. proposed addition) of gross floor area for general business use. Therefore 10 parking
spaces are required (2,250/225=10) for the general business use. The site plan indicates 248 sqg. ft. of
retail selling area is used for the automotive sales use. Schedule I-E Part 2 indicates that 1 parking space
is required for each 75 sqg. ft. of retail selling area. Therefore 4 parking spaces (248/75=3.3=4) are
required for the automotive use or 14 spaces total (10 + 4). The site plan drawing indicates that 14
parking spaces are available however 2 of the spaces are labeled “Automotive Display”. Therefore, a
variance of 2 parking spaces for general business use is required.

15 notices were sent out. 1 verbal response was received.

Ms. Robertson stated the Building Department received a call from a neighbor in opposition to the
variances who lives directly across from the property on Albany St. Schenectady County deferred to
local consideration, but noted that the building and grounds should be updated to look nicer. The Planning
Board agreed that the area variances and parking variances will not conflict with the Town’s
comprehensive plan. As for suitability of use they voted 7-0 in favor of the area variances and 6-1 in favor
of the parking space variances. The one nay vote said the two parking spaces took away from the what
was required by code. The Planning Board’s recommendation was for the ZBA to approve both types of
variances. They support the area variances as the property is unique and as proposed the additions will be
an improvement. The building is pre-existing, and the variances will let a long-standing Niskayuna
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business remain in town. For the parking variances, the member who voted against it said the removal of
the parking spaces made parking inadequate for the automotive use.

Mr. Craig Serafini of 3410 State Street joined the meeting virtually, as well as his project engineer Matt
Hoffman. He stated there are not many choices to minimize the variances required. He even looked at
moving into the parking lot. The option to move out of Niskayuna was not desirable.

Mr. Greene asked about distance between the back of the building and the closest house across the street.
Mr. Serafini stated he has not measured that. He said the neighbor behind him supports the idea. He said
that due to the nature of the business the storage needs to be secure. Mr. Hoke asked if the new addition
would hold firearms, Mr. Serafini said yes.

Mr. Frary had concerns about vagrants. Mr. Serafini confirmed the pod is being removed. He stated that
previously, box trucks were used but needles and other items were found in the parking lot. Adding the
pods to the property with lighting and cameras removed those issues. The addition should replace the pod,
and give them a solid structure and further secure the property. Mr. Serafini confirmed the camera and
lighting will be maintained.

Mr. Frary asked if the reduced parking is an issue. Mr. Serafini said only during the height of COVID has
parking been tight and he does not see it happening again. The area for the addition has never been used
for customer parking. He does car sales as a hobby and took the business over from his cousin. The
addition is added in that space. Mr. Serafini said no parking is lost.

Mr. Hoffman noted the curb cut entrance to Albany Street would be closed off and that would add two
parking spaces. Mr. Serafini stated the entrances to the building are from the parking lot side. Currently,
access to Albany Street is blocked off to inhibit through traffic. Mr. Hoke asked about the number of
vehicles displayed at a time. Mr. Serafini stated that there will be at most two spaces, and that trailers are
not part of his business model and he does not have cars dropped off via trailer in response to Mr. Hoke’s
guestions. Mr. Hoke asked about the old box trucks and their removal. Mr. Serafini said they are gone.

Ms. Pacheco asked about fencing and lighting to protect the area along the Albany St side and questioned
the chain link fence. Mr. Serafini stated no decision has been made on whether the fence will stay or go.
He feels the fence should be removed and landscaping should be done.

Chairperson McGuinness asked Ms. Robertson if the project had been referred to the Architectural
Review Board. Ms. Robertson stated it had gone once and needs more work on that end. The Planning
Board halted their review until the ZBA took action. Once the ZBA has rendered their decision the project
is sent back to the Planning Board. The Chairperson asked if there were any specific complaints from the
neighbor made to Ms. Robertson. Ms. Robertson replied that one person called but did not state any
specific objections.

Mr. Frary asked the planner to reiterate the variances needed. She noted there were two area variances
required and one parking variance.

Chairperson McGuinness asked if there was anyone in the audience that had a comment. Hearing none,
she asked if anyone on the Board had a motion.

Mr. Frary placed a motion to grant all the variances requested. He noted that the applicant has been before
the Zoning Board multiple times. He was happy the owner is working to remove the temporary solution,
the storage pod, and replacing it with a permanent addition. The property is unique and sits between two
busy streets that have high traffic and occupancy. The owner has taken these situations into account and
made practical decisions for his business. Mr. Frary noted there were no options available to achieve the
benefit needed except to move off the property. He noted the addition would create no negative impacts.
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ZBA Meeting July 21, 2021

He felt the addition and the necessary landscape modifications will improve the neighborhood. He noted
that removing the access to Albany Street is an improvement. The business owner confirmed that the loss
of two parking spaces would not affect the business. The POD being removed will improve the
neighborhood. A permanent addition will create a safer business.

Mr. Daly seconded the motion.

The motion was granted by a vote of 7-0.

Mr. Frary Aye

Mr. Ltaif Aye

Mr. Ltaif voted to grant the motion for the reasons stated.
Mr. Daly Aye

Mr. Daly voted to grant the motion for the reasons stated.
Mr. Greene Aye

Mr. Greene voted to grant the motion for the reasons stated.
Mr. Hoke Aye

Ms. Pacheco Aye

Ms. Pacheco voted to grant the motion for the reasons stated.

Chairperson McGuinness Aye
Chairperson McGuinness voted to grant the motion for the reasons stated.

Chairperson McGuinness asked if there was any other business. Hearing none she asked for a motion to

adjourn. Mr. Daly made a motion to adjourn. Mr. Hoke seconded the motion and all the Board approved.
The meeting ended at 9:06 p.m.
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TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
One Niskayuna Circle
Niskayuna, New York 12309
(518) 386-4530

August 6, 2021
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
A regular meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals will be held on:

DATE: August 18,2021
TIME: 7:00 P.M.
PLACE: Town Hall, One Niskayuna Circle, Niskayuna, New York

AT THIS TIME THE BOARD WILL CONSIDER THE REQUEST OF:

Appeal by Louis Benaquisto for a variance from of Section 220-53 B and Section 220-13,
Schedule I-C of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the property at
2221 Eastern Parkway, Niskayuna, New York, located in the R-2: Medium Density Residential
Zoning District, to maintain a 320 square foot deck nearer to the property line than the existing
structure and partially within the side yard setback.

Section 220-53 B allows an addition to a nonconforming residential structure which brings the
addition into a nonconforming side or rear yard no nearer to a side or rear property line than the
existing structure and no nearer than %; the distance specified in a particular residential zoning
district. Section 220-13, Schedule I-C requires a side yard setback of fifteen (15) feet. The
existing house is seven feet six inches (7’ 6”) from the side line; therefore, seven feet six inches
(7’ 6”) becomes the minimum required side setback. As constructed, the deck is four foot six
inch (4’ 6”) nearer to a side property line than the existing structure and has a three (3) foot side
yard setback; therefore, both a variance for it being four feet six inches (4’ 6”) nearer to a side
property line than the existing structure and a four foot six inch (4> 6) side yard setback
variance are required.

IF YOU WISH TO EXPRESS AN OPINION REGARDING THE PROPOSED CHANGE,
YOU MAY DO SO AT THE ABOVE-MENTIONED TIME AND PLACE. IF YOU
CANNOT BE PRESENT, YOU MAY REQUEST A VIRTUAL LOGIN TO THE
MEETING BY EMAILING LRobertson@Niskayuna.org OR CALLING 518-386-4530 OR
YOU MAY SET FORTH YOUR APPROVAL OR OBJECTION IN A LETTER WHICH
WILL BE MADE PART OF THE PERMANENT RECORD.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS




ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS Case No.

. . . Date Rece’d BA
Application and Procedures For A Variance | " o

Date Hearin;
Date Action,
Ref.P.B. Date
R E C E :[V E D Ref, County Date
JUL 122021
TO: ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS |  Building Department

Town of Niskayuna

FROM: ZovsS f‘f?ﬁ;;uw Jéz:i

RE: Property at j"?"?/ ff” 23 ﬂ;:? /(/A.{/://‘fl/’)ﬂ A/V /530?

Section Block Lot

JUUJJ /2’/7(7{‘70/ 3"(0 , the (owner) (agent of the
owner) of [ the” property located at o’éj,? [ = ’ﬁf‘)[t/ﬂ Plewe
in the Town of Niskayuna, New York, hereby petition the Z‘Glmng Board of Appeals to review the
decision of the Zoning Enforcement Officer on the above-referenced application and to grant a
variance from Section(s) of the Zoning Ordinance in order to permit the proposed construction shown
on the accompanying drawings.

I, also certify that I have provided the items listed below as required documents in my application for a
variance before the Zoning Board of Appeals. I further acknowledge that omission of any of these
items ..y result in delay in the Board’s hearing of my application.

CHECKLIST OF REQUIRED ITEMS

& Fifteen (15) copies of plot plans
l 7 Two (2) copies of construction plans, if applicable
T Bore . F . [ : \y
Appeal fee) (see application procedures for details) loun o M sk \, une

Appeal_statem‘ent (see application procedures for details)

A~ Short Environmental Assessment Form, Project Information, as applicable for use variance

A Additional infonnatioma}df_ie Py Zoning Enforcement Officer / /
Signature of Agent: / P W Date / i Zﬂ‘? /
-/

Signature of Owner (if different from Agent

Telephone Number: [' 5/ {) (/a?f - f G 6 3’

Revised 5/16/06



For an area variance: Before an area variance can be granted, State Law requires that
the ZBA take into consideration the benefit to the applicant if the variance is granted, as
weighed against the detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or
community by such grant.

To grant an area variance, the ZBA must balance the benefits to the applicant and the health, safety, and welfare of the
neighborhood and community, taking into consideration the following: 7 \

( Aaralanvg )

1. Whether the benefit sought by the applicant can be achieved by other feasible means. Identify what alternatives to the
variance have been explored (alternative designs, attempts to purchase land, etc.) and why they are not feasible.

ﬂ-C_ corre nt 6/ L /—L’OA’C(’c/ an “FX/T’/’/M »W[fd /(//f
T R Ffﬁ_ll:\ Wai  pe nﬂk a'lﬁrm{m mm %OJVQJML “HL

DA TN Jr‘? (t .

2. Whether the granting the variance will produce amundesuable change)m the character of the neighborhood or a
detriment to nearby properties. Granting the variance will not create a detriment to nearby properties or an undesirable
change in the neighborhood character for the following reasons:

/%FCW" /f 220 r//'//, f‘hr’/’)71 7La ary ik z?/,}ﬂcﬂlm )
7:!’/4( /F {28 V24 /VJ{(.» d/j’/is(‘t’ a7 dx/d/,ﬂ —%/Lf’/ c’n‘/"‘( /4/0/5(717

_ / ,__/
/;’t’.eu.) '/ '/:’; %] g ')r_’/ /ﬂ/ 7 ﬁéﬁ//%f vy —'f Z fﬂi r.}/ﬂ“";'{' - / H<¢ {)/::
f/’ﬂ’f’jf;'/“( Wal 7/ 't"/'ﬁ’/éc"rh ¢ &/ / 7// Y2 2. fdm/r’/ é’nf/ fa?lad
é?lf‘/ﬁw// Vad »’f’zy'vé'.rm: /.

Revised 5/16/06



T
3. Whether the varian:- < ubstantial. The requested variance is no@bstamtml&forthe following reasons:
Lhere MG 4/ e 4 A pHeck in alace . There  way
. .‘;I
e :If)/f-”ff“dd—] Ce "Y\rpl/-v'u“,{ de el e Lo"'?!' f/j f’ic‘fﬁjécﬁm‘ adr dﬂﬂ“ﬁ
f"c}f&(‘}rff\ T (e D{ﬂc(,)) -f!u @./r‘l r%rudu‘m werL x Ocw &
jls/r!w(_ f?jt “’I"L ,fi‘rl, C/’- VIR ]1”4:"; ‘ﬁ:fj Q)I“}[\ ﬁm\v} Ulp 7"/1.,\

7

S\Lffmmim ’}}’GUQ_(A’Q—

4. Whether the variance will hawad@ physical or enwronmcnta] Jffac:ts on the neighborhood or district. The

requested variance will not havwlvezsc physical or environmental effect on the neighborhood or district for the
following reasons:

&re  Pal  an /}‘/Pﬂr/q a@c/f’/)fif J’/utm/\;/{ }/’NC'
7o 7‘A/f gt ¢4/4 il [eve” /my/ A C/ca/h,o Luiih g de on ]
1t The Assy heotre Dtk firt be ceen fron
4/1" rog A oY [l (f/}éﬂmrm Ud et ﬂ/’f v/ ¥ A(nfw ‘lgﬂfzf/ //’l‘
Tt i not f?/r{m llwr.Jm f/jy Lui&/t/ 7 W‘/N éxdﬂd’fﬁf{-

5. Whether the alleged difficulty {'T seIf—creati‘T/although this does not necessarily preclude the granting of an area
variance.) Explaim whetherthe alleged difficulty was or was not self-created:

4 /%a/i M/ﬂfﬂf/ f&/‘f{-‘{q%/ 1 was
f?/)éc,n, gn )C/f;&;? JAVC//J/‘: ) (/c*r//a/ reve s l,/f}
9”'71(/”/' yiCa [6?//}/-’ o quﬂi( Ay nr-*,'/&w de

_J v 7 /
;jl’:v f?/dﬂf‘fffw~ Z /;c:w’{ 4 ery qir‘f/zﬁﬂf”f"’z wr

7 7
/fj ,/mea/{(/m

Revised 5/16/06
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S5 TOWN OF NISKAYUNA

.’ ' — '.
RIS :} BUILDING DEPARTMENT

@ ST

‘}:})g__;{; }"g One Niskayuna Circle

~SCTADY 2 Niskayuna, New York 12309-4381
. (518) 386-4522
Thomas J. Cannizzo FAX: (518)386-4592 Kenneth P. Hassett

Building Inspector building@niskayuna.org Building Inspector

Building and Zoning Permit Denial

Address: 2221 Eastern Parkway Application Date: 3/29/21

Lou Benaquisto
2221 Eastern Parkway
Niskayuna, N.Y. 12309

Dear Sir:

You are hereby notified, as required by Section 220-67 F of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna, that to
maintain a 320 square foot deck on the property noted above has been denied by reason of Section 220-53 B and
Section 220-13, Schedule I-C of the Zoning Ordinance. The property is located in the R-2: Medium Density
Residential Zoning District.

Section 220-53 B allows an addition to a nonconforming residential structure which brings the addition into a
nonconforming side or rear yard no nearer to a side or rear property line than the existing structure and no nearer than
Y the distance specified in a particular residential zoning district. Section 220-13, Schedule I-C requires a side yard
setback of fifteen feet (15°). The existing house is seven feet six inches (7°6”) from the side line; therefore, seven feet
six inches (7°6”) becomes the minimum required side setback. As constructed, the deck is four foot six inch 4°6”
nearer to a side property line than the existing structure and has a three foot (3°) side yard setback; therefore, both a
variance for it being 4’6 nearer to a side property line than the existing structure and a four foot six inch (4°6”) side
yard setback variance are required.

Under the provisions of Section 220-69 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna you may appeal this
decision to the Zoning Board of Appeals and the undersigned within 60 days.

9)al M- A

Date Zoning Enforcement Officer




TOWN OF NISKAYUNA

One Niskayuna Circle

Niskayuna, New York 12309

Phone: 518-386-4522 Fax: 518-386-4592
Email: building@niskayuna.org

APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE to the Town of Niskayuna Building D

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING AND ZONING PEBJ}/[IT

Application# )1~ [ (0

“of a building and zoning

permit pursuant to Town Code and the New York State Uniform Fire Prevention and Bulidmg Code. Application is hereby made
for the construction of new buildings and accessory structures, additions and alterations to all buildings and structures, signage
installation, drainage, excavation, fill and grading work, and replacement, removal and demolition projects, as herein described.
The Applicant or Owner agrees to comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, regulations and all conditions expressed on this
application which are part of these requirements, and will also allow or arrange for inspectors to enter the premises for inspections.

BUILDING SITE ADDRESS

2221 Eastern Parkway, Niskayuna NY, 12309

DESCRIBE WORK APPLIED FOR eplace existing pool deck

ESTIMATED VALUE OF ALL WORK (labor and materials): TOTAL $ 27,000.00
Please submit three sets of plans with this application.
APPLICANT EXcellent exterior & deck Company,Inc. DAY PHONE (218) 466-4011
CHECK ONE: @ CONTRACTOR

() HOMEOWNER

OTHER (explain)

ADDRESs 481 Miller Road
CITY Clifton Park STATE NY p 12065
EMAIL ADDRESS reshjoev@yahoo.com
CONTRACTOR EXcellent Exterior & deck Company, Inc DAY PHONE
ADDRESS 481 Miller Road
crry Clifton Park STATE NY p 12065
Note: Proof of insurance is required. Please review our Insurance Requirements document to ensure

contractors and homeowners have filed all appropriate documents with the Building Department.

Lou Benaquisto

5 (518) 428-2021

PROPERTY OWNER DAY PHON

ADDRESS (if different than above) S2€

CITY STATE ZIP
PLEASE SIGN Page 2

3-2016



The applicant has reviewed and fully understands the requirements and conditions listed on this application. Article II, Section
75.5B of the Code of the Town of Niskayuna requires that where such application is made by a person other than the owner, it
shall be accompanied by an affidavit of the owner or applicant that the proposed work is authorized by the owner and that the
applicant is authorized to make such application.

Applicants who are the owners of the property DO NOT need to have this application notarized.

The undersigned hereby swears that the information provided on this application is ffue, correct and accurate. ,

griatare of Applcant

Jesend po. Ui lale TH

Printed Namé

3-27-2p02 |

Notary Public, State of New York Date

Sworn to me on this day of ;

(FOR OFFICE USE ONLY BELOW)

BUILDING SITE ADDRESS

KNOWN EASEMENTS: WATER SEWER DRAINAGE OTHER
PERMIT FEE DUE § BASED ON

COMMENTS

ZONING DISTRICT SECTION-BLOCK-LOT

REQUIRED INSPECTIONS:
1. FOOTING FORMS AND REINFORCING PRIOR TO POURING OF CONCRETE

2. FOUNDATION LOCATION PROVIDED AND STONE DRIVEWAY BASE INSTALLED PRIOR TO
FOUNDATION INSPECTION

FOUNDATION WALL AND DRAIN TILE INCLUDING LATERAL PRIOR TO BACKFILLING
FIREPLACE INSPECTION AT BOX AND AT HALF STACK

ROUGH PLUMBING

ROUGH ELECTRICAL

ROUGH FRAMING INSPECTION INCLUDING TRUSS CERTIFICATES AND ROUGH GRADING
ESTABLISHED

INSULATION INCLUDING PROPER VENTILATION
9. FINAL PLUMBING

10. FINAL ELECTRICAL

11. FINAL BUILDING INSPECTION

12, FINAL GRADING AND SOIL EROSION CONTROL
13. (ADDITIONAL INSPECTIONS)

N W e

[==]

APPROVED BY DATE

3-2016 2



DECK SUPPLEMENT TO PERMIT APPLICATION

While not all inclusive, the previous comments should be used as a general guide to code compliance. Complete and accurate
information will expedite the plan review process.

Plans and all of the following information are required with deck permit applications.

2221 Eastern Parkway, Niskayuna, NY, 12303
Helical Pile foundation.

Address of property

a. Size and depth of footing

b. Type of footing forms (i.e. cardboard tubes)
6X6 see plans for aditional info.

c. Size and spacing of posts
Ground contact rated preassure treated lumber.

3-2x10

‘ . .. 2x8@120C
f. Size and spacing of joists

g. Is the deck off a cantilever? YesONO @

If Yes, how will joists be supported?
Trex decking

~4OI’I

n

d. Type of lumber

e. Size of beams

h. Type of floor boards

i. Height of deck off ground

j- Height and design of guardrail

_ ~320 Square feet.
k. Size of deck

Distance to property lines:

no change
Side 1 9

_ no change
Side 2

12' from the back of the home
Rear

Other

Guidelines for allowable spans:

_FlIr Allowable spans Beams Allowable loads per span (in pounds)
2 R 81”7 5 ft. 6 ft. 7 fi. 8 fi.
ef.el' 1-2x6 1010# 840# T21# 630#
le 0 tbe 2-2x6 20204 1680# 1442# 1260#
2x8 @ 247oc. ’Iewz 3-2x6 3030# 25204 2163# 1890#
16” o.c. 1275 020 1754# 14584 1246# 1095#
12" o.c. 137 6” Inte TTNRH 2916# 2492# 2190#
2x10@ 24" oc. 1227 113 tI T4 3738H 3285H
16" o.c. 15757 1-2% .. 2037# 1783#
12” o.c. 173 2-2x 10 Stiue B”i]d' 3566%#
2x12@ 247 oc. 14> 7" 32x10  8568# /.. Illg
16” o.c. 17° 107 1-2x 12 42244 35124 < CO
12” o.c. 20077 2-2x 12 8448 7024# 6020# es

3-2x 12 12672#  10536# 9030# 7911#

Applicants Slgnature % %/ Date: 3 '—2’ %‘ LA [
2

5-2020




DESIGN LOADS:

SNOW......oooveoeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 50 PSF

STAIRS ... 40 PSF

HANDRAILS ... 200 LBS (ANY POINT/DIRECTION)
DECKS. ... 40 PSF (LIVE) 12 PSF (DEAD)
WIND SPEED..........coooiiivoiooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeesee e 115 MPH

GENERAL NOTES:

1. ALL WORK IS TO COMPLY WITH 2020 NYS RESIDENTIAL BUILDING CODE.

2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SAFETY OF THE BUILDING
DURING CONSTRUCTION AND SHALL PROVIDE ADEQUATE SHORING AND BRACING
DURING CONSTRUCTION AND COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE SAFETY REGULATIONS.

3. DIMENSIONS AND NOTES THAT INCLUDE THE WORDS "TYPICAL" REFER TO ALL SIMILAR
DETAILS UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED.

BUILDING CODES USED:
THESE DRAWINGS ARE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 2020 NYS RESIDENTIAL BUILDING CODE.

NAILING SCHEDULE (AS APPLICABLE): FOR OTHER OPTIONS SEE R602.3(1)

TOP PLATE TO STUD (END NAIL).......ccoeviinrnnn, 2-16D COMMON

STUD TO SOLE PLATE (END NAIL)........cccoveivinenn. 2-16D COMMON

STUD TO SOLE PLATE (TOE NAIL)......cccocoiveviinnn. 4-8D COMMON OR 3-16D BOX
DOUBLE TOP PLATES:..ouosnmnasmisssnspiin 10D BOX @ 12" O.C.
DOUBLE TOP PLATE LAP SPLICE........c...ccocvviinn, 8-16D COMMON

TOP PLATE LAPS (INTERSECTION)........cccovviirenn 3-10D BOX

SOLE PLATE TO JOISTS OR BLOCKING................ 16D COMMON@ 16" O.C.
CEILING JOISTS TO TOP PLATE (TOE NAIL).......... 3-8D COMMON

CEILING JOISTS OVER PARTITION.........cccocviennen. 4-10D BOX

CEILING JOISTS TO PARALLEL RAFTER................ PER R802.5.1(9)
RAFTER TO TOP PLATE (TOE NAIL)........ccocoovinn. 3-16D BOX

1 x BRACE TOSTUD/ PLATE . s 2-8D COMMON

JOISTS TO SILL PLATE (TOE NAIL)......oooiviiiriiniennn 3-8D COMMON

RAFTER TO RIDGE, HIP OR VALLEY (TOE NAIL)....4-16D COMMON
RAFTER TO RIDGE, HIP OR VALLEY (END NAIL)....3-16D BOX

RAFTER:TIES TORAFTER oo cvismmmsmsess wvmsmmnnasint 4-10D BOX
SUB FLOOR TO FLOOR JOISTS......ccoiiiiiiiicns 8D COMMON @ 6" 0.C EDGE
................................... @ 12" O.C.FIELD
WALL SHEATHING TO STUD........ccooeiiiiiiccc e, 8D COMMON @ 6" O.C. EDGE
.......................................... @ 12" O.C. FIELD
ROOF SHEATHING TO RAFTER/TRUSS............... 8D COMMON @ 6" O.C. EDGE

....................... @ 12" O.C.FIELD

DECK

CLIENT: JOE VITALE

JOB NAME : BENAQUESTO
2221 EASTERN PARK WAY
NISKAYUNA, NY 12309

INDEX

G-01 TITLE PAGE AND NOTES
G-02 NOTES

P-01 PLOT PLAN

A-01 FOUNDATION PLAN VIEW
A-02 DECK PLAN VIEW

A-03 DETAILS

FRAMING NOTES (AS APPLICABLE)

1. STRUCTURAL FRAMING MEMBERS SHALL BE SPF #2 OR BETTER UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED.

2. FLOOR SHEATHING SHALL BE GLUED AND NAILED TO FLOOR JOISTS ACCORDING TO NAILING
SCHEDULE. ROOF AND WALL SHEATHING SHALL BE NAILED ACCORDING TO NAILING SCHEDULE.

3. SILL PLATES SHALL BE PRESSURE TREATED WOOD OR WOOD OF NATURAL RESISTANCE TO
DECAY.

4. FRAMING MEMBERS SHALL NOT BE CUT OR NOTCHED IN EXCESS TO:
BEARING WALL MEMBERS: RESIDENTIAL CODE OF NYS FIG R602.6(1).
NON BEARING WALLS: RESIDENTIAL CODE OF NYS FIG R802.6(2)
FLOOR MEMBERS: RESIDENTIAL CODE OF NYS FIG R502.8

5. PROVIDE SOLID BLOCKING FOR FLOOR JOISTS UNDER ALL INTERMEDIATE BEARING WALLS AND AT
ENDS BY FULL DEPTH BLOCKING, PROVIDE BLOCKING EVERY 8 MAX. OF FLOOR JOIST SPAN.

6. PROVIDE WOOD TRUSSES ABLE TO SUSTAIN THE STATED DESIGN LOADS. TRUSS MANUFACTURER
SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR TRUSS DESIGN.

e e )

7. ENGINEERED WOOD PRODUCTS TO BE INSTALLED PER MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS.

8. ALL WOOD INCLUDING POSTS LOCATED NEARER THAN 18" (12" FOR GIRDERS) TO EARTH OR i
LOCATED ON CONCRETE PLACED ON EARTH SHALL BE PRESSURE TREATED OR WOOD OF NATURAL
RESISTANCE TO DECAY.

9. UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED, HEADER SPANS 48" OR GREATER HAVE TWO TRIMMERS ON EACH
SIDE.

INDL AN ENGINEERING COM

* EMAIL ADMING

RICHARD E. NOLAN, PE . LICENSE # 083929
NEW YORK STATE LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
WARNING:

IT IS A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
ACTING UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A LICENSED
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER, TO ALTER IN ANY
WAY ANY PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, PLOTS OR
ENGINEER HAS BEEN APFLIED.

VIANWY NOLAN-ENGINEERING COM
REPORTS TO WHICH THE SEAL CF PROFESSICNAL

WEBSITE

JOV 333 KINGSLEY ROAD » BURNT HILLS, NY 12027 « (518) 280-3180

BY:

RECORD OF WORK:
DATE: | DESCRIPTION:

3/26/2| [DECK DESIGN

222| EASTERN PARK WAY
NISKAYUNA, NY 12309

JOE VITALE
LOU BENAQUESTO

PN# 2113-J0E

START DATE:

3/26/21

FILE:

PAGE CONTENT:
TITLE PAGE
AND NOTES

DRAFTER: ENGINEER:
J.D.V NOLAN

PAPER SIZE:|| SCALE:
B (11"x17") || AS NOTED

SHEET: G_1




STAIR NOTES:

R311.7.1: WIDTH: STAIRWAYS SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN 36" IN
CLEAR WIDTH AT ALL POINTS ABOVE THE PERMITTED HANDRAIL
HEIGHT AND BELOW THE REQUIRED HEADROOM HEIGHT.
HANDRAILS SHALL NOT PROJECT MORE THAN 4.5" ON EITHER
SIDE OF THE STAIRWAY AND THE MINIMUM CLEAR WIDTH OF
THE STAIRWAY AT AND BELOW THE HANDRAIL HEIGHT,
INCLUDING TREADS AND LANDINGS, SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN
31.5" WHERE A HANDRAIL IS INSTALLED ON ONE SIDE AND 27"
WHERE HANDRAILS ARE PROVIDED ON BOTH SIDES.

EXCEPTION: THE WIDTH OF SPIRAL STAIRWAYS SHALL BE IN
ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION R311.7.10.1

R311.7.2. HEADROOM: THE MINIMUM HEADROOM IN ALL PARTS
OF THE STAIRWAY SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN 68" MEASURED
VERTICALLY FROM THE SLOPED PLANE ADJOINING THE TREAD
NOSING OR FROM THE FLOOR SURFACE OF THE LANDING OR
PLATFORM.

R311.7.5.1: THE MAXIMUM RISER HEIGHT SHALL BE 8}.". THE
GREATEST RISER HEIGHT WITHIN ANY FLIGHT OF STAIRS SHALL
NOT EXCEEDED THE SMALLEST BY MORE THAN 3%". OPEN
RISERS ARE PERMITTED PROVIDED THAT THE OPENINGS
LOCATED MORE THAN 30" AS MEASURED VERTICALLY TO THE
FLOOR OR GRADE BELOW DO NOT PERMIT THE PASSAGE OF A
4" DIAMETER SPHERE.

EXCEPTION 1: THE OPENING BETWEEN ADJACENT TREADS IS
NOT LIMITED ON SPIRAL STAIRWAYS.

EXCEPTION 2: THE RISER HEIGHT OF SPIRAL STAIRWAYS SHALL
BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH R311.7.10.1

R311.7.5.2: THE MINIMUM TREAD DEPTH SHALL BE 9". THE
GREATEST TREAD DEPTH WITHIN ANY FLIGHT OF STAIRS SHALL
NOT EXCEED THE SMALLEST BY MORE THAN %".

R311.7.5.2.1: WINDER TREADS: WINDER TREADS SHALL HAVE A
TREAD DEPTH OF NOT LESS THAN 10" MEASURED BETWEEN
THE VERTICAL PLANES OF THE FOREMOST PROJECTION OF
ADJACENT TREADS AT THE INTERSECTIONS WITH THE
WALKLINE. WINDER TREADS SHALL HAVE A TREAD DEPTH OF
NOT LESS THAN 6" AT ANY POINT WITHIN THE CLEAR WIDTH OF
THE STAIR. THE LARGEST TREAD DEPTH AT THE WALKLINE

SHALL NOT EXCEED THE SMALLEST BY MORE THAN 2",

R311.7.5.3: NOSING: THE RADIUS OF CURVATURE AT THE
NOSING SHALL BE NO GREATER THAN %¢". ANOSING NOT LESS
THAN %;" BUT NOT MORE THAN 1/" SHALL BE PROVIDED ON
STAIRWAYS WITH SOLID RISERS. THE GREATEST NOSING
PROJECTION SHALL NOT EXCEED THE SMALLEST BY MORE

THAN %". BEVELING OF NOSING SHALL NOT EXCEED /4"

EXCEPTION: A NOSING IS NOT REQUIRED WHERE THE TREAD
DEPTH IS A MINIMUM OF 11",

STAIR NOTES CONTD.

R311.7.6: LANDINGS: THERE SHALL BE A FLOOR OR LANDING AT
THE TOP AND BOTTOM OF EACH STAIRWAY.

EXCEPTION: AFLOOR OR LANDING IS NOT REQUIRED AT THE TOP
OF AN INTERIOR FLIGHT OF STAIRS, INCLUDING STAIRS IN AN
ENCLOSED GARAGE, PROVIDED A DOOR DOES NOT SWING OVER
THE STAIRS.

EXCEPTION (R11.3.2): ATOP LANDING IS NOT REQUIRED WHERE A
STAIRWAY OF NOT MORE THAN TWO RISERS IS LOCATED ON THE
EXTERIOR SIDE OF A DOOR, PROVIDED THAT THE DOOR DOES NOT
SWING OVER THE STAIRWAY, FOR OTHER THAN THE REQUIRED
EGRESS DOOR.

THE WIDTH OF EACH LANDING SHALL NOT BE LESS THAN THE
WIDTH OF THE STAIRWAY SERVED. EVERY LANDING SHALL HAVE A
MINIMUM DIMENSION OF 36 INCHES MEASURED IN THE DIRECTION
OF TRAVEL.

R311.7.8. HANDRAILS: HANDRAILS SHALL BE PROVIDED ON AT
LEAST ONE SIDE OF EACH CONTINUOUS RUN OF TREADS OR
FLIGHT OF STAIRS. HAVING 4 OR MORE RISERS.

R311.7.8.1: HEIGHT: HANDRAIL HEIGHT, MEASURED VERTICALLY
FROM THE SLOPED PLANE ADJOINING THE TREAD NOSING, OR
FINISHED SURFACE OF RAMP SLOPE, SHALL BE NOT LESS THAN 34
INCHES AND NOT MORE THAN 38 INCHES.

R311.7.8.2. CONTINUITY: HANDRAILS FOR STAIRWAYS SHALL BE
CONTINUOUS FOR THE FULL LENGTH OF THE FLIGHT, FROM A
POINT DIRECTLY ABOVE THE TOP RISER OF THE FLIGHT TO APOINT
DIRECTLY ABOVE THE LOWEST RISER OF THE FLIGHT. HANDRAIL
ENDS SHALL BE RETURNED OR SHALL TERMINATE IN NEWEL POSTS
OR SAFETY TERMINALS. HANDRAILS ADJACENT TO A WALL SHALL
HAVE A SPACE OF NOT LESS THAN 13" BETWEEN THE WALL AND
THE HANDRAILS.

R311.7.8.3. GRIP SIZE: REQUIRED HANDRAILS SHALL BE OF TYPE 1
OR TYPE 2 AS SPECIFIED IN THE 2015 IRC, OR OF EQUIVALENT
GRASPABILITY.

R311.7.9: ILLUMINATION: ALL STAIRS SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH
ILLUMINATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION R303.7.

R311.7.10.1. SPIRAL STAIRWAYS: SPIRAL STAIRWAYS ARE
PERMITTED, PROVIDED THAT THE CLEAR WIDTH AT AND BELOW
THE HANDRAIL IS NOT LESS THAN 26" AND THE WALKLINE RADIUS IS

NOT GREATER THAN 241", EACH TREAD SHALL HAVE A DEPTH OF
NOT LESS THAN 63" AT THE WALKLINE. ALL TREADS SHALL BE

IDENTICAL, AND THE RISE SHALL BE NOR MORE THAN ¢1".
HEADROOM SHALL BE NOT LESS THAN 6'-6",

GUARDS:

312.1.1, WHERE REQUIRED: GUARDS SHALL BE LOCATED
ALONG OPEN SIDED WALKING SURFACES, INCLUDING
STAIRS, RAMPS AND LANDINGS, THAT ARE LOCATED MORE
THAN 30" ABOVE THE FLOOR OR GRADE BELOW.

R312.1.2: HEIGHT: REQUIRED GUARDS AT OPEN-SIDED
WALKING SURFACES, INCLUDING STAIRS, PORCHES,
BALCONIES OR LANDINGS, SHALL BE NOT LESS THAN 36"
IN HEIGHT.

EXCEPTIONS:

1. GUARDS ON THE OPEN SIDES OF STAIRS SHALL HAVE A
HEIGHT NOT LESS THAN 34",

2. WHERE THE TOP OF THE GUARD SERVES AS A
HANDRAIL ON THE OPEN SIDES OF STAIRS, THE TOP OF
THE GUARD SHALL BE NOT LESS THAN 34" AND NOT MORE
THAN 38" IN HEIGHT.

R312.1.3: OPENING LIMITATIONS: REQUIRED GUARDS
SHALL NOT HAVE OPENINGS FROM THE WALKING
SURFACE TO THE REQUIRED GUARD HEIGHT THAT ALLOW
PASSAGE OF A SPHERE 4" IN DIAMETER.

EXCEPTIONS:

1. THE TRIANGULAR OPENINGS AT THE OFEN SIDE OF
STAIRS FORMED BY THE RISER, TREAD AND BOTTOM RAIL
OF A GUARD SHALL NOT ALLOW THE PASSAGE OF A
SPHERE 6" IN DIAMETER.

2: GUARDS ON THE OPEN SIDE OF STAIRS SHALL NOT

HAVE OPENINGS THAT ALLOW PASSAGE OF A SPHERE 43"
IN DIAMETER.

IOLAN-ENGINEERING COM

MAIL ADMINGN

RICHARD E. NOLAN, PE , LICENSE # 083929
NEW YORK STATE LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
G M
WARNING:

IT IS A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
ACTING UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A LICENSED
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER, TO ALTER IN ANY
WAY ANY PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, PLOTS OR
REPORTS TO WHICH THE SEAL OF PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEER HAS BEEN APPLIED.

WEBSITE WA NOLAN-ENGINEERING COI

JDV 333 KINGSLEY ROAD - BURNT HILLS, NY 12027 - (518) 280-3190

gy | LA L

RECORD OF WORK:
DATE: | DESCRIPTION:

3/26/ 2! |DECK DESIGN

222| EASTERN PARK WAY
NISKAYUNA, NY [2309

JOE VITALE
LOU BENAQUESTO

PN# 2113-J0E

START DATE:

DATE: 3/26/21

FILE:

PAGE CONTENT:

NOTES

DRAFTER: ENGINEER:
J.D.V NOLAN

PAPER SIZE:|[| SCALE:
B (11"x17" || AS NOTED

SHEET: G_2




‘03Nddy N33 SWH ¥33NIDNT
IYNOISSIH0¥d 40 T¥3S FHL HOIHM O S1¥0dIY
HO0 S107d 'SNOILYDIHIO3dS "SNY1d ANY AYA 30P-011Z #Nd
ANY NI ¥3L7Y OL "HIINIONI TYNOISSIH0Nd
Q3SNIDN ¥ 40 NOILDTHIG FHL ¥IANN ONILDY
SSIINN 'NOSHId ANY HOS My NOILYONC3
31V1S MHOA M3N 4O NOILYICIA Y S1 LI 60CZ] AN "UNNAVMSIN

ONINYYM AVM MAVd NM3LSV3I [Z227

P02 ONIHIINONINTIONSNINGY TNE « WD SNIHTINSNINION AW JLISEEM

ENGINEER:
NOLAN

AS NOTED

P-01

061E-08Z (815) - 2202} AN 'STIH LNHNE - OYOY AT ISONIM EEE
UIINIONT TYNDISSIJ0Ud A3sN30 3015 siwoaman | (MO NOISI0 30| 1279278
6Z6LBO # 3SNIOM * 3d ‘NYION 3 QHVHON

0L1S3INOVNIE NOT

‘A8| NoILdI¥9s3a| :31va JIVLIA 301

HMHOM 40 4003

PAPER SIZE:[| SCALE:

B (11'x17)

PAGE CONTENT:
SHEET:

START DATE:
FILE:

PLOT PLAN
DRAFTER:
J.D.V

PROPERTY LINE (TYP)

EXISTING PROPERTY

/

/
~
\ EXISTING ADJOINING

NEW 32' x 26' POOL

N ’
o) e 4
o] &
o o
m -
Z 2
& d
n %
/
/
N
\*
/ s
A\&\ /
/ Q.MU\?\
N\ \/\@
%
’
/
,/
/ &
Q
® &
D) &r@
=)
wZ &
Oq
L g
E =
(@] =
g2 3=
@] o
mm =5
EW mw
MC ﬂ oo
=
< O
22
X o
O 4
s
ot
P |
238




6 X 6 P.T. ON
HELICAL PIER TO SUPPORT
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RICHARD E. NOLAN, PE . LICENSE # 083929
NEW YORK STATE LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
3 KINGSLEY ROAD « BURNT HILLS, NY 12027 - (518) 280-3180
WARNING:

IT1S A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
ACTING UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A LICENSED
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ENGINEER HAS BEEN APPLIED.

WEBSITE WAWW NOLAM.ENGINEERING COM ® EMAIL ADMINGNOLAN-ENGINEERING COM

BY:
JDV|| 33

RECORD OF WORK:
DATE: | DESCRIPTION:

3/26/2| |DECK DESIGN

222] EASTERN PARK WAY
NISKAYUNA, NY 12309

JOE VITALE
LOU BENAQUESTO

PN# 2113-U0E

START DATE:

DATE:

3/26/21

EILE:

PAGE CONTENT:
SUPPORT PIER

PLAN VIEW

DRAFTER: ENGINEER:
J.D.V NOLAN
PAPER SIZE:|| SCALE:

B (11"x17") || AS NOTED
SHEET:

A-01




'031NddY NI38 SYH ¥IINIONT ¥
TYNOISSI0Hd 40 W3S IHL HOIHM Ol S1HOd3Y W o
H0 S107d 'SNOILYOII23dS ‘SNYId ANY AVM J0r- Nd — ] .. E
ANY NI ¥3L7% OL "H33INIONT T¥NOISS340ud Cle # o W = M w o
Q3SNIOIT Y 40 NOILOIHIQ IHL HIANN ONILOY © i (G nln_ bt 2
SSIINN 'NOSHId ANV HOd4 My NOILYINA o i Z Olld »
ALVLS HHOAMIN 40 NOLLYTOIA Y I LI 60SZ1 AN ‘YNNAVMSIN o _M > wZllw 0
ININYIA AYM Muvd N83LSYE 1222 || ai b= — 1
Wod E HOONDNINGY VA « 0D ONNYION MM 2LISEIV E = m e Y A
061082 (81) - ZZ0Z} AN ‘STUH LNHNE - QvOH AZISONIY £E€ vosaa vl 12792/ < .nNu o o Nk
UIINIONZ TYNOISSIIOU A3SNIDN FLVLS HUOA MAN AP VIS0 33:0 01S3INOVYNEL NO1 a o _._W_ & = =
5Z6£80 # ISNIDIT ' 3d 'NVION '3 GHYHIIY f F : = o w x L r |G
O - O T 0 T~ i Al NOILJIYOS3d | ‘3L1va JTYLIA 300 wnn _.__IL o o m > % =l
i . =] ¥ o T
MHOM 40 H003Y 3 SlE | a |[|os|Em|s
ﬂ...lu..”;ilhqlﬂ
L
>
Zle
i
y K3
w e v -
Ll i
= o Ol
O n (<
= 0 [ J17
W £ o
Ll = >
D w ”
Wi L n
ooz
Qro
&} % =
o =
w=2
a2 o)
(D) m O _\
Z5a0 .0-91
= o
<< x U
1y TINTH @ ﬂ
o i
O i
(@] {
o ”
o |
= | |
<C m | 1
{ | | | , |
m IR <
= [ . (U]
0 a | O]
> 11 ,_ =
Ll m N R | X
LT Q
[ I O
[ -
i (.
-l
| L
11 w 3
18] | | L
= | =) 3
o = o
I 2
- = L
&, o E
m | o ) hr
= o oo
(7} = aw
x == B
Ll O
H @]
m_u L B
— = X
(&N}
o
e B
Jf =)
o «—
:
L
- L |
(o) -
21 [
To] ! CK
b‘ s X B4 2 2 BS Bg %

W0~ CE




REMOVE SIDING PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION

CONTINUOUS NON-GALVANIZED
FLASHING W/ DRIPEDGE

(OPTION A)

\./\

\ EXISTING
/ STRUCTURE

30 I I I

JOIST PER PLAN

[

W4 /

]
JOIST HANGER PER PLAN —/ o .

BLOCKING BETWEEN JOIST

P.T. LEDGER PER PLAN

-

EXISTING
FOUNDATION

REMOVE SIDING PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION

MIN. END DIST. = 33"

3%" LEDGERLOKS;
O.C. SPACING
PER PLAN

‘_‘7—.

—~ ‘

5" LEDGERLOKS IN "W'
PATTERN; SPACING PER PLAN

(OPTION B)

REMOVE SIDING PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION \

EXISTING
STRUCTURE

3%" LEDGERLOKS IN "W"
PATTERN; SPACING PER
PLAN

CONTINUOUS NON-GALVANIZED
FLASHING W/ DRIPEDGE \

Z AY

2] I I [ I

¢

JOIST PER PLAN j

JOIST HANGER PER PLAN

TYPICAL LEDGER DETAIL

N.T.S

MIN. EDGE DIST. = 13}"

Q
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- —ry

TYPICAL LEDGER FASTENING PATTERN

N.T.S

PRE-ENGINEERED
CONNECTOR,; SPEC. PER
BEAM & POST DIMENSIONS

= T~ EXISTING 2X BAND JOIST

EXISTING
FOUNDATION

NOTCH BEAMS INTO POST &

SECURE W/ (2) 4" DIA,
THRU-BOLTS W/ WASHERS

_CARRIAGE BOLTS
' ORRsS

PN

TYPICAL POST/BEAM CONNECTIONS
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TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
One Niskayuna Circle
Niskayuna, New York 12309
(518) 386-4530

August 6, 2021
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
A regular meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals will be held on:

DATE: August 18, 2021
TIME: 7:00 P.M.
PLACE: Town Hall, One Niskayuna Circle, Niskayuna, New York

AT THIS TIME THE BOARD WILL CONSIDER THE REQUEST OF:

Appeal by Mickey Persaud for a variance from of Section 220-19 H. (2) of the Zoning Ordinance
of the Town of Niskayuna as it applies to the property at 213 Park Ridge Drive, Niskayuna, New
York, located in the R-2: Medium Density Residential Zoning District, to maintain a driveway
exceeding the 33% lot width allowed by Code.

Section 220-19 H. (2) states “Driveways in residential front yards. Driveways shall be permitted
in the front yards of lots used for residential purposes to serve as access points to the lot by
vehicular traffic. Each lot shall have at least one but not more than two points of access
(driveways). A single driveway width between the building line and the street line of residential
lots shall not exceed 33 feet wide or 33% of the actual front yard width as measured at the
building setback line, whichever is less; and no part of the municipal right-of-way shall be paved
in excess of this requirement.” The lot has 81 feet of frontage at the setback line, therefore a
driveway width of 26.73 is allowed. As constructed, the driveway width is 30.5, which exceeds
33% of the lot width by 3.77 feet; therefore, a 3.77 foot driveway width variance is required
between the building line and street line and within the municipal right-of-way.

IF YOU WISH TO EXPRESS AN OPINION REGARDING THE PROPOSED CHANGE,
YOU MAY DO SO AT THE ABOVE-MENTIONED TIME AND PLACE. IF YOU
CANNOT BE PRESENT, YOU MAY REQUEST A VIRTUAL LOGIN TO THE
MEETING BY EMAILING LRobertson@Niskayuna.org OR CALLING 518-386-4530 OR
YOU MAY SET FORTH YOUR APPROVAL OR OBJECTION IN A LETTER WHICH
WILL BE MADE PART OF THE PERMANENT RECORD.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS



RECEIVED

JUL 23 2021

Building Department
Town &f Niskayuna

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS Case No.

. . . Date Rece’d BA
Application and Procedures For A Variance | ;... gearing

Date Action
Ref.P.B. Date
Ref. County Date

TO: ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

FROM: /W [ Aees P
&
RE: Property at 2.5 ﬁu‘k %%@C .Df" M&[{%@/ﬂa"r"-ﬁ }‘/é, 72309

!
Section Block Lot 7L

%&4 (=Y d 55 Ox.a-&?/ , the (owner) (agent of the
owner) of the pﬁr‘cy located at_2/3  #st FKidee Pr
in the Town of Niskayuna, New York, hereby petition the Zoning Board of Appeals to review the
decision of the Zoning Enforcement Officer on the above-referenced application and to grant a
variance from Section(s) of the Zoning Ordinance in order to permit the proposed construction shown
on the accompanying drawings.

I, also certify that I have provided the items listed below as required documents in my application for a
variance before the Zoning Board of Appeals. I further acknowledge that omission of any of these
items may result in delay in the Board’s hearing of my application.

CHECKLIST OF REQUIRED ITEMS

____ Fifteen (15) copies of plot plans
Two (2) copies of construction plans, if applicable
ZAppeal fee (see application procedures for details)
_L/Appeal statement (see application procedures for details)
i Short Environmental Assessment Form, Project Information, as applicable for use variance
e,

Additional information as specified by the Zoning Enforcement Officer

Signature of Agent: Date

Signature of Owner (if different from Agent ﬂ/ éﬂj = ,// 7/2 3,/ 5 /

Telephone Number: /5\/ @/)J 29 -9 D5 %7:5/} 94Vc>1""77ﬂ/

Revised 5/16/06



RECEIVED
JUL 23 2021

Building Department
Town &f Niskayuna

For an area variance: Before an area variance can be granted, State Law requires that
the ZBA take into consideration the benefit to the applicant if the variance is granted, as
weighed against the detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or
community by such grant.

To grant an area variance, the ZBA must balance the benefits to the applicant and the health, safety, and welfare of the
neighborhood and community, taking into consideration the following:

1. Whether the benefit sought by the applicant can be achieved by other feasible means. Identify what alternatives to the
variance have been explored (alternative designs, attempts to purchase land, etc.) and why they are not feasible.

MM bve comrr _ds  weded fo ée‘:', Joo o tole,
.
32z P |
45 /é‘ JVC e/ A %[‘éé— CEla— Lu,‘c/é_, g*t’mi e/ .

2. Whether the granting the variance will produce an undesirable change in the character of the neighborhood or a
detriment to nearby properties. Granting the variance will not create a detriment to nearby properties or an undesirable
change in the neighborhood character for the following reasons:
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Revised 5/16/06



3.  Whether the variance is substantial. The requested variance is not substantial for the following reasons:
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7%0m enocedty 4#/%6&@@ ééﬁw&’/ﬂ md l’belf%é’@ﬂ‘ ounel ¢,
— /W /% SZ// [ocver %gm my me,/déprf
V/OW ot mosd g[ dhosr gﬁuaoéer drwmﬁ%
Qm@s ﬂor}l V274 /a:w—n éw(?!‘ )%Q.-f& RS 4
010 c{;j‘/ﬂ /g%{/ it Mhore ?(ér /Qﬂ?’p&r ﬁlmaﬂc%/e.

4. Whether the variance will have adverse physical or environmental effects on the neighborhood or district. The
requested variance will not have an adverse physical or environmental effect on the neighborhood or district for the
following reasons:
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5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created (although this does not necessarily preclude the granting of an area
variance.) Explain whether the alleged difficulty was or was not self-created:
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Building Department
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.."‘\..
z’%"@% TOWN OF NISKAYUNA
=~
.. “:‘\ '{-; BUILDING DEPARTMENT
H “'\? N
’*Sf: 3 S :; One Niskayuna Circle
~f£n03/ Niskayuna, New York 12309-4381
(518)386-4522
Thomas J. Cannizzo FAX: (518) 386-4592 Kenneth P. Hassett
Building Inspector building@niskayuna.org Building Inspector

Building and Zoning Permit Denial

Address: 213 Park Ridge Drive Application Date: 5/14/21

Mickey Persaud
213 Park Ridge Drive
Niskayuna, NY 12309

Dear Sir:

You are hereby notified, as required by Section 220-67 F of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of
Niskayuna, that your application to maintain a driveway on the property noted above has been denied by
reason of Section 220-H. (2) of the Town of Niskayuna Zoning Ordinance. The property is located in the
R-2: Medium Density Residential Zoning District.

Section 220-H. (2) states Driveways in residential front yards. Driveways shall be permitted in the front
yards of lots used for residential purposes to serve as access points to the lot by vehicular traffic. Each lot
shall have at least one but not more than two points of access (driveways). A single driveway width
between the building line and the street line of residential lots shall not exceed 33 feet wide or 33% of the
actual front yard width as measured at the building setback line, whichever is less; and no part of the
municipal right-of-way shall be paved in excess of this requirement. As constructed, the driveway width
exceeds 33% of the lot width, by 3.77 feet; therefore, a 3.77 foot driveway width variance is required.

Under the provisions of Section 220-69 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Town of Niskayuna you may
appeal this decision to the Zoning Board of Appeals and the undersigned within 60 days.

6[‘2.0 /7_[ ‘%,——YL@

Date Thomas J. Cannizzo
Zoning Enforcement Officer




Application# /421 -3 5-—)

TOWN OF NISKAYUNA

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING AND ZONING PERMIT
One Niskayuna Circl

Nisiayini?r:lew Ygri 12309 R E C E I VE D
Phone: 518-386-4522 Fax: 518-386-4592
Email; building@niskayuna.org MAY 14 2021

APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE to the Town of Niskayuna Building Departnjent ?%IQQQSEEBEQWBMIC ing and zoning
permit pursuant to Town Code and the New York State Uniform Fire Prevention and-Bu P'W;nfo nmlSkiy{%?Cﬂtiﬂﬂ is hereby made
for the construction of new buildings and accessory structures, additions and alterations to all buildings and structures, signage
installation, drainage, excavation, fill and grading work, and replacement, removal and demolition projects, as herein described.
The Applicant or Owner agrees to comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, regulations and all conditions expressed on this
application which are part of these requirements, and will also allow or arrange for inspectors to enter the premises for inspections.

BUILDING SITE ADDRESS _ 2/ S gf e K 673?17 ﬂ/i’

DESCRIBE WORK APPLIED FOR ﬁcz i aks

ESTIMATED VALUE OF ALL WORK (labor and materials): TOTALS_/, 9 00 0 O

Please submit three sets of plans with this application.

APPLICANT /7 7/ 2/{&*4;/‘ Z /?f% czf/u/ DAY PHONE </§-379~-797<
CHECK ONE: _O_‘%NTRACTOR

_@j‘HOMEOWNER

__O_ OTHER (explain)
ADDRESS 273 frk Sasrre
CITY i STATE ZIP
EMAIL ADDRESS //f;}g.gz:{,w/éﬁ @yg oc il ey

CONTRACTOR _/'-/cz'wéocz/ /gf’e?;d/-‘; DAY PHONE S/5-266-0 690

ADDRESS SO BoX 1487

CITY /#[é('?ma'? STATE /V/ g ZIP _[ 2204
d

Note: Proof of insurance is required. Please review our Insurance Requirements document to ensure
contractors and homeowners have filed all appropriate documents with the Building Department.

PROPERTY OWNER /OZ'CA-Z//7 &GW/ DAY PHONE

ADDRESS (if different than above)

CITY STATE ' ZIP
PLEASE SIGN Page 2

3-20186 1



The applicant has reviewed and fully understands the requirements and conditions listed on this application. Article II, Section
75.5B of the Code of the Town of Niskayuna requires that where such application is made by a person other than the owner, it
shall be accompanied by an affidavit of the owner or applicant that the proposed work is authorized by the owner and that the
applicant is authorized to make such application.

Applicants who are the owners of the property DO NOT need to have this application notarized.

The undersigned hereby swears that the information provided on this application is true, correct and accurate.

Sworn to me on this day of ; W%f—_—) /

Signature of Applicant

P fersacest.

Printed Name

/2N,

Notary Pubtic, State of New York Date

(FOR OFFICE USE ONLY BELOW)

BUILDING SITE ADDRESS

KNOWN EASEMENTS: WATER SEWER DRAINAGE OTHER
PERMIT FEEDUE § BASED ON

COMMENTS

ZONING DISTRICT SECTION-BLOCK-LOT

REQUIRED INSPECTIONS:
1. FOOTING FORMS AND REINFORCING PRIOR TO POURING OF CONCRETE

FOUNDATION LOCATION PROVIDED AND STONE DRIVEWAY BASE INSTALLED PRIOR TO
FOUNDATION INSPECTION

FOUNDATION WALL AND DRAIN TILE INCLUDING LATERAL PRIOR TO BACKFILLING
FIREPLACE INSPECTION AT BOX AND AT HALF STACK

ROUGH PLUMBING

ROUGH ELECTRICAL

ROUGH FRAMING INSPECTION INCLUDING TRUSS CERTIFICATES AND ROUGH GRADING
ESTABLISHED

INSULATION INCLUDING PROPER VENTILATION
9. FINAL PLUMBING

10. FINAL ELECTRICAL

11. FINAL BUILDING INSPECTION

2. FINAL GRADING AND SOIL EROSION CONTROL
13. (ADDITIONAL INSPECTIONS)

!\)

S Aol

=

APPROVED BY DATE

3-2016 2



RECEIVED

MAY 14 2021

Building Department
Town of Niskayuna




HARBOUR

P.O. Box 4087 - Albany, NY 12204
Office: (518) 266-0690
Fax: (518) 266-0694

Date: 5/1 0/21 www.harbourroads.com “s nn-ll ﬂ&l’liﬁﬂl] ﬂBE ’, WBE

Submitted to:  Mr. Mickey Lakeram Persaud
Job: 213 Park Ridge Drive Niskayuna, NY 12309
Phone: 518-379-7975

Page 1 of 1

We hereby submit specifications and estimates for:
New Driveway Addition 876 (+ SF)

» Digout 73’ x 12 area along existing stone driveway 10" to 12" in depth. Removed material to be
placed in backyard.

> Install subbase stabilization fabric.

> Install 8" NYSDOT approved ltem #4 crush stone to new area.

> Fine grade subbase to a true and level course.

» Apply 2.5" to a 2° compacted thickness of NYSDOT approved Type #7 Top.

» Each operation compressed with 1 ton, 3 ton, 12 ton vibratory rollers, and vibratory plate tampers..

Investment...... $ 5,500.00

Patio Area 1,080 (+ SF)

> Dig out 45 x 24’ area behind house 6" in depth. Removed material to be placed in backyard.

» Install subbase stabilization fabric.

> Install 6" NYSDOT approved Item #4 crush stone to new area.

» Fine grade subbase to a true and level course.

> Apply 2.5" to a 2" compacted thickness of NYSDOT approved Type #7 Top.

» Each operation compressed with 1 ton, 3 ton, 12 ton vibratory rollers, and vibratory plate tampers..

Investment...... $ 6,400.00

Total Investment...... $ 11,900.00
We propose hereby to furnish material and labor — complete in accordance with the above specifications and sum(s).
PAYMENT TERMS: Due in full upon completion.
TAX STATUS: Capital Improvement Tax Status with form.
Terms & Conditions: Price based on $546.00/Liquid Asphalt Ton of 64-22 Asphalt Cement. Final payment will be
subject to asphalt price escalation in accordance with NYSDOT asphalt price adjustment formulas. Price based on one
(1) mobilization during normal paving season (April 15 — October 15). When placing asphalt outside the seasonal
limitations and temperature requirements, quality waiver forms will be required. Kal-Harbour, Inc. will not be responsible
for positive drainage of area when slopes are less than 2%. The following is excluded from the above listed price: cold
weather conditions, maintenance of traffic, survey layout, saw cutting, prime coat, herbicide, adjacent asphalt cleaning
or repairs, topsoil, seeding, testing, bonds, permits, fees and any work not specified above. Any unforeseen material
encounter while digging the owner will be notified immediately, such as any debris (1) one cubic yard or larger has not
been figured in this quote should such an encounter occur additional charges will be applied for the additional material
that will be needed to fill such a void along with the additional time and labor. General contractor or owner shall supply
water for rollers. Should legal action become necessary for the collection of an account, customer shall, in addition to
service charges, bear all collection costs, including attorney’s fees. This proposal may be withdrawn is not accepted
within 15 days.

Scott Sacci 5/10/21
Signature Date
Acceptance of Proposal - The above process, specifications and conditions are satisfactory and are hereby
accepted. You are authorized to do the work as specified.

Signature Print Name Date
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