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Appendix for Wastewater Reports 
 
1992 Proposed Scotts Corners Wastewater District, Folchetti & Associates   Page 2 

1. Comprehensive study and proposal for a Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) for pre-treating 
wastewater and pumping to a Subsurface Disposal System (SSDS).  

2. Two parcels in Scotts Corners area are under consideration for wastewater treatment plant location, 
Berman and Quade; neither is acceptable. 

3. Town parcel Lot 86 Block 9820 Tax Map 19 in Town Park is a potential solution, but requires either 9,000 
feet or 6,300 feet of pumping. 

 
Sept., 1998, Malcolm Pirnie, Letter to Clay Fowler PR Planning Board, Pound Ridge 
Treated Wastewater Effluent Well Injection       Page 46 

1. Technically and regulatorially,  a bad  idea – see report. 
 
Sept. 3, 1999 Malcolm Pirnie, Wastewater Disposal Evaluation, Letter to Clay Fowler PR 
Planning Board           Page 52 

1. MP was retained to evaluate and provide alternatives separate sewage treatment systems  
i. Wastewater Treatment Plant, On site treatment, Pump to “Ball Fields”.   

ii. Upgrading selected ssts Needs more study 
2. Includes Table of existing conditions  

 
June 29, 2000, Malcolm Pirnie to Malcom Pirnie, Scotts Cornet Test Pits and Percolation 
Test             Page 59 

1. Summary of the test, but no results. 
 
July 11, 2000, Malcolm Pirnie to Clay Fowler, Scotts Corners Wastewater Treatment 
System            Page 68 

1. This solution could be used to treat wastewater from only a particular area. 
2. Results of test pits and percolation tests behind lots 60, 61 and 62, Block 9320 

 
Sept.26, 2000 Malcolm Pirnie, Letter to Clay Fowler PR Planning Board, Scotts Corner 
Septic Evaluation – Scope of Work and Cost Estimate     Page 75 

1. Propose some kind of hybrid system, a combination of new leach fields (behind lots 59 through 63), 
maximizing the efficiency of the existing systems, and tying them all together. 

2. Inventory water supply wells, Calculate water uage and wastewater discharge volume, Figure out 
individual septic system details; tank and field locations and size, Calculate hydraulic loading 

3. Support creation of a community water supply 
 
April 2002, Scotts Corners Potable Water and Wastewater Conceptual Investigation 
Letter from Folchetti & Associates to Joy Simpkins, Waste WaterWastewater  Page 80 

1. System investigation for Scotts Corners northwest parking lot. 
2. Quad Parcel (9320-56) found unsuitable for SSDS. 
3. Town Park site may be suitable for SSDS, would need variances. 
4. Golf Course option for disposal through irrigation may be feasible. 
5. Potable Water assessment, neither of two Stamford systems suitable. 
6. Water service via Golf Course may be viable alternative. BHC was supportive (out dated). 
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1992 
Feasibility Study 
Proposed Scotts Corners Wastewater District 
Prepared by Folchetti & Associates 

Comprehensive study and proposal for a Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) for 
pre-treating wastewater and pumping to a Subsurface Disposal System (SSDS). 5 
Sites identified and tested with recommendations. 
• Estimated Cost for plant and collection system is $1,570,000. 
• Wastewater flow of 24,700 gpd. 
• Sq. Ft. has increased annual average of approx. 3.4%/year since 1974 
(inflated because of size of Trinity Corners Shopping Center). 
• Adjusted growth rate without TCSC is 0.75%/year. 
• Estimated 2012 design flow is 28,000 gpd. 
• Westchester County Health Department (WCHD) and Stamford Water 
Company is willing to relax separation distances in case of subsurface 
discharge of treated effluent. 

Technical notes extracted by TD on Folcetti study 1992; 3/6/2016 

1.1.2  DEC regulations prohibit point discharges into AA streams, aprt of the Stamford Water Company 
1.1.4 The estimated existing combined commercial and residential waste water flows in Scotts 
Corners is 24,700 gpd 
1.1.5 The growth rate of Scotts Corners is 3.4% per year since 1974, but EXCLUDING Trinity Corners 
shopping Center is 0.75% per year. 
1.1.8 Based upon the 0.75% growth rate the estimated design flow for 2012 is 28,000 gpd 
1.1.9 The Quade and Berman parcels are unsuitable for discharge sites. 
1.1.10 WCHD and Stamford Water might work with Pound Ridge to reduce separation distances in the 
case of subsurface discharge of treated effluent. 
1.1.11 WCDH will not consider relaxation of standard application rates even though effluent is treated. 
1.2 Conclusions: 
1.2.1 A wastewater treatment system with subsurface disposal of treated effluent will alleviate the 
existing sewage problems in the Scotts corner area. 
1.2.2 Based on the nature of the soils, pretreatment with a conventional system, is recommended 
prior to subsurface discharge. 
1.2.3 Two parcels in Scotts Corners area are under consideration for wastewater treatment plant 
location. 
1.2.4 Base upon a reconnaissance and a soil test program, the Town Parcel Lot 66, Block 9820, Map 
19 may be suitable for subsurface disposal of plant treated effluent. 
1.2.5 The estimated cost in 1992 dollars is $1,570,000 for a collection system and SSDS. 
 
3.1 The Scotts Corners Commercial District is about 41.1 acres. The primary zone is 24.43 acres. 
 Fig 3.1 
3.1.1 Table 3-1; Building square footage 

Commercial –  159,680 
Residential –    13,222 
Total   172,902 
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3.1.2 Table 3-2 
 Remaining developable square footage 
 Commercial  62,193 
 Residential  67,699 
   Total 129,892 
3.2.1 Estimated Existing Flows 
 Based upon the DEC “Design Standards for wastewater Treatment Works 1988” 
 Commercial flows 20,393 
 Residential flows  4,520 
  Total  24,643  (noted above) 
 
3.2.2.1  Existing and Saturation flow projection results in unreasonable flows of 64,062. 
 
3.2.2.2 Revised projection using dry and wet commercial results in a 2012 flow of 27,900 or 28,000. 
 See text for projection methodology. 
 
4.2 Design Loads 
 Table 4-1 Design loads for 28,000 gpd or 0.028 mgd based upon ten states standards 
 Suspended solids 240 mg/l 56.05 #/d 
 BOD5    220 mg/l 51.4 #/d 

NH3-N    25 mg/l 5.8 #/d 
Phosphorus   10 mg/l 2.3 #/d 

 
4.3 Treatment Required 

1. 3rd paragraph page 15 “the use of innovative/alternative using wetlands, land 
treatment, do not seem acceptable to DEC and WCHD”. 

 2. Could pump the effluent to a different watershed 
 3. Subsurface discharge system (SSDS) 
 
4.4 Collection System 
 8 inch gravity sewer pipe, and 4 inch force mains, and two pump stations, See fig 4-1 
 Ten States requires 4.0 factor so collection system would have to handle 120,000 gpd. 
 
4.5 Treatment Alternatives 
 See report for treatment plant suggestions -  Sequencing Batch Reactor (SBR) 
 See Fig 4.2 for process flow diagram 
 
5.0  Three SSDS Treatment Site Alternatives 
 Berman Parcel on Trinity Pass Rd. 
 Quade Parcel behind the PR Fire Department 
 Town Parcel Lot 86, Block 9820, Tax Map 19 
 
5.0 Site Alternatives 

Page 20  - Treatment requirements result in the need for 2 acres plus. 
5.1 Berman parcel -  see text for discussion  
5.2 Quade parcel – see text for discussion 
 Neither are acceptable 
5.3  Town parcel 
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 Did perc test and given this result and the area of land available it would work 
 Would require 9,000 of force main. 
 Or with an easement this could be reduced to 6,300 feet  
5.4 Conclusion is that the treatment plant should be in Scotts Corners and the treated effluent 

pumped to the Town Park.  
 
6.1  Cost for it all is $1,570,000 plus 20 year loan at 6%. O&M at $38,000 per year. 
6.5  Cost Allocation Alternatives 
6.5.1 Scotts Corner alone – a, assessed property value; b, metered use; c, prorating 
6.5.2 Town wide allocation  
6.5.2.1 Single tier – Capital and operating costs borne town wide – based upon flat fee or 

property value.  
6.5.2.1 Double tier – Captital costs town wide 
   O&M covered by users 
6.6  Alternative Financing 
 SRF, FMHA, HUD,  
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Malcolm Pirnie Dec. 2, 1998 
Pound Ridge Treated Wastewater Effluent Well Injection  
Letter to Clay Fowler PR Planning Board 
Summary 
MP provides project approach and estimated rage of costs to prepare a permit 
application in support of deep well injection of wastewater for the Pound Ridge 
commercial area. 

• Needs USEPA permit and NYS DEC has ”no regulatory mechanism for such permits”.  
• EPA’s primary concern is that the wastewater effluent will be injected into a potable water 

aqueduct. 
• There are no such wells in Westchester (1998). 
• Would have to inject into crystalline bedrock at 30,000 gpd (20.8 gpm). 
• There are technical issues with keeping the well open, and need sufficient fractures in the rock 
• Proposal includes breakdown of costs totaling $100,000 
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Malcolm Pirnie Sept. 3, 1999 
Wastewater Disposal Evaluation  
Letter to Clay Fowler PR Planning Board 
Summary 
MP was retained to evaluate and provide alternatives separate sewage treatment 
systems (ssts) in Scotts Corners (SC), preliminary findings. 

• Interviews determined that Block 9454 (SC Market), Lot 6 (Moonstruck) and Lot 7 (Albano 
electric) were experiencing recurring failures 

• Lots 13, 14, 15 have cesspools with issues 
• Summary of findings is in Table 1 
• An estimate of water usage was made using data form the PR Business Association (Rosalie 

Roth) divided by the area of the buildings for a rate of 0.142 gallons/square foot / day. This was 
applied to properties that did not have water usage rates. Adding data from WCDH resulted in a 
water usage rate of 27,000 gpd. Only present usage included. 

• Solutions proposed are: 
o Combined system for all users 
o Upgrading selected ssts 

• Combined System 
o Wastewater Treatment Plant – Previous study determined that it is a viable engineering 

solution; but the capital and operating costs render it not economically viable. 
o On-site septic and pump to “Ball Fields”. Use ball fields as leach fields, versus disposal 

for treated effluent, would seem viable. Need septic tank maintenance. Would also have 
to address ball field underdrains. 

o On-site Treatment and Disposal, need 2.5 acres. Would have to negotiate waivers with 
DOH for reserve capacity or somehow spread the loading rate over 24 hours rather than 
business hours. Would result in restrictions to future development and might result in 
deed restrictions. Could truck effluent off site. 

• Upgrade selected ssts’s.  
o Upgrade selected ssts, for example Chubby’s Lot 64, or Dinardo’s Lot 60  
o Needs more study. 

• See table 1 for existing Conditions Assessment 
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June 29, 2000 
Malcolm Pirnie to Malcom Pirnie 
Scotts Cornet Test Pits and Percolation Test 
Summary of the test, but no results. 
One page description – Lots 58 to 65 
Photos 
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July 11, 2000 
Malcolm Pirnie to Clay Fowler 
Scotts Corners Wastewater Treatment System 
Results of test pits and percolation tests behind lots 60, 61 and 62, Block 9320 
Summary 
The report seems to be proposing a new SSTS in this area. 
Existing SSTS behind Lots 58 through 65 

• The existing leaching pits and adsorption trenches are 190 and 180 feet form public water 
supply wells 

• Assumptions are made in order to support the proposed SSTS in this area. 
• Would need a relaxation of the separation to public water supply wells 

Proposed SSTS: 
• See graphic for solution 
• System could treat 24,000 gpd  
• Details: 1800 feet of galleys, 24 foot on center, application rate of 0.6 gallons/day/ft2 from a 

perc rate of  24 minutes/inch (worst case) over 14,400 ft2 = 24,000 gpd 
This does not address either the present or future flows of 28,000 from the 1992 Folcetti study 
This solution could be used to treat wastewater from only a particular area. 
Future study is recommended. 
INCLUDES LOGS OF TEST PITS 
 
 

68



69



70



71



72



73



74



Malcolm Pirnie Sept.26, 2000 
Scotts Corner Septic Evaluation – Scope of Work and Cost Estimate  
Letter to Clay Fowler PR Planning Board 
Summary 

• WCDOH will not relax the separation distance from existing water supply wells (200ft) 
• Could consolidate the wells with a new one. 
• WCDOH said they would not use the worst case percolation rate to determine hydraulic loading, 

but would allow a “reasonable” rate to be used. 
• WCDOH states that the reserve capacity of the individual systems could be used to create an 

aggregate reserve capacity of multiple locations. 
• Propose some kind of hybrid system, a combination of new leach fields (behind lots 59 through 

63), maximizing the efficiency of the existing systems, and tying them all together. 
• Need to: 

1. Inventory water supply wells 
2. Calculate water uage and wastewater discharge volume 
3. Figure out individual septic system details; tank and field locations and size. 
4. Calculate hydraulic loading 

• Create base map 
• Determine water usage, purchase and install meters. 
• Inspect existing septic sysytems 
• Calculate loading of existing systems 
• Support creation of a community water supply 
• Prepare modified preliminary design 
• Total Cost is $30,000. 
• Create new leach field behind Lots 60 through 62 is needed. 
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2002  Summary form List of Reports 
April 2002 
Scotts Corners Potable Water and Wastewater Conceptual Investigation 
Letter from Folchetti & Associates to Joy Simpkins 
Waste WaterWastewater System investigation for Scotts Corners northwest 
parking lot. 
WCDOH would not relax separation distances to wells. 
• Quad Parcel (9320-56) found unsuitable for SSDS. 
• Town Park site may be suitable for SSDS. 
• Golf Course option for disposal through irrigation may be feasible. 
• Potable Water 
• 2 systems provide water to Stamford, CT: Stamford System & Laurel System. 
• Laurel System supplies N. Stamford. It is a closed system and providing 
60,000 gpd to Scott’s Corners would require a system upgrade. 
• Stamford System is questionable because it does not have a large margin of 
safety. 
• Water service via Golf Course may be viable alternative. BHC was 
supportive. 

Additional technical notes extracted by TD on the 2002 letter 3/20/2016 

Parking Lot SSDS for Lots 56 (Quade)and 58 through 65 (Block 9320) is not feasible 
• Need to be able to treat 50,000 gpd 
• For 60, 61, and 62, preliminary design indicated a 4X4 galley SSDS could 

handle 24,000 gpd. But this requires relaxation of separation distance 
from public water supply well from 200 to 100 feet. 

• Also sizing of the above will only handle 8,640 gpd. 
• Then need to use Lot 56. 

o But test pits in 1992 determined it was not feasible due to 
groundwater within 4 feet of the surface, bedrock or boulder within 
5 feet of the surface, and proximity to wetlands. 

Park Athletic Facilities Lots 8, 86, 152, Block 9820. 
• Even with potentially favorable soils, the area needed would require 

variances from regulatory agencies in terms of application rates and 
reserve areas. 

• Perc testing was not done as a drought condition caused WCDH to 
suspend soils testing. 

•  For 86: 5 holes were done for perc tests, 11 to 27 min/inch 
• 5.4 acres available with 150’ setback from wetlands, and 20 foot offset 

from wetlands 
• For a flow of 50,000gpd, @100% reserve area, need 6.7 acres using a 

4X4 galley system on 14 foot centers. 
• For a credit for treated effluent, allowing a 25% increase in loading, 

and a 50% reduction in reserve area, the area required for a 4X4 galley 
would be 4.02 acres.  
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• Slopes are OK at 4 to 20%, with 20% allowable by 1988 DEC design 
standards. 

• BUT 4X4 not allowed on 20% slope areas; need tri-gallies 
• For a flow of 50,000gpd, @100% reserve area, need 9.2 acres using tri-

gallies on 12’ centers. 
• For a credit for treated effluent, allowing a 25% increase in loading, 

and a 50% reduction in reserve area, the area required for tri-gallies 
would be 5.5 acres.  

Wastewater treatment through Golf Course Irrigation 

• See discussion – seems unlikely though a permit was issued to a 
golf course in Orange County. 

• Not sure here, but as the golf course has at this point been built, it 
may not be an option 

Potable Water 

• Trinity Reservoir, part of the Stamford system. The Laurel also 
provides raw water to the water treatment plant on Interlaken Rd. 
in Stamford. 

• Potable water is distributed via the Stamford system and the 
Laurel System 

• The possibility of providing Scotts Corners with 60,000 gpd would 
require system upgrades and storage facilities. 

• The Stamford System is fully utilized. 

Ground Water Resources 

• Long story made short is that drilling two test wells on BHC land 
at a rate of 60,000 is too risky and might ultimately result in the 
migration of the MTBE  plume. 

Water Service via the “Proposed” Golf Course. 

• The golf course raw water storage tank might be operated by BHC 
and might have an allocation for Scotts Corners. 

• Use of this water for potable purposes would have to involve the CT 
DEP, Dept of Public Health, and Dept, of Public Utility Control. 

• This report precedes the golf course development so an update 
would be needed. 
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Appendix for Potable Water 

1973 Dec. 21 Pound Ridge and Stamford Water Company contract to relocate Eastwoods  Page 2 
road and to construct reservoir, dams and dikes in the vicinity of the present Siscowit Reservoir. Of note 
it seems that the Town of Pound Ridge has the “right, privilege and priority to draw water from the 
completed Project” for Town purposes, residential and commercial use.  
 
1997 April 15, Maps associated with BHC providing potable water to Scott’s Corners.  Page 12 
 
1997 May 12, Feasibility Study for providing Scott’s Corners potable water from 3 - 500 foot Page 18 
deep wells on BHC property on Westchester Avenue. A conceptual cost estimate is included that totals 
$1.1 million. 
 
1997 June 5 Four conceptual estimates to provide potable water to Scott’s Corners, two  Page 22 
interconnect and two groundwater wells. Costs range from $800K to $1.5M. A map of the areas to be 
served is included. 
 
1998 Dec. 9, Agreement between BHC and Shell to prepare bid ready documents and an  Page 26 
estimate for water main to Scotts Corners. The permitting process has not been addressed. It also 
contains a list of properties to be served. 
 
1999 Nov. 23: Letter indicating the New Canaan would oppose any street openings that are  Page 36 
required for the BHC Pound Ridge Water Supply Project. 
June 22 1999: Letter from BHC to Keane and Beane regarding an estimate for the work for a pipeline at 
the cost of $2.1 million and a ground water source for Pound Ridge from wells at $500,000. The 
proposed well location is in a wetland. Permissions and permitting not addressed. 
June 14, 1999 Letter from New Canaan selectman to Joy Simpkins, vague denial (of project?). 
May 4, 1999 Meeting Notes from New Canaan and Pound Ridge representatives resulting in denial of 
project based upon New Canaan not issuing permits. A water line might cause cause “downzoning” of 
that area of New Canaan. This superseded discussions about repaving costs which were also discussed. 
Sept. 8, 1999 Letter from BHC to Joy Simpkins regarding rights of BHC to put pipelines in New Canaan 
roads and a comment on water rates. 
 
2000 September, Malcom Pirnie study proposal discusses regulatory issues  Wastewater Appendix 
with potable water wells and the possibility of combining them into a Community Water Supply, but 
wants to start over with a wastewater study. 
 
2002 April, Folchetti study also discusses potable water solutions,   Wastewater Appendix 
water from Stamford, drilling wells and getting water from the golf course. 
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1973 Dec. 21 Pound Ridge and Stamford Water Company contract to relocate Eastwoods road and to 
construct reservoir, dams and dikes in the vicinity of the present Siscowit Reservoir. Of note it seems 
that the Town of Pound Ridge has the “right, privilege and priority to draw water from the completed 
Project” for Town purposes, residential and commercial use.  
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1997 April 15, Maps associated with BHC providing potable water to Scott’s Corners. 
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1997 May 12, Feasibility Study for providing Scott’s Corners potable water from 3 500 foot deep wells on 
BHC property on Westchester Avenue. A conceptual cost estimate is included that totals $1.1 million. 
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1997 June 5 Four conceptual estimates to provide potable water to Scott’s Corners, two interconnect 
and two groundwater wells. Costs range from $800K to $1.5M. A map of the areas to be served is 
included. 
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1998 Dec. 9, Agreement between BHC and Shell to prepare bid ready documents and an estimate for 
water main to Scotts Corners. The permitting process has not been addressed. It also contains a list of 
properties to be served. 
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1999 Nov. 23: Letter indicating the New Canaan would oppose any street openings that are required for 
the BHC Pound Ridge Water Supply Project. 
June 22 1999: Letter from BHC to Keane and Beane regarding an estimate for the work for a pipeline at 
the cost of $2.1 million and a ground water source for Pound Ridge from wells at $500,000. The 
proposed well location is in a wetland. Permissions and permitting not addressed. 
June 14, 1999 Letter from New Canaan selectman to Joy Simpkins, vague denial (of project?). 
May 4, 1999 Meeting Notes from New Canaan and Pound Ridge representatives resulting in denial of 
project based upon New Canaan not issuing permits. A water line might cause cause “downzoning” of 
that area of New Canaan. This superseded discussions about repaving costs which were also discussed. 
Sept. 8, 1999 Letter from BHC to Joy Simpkins regarding rights of BHC to put pipelines in New Canaan 
roads and a comment on water rates. 
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See Wastewater Appendix for these reports. 
 

2000 September, Malcom Pirnie study proposal discusses regulatory issues with potable water wells and 
the possibility of combining them into a Community Water Supply, but wants to start over with a 
wastewater study. 

2002 April, Folchetti study also discusses potable water solutions, water from Stamford, drilling wells 
and getting water from the golf course. 
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9320-58  80 WESTCHESTER AVE - 

FIRE DEPT 

















9320-59  78 WESTCHESTER AVE 









9320-60  76 WESTCHESTER AVE 



















9320-61  74 WESTCHESTER AVE 









9320-63  70 WESTCHESTER AVE 



9320-63  70 WESTCHESTER AVE 











9454-10  73 WESTCHESTER AVE 















9454-12 and 9454-11  69-71 

WESTCHESTER AVE 















9454-6  85 WESTCHESTER AVE 















9454-7  83 WESTCHESTER AVE - 

ALBANOS 















9454-8  79 WESTCHESTER AVE 





9455-10  22 WESTCHESTER AVE 













9455-21  34 WESTCHESTER AVE 

















9455-25  54 WESTCHESTER AVE 

















9455-25  54 WESTCHESTER AVE 



















9455-27  38 WESTCHESTER AVE 





















9456-1.9  55 WESTCHESTER AVE 









9456-5  29 WESTCHESTER AVE 



































9456-55  35 WESTCHESTER AVE 

















9456-6  27 WESTCHESTER AVE 

















 

Pound Ridge Waste Water Task Force 

 

Appendix D:  Flow Estimate Details 

Based upon data from June 10, 2016 

 

 



Appendix D  Scotts Corner Full Occupancy Wastewater Generation Estimate  (PB‐A) 1/2

Block Lot Zone Property Address Use Acreage

Building 

Square 

Footage

Usage 

Number

Usage 

Measure

Usage Rate 

(gallons/day/

unit)

Wastewater Generation 

(gallons per day)

Allowable 

Flow (DOH)

9454 36 R‐2A 89 Westchester Ave community facility 0.530 1,296 1,296 sq. ft. 0.10 130

9454 5 PB‐A 87 Westchesterchester Ave retail 1.131 1,444 1,444 sq. ft. 0.24 347

9454 6 PB‐A 85 Westchester Ave restaurant 0.415 4,122 50 seats 35.00 1,750

9454 6 PB‐A 85 Westchester Ave office 0.473 1,360 sq. ft. 0.10 2

9454 7 PB‐A 83 Westchester Ave retail 0.473 9,161 6,138 sq. ft. 0.24 737

9454 7 PB‐A 83, A, & B Westchester Ave apartments 2 apts. 300.00 600

9454 7 PB‐A 83 C & D Westchester Ave office 2,290 sq. ft. 0.10 57

9454 8 PB‐A 79 Westchester Ave office 0.345 1,872 1,872 sq. ft. 0.10 187

9454 9 PB‐A 77  Westchester Ave auto repair 0.342 4,864 2 bays 750.00 1,500

9454 9 PB‐A 77A Westchester Ave apartments 1 apts. 300.00 300

9454 35 PB‐A NA Vacant 0.356 0 0 NA NA 0

9454 10 PB‐A 73 Westchester Ave office 0.670 5,600 5,600 sq. ft. 0.24 1,344

9454 11 PB‐A 71 Westchester Ave resaurant 0.631 3,878 25 seats 35.00 875

9454 11 PB‐A 71 Westchester Ave retail 3,878 sq. ft. 0.24 931

9454 11 PB‐A 71 Westchester Ave office 3,878 sq. ft. 0.10 388

9454 12 PB‐A 69 Westchester Ave resaurant 0.493 12,285 40 seats 35.00 1,400

9454 12 PB‐A 69 Westchester Ave retail 12,285 sq. ft. 0.24 2,211

9454 13 PB‐A 67 Westchester Ave apartments 0.147 3,368 2 apts. 300.00 600

9454 13 PB‐A 67 Westchester Ave retail 1,684 sq. ft. 0.24 404

9454 14 PB‐A 4 Trinity Pass Rd. office 0.181 1,012 1,012 sq. ft. 0.10 101

9454 15 PB‐A 65 Westchester Ave retail 0.185 65 1,174 sq. ft. 0.24 282

9454 15 PB‐A 65A,B Westchester Ave apartments 0.185 2 apts. 300.00 600

9320 56 PB‐A Westchester Ave parking w/2 shed 5.084 0 0 NA NA 0

9320 58 PB‐A 80 Westchester Ave community facility 0.449 7,076 7,076 sq. ft. 0.10 708

9320 59 PB‐A 78 Westchester Ave  retail 0.207 2,979 2,234 sq. ft. 0.24 536

9320 59 PB‐A 78 Westchester Ave  office 745 sq. ft. 0.10 74

9320 60 PB‐A 76 Westchester Ave  restaurant 0.207 8,910 60 seats 35.00 2,100

9320 60 PB‐A 76 Westchester Ave  office 1,782 sq. ft. 0.10 178

9320 60 PB‐A 76 Westchester Ave  apartments 4 apts. 300.00 1,200

9320 61 PB‐A 74 Westchester Ave restaurant 0.207 7,970 50 seats 35.00 1,750

9320 61 PB‐A 74 Westchester Ave retail 1,993 sq. ft. 0.24 478

9320 61 PB‐A 74 A, B, C, & D Westchester Ave apartments 4 apts. 300.00 1,200

9320 62 PB‐A 72 Westchester Ave retail 0.207 4,750 2,375 sq. ft. 0.24 570

9320 62 PB‐A 72 A & B Westchester Ave apartments 2 apts. 300.00 600

9320 63 PB‐A 70 Westchester Ave apartments 0.207 3,120 2 apts. 300.00 600

9320 63 PB‐A 70 Westchester Ave retail 1,560 sq. ft. 0.24 374

9320 64 PB‐A 68 Westchester Ave retail 0.418 6,923 3,462 sq. ft. 0.24 831

9320 64 PB‐A 68 A, B, C, & D Westchester Ave apartments 4 apts. 300.00 1,200

9320 65 PB‐A 66 Westchester Ave auto repair 0.642 2,130 2 bays 750.00 1,500

PB‐A Subtotal 14.185 92,825 NA NA NA 28,645



Appendix D  Scotts Corner Full Occupancy Wastewater Generation Estimate  (PB‐B and PB‐C) and Total 2/2

Block Lot Zone Property Address Use Acreage

Building Square 

Footage

Usage 

Number

Usage 

Measure

Usage Rate 

(gallons/day/

unit)

Wastewater Generation 

(gallons per day)

Allowable 

Flow (DOH)

9455 20 PB‐B 32 Westchester Ave retail 0.656 3,800 4,441 sq. ft. 0.24 1,066

9455 20 PB_B 32 Westchester Ave apartment 641 1 apts. 300.00 300

9455 21 PB‐B 34 Westchester Ave apartment 0.652 3,929 1 apts. 300.00 300

9455 21 PB‐B 34 Westchester Ave retail 1,965 sq. ft. 0.24 471

9455 27 PB‐B, R‐1A 38 Westchester Ave office 0.717 1,760 1,760 sq. ft. 0.10 176

9455 28 PB‐B 40, 40A Westchester Ave retail 0.495 3,870 3,870 sq. ft. 0.24 929

9455 25 PB‐B 54 Westchester Ave restaurant 1.632 5,355 25 seats 35.00 875

9455 25 PB‐B 54 Westchester Ave retail  1,607 sq. ft. 0.24 386

9455 25 PB‐B 54 Westchester Ave apartment 1 apts. 300.00 300

9455 24 PB‐B 56, 60 Westchester Ave apartment 1.698 10,388 5 apts. 300.00 1,500

9455 24 PB‐B 56, 60 Westchester Ave retail 1.698 7,791 sq. ft. 0.24 1,870

9455 4 PB‐B 39 Westchester Ave residential 2.196 0 0 NA NA 0

9456 1.9 PB‐B 55, 57 Westchester Ave retail 7.71 54,138 54,139 sq. ft. 0.24 12,993

PB‐B Subtotal 17.45 83,881 NA NA NA 21,166

9455 10 PB‐C 22, 24 Westchester Ave office 2.005 4,781 4,781 sq. ft. 0.10 478

9455 13 PB‐C 26 Westchester Ave apartment 0.781 2,197 1 apts. 300.00 300

9455 13 PB‐C 26 Westchester Ave office 1,648 sq. ft. 0.10 165

9455 14 PB‐C 30 Westchester Ave residential 1.002 1,708 1,708 NA NA 0

9456 8  PB‐C 21 Westchester Ave residential 0.656 2,342 2,342 NA NA 0

9456 7 PB‐C 23, 23 A, B Westchester Ave retail 1.537 3,062 3,062 sq. ft. 0.24 735

9456 6 PB‐C 27 Westchester Ave apartment 0.693 3,036 1 apts. 300.00 300

9456 6 PB‐C 27 Westchester Ave retail 1,518 sq. ft. 0.24 364

9456 5 PB‐C 29 Westchester Ave residential 3.195 11,018 12 apts. 300.00 3,600

9456 55 PB‐C 35 Westchester Ave retail 0.764 3,425 3,425 sq. ft. 0.24 822

PB‐C Subtotal 10.633 31,569 NA NA NA 6,764

PB Total 32.525 178,532 50,633
Waterwater Generation Rates from New York City Department of Environmental Protection

retail 0.24 gallons per day per square foot

office 0.10 gallons per day per square foot

rest. 35 gallons per day per seat (about 60 square feet per seat)

Apts. 100 gallons per day per person/3 persons per apartment (Census Bureau data for affected blocks)

garage 1000 gallons per day for first bay and 500 gallons per day for remaining bays

Acreage for lots 9455‐18.9 and 9455‐27 are for PB‐B section only and approximate



POUND RIDGE WASTEWATER TASK FORCE 
Appendix E: Photos of current conditions 

Photos indicate wells that exist near Westchester Ave. and septic systems behind the buildings on 

Westchester Ave. under the parking lots and in one case extending into the woods, and high water 

table during an excavation.  
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