Dawne Kelly

From: Tim D. Goard <tdg@escohvac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 21, 2021 8:52 AM

To: Dawne Kelly

Subject: RE: UV Air Purification lights/ Town of Schodack

Good Morning Dawne,

I was just checking in on the UV Air Purification system for the Court House and DMV. Let me know if you have any
questions!

Have a great day! Thank You!!

Tim

Tim Goard

e

e
LLERALL ‘Dedicated to Excellence Since 1981”

Heating, Cooling, Temperature Control, & Energy Management

Cell: 518-577-4089 Office: 518-482-0375 Fax: 518-482-0398 12 Burdick Drive, Albany NY 12205

From: Tim D. Goard

Sent: Friday, April 2, 2021 10:08 AM

To: Dawne.kelly@schodack.org

Cc: Esco Service <hvac@escohvac.com>; Tim D. Goard <tdg@escohvac.com>
Subject: UV Air Purification lights/ Town of Schodack

Hello Dawne,

Per our conversation about the Advanced UV air purification system, | attached ail of the information that | explained to
you. You will have a more in depth explanation on how these clean the air and kifl micro organisms /viruses etc. Also you
will see a study that shows that RGF units efficacy of 99.9% against the SARS-CoV-2 virus,.

We can target the Court House and DMV office as they are the most populated. One light installed will cost around

1,100 {maintenance free). One light may be able to cover 2 units with no problem. Please read the files | attached to
learn more about this technology. If you have any questions at all please call me at the office 518-482-0375.

I will call you next week to discuss further.

Thank You!
Have a Happy Easter.

Tim

Tim Goard

PR gats) cloonm s ‘Dedicated to Excellence Since 1981”
Heating, Cooling, Temperature Control, & Energy Management
1
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ENVIRONMENTAL GROUE INC.

Magnetic Mount Package Air Purification System
A Photohydroromzatton® (PHI) Technology

The PHI Package Unit by RGF® is designed to

eliminate sick building syndrome risks by reducing

odors, air pollutants, VOCs (chemical odors),

smoke, mold bacteria and viruses*. This product is

designed specifically for package systems and uti-
lizes adjustable magnetic feet to attach without fas-
teners to the blower unit itseif making installation as

trouble free as possible. This 24V model connects
directly into the control box of the HVAC unit. Now
available in 5", 8" and 14" cells which will handle
package products from 1.5 to 20 tons, Perfect for all
applica-tions where duct work is hard to get to.

Patent Pending

Why Use RGF’s Photohydroionization® Technology?

Germicidal UV light rays have been used for decades by the medical industry as a methad for destroying micro-organisms {germs, virus-
es, bacteria). UV light is dependable and can be easily installed in HVAC systems. Germicidal UV light is effective in reducing only the
airbome micro-organisms that pass directly through the Fght rays. However, germicidal UV light has little to no effect on gases, vapors
or odors. Photohydroionization®Advanced Oxidation, which is and active system, on the other hand, is very effective on gases, vapors,
VOCs and odors within the occupied space.

TYPICAL INSTALLATION

Actual lab tests showing over 99% reductions of
airborne bacteria, mold, odors and virus

E-Coli Staph
HIN1 Avian Flu Norwalk

The RGF Package Unit utilzes UV light enhanced by a hydrated quad-metallic compound target which develops an advanced oxidation
reaction that creates hydro-peroxides, super oxide ions and hydroxides. By engineering the proper UV light wavelength, in combina-
tion with a triple function, no maintenance unit, The PHI Cell provides safe hydrogen peroxides to purify the air. With the RGF HVAC-
PHI Cell Advanced Oxidation System, micro-organisms can be reduced by over 95%. Gases, VOCs and odors can also be reduced
significantly, and the room will have hydro-peroxides, super oxide ion and hydroxides which will help give your room fresh, clean and
odor free air.

*UV, Hydro-peroxides and Ozone are recorded as effective in killing viruses however RGF has not parformed clinical tests on viruses as there are thousands of strains
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RGF® Environmental Group Study:
REME HALO® Inactivates SARS-CoV-2 by 99.9%

Proprietary PHI- Cell® Technology Eliminates the Need for Virus Particles
to Travel through HVAC or Air Purification Systems

Port of Palm Beach, Florida (October 286, 2020) — RGF® Environmental Group, Inc., a leading
environmental design and manufacturing company, has released the results of a third-party
study that reveal REME HALO® efficacy of 99.9% against the SARS-CoV-2 virus, commonly
known as the coronavirus 2018 or COVID-19.

Commencing in March 2020, the study was overseen
by Dr. James Marsden, Executive Director of Science
and Technology at RGF. “The study resuits show the
REME HALO® to be effective in combating the COVID-
19 virus and a valuable solution to immediately improve
the Indoor Air Quality of residential and commercial
spaces and protect occupants against exposure to the
SARS-CoV-2 virus.” The studies are ongoing.

The independent third-party study focused on the

: . ) . Figure 1: Dr. James Marsden, Executi
inactivation of SARS-CoV-2 using RGF’s proprietary '%,-,ecto, of Science and Techno,ogyve

REME HALO® product with PHI- Cell® technology. The

testing, performed at the Innovative Bicanalysis

Laboratories in Cypress, Calif., iooked at neutralizing the virus within the occupied space in the
air and on surfaces.

Testing summary: 86.0% Inactivation of the 8ARS-CoV-2 virus
“In our New Normal, the public deserves the SARS-CoV:2

confidence of Indoor Air Quality solutions that are 2'®
backed by science. This study proves the efficacy é 80
of one of our flagship products,” said Ron Fink, ] :z
CEO, RGF® Environmental Group, Inc. “From §
. 20
restaurants to schools and places of business, g ,
RGF’'s REME HALO® is a tested and proven 0 6 w2 e 24
solution that provides the peace of mind needed to
et America back to work.”
g RoF s
The test procedure used the SARS-CoV-2 virus Image 2: Testing Summary: 99.9% Inactivation of the SARS-
CoV-2 utifizing REME HALO®.

inside a large chamber (1,280 cu. ft.) representing a
real-world air-conditioned office or home. The virus
was nebulized into the space simulating a sneeze or cough from an infected person. With the



REME HALO® operating inside the chamber the virus was reduced on contact, resulting in a
89.9% reduction of the virus within the simulated real-world space.

The REME HALO® active air purification system testing showed the SARS-CoV-2 virus was
significantly neutralized within the occupied space on airborne virus, reducing the risk of person-
to-person infection by respiratory particles and aerosols. The REME HALO® is an “active”
solution that neutralizes SARS-CoV-2 within the occupied space, eliminating the need for virus
particles to travel through the HVAC system filters or UV air purification system.

DISCLAIMER: The summary and any comments herein are based on the results from an
independent laboratory study performed under controlled conditions and are not in any way
medical claims. The product(s) and technologies described are not medical devices and are not
intended to diagnose, treat, cure, or prevent any disease, virus or illness.

with Dr. Marsden or visit this link: h_ttps:!!www.rqf'.comquf-environmental;group—study-
reme-halo-inactivates-sars-cov-2-by-89-9/

_Iﬂ".giE [8] Scan the QR code with your smartphone to view the SARS-CoV-2 test results video

For more information on testing, please contact Dr. James Marsden at Dr.IAQ@rgf.com.
About RGF Environmental Group, Inc.

RGF manufactures over 500 environmental products and has a 35+ year history of providing the
world with the safest air, water and food without the use of chemicals. RGF is an ISO 8001:2015
certified research and innovation company, holding numerous patents for wastewater treatment
systems, air purifying devices, and food sanitation systems. Situated in the heart of the Port of
Palm Beach Enterprise Zone, RGF Headquarters span 9 acres, with 130,000 square feet of
manufacturing, warehouse and office facilities. RGF has recently upgraded its facilities, creating
an increased vertical approach to manufacturing, further allowing the company to provide the
highest quality and best-engineered products on the market. For more information, visit
RGF.com.

#H#
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Dawne Kellz

“rom: Dawne Kelly

»ent: Thursday, April 8, 2021 8:03 AM

To: David Harris; Laberge, Richard F.

Subject: Re: 2013032 Ph5090 E Schodack WWTP Disinfection - Income Survey for EPG Grant

I will check on this. Not sure we have approved this yet.

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
Get Qutlook for Android

From: Laberge, Richard F. <rflaberge@labergegroup.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 5:14:32 PM

To: David Harris <david.harris@schodack.org>

Cc: Dawne Kelly <dawne.kelly@schodack.org>

Subject: FW: 2013032 Ph5090 E Schodack WWTP Disinfection - Income Survey for EPG Grant

Dave:

I didn’t see this on the agenda for tomorrow night. Was it approve in March?
Please let me know what is up with this concept.

Rich

‘rom: Laberge, Richard F.

-ent: Thursday, March 11, 2021 12:37 PM

To: David Harris (david.harris@schodack.org) <david.harris@schodack.org>

Cc: Ken Holmes <ken.holmes@schodack.org>; Mike Kenney <m.kenney9@verizon.net>; Laura Palmer
<laura@schodack.org>; Allen, Nicole T. <nallen@labergegroup.com>; Dawne.Kelly@schodack.org
Subject: RE: 2013032 Ph5090 E Schodack WWTP Disinfection - Income Survey for EPG Grant

Dave:

We did hear from EFC that they anticipate another round of the Engineering Planning Grant (EPG) in the CFA round
which should be announced in May and due in July. So, we recommend with proceeding with A-D below which includes
doing an income survey. Attached is G&G's proposal to do so. | know you are meeting tonight, but if it can make it on
the next Town Board agenda, it would keep us moving and clarify that those residents are eligible.

Please let me know this is how we should proceed.

Thanks
Rich

‘om: Laberge, Richard F.
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2021 9:07 AM

To: Ken Holmes <ken.holmes@schodack.org>; David Harris (david.harris@schodack.org} <david.harris@schodack.org>;

1




Laura Palmer <Jaura@schodack.org>
Subject: 2013032 Ph5090 E Schodack WWTP Disinfection

Good Morning....

After our call yesterday, | spoke with Carrie Buetow of NYSDEC around noon and we discussed
the following:

1. She wasn’t sure there would be another round this year as we thought/think there
is. The Engineering Planning Grant (EPG) is from federal funds. She wasn’t sure if the
current round was from the Federal Fiscal Year 2020, 2021, or both. If the current
round is FFY 2020 only, then there may be another round this year with FFY 2021 funds.

2. The Town is in the process of getting a new SPDES permit for the facility from DEC which
is being driven by the EPA’s Environmental Benefit Permitting Strategies program.

3. Carrie believes that Ultra-violet (UV) disinfection could be installed there, but may be
more expensive. Both UV and chlorination/de-chlorination should be studied.

4. She indicated that transporting the waste to SS#6 would be an option, but that
downstream capacities would have to be proven out. She was aware of the contractual
volume limit with the Town of East Greenbush and | indicated the Towns were
discussing raising that capacity limit.

5. Carrie was aware that the September 2018 letter from NYSDEC probably got lost in the
transition between Town Supervisors.

6. Anincome survey would be needed to justify eligibility for a EPG grant, but that they
generally can only be used for up to 2 years to apply for grants, so timing of an income
survey should be figured in.

7. She indicated that the Town could request revisions to the compliance schedule
regarding the report, plans, beginning construction and completion of construction, and
justify it by explaining the timing of funding. Carrie further indicated that the final
deadline of May 2023 for completion was not likely to be altered, but the Town could
request it.

Separately, we contacted Lydia Lake of NYS Environmental Facilities Corporation regarding the
retroactivity of grant reimbursement, and she indicated “Costs are still eligible before the
grant agreement is executed, as long as the report/planning hasn’t already been completed ir
full.” We asked how far back the costs could be eligible, and she indicated that “There is no



hard time limit for consideration, but any work must comply with our program requirements
and be directly related to the scope of the grant agreement.”

As a result of the above conversations, we would recommend the following:
1. LG try to verify what FFY the current grant is using and determine if there may be
another round of EPGs this year.)
2. LG iayout a timeline based upon above including DEC milestones and potential grant
timing of applications, awards, and contracts.
3. LG be authorized to begin a Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) to determine program
costs for the disinfection options:
a. chlorination/dechlorinating
b. UV.
(We can hold our billing on this for a while until we get a final read on things and
determine how to proceed.)

If another EPG round is verified to be expected this year: _
A. An income survey should proceed to be ready for the next round of EPG.
B. Town to send a letter requesting modification of compliance dates.
C. Apply for funds to cover the disinfection PER and funds to study connecting to
SS#6. Apply for the full $30,000.
D. The PER should not be finalized until after the application is submitted.

If it is expected that an EPG round will NOT happen this year:
i. Town to send a letter requesting modification of compliance dates.
ii. Hold off on an income study until necessary for other applications.
ili.  Finalize the PER with just the disinfection

Please review the above while we try to decipher the likelihood of another EPG round this year
as that is the a key determinant as to whether to do the income survey now or later. We will
get back to you with what we find out.

Rich

Richard F. Laberge - P.E.

President

'518) 458-7112 x107
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GG

Municipal Consulting
and Grant Writing

January 28, 2021

Hon. David Harris.
Town of Schodack
265 Schuurman Road
Castleton, NY 12033

Re: Median Household Income (MHI) Survey-East Schodack Sewer District
Supervisor Harris:

This letter of agreement serves to outline the terms under which G&G Municipal Consulting
and Grant Writing (hereinafter referred to as “G&G”) would perform services for the Town
of Schodack (“the Town”) and the reciprocating responsibilities to be provided by the Town
to ensure success of the project.

PURPOSE
G&G shall conduct an Income Survey (“survey”) to determine the Median Household
Income (MHI) a of the East Schodack Sewer District.

The MHI is used by State and Federal programs such as USDA Rural Development (RD),
and NYS EFC to assess funding program eligibility.

DELIVERABLES
G&G will perform the following:

1. Explain the purpose and benefits of the survey, explain the survey form, outline the
survey strategy, and answer all survey related questions,

2. Obtain survey authorization if necessary.

3. Draft the survey per State and Federal guidelines and confidentiality mandates.

4. Prior to distribution, G& G will randomly number each survey with the correlated
address so that households will not be resurveyed.

5. Conduct and coordinate the survey mailing. Each mailing to all known households in
the service area will include a cover letter (approved by the Town), survey form, and
a self-addressed stamped envelope (SASE).

6. If necessary, conduct at least two (2) door to door canvassing events of non-

respondents to ensure the necessary return rate percentage (per state and

federal guidelines) is achieved. G&G firmly believes the only way to obtain a

JSavorable MHI is by going door to door.

Tabulate all survey returns to calculate the MHI.

Provide to the Town and any funding agencies, a findings summary, letter report,

survey methodology, and any other documentation required by the funding agencies.

%0 N

www.ggprocess.com | jay@ggprocess.com | (585) 368-8866
P.O. Box 39 | 131 South Union Street Suite EB | Spencerport, NY 14559



Municipal Consulting
0 and Grant Whiting

9. Raw survey data is proprietary to G&G, pursuant to grant funding entity rules and
regulations. Raw data will not be shared with third parties.

10. G&G will extrapolate data from the overall survey into future smaller service areas
(at no additional charge) with the understanding by the Town that a smaller
household universe size may require additional door to door canvassing, which may
incur possible additional charges to be determined at that time.

11. G&G will maintain general business liability insurance, errors and omissions
insurance, workers compensation and corporate vehicle insurance.

Town Responsibilities:

1. Provide a master list of all residences in the survey area in spreadsheet format. A fee
of up to $450.00 may apply if the municipality is unable to supply the list.

2. Promote and advertise that G&G is performing the survey and urge all residents
receiving a survey to accurately complete and return the survey form in a timely
manner. The survey will be noted at Town meetings, posted in Town offices, local
print and/or other methods as appropriate. G&G will provide a sample press release.

3. Review and revise as appropriate, the draft cover letter created by G&G promoting
the purpose and importance of the survey. The cover letter wilt be on Town letterhead
and used with the mailing of the survey.

4, Assist G&G with suggestions to maximize response efficiency.

COST:
There are approximately 28 households in the proposed service area. This quote will be
tentatively based on the number of households initially provided. A successful survey will

require extensive door to door canvassing by G&G staff.

Fee:
$1,790.00 + Postage

Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to being of service to you and your
municipality. Please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.

Respectfully,

A

Jay Grasso

www.ggprocess.com | jay@ggprocesscom | (585) 368-8866
P.O. Box 39 | 131 South Union Street Suite E8 | Spencerport, NY 14559
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Municipal Consulting
and Grant Writing

The Town of Schodack represents and warrants G&G Municipal Consulting and Grant
Writing, that the individual executing this Letter of Agreement on behalf of the Town is duly
authorized to execute and deliver this agreement, and that the terms enclosed are binding on
the Town.

TERMS:
30% down
70% upon completion

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the parties hereto have executed this Letter of Agreement as of
the date of its signing.

Town of Schodack

By: (print) (signature)

Date:

Title:

G&G Municipal Consulting and Grant Writing

By: (print) (signature)

Date:

Title:

www.ggprocess.com | jay@ggprocess.com | {585) 368-8866
P.C. Box 39 | 131 South Union Street Suite E8 | Spencerport, NY 14559
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April 16, 2021

VIA EMAIL & MAIL
David Harris, Supervisor
Town of Schodack
265 Schuarman Road

Castleton, New York 12033

Re:  Proposed Addendum 2021-06
GEIS/Shovel Ready Initiative
Town of Schodack, New York

Dear Supervisor Harris:

As we discussed, the Center for Economic Growth has received funding from the Rensselaer County
Industrial Development Agency (RCIDA) and National Grid (NG) to identify larger development parcels
in the US Route 9 corridor and try to advance studies to make them more shovel-ready for future
commercial development. They intend to compute this information in a Generic Environmental Impact
Statement format in order to attract interested developers.

Their consultant has requested our assistance due to our extensive knowledge of the Town and its
infrastructure, codes, etc. In addition, we previously presented a similar concept to the RCIDA over five
years ago and are familiar with their requirements as well. Unfortunately, there is no budget for our services
in their program and they are asking the Town to cover our costs. We have only a vague idea of how much
effort will be needed at this time, so we recommend that a budget of $10,000 be set up for us to provide
services on an hourly, as needed basis.

Enclosed, please find a contract addendum for these services and the description of the project we were
provided.

Please contact us with any questions or comments.

Very truly yours,
LABERGE GR

By: )
/" Richard F. Laberge, P.E.

President
RFL: jkb
Encs.
C: Town Board w/encs. (via email only)
Dawn Kelley (via email only)
Nadine Fuda (via email only)

Paul Harter, w/encs. (via email only)
F\Mkig\Business Development\Government Orgenizations\S\Schodack - Town\Proposals\2021 GEIS Shovel Ready Site Assigance\Proposed Addendim 2021-
06.docx

4 Computer Drive West - Albany, New York 12205 » (518) 458-7112 « Fax (518) 458-1879
www.labergegroup.com



CONTRACT ADDENDUM NO. 2021 - 06
(Assistance to CEG for GEIS/ “Shovel Ready” Sites)

DATED: April 16, 2021
TO

Agreement for Professional Services
(Original agreement date: January 3, 2011)

The original Agreement, between Town of Schodack, Rensselaer County, New York, the OWNER and
Laberge Group, the ENGINEER is hereby amended as follows:

This Addendum authorizes services for planning, coordination, general engineering and consultation
related to assisting the Center for Economic Growth’s consultant in preparing the study outlined in
the attached.

Fee for said services shall be an hourly basis plus expenses not to exceed $10,000 for 2021.

This Addendum shall be attached to and form a part of the Contract Documents.

TOWN OF SCHODACK

BY:

David Harris, Supervisor

LABERGE GROUP

BY: 7z %
# Richard F. Eaberge, P.E., President

:‘\Mktg\Business Development\Government Organizations\S\Schodack - Town\General Information\Contract & Contract Relatedi202 1\ ADDENDUM
2021-06 CEG GEILS Assist.docx




Schodack |-90 Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS)
Schodack, NY

Project Summary

March 11, 2021

Overview

The Route 9 Corridor in the Town of Schodack offers tremendous opportunity to take advantage of the logistics
market. Access to two Interstate 90 interchanges, undeveloped land, large water supply and existing zoning offer
the potential to develop multiple light manufacturing, light industrial and logistics-based uses. However, with time
to market a key criterion in site selection by developers, pre-permitting multiple sites is required for the corridor to
compete in the logistics market. To that end. the goal is to complete the State Environmental Quality Review {SEQR)
on up to ten (10) potential sites to improve overall competitiveness for future site selection.

Study Area

An initial Study Area, which encompasses approximately 6,000 acres, has been established. The Study Area is
generally defined by Exit 11 to the north, Exit B-2 to the south, Interstate 90 to the west, and several private parcel
boundaries to the east. A majority of the Study Area is zoned to support a variety of light industrial uses but there
are large tracks of undeveloped land zoned RA included in the Study Area. The RA Zoned land will be evaluated for
rezoning to light industrial uses. Zoning recommendations will also be provided for potential PDD’s, mixed use
development and workforce housing.

Process
It is expected that the overall process will take from 12 to 18 months. The process would have three primary steps

with the Rensselaer County IDA acting as Lead Agency for the SEQR process.

Step 1 — Opportunities and Constraints Analysis — Using GIS based mapping, the Bohler team will complete a

comprehensive screening of the corridor for environmental opportunities and constraints (e.g., wetlands, streams,
steep slopes, poor soils etc.) to identify up to 10 Preferred Development Sites, each with a minimum of 100 buildable

dacres

Step 2 — Parcel Control — The Rensselaer County IDA would undertake discussions with landowners to secure
options/control of Preferred Development Sites.

Step 3 — Generic Environmental Statement Process — The Bohler team would prepare a Draft GEIS, complete public

comment period, prepare a Final GEIS and draft a Statement of Findings. The Statement of Findings will establish
environmental thresholds for Preferred Development Sites and provide zoning and/or infrastructure
recommendations for the Study Area.

BOHLER/



Dawne Kellx

From: Laberge, Richard F. <rflaberge@labergegroup.com>

Sent: Friday, April 16, 2021 11:20 AM

To: David Harris

Cc: Jim Bult; Mike Kenney; Scott Swartz (scottswar@gmail.com); Tracey Rex; Dawne Kelly;
Paul Harter; Nadine Fuda

Subject: Proposed Contract Addendum - CEG Shovel Ready Assistance

Attachments: Proposed Addendum 2021-06.pdf

Good Morning:

Attached is a proposed contract addendum for our services and cover letter explaining what
the Center for Economic Growth is planning and that they need some assistance with. Please
feel free to contact me with any questions.

Thanks,

Rich

Richard F. Laberge - P.E.

President
(518) 458-7112 x107
1964 - 2019 | L-aberge Group
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Y
~ Town of Schodack
Highway Department
3776 U.S. Route 20
Nassan, N.Y. 12123
KENNETH J. HOLMES TELEPHONE: (518) 766-4000
Superintendént of Highways FAX: (518) 766-7590
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD
Attn: Nadine Fuda
Attn: Steve Hart
Subject: Hart Business Park
Date: February 22, 2021
I met with Steve Hart on February 19, 2021 to discuss the potential for 8 90°x 90" area to be donaied to the

town by the developer of the Hart Business Park. The land is Jocated at the end of Birchen Bend. The
town could ultimately use the land to construct a turn-around for plow trueks.

We currently turn our trucks around in the driveways of residents who are not opposed to us doing so.
The construction of a turn-around would eliminate the potential for personal property damage and greatly
enhance our operations.

My letter is in suppozt of the land donation and its intent. 1 understand the Town Board as the final
approval authority,

= 4 Great Place to Live and Work"”



New York State Depariment of Stats

il Divislon of Cormorations, State Records and Uniform Commercial Cade
Local LaW F ” l ng One Commercs Plaza, 99 Washington Avenue
www.dos.ny.gov

PLEASE OBSERVE THESE INSTRUCTIONS
FOR FILING LOCAL LLAWS WITH THE SECRETARY OF STATE

1. Each local law shalt be filed with the Secretary of State within 20 days after its final
adoption or approval as required by section 27 of the Municipal Home Rule Law. The cited
statute provides that a local law shall not become effective before it is filed in the office of the
Secretary of State.

2. Each local law to be filed with the Secretayy of State shall be an original cerfified copy.

3. Each local law shall be fiied on a form provided by the Department of State. If additional
pages are required, they must be the same size as the form. Typewritten copies of the text
may be attached fo the form. Only legible copies will be accepted.

4, File only the number, fitle and text of the local law.

5. In the case of a local law amending a previously enacted local law, the text must be that of
the law as amended. Do not include any matter in brackets, with a line through it, italicized or
underscored to indicate the changes made. The printed number of the bill and explanatory
matter must be omitted.

6. For the purpose of filing a local law with the Department of State, number each local law
consecutively, beginning with the number one for the first local law filed in each calendar
year. The next number in sequence should be applied to each local law when i is submitted
for filing, regardless of its date of Introdugction or adopfion. The date of filing of a local law is
the date on which the local law is placed on file by the Department.

It is suggested that municipalities use introductory identifying bill numbers for proposed local
laws. After the local law Is enacted (and approved by the voters, if required), the local law
should then be numbered with the next congsecutive local law number, as described above,
and then submitted to the Department for filing.

7. Each copy of a local law filed with the Secretary of State shall have affixed to it a
certification by the Clerk of the County iegislative body or the City, Town or Village Clerk or
other officer designated by the local [egislative body. Certification forms are provided

herewith.

8. A copy of each local law may be malled or delivered to:

NY$S Department of State
Division of Corporations, State Records and Uniforrm Commercial Code

One Commerce Plaza, 99 Washington Avenue
Albany, NY 12231.

(DO NOT FILE THIS INSTRUCTION SHEET WITH THE LOCAL LAW.)

DOS-0238- (Rav. 04/14) Page 10of4



New York State Department of State

Division of Corporations, State Records and Uniform Commercial Gode
One Commerce Plaza, 89 Washington Avehue

Albany, NY 12231-0001

Loca’ LaW F iling | www.dos.ny.gov

(Use this form to file a local law with the Secretary of State.)

Text of law should be given as amended. Do not include matter being eliminated and do not use
italics or underlining to indicate new matter.

[JCounty [JCity [<Town [ Village

{Select one:}

of Schodack

Local Law No. 2 of the year 2021

A local law l;:;nding the Town of Schodack Zoning Coda and Creating a New Planned Development
District, PD-2, known as Hart Business Park

Be It enacted by the T0Wn Board of the

{Name of Legisiative Body)

[JCounty [City [XTown [ |Village
(Select one:)
of Schodack as follows;

Section 1. Title

The title of this local law shall be: “A Local Law Amending the Town of Schodack Zoning Code and Creating a New
Planned Development District, PD-2, known as Hart Business Park."

Section 2. Purpose and Findings

The Town Board is permitted to establish zoning districts known as Planned Development Districts ("PD") to provide
flexible land use and design regulations through the use of performance criteria and land impact considerations, so
that developments incorporating individuat building sites, common property, singular land use, and/or mixed land
uses may be planned and developed as a unit. The Town Board hereby finds and determines that the application
submitted by Hartland Associates, Inc./Donald Hart, on a portion of lands now or praviously swned by Hartiand
Associates, Inc., on the tract or parcel of land located off State Route 9 In the Town of Schodack, Tax Map No.
200.00-8-6.12, has undergone the applicable process and meets the requirements for a PD as set forth in Article XII
of the Town of Schodack Zoning Law, Chapter 219, as so noled on the Town Zoning Map, on file in the office of the
Town Clerk. The Town Board further finds that the Town Flanning Board, acting as lead agency under & coordinated
SECGR review, properly issued & negative declaration and the Town Board hereby confirms that determination as an

involved agency.

(if additlonal space Is needed, attach pages the same size as this sheet, and number each.)

DOS-0230-H (Rev, 0414) Page 2 of 4



Section 3. Statutory Authority

This local law is enacted under the authority of Subparagraphs (a)(12) and (d)(3) of the
Municipal Home Rule Law § 10(1)(ii), Municipal Home Rule Law § 22, General Municipal Law
Article 12-B and the Schodack Zoning Code Article XII and Section 219-39.3.

Section 4. Intent to Amend Existing Zoning Law

This Local Law No. 2 of 2021 is intended to amend the existing Town of Schodack Zoning Law
(first adopted as Local Law No. 4 of 1986, as amended) and the corresponding Zoning Map that
accompanies that Zoning Law.

Section 5. Severability

If any section, clause or provision of this chapter or the application thereof to any persons is
adjudged invalid, the adjudication shall not affect other sections, clauses or provisions or the
application thereof that can be sustained or given effect without the invalid section, clause or
provision or application, and to this end the various sections, clanses or provisions of this chapter
are declared to be severable.

Section 6. Effective Date

This Local Law shall take effect immediately upon filing in the office of the New York State
Secretary of State in accordance with Section 27 of the Municipal Home Rule Law.



(Complete the certification In the paragraph that applles to the filing of this local law and
strike out that which Is not applicable.)

1, {Final adoption by local legislative body only.}

1 hereby certify that the local law annexed hereto, deslgnated as local law No. of 20 of
the (County)(City)(Townj(Vlllage) of was duly passed by the
Rismo of Logisialive oh 20 , in accordance with the applicable
provisions of law,

2. {Passage by local leglslative body with approval, no disapproval or repassage aftor disapproval by the Electlve

Chief Executive Officer™.)
| hereby certify that the local law annexed hereto, designated as local law Ne. of 20 of
the (County)(City)(Town){Village) of _ was duly passed by the
on 20 , and was (approved)(not approved)
(Name of Legislative Body)
(repassed after disapproval) by the and was deemed duly adopted
(Elective Chisf Executive Officer”)
on 20| | | in accordance w ith the applicable provisions of law.
3. (Final adoption by referendum.)
| hereby certify that the local law annexed hereto, designated as local law No. of 20 of
the (County)(City)(Town)(Village) of was duly passed by the
on 20 , and was (approved)(not approved)
(Narne of Legisiative Body)
(repassed after disapproval) by the on 20
(Elective Chief Executive Officer’)

Such local law was submitted to the people by reason of a {mandatory)(permissive} referendum, and received the affirmative
vote of a majority of the qualified slectors voting thereon at the (general)(special)(annual) election held on

20 , In accordance with the applicable provisions of law.

4. (Subject to permissive referendum and final adoption because no valid petition was filed requesilng roferendum.)

| hereby certify that the local law annexed hereto, designated as local law No. of 20 of ,

the (County)(City){Town}{Village) of was duly passed by the

(Fiaie o Logiaraties Bodb) on 20 , and was (approved){nct approvad)

(repassed after disapproval) by the _ R on _ 20 . Such local
(Elective le'ef Execulive Officer®)

law was subject to permissive referendum and no vaiid pefition requesting such referendum was filad as of

20_____, In accordance with the applicable provisions of faw.

* Elactive Chief Executive Officer means or includes the chief executive officer of acounty slected on a county-wide basis or, If there
be none, the chairperson of the county legistative body, the mayor of a city or village, or the supervisor of a town where such officer is
vested with the power to approve or veto local [aws or ordinances.

DOS-0230-H (Rev. Daf14) Page 3 of 4



&. (Clty local law concerning Charter revision proposed by petition.)

I hereby certify that the local law annexed hereto, designated as local law No. of 20 of
the City of having besn submitted to referendum pureuant to the provisions of section (36)(37) of
the Municipal Home Rule Law, and having received the affirmative vote of a majerity of the qualified electors of such cliy voting

thereon at the (special)(general) election held on 20 , became operafive.

6. (County local law concerning adoption of Charter.)

1 hereby certify thet the local law annexed hereto, designated as local law No of20______ of
the County of State of New York, having been submitied to the electors at the General Electionof
November 20 pursuant to subdivisions 5 and 7 of section 33 of the Municipal Home Rule Law, and having

received the affirmative vote of a majority of the qualified electors of the cities of sald county as a unit and a majority of the
qualified electors of the towns of seid county considered as a unit voting at sald general election, became operafive.

(If any other authorized form of final adoption has been followed, please provide an appropriate certification.)
t further certify that | have compared the preceding local law with the original on file In this office and that the same is a
correct transcrpt therefrom and of the whole of such original local law, and was finally adopted in the manner Indicated in

paragraph above,
Clerk of the county legislative body, Cily, Town or Village Clerk or
officer designated by local lagisiative body
{Seal) Date:

DOS-0230-f-1 (Rev. 04/14) Page 4 of 4
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March 31, 2021
VIA EMAIL & MAIL
Denise Mzyrer, Chairparson
Town of Schodack Planning Board
265 Schanrman Road
Castleton, New York 12033
Re:  PD-2 Review & SEQRA
Hart Business Park
SPB #2020-29
Town of Schodack Planning Board
Dear Chairman Mayrer;

We are in receipt of a letter dated February 24, 2021 from Hart Engineering, Part 1 of a Full Environmental
Assessment Form (FEAF) signed 2/12/21 and a revised set of plans, dated 2/18/20 and 12/4/20. We offer
the following comments:

L.

4,

The application is for a PD-2 designation on the parcel currently zoned PD-3. The applicant has
listed the proposed uses under the proposed PD-2,

The applicant has identified the maximum amount of floor.ares that they are requesting for the
Planned Development to be 100,000 square feet of floor area.

We note that at the time of site plan approval, that the applications will be subject to the Town’s
Water Quality Control Act (WQCA) and will likely require Special Permits under that Town law.
If the applicants belicve they or their successors will ever ask to have the roadway dedicated to the
Town, it should be built to Town standards, under Town supervision.

SEQORA Recommendgtion

We recommend the Planning Board issue a Negative Declaration under SEQRA for this project. Attached
for your review and use is a Full EAF with Paris 1, 2, and 3 completed including reasoning supporting the
Negative Declaration. If the Planning Board issues & Negative Declaration, the involved agencies should

be notified and the Declaration needs to be published in the Environmental Notice Bulletin,

Recommendation for PD Application Certification to the Town Board

The project is subject to §219-39.3 of the Town’s zoning law. As such, the application must substantially
comply with the process for planned developments in Article XII of the zoning law including referral by
the Planning Board of the application to the Town Board for approval of the proposed PD-2 designation.
Provided that the Board completes the SEQRA process as recommended above, we find the application to
be complete, and we further recommend certification of the application by the Planning Board to the Town
Board.

APR 1= 2021

4 Computer Drive West - Albany, New York 12205 - (516) 4587112 - Fax (518) 4581879 & v o
www.labergegroup.com




Denise Mayrer, Chairperson
March 16,2021
Page 2 of 2

Recommendation for a Favorable Recommendation of the PD Application to the Town Board

Lastly, after review of the material submitted, we find the following:
a) The plan conforms with the Town’s Comprehensive Plan.
b) The plan meets the plans and objectives and general criferia of §219-32.2 and §219-39.3.
¢) The plan concept is sound and meets local and area wide aeeds.
d) The plan, when approved by the Planning Board, will provide adequate physical and human
protections.

As such, we recommend that the Planning Board make a favorable recommendation to the Town Board
regarding the applicant’s PD-2 application.

Assuming favorable Town Board consideration of the PD Application, the applicant should submit the
required/requested information, along with site plan and WQCA special permit applications, to the Planning
Board for further review. Pleass contact out office with any questions or comments on the above.

Very truly yours,
LABERGE GROUP
By:
/ Richard F. Laberge, PE. -
President
RFL: bnl
Enc,

C: David Harris, Supervisor (w/enc, via email only)
Chris Langlois, Esq., Town Attorney (w/enc, via email only)
Craig Crist, Esq., Planning Board Attorney (w/enc, via email only)
Steve Hart, P.E., Applicant (w/enc, via email only)

1:2021006\Carrcspondence\Hart Business Park PD Revicw and SEQRA.docx



STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

NOTICE OF FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM PART 3
EVALUATION OF THE MAGNITUDE AND IMPORTANCE OF PROJECT IMPACTS AND
' DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE

Thisnoticeisissuedpursuanttomdinmordmoewith&ﬁcbsoftthewYmkStateEnvironmenml
ComerwﬁmLawandthcmgulaﬁonspmmﬂgatedthaemdermdﬂfmhatTithﬁ,Pm617ofﬂ1eNew
YorkGodeofRﬂmandRegdaﬁms(wﬂwﬁvdy,meSmmemﬂQuﬁtyReﬁmAa,m
“SEQRA”). The Town of Schodack Planning Board (the “Planning Board™}, acting as Lead Agency in a
Cmdhawdkeﬁw,hasddemmedmmmcmpmdmﬁmdmcdhdbdowﬁﬂmhvemyﬁgniﬂnm
adveree envirommental impacts, that a Negative Declaration of Environmental Bignificance should be
iasuod,andthatanﬂEnvimnmmmlhnpaﬂStatemeﬂnedmtbepmpuei

Project Name: Hart Rt, 9 Buginess Park

SEQRA Status: Type I: NO Unlisted: YES
Conditioned Negative Declaration: NO

Location: U.S. Rt. 9, 1000* North of Birchen Bend Road, Town of Schodack, New York (Tax ID 200.—
9-6.12)

Description of Action:

Donald Hart (the “Applicant” or “Project Sponsar™) is proposing to develop end construct a
business park and private drive, as well as required septic gystems and wells, stormwater facilities,
associated removal of trees and for the development of a buginess park with 3 to 5 separate lots as a Planned
Development (PD-2) overlay (“the Project”). The project is located on a site that is 25 acres and the great
majority of'the site is open land. After the removal of trees to facilitate development and the aforementioned
mﬁmmmﬂWmmeﬁwwdnbemmmuciﬂlydwdopedmthmwdwithitbdng
projected that 14+ acres will still be wooded and 44 acres to be meadows (the “Project Site”). The Project
Site is currently zoned Planned Development 3 (“PD-3").

In addition to Town Board’s approval for the PD-2 and the Planning Board’s approval of
subdivision, simplmapprovdmdthespedgluupmitfmtthatuQuﬂﬁytholM,mefolhvﬁng
permits/approvals are also needed far the Project as intended: Rensselaer County 239-m referral, Rensselaer
CountyI-IeaIthDepamnantappmvalforthcpmpoaedwellsmdupﬁcsyat. NYSDOT and NYSDEC
approvals are also needed.

Reasons Supporting This Determination: See the Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) Part 2 as well
as the attached Part 3, Reasons Supporting SEQRA Negative Declaration, which detailg the Planning



Board's analysis, reasoning, and conclusions in making its determination of environmental significance.
The Planning Board has carefully considered the criteria for determining significance as set forth in SEQRA
regulations at 6 NYCRR § 617.7, and has thoroughly evaluated the Project's potential environmental
impacts as identified in Fyll EAF Parts 2 and 3.

Lead Agency:

Town of Schodack Planning Board
265 Schumrman Road
Castleton, NY 12033

For Further Information:

Contact Person: Nadine Fuda, Director of Planning for the Town of Schodack
Address: 265 Schuurman Road, Castieton, NY 12033
Telephone: (518) 477-7938

Copies of this Notice have been sent to:

Town of Schodack Town Board

Town of Schodack Planning Board

Town of Schodack Highway Department

Renssclacr County Planning Board (Economic Development and Planning)
NYS Department of Transportation

New York State Department of Health

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
U. S. Army Corps of BEngineers

Castleton Volunteer Fire Department

Castleton Volunteer Ambulance Service, Inc.



ASSESSMENT FORM
EVALUATION OF THE MAGNITUDE AND IMPORTANCE OF PROJECT IMPACTS
AND DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE
REASONS SUPPORTING SEQORA NEGATIVE DECLARATION
T RT. 9 BUS!

Introduction

The Planning Board, acting as SEQRA Lead Agency, undertook a coordinated review of the
Project,anUnlisledaetiop,emsisﬁngofa+/—25amcsﬂeofwhichappmximately+l-9.5 acres will be
physically disturbed, all located on US Rt. 9, 1000° north of Birchen Bend Road, Town of Schodack,
Renssclaer County, New York (200.-9-6.12) ("Project™).

Application History
= 'Ihematterbeganviaapplicaﬁondatadkmary4,2021,whichwassubmittedandwasalsosigned
by Donald Hart. Smﬂiﬁmnsmmpmﬁedthembmimion,includingtheFuﬂEnﬁmmnenm
Assessment Form (FEAF) Part 1.

. Appﬁcmtpmmmdtheproposedpmjectwﬂ:ethingBmdattheImuy4.2021 meeting of
the Planning Board. Thereafier, the matter was sent to engineering for further review.

* Thereafter, in response thereto by letter dated February 24, 2021 from Applicant’s engincering
consultant, Hart Engineering, the Applicant responded to Laberge Group’s Jannary 26, 2021 letter
agreeing to various comments and submitting some of the requested information,

= The Applicant appeared before the Board on March 1, 2021 to discuss the project and declare their
intent to seek Lead Agency status for a coordinated review under SEQRA.

= TheTownHmnthepanmentmiﬁmdﬁalmmdmdMamhlmm,mmmdpomnﬁaﬂy
interested agencies regarding the Town’s desire to undertake a coordinated review and be
designated as lead agency in the review of the Unlisted Action.

= ByktbardatadehS,ZOZl,receiwdﬁomtheRemsdmCouﬂmeuofEmmmic
Developmentmdlening,the&momcMedthmmepmjectwouldnmhweamajorimpact
on County plans.

® By letter dated March 31, 2021, the engineers for the Town, Laberge Group submitted a review
letter recommending a Negative Declaration under SEQRA.

Discussion of Poteniial Environmental Impacis

The Planning Board has carefully considered all potential environmental impacts associgted with
therject.BcIowisadiscusofthosepotenﬁalimpacts,setfmﬂaintheorderinwhichtheymrin
the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation's {“NYSDEC”) SEQRA Full EAF Part 2.

The Project is a SEQRA Unlisted action. According to NYSDEC, “the lead agency must evaluate
information contained in the EAF, and additional applications, filings or materials, against the criteria in [6
NYCRR] 617.7 to make a determination of significance...”



The materials submitted in support of the Project Sponsor’s applications were generated, at least in
part, by licensed engineers and/or qualified consultants. The conclusions and suggested impact avoidance
measures proffered by these professionals were based on established engineering principles, industry
standards, NYSDEC and technical data, which have been verified by the Plarning Board’s own professional
engineer and were done over a significant period of time. The Town’s planning staff and the Planning Board
members, several of whom are professional engineers, also carefully and thoroughly reviewed the
application and the EAF, including the technical reposts.

During the course of the Project’s SEQRA review, the Planning Board, Town Planning staff, the
public and the applicant’s representatives engaged in an active and comprehensive evaluation of the Project
Sponsor’s submissions. As stated by the NYSDEC SEQR Handbook, “the lead agency may make a request
for any additional information reasonably necessary to make its determination.” Questions were asked,
clarifications and revisions were requested, and responses were provided.

The Plenning Board and its consulting engineer have assessed each of the potential SEQRA-related
impacts, identified its magnitude and determined the potential impact's impostance,

Lastly, the Planning Board has reviewed the criteria for determining significance contained in 6
NYCRR Part 617. This evaluation, which is based in the same information supporting its conclusions
regarding Part 2 of the Full EAF, confirms the Planning Board's conclusion that a Negative Declaration of
Significance should be isaued for the Project.

Discussion of 6 NYCRR 7 Criteria For D i i ce

The Town of Schodack Planning Board has evaluated the Project using the criteria for determining
significance identified in 6 NYCRR § 617.7(c)1) and in accordance with 6 NYCRR § 617.7(c)(2) and (3).
NYSDEC's SEQR Handbook provides “that not every conmceivable impact needs to be considered;
speculative impacts may be ignored.”

As indicated below in the discussion of each criterion specified in 6 NYCRR § 617.7(c)(l), the Project will
not have a significant adverse impact on the enviromment,

(i) a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface water quality or quantity,
traffic or noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste production; a substantial increase in
potential for erosion, flooding, ieaching or drainage problems;

The proposed project will not have a substantial adverse change in existing air quality as there are no
emissions,

It is noted that the project is in the Direct Discharge Area of the Schodack Terrace aquifer, 2 principal
aquifer, the which is protected by the Town's Aquifer Protection Law and the requirements set forth therein,
including section 223-6(c) thereof. The project site has wetlands, which the Board does not believe will be
adversely affected. The proposed project has been designed to have no effect on ground or surface water
quality or quantity, A basic sedimentation and ercsion control plan will be incorporated in the plans to be
followed during construction.

The proposed project will not have any appreciable cffect o traffic or create any noise issues. The proposed
hours of construction are Monday- Saturday 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. The project will generate very little
noise and is placed far enough away from any property/lcase lines that it will not be audible. The project
will generate little traffic except that generated during construction activities and frorn normal business
operations which will be minimal and can be accommodated by existing roads based upon the represented



nomber of trips in the Traffic Impact Assessment submitted. The areas to be cleared will still have sufficient
vegetated buffers. All lighting will be full cotoff, down lighting which will significantly reduce any lighting
spill off.

There will not be & substantial increase in solid waste generation. The project generates solid waste during
its operation commensurate with other similar commercial business operations,

Therewiﬂnotbeasubmﬁnlinmaseinpomniﬂformion.ﬂooding,Ieachingordminageproblemsas
ﬁestmnwﬂersystmnandmdingwﬂlbeduigmdinwmdmwﬁththeappﬁcabh standards. ‘The
pmposedgmdhgoftheﬁhwﬂmvmtsubsmﬁdmdmaﬁampleﬁmmdamngmuucﬁm
erosion control measures will be employed to minimize it as well,

(i)  the removal or destruction of large quantitics of vegetation or fiuna; substantial interference
with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species; impacts on a significant
habitat aren; substantisl adverse impacts on a threatened or endangered species of animal or
plant, mthehahﬁﬁofsunhaspecies;moihm'sigtﬁﬁcmadvmeimpmwmuualmsmg

While the plan does remove some vegetation on the 25 acres, it is noted that there will still be almost 11
acres of wooded land on the site after such removal. As such, 8 lerge portion of the sife is being retained
in its natural state as delineated on the plan, Since the site is part of a larger suburben/rural setting, any
existing fauna will re-cstablish themselves in adjacent arcas. The project will not have substantisl
Mfmmceu&mmemommofmyr@dchmmigworyﬁshmwﬂﬂﬂespedu;hwmnmhawmy
impacts on a significant habitet area; there are no substantial adverse impacts on a threatened or

species of animal or plant, or the habitat of such a species; and there are no other significant adverse impacts
to nataral resources,

(iif)  the impainment of the environmental characteristics of a critical environmental area as
designated pursuant to section 617.14(g) of this Part;

The project is not part of a eritical environmental ares.

(iv) thccrcationofamatmialconﬂictwithacommunﬂy'scurrmtplansmgoalsas officially
approved or adopted;

The project does not create a material conflict with a community's current plans or goals as officially
approved or adopted.

) the impairment of the character or quality of important historical, archeological, architectural,
or aesthetic resources or of existing community or neighborhood character:

The project does not impair the character or quality of important histarical, archeological, architectural, or
acsthetic resources or of existing community or neighborhood character. There is no evidence that the
project will have any impact on archaeological and/or historic resources listed in or eligible for the New
York State and National Registers of Historic Places. While the proposed use will remove scme meadow
land,mostot‘thatlandwillbebecomelawnsmditisftu'thcrnotedthattheamountofamesusedﬁorroads,
building and other paved ar impervious surfaces will increased by only 4.9 acres.



(vi)  amajor change in the use of either the quantity or type of energy;
The project will not create a major change in the use of either the quantity or type of energy.

(vi) the creaticn of a hazard to human health;

The profect will not create a hazard to human health. It has been designed in accordance with applicable
regulations and standards.

(viif) a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land including agricultural, open space
or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses;

The project will not create a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land inchuding agricultural,
open space or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses;

(ix) the encouraging or attracting of a large number of people to a place or places for more than a
few days, compared to the number of people who would come to such place absent the action;

The project will not encourage or attract 2 large number of people.

x) the creation of a material demand for other actions that would result in one of the above
consequences;

The project will not create a material demand for other actions that would result in one of the above
consequences.

(xi)  changes in two or more elements of the environment, ne one of which has a significant impact
on the environment, but when considered together result in a substantial adverse impact on the
envirotiment; or

The project will not create changes in two or more elements of the environment, no one of which has a
significant imtpact on the environment, but when considered together result in a substantial adverse impact
on the environment,

(xii} two or more related actions undertaken, funded or approved by an agency, none of which has
or would have a significant impact on the environment, but when considered cumulatively
would meet one or more of the criteria in this subdivision.

The project as described above is expressly noted to include the site development of us to five separate sites
within the proposed business park. All of same have been considered together as part of the subject Project.
As such, it does not involve two or more related actions undertaken, funded or approved by an agency, none
of which has or would have a significant impact on the environment, but when considered cumulatively
would meet one or more of the criteria in this subdivision.



Conclusion

The Planning Board, nﬂingmLeadAgmyinaOoordinadeeviewunderSEQRA,hasthomnghly
evaluatod all aspects of the Project and carefully reviewed all relevant materials. For the reasons set forth
abow.ﬁmPlanningBoudhasdetmminedthuthehojectwmnothﬂeﬂnyiisﬂiﬁﬁntadvmeimpmon
the mvﬁmmcm.Asamuh,aNegaﬁveDeclmaﬁonwdﬂbeﬁledanddistibuwdpmmmtto SEQRA
rcgulaﬁms.andaDraftEnvimnmenmlImmaSMementneednotbepmparei

T2021006\Cosrenpondence\ SEQRA Related\Negative Declarstion— Hart Business Pack 3-30-21.doox



Full Enviroamentul Asitsswient Fornt
Part 1 - Project and Setting APR 1% 202

Instructions. for Completing Part | E‘fﬁﬁ?”:’s%omﬂx
Pust 1 is ti o conipletiil by thieayipticant.or projéit spanizr. Respoists beoboniz part of the peplicarins Bth iz
sire swljedt i pubIiE roviow, eid may-be sabject to furthor varifivation. ; “omplcasion gl S i,

Complete: bart. | basedon infovmation swnttly available. If sdditional resoerdh oeirvestigetian wenlq be .

ﬁg&-ﬂmmﬁmwmbﬂu?mmmmmm% e
-peasonably-avai ponsot; ‘when possib ﬂ“ﬂlbwﬂm e .

rphﬁwﬂﬂlydawhpﬂidhﬁnm ;oo o i oy findlezs whinh would be necoasary fo

Applicatty/ipohics oust costplets-all tems in Sectivs A & B, In Sections €, D.& E, most kéms iomalp an ini queation
must be angwersd aithér“Yes® dr "N, . If the unswek to'the inftlal question ifi‘-"lt’!. completo thay :ub-qu:(::m';lm %.ﬁl'?tm
myruwlniﬂnlqwﬁon&“hh“;.p;qqeadmﬂmmm wﬂmhpkﬁwmmh-mmiﬂmw ‘
additional infymation, Section Gmmmmthumend siguature pf the spplicant or prajoot pontcy to verity tha the information.

A Profect nnd Applicsnt/Sponyor Informatior.

Name of Action. of Projesd:
Rousis' Biinase Park

Progect Location (deseribe, pad attych s general ication fnap):
lw._a,.iq.gus Routs b, spproximadely 1.4 miles seaily of the Hirseciion with US Routs 20

Brief Description of Preposed Action {fitciude purpose or nesd):
& proposing & buciness hark on a 25 ger paroef of fand. Mesdmum smount of bullding ecueare fribiags B 400,000 SF. Anticipited ths B io §

bulldirps may be censiruciad, Bulidngs wi} be serviced with Intividual welfa and sep!
Each éita will heva wmmm‘mmm?ﬁu-wmm m%emm

Name of Applicent/Sponsor: Teleplione: 18 35,8572

Hetfland Aseocleles-fnad; Ddgrasid Hart E-Mail; n -
Address: 456, Femdale Rd

CIHPO: Cagioton Bite: o Zip Code: -
[ Project Contact (if ant same, 28 sponsor; give name and tiiehele) Telephont: 514 985 25ro

Etaven Har TN

Addpess1  _

1968 Famdale Rd

Daslicion — Ny 12083
Property Ownet, (ifnot samie #s sponsor): Teleptione:

i : E-Mall:

Addvess: '

City/PO; Steite: Zip Colle:
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RB. Government Approvale

[ B Govérausent Appravals, Finding, of Sponsoriip. (FOing” inchales grikies, owss, W relief, od sy s Toress o7 Bl

Government Entity: Tf Yea: Wouify Agoncy ané Approvek(s) AppliFation Dute
Bequirsd {Actunl or projected)
w Gity Couose), Tovn Bosrd, EZIYelING. [Yown SoemPlomnad Davelopment i 202%
| o VilgeBoanicfTrnstens | - r
b. Clty, Townt ar Village AYesNo | piarving Boprd-Gtte s 2024
_.Fligmn‘&:d“urgmnmhﬂui s s,fg“ Pe runt -u:% .
. City, Town or DX‘H‘HNO N
3 Board of Appeale
o Qtther local agengies DOOvesCIne |
. County agegoles T¥esTING | Renassiner County Health Piptwell & adpeic roh; 2021
f. Regional 2gencles EiYesi?iNo
5. Stale agandies ﬁﬁsm NYBDOT-dsb-cul FRazma
h Fedéral agencies LIYestZINe
I Is'ths picoot site witlin n Coastil Ares;or the waterfrontérca vt s Degignited Injerd Watérway? CIYei@No
i Is the profoct sitelocsted in ¥ comsmunity with an approved Loval Watérfrint Revisdizstion Progrars? 21 Yed INo
1. . Is e prideot vite within o Cosstal Erosigh Hazand Areg? ) DYeslZTNo

€. Planning and Zoning

.1, Plannsy sind zining aetious.

Will sdministrgtiv-or logisiative-afopfion, oF. pmendment of &
snly uppeoval{sy-which must be:granted 1o ensble fhe prop

»  JF Yex, doniplte sedtions G, F and G,

= H Noygroceed 10 question C.2 and complste all rimaining sections and questions in Part 1

pction t proceed?

ue, lopal faw, Prdingnce, nue of regalation be G

KZiYes[ o

C.2. Adopted lund nsr.plang.
#:D¢ bny pinnieipally--adeptedd (city, wn, village ur Sounty, ) compeshéniive land uie planis) indhide the xite
wli::.yﬂie peopbeird dtitfon'would be locklec? ’
EYMMEGW_MMMM&MMMWW%MMW BYesINo
woild he Jocased?
[I¥esiINe,

B, Is the site of e profposed uction within atty Jocal of fegjoual spedial planning disiric (fox exaraple: Gopeawayy
Brownfield-Oppoctunlly Ares (BOAY; designated State or Fodioral heritae aros; walershed manageinent plan;,

o othefT)
1f Yy, Jontify the plan{s):

€. 1 tie piopostd antion looated Wholly or partially Within xm aré listed t uradopiod mvgitipsl Spen space fim, IV eLiN0 |
or an sdaptoid mhwvicipel Threjund protection plin? ‘
I Yos, idenyiify the plian(s):
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€8, Zonlog

= Isihe sitc of the propased sefion located In & munloipaiy with an adopted zoning lmw tr ardmsuce. EYesiNo

IFYea, whit fi thé 20nthg clasificstionts) including my.lmmhoudly-diﬁsﬂ T

FD3,.

b. 1s the use permitted or allowed by a-kpeoial qrenndﬂ:cml use permit? 2 YesTINp

gammwmnpddmww 1 Yes[INa
s,

£, What jisthis propased hiew zosiing forthe site? S22 Cveray
€4, Extuthing commmuty Seryices.

‘a, In what schon] disirict is the-project site located? Sohodeck
b. What police or othgrpublic protestion forces serve the project site?
Schsdadk
<. Which fire progéetion and emengency medical services sarve. the projoct sise?
Sohadaok Vol

d. What paike serve the project site?
Town.of Rehodeck

_ I, Project Detaily

D.1, Propaged ind Péteutial Developmént

2. What is the netures.of the propessd acfion (e.g;, residential, industrial, commercial, rocrestional; if mixed; Mmolude all
somponents)? Commaerclel

b..a. Total acreagerafthe site of the proposed action? . 26 apres
b. Total acreage io be phygically distuthed? 9% hnfrs
&. Total acrsage- (prqject sife-and any oontigiions properties) Dwited
orounﬁnlhdbyﬂn-pplimummmm —_— T2 ucres
c:!sihemosedmﬁmm expeinsion of an exdsting peoject or ust? ]_:IYuENo
L. 1f'Yes, what is the approkimute perdentage of the pioposed expansion and ideitify thie units (eg., sores, miles, housing unils,
wquae fee)? % Units®
3. I3 the proposed-action a subdivisiot, or does. it InClnde 8 subdivision? es (/No
¥es, . .
L.Pmpmcnypeuimbiivldm feg in), industtial, commercial; t:mbéed, aprcify types)
!;DWWMQ vl
i Is;dmm’mm e LNo
i, Nunber of jots A
-v. Minlimum and mx mpmedloutzu? Minbmum __ 20+ Maxhum _ Abee.
e. Will the:proposed actiop be constructed in-multiple phiiscs? MYes[INo
i Iﬂh,mtleipuudperbdnfmuﬁuﬁm worthi
it ifYes:

o 'Totil iumber of phases antloipated —

Auticipated commencethent diite-5f - phase 1 {Including-demolitio) & month _#021 yar

Assticipatod comipletion date of final phase 5 month _ 2023 yedf

Genetally deséiibs conaections or relationshipk amicug pheses, includivig oy tontingsnoies whire progréss of tné phase mdy
determihe timingzr-durstion oF fistuie phases:”
ihosee ane ot denerudslil on #ach oihér.
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If W rymberg fwopis . ]
= One Pemily, Ty Fasmiiv “Three Farmily Mufeipfs Family {fogror more)
Tisitinl Phais
At completion
ofall phasis
%Yﬂﬁhmdlﬁwwﬂmmwmmmmr CivesLiNo

£, "Total sumbsf of structures T

i, DimEnglons'(in fet) of iargest proposed strustare; 50 hiight;. 200 ividth; and 200 lengih
iii. Approxiniste éxtent of building space to be hadted or tooled: -10000 iquare feet
h: Dbes the propasied dofion Incinds construction tr gthar activitics, friat will mlbinﬁleﬁnﬁmmdm'm

Eiquids, wioh as Sroution of a witer supply, ressivoir, jjond, lake, vesto lagocn of vthet Etorape?

If Yes,

1 Pupposeof the impoundment:. - .

¥, e watgr ipoandment, the pripsipe] source of the weter: - LT Ground water TS nrfhce watee sireame L JOTwer spaciiy;

i, ifcther then watcr, identify the type of fmpounded/coneafned Tigiiitis-and thoir soures., JER

V. Approximaté-sive of the i:im:‘nsdi bipouhdment.  Volmme: e
# Dimonsions of thoproposed dém or fmpowtding strotturs: ] . : '
3. Construction Mbndlmminllﬁrﬂlepmpmd dace-or impbuntiing structure fe.y., carth fill, rock, wood, voncrete):

D& Froject Ope i it A et EO Dt

= Does the proposed sctian include sny-excavation, minng, oodredging, ¢
(Not including peneral site aration, grading or ingtallation of utilities ot
Hgnmial_swﬂlmmin onsilesw .
e

1. Whet s thé purpose of the exsavation or dredging? __
i, How much matesial (nchuding robk, earth, sediments, et5.) I proposed o b tamoved from (e site?
* ‘Volume {specify tonx or cublc yards):
»  Qverwist duntidn of fime? _
M'.MammdmﬁﬂunﬁmwihbhawwdmMphwmwmﬁmggqfﬂ;m_

iv. Will Zhars be onsito deweteriig ot processing of excavatcd matsrials? LIyed Tno
1yos; demcti

—

» Wluti_sg:rh-l mea 10 be.dredged or excavated? aces

v, What ju the meximum ares to be worked at any ane fime? aores

vil. Whai would hethe maximum depth.ofexapvation or dredging? feet O

vili. Will the cxcavafion require blasting? o] INo.
Jx. Summerize sfte reclamption poals snd pfan:

g oy existing wetlend, watorbody, shoreline, beach or.adjscen ared?
o

L. Tdentiythe vaitdnnd or waterbody whichi would be affedind (by imre; water index mmiber, weflang ap mambér orgecgraphic
descriptian):

b. Would the proposed action cause.oeresylt in alterstion of; increase ordecrease i gi2n of, or enoroachrient
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#i, Destribe how the' proposed action would affect that watesbody ot wetiaiid, e.g- exciivatiop, fill, placsment bf structyres, of
-alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterdtions and additives in square foet or acres:

i, gmhmmm cause or resnit i distarbimes 1o botiom sedhments? ' CI¥es[_ o
Yes, describe:
#v."Will the propasied nictibit cause of result in the destimetion or removal of aquetio vegetatica? OVeliNs
IfYes!

®  acreg of dquutic. vegetation priposed to be remaved:
»  dxpevied aoitabé of aquibtic végetatiol remafaing after projedt completion;,
" mmdfyopndrmm(d&buchdﬁmhmwawml bodt attiess);

»  proposedinicthod of plant removal:
Emmummmuumd,:pmﬂ'y dﬂt).
¥. Mmymmmmﬁnﬁm followltg:

& W thepropodisd atdon use, or create xnéw demdnd for waler? Avalivo
I Yes; .
i, Total anticipatad, water ussge/demand pet-day: shorace 1000 gallons/dey
Iffigwmﬁemwdmwmﬁmmnﬂmwﬂvwmm Yol
a8
»  Name of dishicl of service e
» Does the existing public waler supply have capacity w0 seive fhe proposal® Ove Mo
’ Tﬂhmﬁﬂhmﬂwﬂdﬂil}dﬁﬁﬂ? CYeelONo
s Isexpeniion of the.district,needed? ClvedTING
Do exiating linci sarve the projedtit? Dl vesTINo
m‘.rWllIlhnmﬁ;nwiﬂ\mlnmﬁudimbnmmm supply the project? . DIveés[No
I Yeg:

e. Pesoribé uxtersions o tapacity expansions propased o earve this projects

= Soyree(s) of supply forthe district _

v, Iy 2 new watpr supply districs or sarvice eres proposed o be farmed 10 serve the project sits? O YesCINo
If; Yes:.

<  Applicant/spohsot for new district;

« Datéapplication submitied orwriticipitod:

o Piopessd soirde(s) of sigiply for new.distiiet:
v. Ifa public wajer supply will not be ysed, deseribe plans to provide water supply-for the project;

W, If water supply will e ftom wells (public or private), what is the-maximum pumping capacity:

[

1f Yes;
i antic Kkl waste: peneration
it mw ufm ::ltu to be generated @P.:'Ww_;_mﬂ_— ummdwmwwm describe all components wisd
appraximate voluthes or proportions of eech):
TRy westewatar
I3 wglmmdaﬁmmmmmﬁemwmmmw OIYesiNo-
H¥Y e
& Ngmp of Westeweter treximent plant (o be useds
¢ Name of disiriet: .
*»  Doosthe mtisting waxiewater treatmont plent heve capacity 10 serve the project? O¥esTNo
»  letheprojeot site in the exiating district? D)YesINa
6 Ts expansipn of this disttict nectded? CivesNa

d. Will the proposed action gencrate liquid vitstes? Vet ING
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» Do cuiating sewer lings servethe project site? C¥esONo

- #Vi!lqﬁp-mhwmmdmwﬂhmbmmw CI¥esdo
F Yes:
o Desoribp gxtensions or capaoily expansions proposed fo servethis project:
b.mmm{w. treatiment district be fotmed 1o serve thy prvjett ske? OvesZINa
- rrer:irmploge e
a  Dnti ' sub or i H
s Whaisthé receiting water-for the vastowater dlabharge?

v. If public faoilities will not be usell, desctibe plans to-prvids westewster trotmety: fbr the project, Fncnding Enecitying Froposed.
recelving witer (nameand olassififation if surliea dischavgs or desoribe subsurfacs disposal plags):
_ _

i, Desoribo-any plhos or designs to Capiure, tecycle-or reuss Jiquld wasie:

e. Wil] the proposed 'jmdmmmmmmmmmbﬂ'maﬁwﬁ;ﬁmﬁd T DY
soivbés (Le..ditchék, pipes; kwales, Gurbs, gutters or fher concentimied fiows of idrevuter) of vori-jiding
xm(ix.-dmt’ fiow) during constricfion or ot chrstewelion?
T Yes: _
1. How niveh i surface will'the ! mmqamlhhhfwﬂmmn
— Soomie fhette 5 pores s aptince) .

e e fidtor _*35%ncres (arvel bize)
{l. Describe types.of dew polnt soorcog:niidinge. parking lots and roads

71 Whro vl the stormwainrunolt e divested (16, on-afie sformwaiar management fhwility/structyres, adjacent properies,
: , on-aite syurface waloror off-site surfaos waters)?

ernant, ifraticn

s 1fto surfhoe waters, identify receiving water boiies or vietinids:

& Will swormwater runoff How.fo adjacent propettizs? Cl YeslZIW0-
iv. Does the. ftoposst plin minimizé impervidus snrfaces, use peivicus matériale or colléct smd re-tise Stoniivitei? |71 Ves o
f. Dogs the proposed sctiont include, or Wil it uge cp-site, one ar more sources of i smissions, inclding foel
" ;qmbsqlion. wagiz inoineratinn, ar ofhar processes or-opemtions?
- n’ = M . g » .
{. Mobile during prolect operations (c.g., hepvy equipmet, fitet ar.delivery vehicles)

i, Stationnry soudoes diting constriclinl (6.8, PoWer genemation. structiral heAting beikh pinot; onishe}
fii. Stationaty stRises during uperations (e.g., procésd cririssivs, arge bollers, cleiiic geociafion)

£ Will sty gir tmission souross namet. ih 2. (sbove), zequire  NY Staie Alr Regimustion, Al Fectlity Permlt,  [T¥eala®a
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV o "Title V Permit?
IfYea:
4 In the project site iopated in an Air quality nom-stipinmeni srea? (Ares routinely or periodically filliwomeet  EIYes[INo
ambirent air gnility stendardy for all orseme paris of the _
i, In addition w-emissions-es caléulsted In e spplication, fhic project will generije:
Tomafycir (short tonsyf Carbion Dloxide (CO;)
Tons/yeur (shart fies) of Nitrons Oxtide (4.0)
Toni/year (thort i) df Perfliwtasrboos. (PFCE)
o Tons/year (short tonf) 6F Suitfitr Heiiaffuoridé (SEQ
 “Fowiyear{shorttuns) of Carbin Dituide equivalerit of Hydrafiouracarbotis (RECs)
Tons/year (short vons) of Huzardous Air Poliuiarits (HAPs)
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" {0 G peoyromed dtion o Sl ot (TG, e e e L
ml‘,r:ﬁlls,mwnm ies)?

tsmuemﬂ:mguuuhin tonsfyear {metric):

M@gwmmmmﬁmhmmmhﬂedmmmm(m combustipn tq geperate heat or

1. Will the: propused sotion result in fha relopan of air pollutants Trom open-nixaperations of processss, such ax CVedfite . |

querty-or Iandfill ¢
wammmmwmmm(%mmmwm

i Wil #ction resulf in n substantizl incresse in Gaffic above Levets tuibstential No

i nwﬁﬁmﬁf:ﬂ result in - in prosent r generaie L)¥esld)

| 1£¥es:

;,wunnsmmmwmanmwm OMoming  [Evenlng.  [IWeekend

I Rendamiy begween howrs 67
H;Fwenmumﬂmvhhonly.mdmdnmhrofmmndlypq(p.;:.mmlimlmmdmmnkl).

§L'Parking spacesy  Exigtiog . Proposed Net incresse/decrease .
¥ Do the. propossd action’t inclifde any shared ude pnimg? ﬁ;uﬂm
% ifthe proposad astion inchudes any micdification of existing roads, sivdtion of new mdsorwhnp ifi-existing, access, deicribe:

v, mmdmmﬂmmmmmmnmmwmwmmmmr “YesCINe
W/ Wit the propoeed setion inehude aciess to public transportation or sosommiodations for useoF hyliid, electric
‘of biher alternative fneled velhicles?
Wi, Will'the pfoposed acfioif laclude plang ﬁu'pndesmmox bwyehmodﬂiom for conmentions 1o exigting E]Y-ul:lNo
pedesrian orbicysls routes?

k. Will the proposed sctlont (for commercis] or industrial pebjects unly) generate new or additional demshd el

n;‘grﬂﬂmﬁ
es:
1 Eatimate aqunal elecirisity demand duzing operation of the proposed estion:

TRD
i}; Anticipated souwrces/supplierk of electricity for té project {t.g,, on-siie combustion, on-site beneivable, via ghid/local ufility, or
othet}:

Notlohe] Grkd exitls t piopety frinloige
1iL-'Will the propbied astion require o new, or i ypgrade, to an exikting substition? “Llvedsive
I, Hbura-of opéraion. Antwer all items which
"1 Duriig Construction:. Y i, Iuiting Operation:
¢ Monday - Fridsy:, Tam - Bom ~  Moiday - Fiday: Tani - Gpm
. Saturday: Bern - Bpin *  Satimdegz Bam. - 3pm
s Bunday: na e Stthy:
Holidays: na *  Hofidays: J
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e e e e

. WiHlL Emmmmw

“AYes o
L y:ﬁ»nbemdﬂ lnuﬁnn(ﬁ). h@u oF Gture(s), direbtfonitalm, had proxinity to neareit dcoupiied structutis:

Iﬂ'ﬂ,duulbe posdble Sources, potential and driretion of sdor and
fidiehicy cihissions, and groxiinity tonemest

. Will proposed sstion remmove exiating nagum] bartiers that eould sct 85 light bamier or screen? A YesINe
Blescribe: rgnimal irae gigaring
0. Does-fhe propased sichiom haves the poteritialto pétidube odors for mare, than_one Bour per diy? . [1¥esiZlbin

"5, Will the aotioii tnchudo any bulk sitFage of petaotear {obénbined ofover 1,100 gallonl)  LIYeslNo.
p-m_ propated i fage of p capadity l jailon) el

wluuhtlmc.mmf fofege drhmy wioynt in'
IfYes:

& Volmneﬁ:} . _(e-s-.mq!lr.mr)

[ Wili the proposed-scfion (commercial, industrial md recrostional projests anly) 0 pesticides (Le.,
mlrnmtiniﬂn).dluummmumm

i Describe proprised tredtnient(s):

i nigipo Pratat] F ' -1 Yo

D Ye[ Mo
r W'Ilﬂnpropoudlnﬂm (cwumulm' mduslrilll grujm mlﬂlmi\te br reqtird the thansigoment or dfsposal L] Yes INo:
ﬁ-;{nlld weste {esbluding hazardoits matoripis)?

gmewwﬂdmmtﬁhﬂwwﬂum«l or ppecation of fhe facilhty:
Consirmotion: ’tunsper (umk of time}

mﬁrm (uait of ime)
mh&rmmhniqtm.mﬁ!wmwfmmhmqpﬁfw"wﬂm
*  Qperation:
i Pmpmﬁdhpw:lmathodufﬂmltﬁuihnuhdwutegmuﬁm
e Consfruction:
& Opératioh:

N i wmmmm
m.'\\-’illthamupotd mmmmummmmmaﬁnamm"“" e
operiticn, o bets?
fyes:
3. Provids detajls including souroes, time of diy-and duration:
hedivy 2iipmiint Horen wolk iou
i, Will te propesed artion remove exieting natural barviers dhel.could act &5-% ROWS BAITEr oF soen? D¥esCiNg
Degoribe; mininsl-tss viearing
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5, Does the proposed siction include congtrixtion or modification of & sotld wests nwtﬁcﬂﬁy’! Yes /] No
‘IfYes:
L Type of mapagement or handling of waste proposed for the siie (6.4., recycling or teansfer siation, composting, landfll, or
other d‘m:f dciivities):

i, Antmpatad rate of disposaliprocessing:

Tong/month, if transferor afher non-combustion/therma) treatrent, or
Tone/hour; If combustion orthermal tresfmpnt:

i, rﬂmﬂﬁu articipated site lifs: yeams

©. W the proposed estion st Ho 8itc JIvRIVe the commercial generation, teatment, stougs, or disposal of hazandans TV aslZINey

HYex
1. Name{s) afpil bazaniprs wastes or constituents o be penensied, handled or managed o facily:

#i. Generally dégcribe protesses-or activities iavolving hazardos wastes or constituents:

. ifi, Specify amyant tq behandied-or.geperated ‘Tous/montk
tv, Desuribs muy proposls for pn-site minimization, recyoling of-rewss ¢F hezardons constituents:

». Will sny Bazerdows wasies bediiposed &l ail-+iialing, ofats hazardoas waste facility? Vel Ko
lfY'es. provisé name. mnd-location of facility:

Neo: doscribe;proposed] management of any bazirdaus 'wastes which will.not be sont 20 & hazhrdovs wnsbe‘fanilm

E. 5ité and Setting of Proposed Actios

£.1, Land wses on and yorrounding the project iite

3 M:rlﬂm;,m d near the
4
e e B8 oo U] Rl b)) (ron o
12 Forest [:IApieulmquu-nu [0 Othier (specify):
# I mix of isses, genstlly describie

b. Lang uses and covectypes.on the project-site.

Lend use.or Cuyrrent ~ Axreago After €hange
_Lpverype ____ : Aczcae: Projest Complet (Acres 4/s)
. M.Mﬁnﬁ,mmwﬁw & - 450
»  Forosied® _ 1486+ 118%- Fyem
v Muw:'al gr;:mih u:brnhlafdsm X 15,88+ azid- 7854t
o Agriculturl
{inchudes notivs ontheids; ficld, greenhouse et
o« Smincewatet ] ] :
afreazs, rivers, cic. .
s Wetlends (Beshwater or tidah) ' 150+- 189+ 1 o
. Nm—vegmad (bare ruck, parth-op HillY
1 0
Mmbe jswnandlemdscapenies 0 '3 3
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. I the prifject site-presently used by members of the covnmiahity for public peoraton? DivaliNe
L If Yes: explain: '

d- A there ey faciifles ssying-cliirep, the ldesly, peoplo with dissbilitis (s, sctiocks, hospiiels, licared L]V eoldiiG
%lrsm centers, prgroup homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?

IfYes,
1, Identify Fectlities:

e. Doei o project fite ochtain An xisting dana? Eivele
If¥os:
£, Dimicimions tf the: dam ynd inpousdment;
% Danybelght:, fieot
4  Damlength: foct
AcTER
(OR

+ Syrfaoe.grea:

# Volume inigounded: gallons
#; Dam's cxdating hazard classification: __ ‘
#. Provide dets and summacize remalts of 1nat 5apeotion

acte-Fuit

f, Hels the iryject sfts aver beon used a3 a municipal, sonimersial or inttustrial solid waste thanagement fsility, O YesfFINo
or dhes the projest site adioin propeity which is now, or was gt one time, used 28 a salid waste management fucility?
If Yes: .
I. His the facliity boen fonmally dosed [J¥ea] No
¢ [f'yix, ot sources/documentition:
#. Describe the Jocstioh of tho praject site reldthve. (o tie-botindsrfes.bf the solid-waste mariagément ficllity;

“i#f. Doseribe;eny development tonetralis due te the prioy solM wakte sctivities:

Have hazardous waktes besn geneated, treated and/or disposed ofat the sits, or davs-the project s adjain CIVeskZINo
ivw which isow or wes st one titme ured toy oommezcially treat, vtore angl/ar dispose ot‘hmdnﬁw

IfYes:

4 Describe weate(s) handled and wastz manageurent.aotivities, inchiding sppeoaicnate time when acfivities gcoured:

h. Potmilial contaminiatioh history. *Hai fisre botn @ reported spill at thé proposétl project site, ¥¢ kve mly O¥eddiNo |
_remedial sotionk been.condiated o or sidjacent to the propoped site?

o Yes } )
i. Ig any portiop af the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Tncidenis datghase or Environmenta] Site DI¥esZINg
‘Remeilintion databape? Check ollthat apply: )
[} Yes—~ Spills Sackders datibese X Provide DB 1D nymibiss):
] Yes ~ Buvirannientsi Site Remodintion dainbase Provide DEC 1) numpber(s):
[J Neither duigbase:
{ Hakte hen begn subject-of RCRA corrective sctivitiss, dessribe control messures:
fit, Is the project within 2000 fuet of any site In iz NYSDEC Eavimpmentnl Site Remedistior deiahass? Cvesd?ING
1f yes, provids DREC 1D siumber(s):

v, Hyes t (1), (H) or @il) abiové, deserlbe siirrent stitus of site{d):
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v. W the projeid site Bubject to = insfitutional coritrol eniting propécty uses?
v [fyes, DECG st ID nimber:

ElvacdiNe

Dumibﬁhowpenflnsﬁmnalmdfe.g,-dﬂmkﬂmuw)z

»  Describe-any use linitations:
» Desciibezny exginearitig cotirols:
» ‘Wil the project affect the lnstitutional.or dngfnmﬁng sotitrols in plsce? O¥ex INo
¢  Explain’
Ec3. Nitupal Resourtes O or Near Project Site
& What is'the averape dépthi ta bedrodk on the project site? et
B Are thars bedrosk-oaloroppings on {he project Gte? CYesldiNe
wvﬁmmd&mnmﬂdmmw %
o Predominant ioil type(s). present o project site: ~_sandy loam 5%
%
; ¥
& What i the average depfh & thewater tghle.on tho projectsit? Average: 40 feet
¢. Ditinage stitus of project site sgils:L] Well Drained: % of site
ofpreien Mpderatoly Well Drafned:  ___80% of site
B2 Pooddy Dieined T 20% of site
fAdemﬂonﬁfpmﬂmmeﬂm 17 0-10%: 4§'Kmﬁﬂe
A 10:15%: __2D % of site
. {21 15% or greater: __ 859} of alte
8. Arc ihére any uiiqus geologlc featrices on the project ite? [IYadiZTNo
-If Ye#, desctibe:
h. Susface’ witter featares..
i m any portion of the project site. contain weglands brother watetbodics.(including streamg, rivers, Kves[INo
ii, Do any- wa!lmlhnr Qthee-wateibodics adjoin fhe project sfte? AvesCINe
TE Yes to gither For &, tomtinue, [ No, skip & E.24,
if5, Areany of the wetlunds.orwisterbodies within ot afjoinlng the project site. fegulted by any fedoral, e N
statk or Jocal agericy?
i For caoh Identified regoluted weiland and wiberbody-on'the project site, provide the. following informetion:
.  Breams: Nmrie 883505 Classificition
®  Lakesor Ponds: N
s Wetlds  Name R mmwmmm e P mﬁﬂW
®  Wetland No. (if regulsted by
. Amwo?ﬂlﬁﬁmmhﬁﬂwhmmmWﬂlhunmmquﬂuy-mmd ¥ es (N
If:;es,.uame df‘qupdlrad 'wafer body/fiodibs-and basis for listing a8 impaired:
L Ithe project sfte in  dosfgnated Floodway? OYesiNe
J. It he project site in the 100-yeat Fldodplsin® CvesZiNg
k. Is the projectsite in, the S00<year Flogdplain? [I¥e:17Ne
EIYes No

{#ﬂunﬁmﬁwwm,mmiwﬁpﬁm-wm.mw mwhzmﬁ‘i
(.l?i:motugqﬁa': Prinopat Aqulier . (St ndene b TERNE cep C\:r’)
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m. .l:lmﬁw_dm preduminant wildlife spécies that deoupy or use thé project site:
wor-

nFDaua the project sitc-cantain a degignated significant naforal commuusity? T LiveslNo
IPYes:
i, Desceibe the habiitat/community (composition; fimetian, snd basis for designation):
,-s : Eaﬁ" |" ar evelmation
iﬁmamhym
Qll'mﬂr RS
= Fpflovring cempletior of preject as proposed: anres
»  Gain orloss (indicats + o7 -): . : oores
-0, DR projedt site contain ey species of plant or animat that it listed by the federal government-or NYS s O YeslZNo
endungered o throefeéacd, or does i cantain any arosk identifict e habitat for sn. ciidangered or threateined spésics?
IF Yiu:

L. Sporlos ond listing (endingered or theslened);

D Dusﬂ:emaﬂsibmn&hmyspedunfphntprmﬁuwlﬂmhm[ymlsrli,mnsnpeucsof | NP7 x T
special coneam? S
¥y
I Species uyid Hathig: .

4 1s the-projéct site or sdjoining aréw currctitly wstd for hunting, trappirig, fishing or shell fishing? CIvos i
I yes, ive  beief description oThow the propoeed action may afbct that use:

-E3. Designstet Public Resporecs On of Near Prafect Site

. I3 the:projeot site, pr any portion of i, located in w designeed agricultural disyria certified pursmant 10 Eve:ZiNo
Agrioylture snd Markets Law, Articla 25-AA, Section 305 and 3047

I Yes, grovide county plus dhﬁ-ietmﬂnumbu-

Y fﬁ ;iﬁmm m;dsmmg of highly productive soils present? [Nedio |
g on
i1 Sonrvefs) of Sl ratingfs
t,. Does thpprcﬂeutdﬁ-onhﬂ;h ol or part-of, br ix t substantially contiguous i, & registered Naticrn) e ZNo-
m;vmmm
os:

L Natwe of the xingural Tandepesk: [O'BYological Community O Genlagital Feature
i, Provide brief description-of andmark, ncluding velges bhind destgnation ahd approxfate sizefexient:

ff{fi’ projest site locited In or Goes it adjoin & stede Hited Criticel Bnvironmptal Avea? El¥esiINo
L&Anm: ‘

ii, Basis'for fésignation:
L Desighntingagenty and date:
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&. Thoes 1158 projeot aite poatas, or i if substaniily contiguons to, o building, archasclogical site, of district O Vet
Wwhich 1 [isted on.the National or State Regleter of Hilfpric Plices, orthat hys bosn détermined by the' Conivnissioner-of the N¥S
Offica of Patky, Recreation.and Historic Preservation 16 e cligible for listing on the State Registet of Historic Plsces?

JE e

;Y of histodic/archaenlogioal resource: [l Archacologioal Slte.  TlHigteric Buliding or Distriot

M Bnefdelmptwn of sttributes on which listing is based:

f. [sthe peoject iite, of any porfion of I locatod in aradjscent to en aion designated as sensifive fir CIveaiane
archaeological sites-0n the'N'¥ State Hiytoric Preseryation Office.(SHPO] archseologissl sité inventory¥

hmsddw arcbaeulogical or bisxrit Site(s) or vesourees feen identifidd pn the project 2kte? CIYesi2Ne
f, Despribe possible resouce(s):

i1 Buzis o identification:

. 1 the project skk within Gives tiles of xny offizielly desighaied and publicly asccisibic federal, siaic; or ical  L1YesiZINo
scéniy or-atsthetic resolirce?
KYes:
L Tdeutify regource:
B Nnturpuﬂ pr:basts Tor, dealgnation (c.g., established ighway overlook, state'ur local pirk, tate klptoric trail of seenic byway,

/3 Disﬁ:mbmungojeﬁun«lmum miles;

3. s e project site oceied withip & designated fiver cpmridocunder o WIK], Sconic sud Recrpetionsl Rivers  LT¥eadiNo |
Program 6§ NYCRR 6667
H Yes:,
1, 1dentity thé aeme of th river and ite- -designation:
i1, n.the sotivity consistent with develppment resirictions pevitained fn 6INY'CRR. Fort (65). CIVes N

F. Additions] Tnforwation
mchwqddlﬁmlhlﬁmnﬁonwﬁchwbnmdﬁmﬂldﬂwrm

Tyou burve identied apy adverse impacts which,could be agsaciated-with your proposal, please describe.those impacts pliss any
nicasures which you propole to vl or minimize them.

G. Verlfication

gertify that thic-inf ided is'troe fo-the bigat 6F my kndwiedge:
;phml;m% Hﬂé:fl ;L/ / 7\«{ z202.f
P W Thtie D.uavm
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B.. [Coasfal of Waterfibit Area
B.1i [Local Watsrfront Revitslization Area]
C.2:b, [Special Planning District}

£.1.h [DEC Splis or Remediation Stte -
Potential Contaminsftion History]
E.1.hJ[DEC Spiiis or Remediation Sita -
Listed]

E.1.h.i [DEC Spilie or Rernediation Site -
Environmentil Sie Remeciation Databage]
g&;!.ﬁl {Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation

E.2.g [Unique Guologic Features]
E.2.hii {Burfice Waler Features]

E2hll [Surlace Water Features)
E.2.h.jil [Surface Waser Features)

E.2h.lv [Surface Wahi' Features - Stream
Neme)

E.2.h.lv [Sutfece Weater Features - Stream
Claasifioation]

E.2.h.iv {Surface Watsr Featuras - Wellands
Namig]

aEﬁlm [Surface Water Features - Wedlends
E.2,hiv [Surface Water Featuras - DEC
Wetlarids Number]

E.2.h.v[Impeined Water Bodies]

No
Yes
Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refér to EAF
Workbook.
Digital mapping data are not avaliable or are Incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook:
Digital mapping data are not available or are Incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

ping data ére not avallabie or are incomplete. Refer o EAF
Digital map r
No
No

Yes

Yes

Yes - Dipital mapping information onJocal and federsl wetiends and
waterbodies is known 1o be Incomplets. Refer to EAF Woridiook,

863-505

c

Faderal Waters, NYS Wetland
NYS Wetland (in acres):50.7
EG-14

No

Full Environmental Assessment Forin - EAF Mapper Summary Report :
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E£:2.1. {Floodinay] ‘ﬂgih[ mapplnz data are not-avaiiable or are lnoprqp ote i ._.._4-,_

Ei2). [100 Year Flootiplaln] Dieihlmwﬁudatamndtmihﬁeerm Incomplete, Referto EAF

E2.k [500 YaarFldodplﬁnI gcwmmm“ nok availeble o are ncomplets, Refer to EAF

£, {Nstusl Coreriitih] ST )

EM[EnduluamdorMnadSpedas] No ST
Elh— [E-M’hnsarmus] ‘No
E.S.a [Agﬂwmmtrbﬂ Mo

E i [Nafional Neturai Lgndmard ~~~ 'No
Eadlﬁﬂiﬁ Erwlmrmnlamrua] No

Ede. mmlusmmmmm Dﬁﬁi'hﬁrb'&;ﬁﬁamiﬁamaormlmmﬁeﬁ.ﬁeﬁméAF'
Places or Stath Eilglbie Sites] Workbook.

E-3.L Mchibioitosl Skes) :Nip )
E.37.JDeaignated River Comidor] No
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Agency f
Full Environmenital Assessment Form Project:

Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts  Dare:

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead ngency. PanZiudesianedwhelpmelendugencymvmmynﬂpotenthlmmudmtmuld
be affected by a proposed project or action, We recognize that the lsad agency’s reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmentai
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered using the infarmation found in Part 1. ToﬁxrﬂwrassisttheIeadagomyinmmpletinngl,theformidenﬁﬁesthe
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed. the
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental ageas that may be itnpacted by the proposed activity.

If the iead agency is a statc agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
Tlps for completing Part 2:

Review all of the information provided in Part 1,

Review any application, maps. supporting materials and the Fult EAF Woskbook.

Answer gach of the 18 questions in Part 2.

If you answer “Yes™ 10 a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section,

If you answer “No™ to a cumbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

Check appropriate column to indicate the aaticipated size of the impact, '

Froposed projects that would excesd a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency
checking the box “Moderate to large impact may occur.”

The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.

If you are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help fo review the sub-questions for the generat
question and consult the workbook.

¢  When answering a question consider all components of the Proposed activity, that js. the “whole action”.

*  Consider the possibility for long-term and cumnilative Impacts sz well as dirset impacts.

® _Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and coatext of the project. .
t. Impact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of, Onvo YES

the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1.D,1)
If “Yes", answver questions a - J. If “No™, move on to Section 2.

Relevant No, or Moderate

Part1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
, HIAY accur ocenr
a. The proposed action may involve construction on Jand where depth to water table is E2d d 0
less than 3 feet. - X
b. The proposed actian may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f IH/ O
¢. The proposed action may invelve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or | E2a II/ a
___generally within 5 fect of existing ground surface.
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1.000 rons | D2z m/ O
of namral material, .
e. The proposed action may involve construction that coutinues for more than one year | Dle E/ a
or ih smitiple phases. =
£. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e. D2g o 1
disturbance or vegetation removnl {inciuding from treatment by herbicides), y
& The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli m/ O
O O

h. Other impacts: A/A4
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2. impact on Geological Features
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit

Izﬁ'o

access to, any unique or unusval land forms oa the site {e.g., cliffs, dunes, CJYEs
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1, E.2.g)
If “Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No”, move on to Section 3.
Relevant Nao, or Modernte
PartX small to large
Question(s) Impact impact may
_ImAY occur oCCuy
a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: EZg O B
b. The proposed action may atfect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a E3c O O
registered National Natural Landmark,
Specific feature:
¢. Other impacts: O 0
3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water %0 Cdves
bodies (e.g., streams, tivers, ponds or lakes). {(See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - . If “No", move on 1o Section 4
Relevant No,or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) | impact Impact may
. mAay ocuy occur
a. The proposcd action may cregie a new water body. D2b, D1h m/ (]
b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a Db IE/ O
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.
¢. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a { |
from & wetland or water body. .
d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h ﬂ ]
tidal wetiand, or in the bed or banks of any other water body. .
e, The proposed action may create turbidity in a watetbody, either from upland erosion, | D2a, D2h E/ (|
ruaoff or by disturbing bottom sedimeuts. N
f, The propased action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal | D2c d O
of water from surface water.
£ The proposed action may inclnde construction of cne or more outfati(s) for discharge | D2d B/ |
of wasiewartet to surface water(s).
h. The proposed action may canse soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e [ﬂ/ (m
stormwater discherge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies. ya
i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or EZh E/
downstream of the site of the proposei action. o
j. Tha proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2q, E2h IB/
around any water body. 7
k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expausion of existing, Dia,D2d m/
wastewater treatment facilities.
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| Other impacts:  A/A O |
4. TImpact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or [Ixo BgEs,
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer,
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.¢, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t)
If “Yes”, answer questions a~ h. If “No"”, move on to Section 5,
i ' Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small 1o Iarge
Question(s) Impact impsct may
MAY occyy eccur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additionat demand | D2 O
on supplies from existing water supply welts, A
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable Dic m/
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer,
Cite Source: _ A/ ~ sz AT Gpsty o0 Sehedack Sorvpac Agur ér
c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and Dla, D2c ]]3/ ]
SeWer services. y
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. | D2d, E2| & 0
o. The proposed actian may result in the construction of wates supply wells in locations | D¢, E1£ i O
where groundwater is, or is suspected fo be, contaminated. Eig.Elh ‘
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical preducts | D2p. E21 IB/ O
over gronnd water or an aquifer. P
g- The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2g, [IZ/ a
feet of potable drinking water or irrigarion sources, EZL D2¢
h. Other impacts: _A/4 O a
5. Impacton Floodlng
" The proposed action may result in development on lands subject 1o flooding. Hr~o [dvEs
{(See Part 1, E.2)
If "Yes”, answer questions a - - 2. If "No”, move on to Section 6.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to layge
Question{s) | tmpact impact may
may ocour | occur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i ('} g
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j O o
¢. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. EXk O O
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainege D2b, D2e O O
pattetns.
e. The proposed action may change flood warer flows that contribute to flooding. g22b. E2, | O
. E2k
L If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dem in need of repair, | Ele a
or upgrade?
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g Other impacts: O O
6. Impacts on Afr
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. Eﬁo Cyes
(SeePart 1. D.2f, D.2.h, D.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If "No", move on to Section 7.
' Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
. _ IMAY 0CCUr occur
a. [f the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tons;year of carbon dioxide (CC2) Dig O [m]
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (;0) D2g i | a
iti. More than 1000 tonsiyear of carbon equivalent of perfluoracasbons (PFCs) D2g & O
iv. More than .045 tons ‘year of sulfur hexafluotide (SFg) D2g g 0
v. Mose than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g u o
hydrochloroflouracarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tonsa/year or more of methape D2h a (]
b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons‘year or more of any one designated D2g | a
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such herardons
air polintants.
¢. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2g O ]
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or may include a heat
souree capable of producing more than 10 million BTUs per hour,
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in *2* through “c®, D2g ]
above.
¢. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 | D23 i} O
ton of refuse per hour.
£, Other impacts; a [}
7. Dmpact on Plants and Antmals
The proposed action may result in 4 loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.) C~o IEGE.S
If “Yes", answer questions a - i. If “No”, move on to Section 8.
' Relevant No, or Moderate
PartI small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
" IAY ocour oLeur
a, The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any | E20 a
threatcned or endangered species. as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site. or are found on, over. or near the site.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitatused by | E20 [D/ 0
any rare, threatened or endangered species. as listed by New Yotk State or the federal
govemment, ..
¢. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individvals, of any | E2p IEI/ 0
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or ace found on, over, or near the site. ya
d. The proposed action méy eesult in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by | E2p IE/ O
any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal govemment.
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of n registered National Natural E3c E( m]
Landmark to support the biological comuuunity it was established to protect. Va
£ The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n Iﬂ( [m|
portion of 2 designated significant natara( community.
Source: .
8 The proposed acton may substaatially ntecfore with nesting breeding, foreging, or | o I!l/
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that eccupy or use the project site. 7/
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than [0 acres of forest, Etb d( o
grassland or any other regionslly or locally importat habitat.
Habitat type & information source:
— — : - - —— : S — / i
i. Proposed actioz (commercial. industrial or recreational projects. ocly) involves use of | D2g D_’( O
herbicides or pesticides,
j. Other impacts: __A/A O O
8. Impact on Agricaitural Resources /
The proposed sction may itnpact agricuttural resources. (See Part 1. E3.x. and b.) NO DYES
If “Yes", answer questions a - b. If "No ™. move on to Section 9.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small fo Inrge
Question(s) impact Impact may
, . may occur occur
a. The proposed zction may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the | E2¢, E3b (m} a
NYS Land Classification System.
b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit aceess to agricultural land Ela, Elb O m|
(includes cropland, bayfields. pasture, vineyard, orchard, eic).
¢. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the scil profileof | E3b 0 (=]
active agricultural land. _
d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricuitural Eilb, E3a O o
Uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, ar more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.
€. The proposed action may diseupt or prevent installation of an agricultura! land Ela,Elb (] (m}
lnanagement system.
f. The proposed action may resul, directly or indirectly. in increased development Cle, C3, O |
potential or pressure on farmland, D2c,D2d
g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland C2c [m] (m|
Protection Plan,
h. Other impacts: | o
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9. [Impact on Aesthetic Resources E(
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in NO Oves
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
& scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.}.a. E.1.b, E3.h)
If "Yes", answer questions a - g. If "No", go to Section 10.
Relevant No,or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
mAY oceny occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local | E3h -] |
scenic ot acsthetic resource. . -
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b [ O
screening of one or mwre officially designated scenic views.
¢. The proposed action may be visible fom publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer folinge, but visible during cther seasons) ] a
ii. Year round (m] |
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: _ E2q,
i. Routine ravel by residents, inciuding trave] to and from wark O O
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Ele O O
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h .0 (|
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dla, Ela, O O
project; Dif, Dig
0-1°2 mile
1.3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile
g. Other impacts: 0 (]
10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological Eﬁo [Jyes
resource. (Part 1. E3.e,f and g.)
if "Yes", answer guestions a - e. If "No", go to Section 11.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) fmpact impact may
a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguousf | i B
to, any buildings, archacological site or district which is listed on the Nationa] or E3e m O
State Register of Historical Places, or that has been determined by the Commissionor
of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for
i _listing on the State Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contignous | E3f [} a
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the N'Y State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPQ) archaeojogical site inventory.
¢. The proposed action ay occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguons | E3g O O
to, an archaeclogical site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:
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b
| d. Other impacts: 0 O
I any of the above (5-d) are amswered “Vioderate 1o 180 Impact may
© ocem™, continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.  The proposed action may resnlt in the destriction or alteration of all ar part E3e, E3g, ] O
of the site or praperty. E3f
ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, O ()
integrity, E3g. Ele,
Eib
iii. The proposed actica may result in the introduction of visual elements which | E3e, E3f, 0 C1
are out of charscter with the site or property, or may alter its setting. g;&c?h-
11. Impact em Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a NO DYES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan,
(SeePari 1. C2.¢,E.l.e., E2q)
Il "Yes", answer questions a - e. If "No ", go to Section 12,
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part] small to Inrge
Question(s) impact lmpact msy
, may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of namral functioas, or “ecosystem | D2¢,Elb (] O
services™, provided by an uadeveloped area, including but pot limited to stormwater | E2h,
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife hebitat. EZn. E2o0,
E2n, E2p
b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a. current or future recreational resourcs. gga, Ele, O I
¢, B2
¢. The proposed action may eliminate opea space or recreational resource in an area Cl2a C2e B8 (|
with few such resources, Ele, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in Joss of an area now used informally by the C2¢.Elc O 0O
COMIMMItY 4 an open Space resource,
e. Other impacts: 0 O
12. Impact on Crifical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical (¢ D YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes", answer questions a - . If “No", go to Section 13,
3 Relevant No, or Moderate
PartY small to large
Question(s) impact | impact may
_mAY occar ocenr
a. The proposed action may resuit in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d (| a
characteristic which was she basis for designation of the CEA.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d 0 3
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
¢. Other impacts: O O
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in & change to existing transportation sysiems.
(See Part 1. D.2,j)
If "Yes™, answer questions a - . If “Ne ™, go to Section 1.

(o

Aes

Relevant No, or Moderafe
Part] small to large
Question{s) impact impact may
may ocrfir oCCar
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j EI ., [m]
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2j B/ O
more vehicles, i
¢. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j d ) a
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j M/ d
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j E( 0
£ Other impacts: _A/4 O 0

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.
(See Patt 1. D.2.k)

[Cno

[@és

If “Yes", answer questions a - e. If "No", go to Section 15.

Relevant Xo, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) tmpact fmpact may
_ My 0Ccur ocenr
2. The proposed action will require a new, or an yipgrade to an existing, substation. D2k M, |
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | DIf E/ (|
or supply systetn to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences orto serve 2 | Dig, D2k
commercial or industrial nse.
<. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k |{ O
d. The proposed action may involve heating and or cooling of more than 100,000 square | Dlg = 0
fect of building area when completed. .
e. Other Impacts: E(

15, Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting. DNO

(See Patt 1. D.2.m., 1., and 0.)
If "Yes ”, answer questions a -f. If “No", go to Section 16,

[¢es

Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small te Iarge
Question(s) impact tmpact may
. may oceay ofCur

a. The proposed action may produce sound above nojise levels established by local D2m 174 [m]
regulation.

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of amy residence, D2m, Etd m/ 0
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or musing home. P

¢. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. Do o a
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining propertics. Dz2n ID/ y (]
¢. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2p, Ela Eﬂ/ m]
area conditiops,
f. Other impacts: M4 | O
i . = _ ) . p
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure NO [Jvss
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q.,E.I. d. £ g and h.)
If “Yes", answer guestions a - m._If “No", go 1o Section 17.
Relevant Ne,or Moderate
Part} small to large
Question(s) impaet impact may
IMAY CCony occHr
2. The proposed action is located within 1500 fest of a school, bospital, licensed day Eld O g
care center, group home, musing home or retirement comnmnity.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently vwndergoing remediation, Elg. Elh O m]
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site Elg Elh | £
| __remediation on, or adjgccm to. the site o_t: [he proposed action. Jm . ]
d. The site of the action is subject to an institational control limiting the use of the Elg, Elh (| O
property (e.g., easement or dead restriction).
¢. The proposed action may affect instinytional control measures that were put in place | E1g, Elh O ]
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and buman health.
f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensnre that firture Dt 0 O
generation, treatment and-or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health.
g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of & solid waste D2gq, Eif O O
management facility,
b. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste, D2q,EIf ] [
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s O (]
salid waste.
j- The proposed setion may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | EIf, Elg O (]
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste, Elh
k. The propesed action may result in the migration of explosive gases fram a landfill Eif Elg O O
site 1o adjacent off site struchores.
1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, EIf, O O
project site, D2r
m. Cther impgets; m| 0
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17. Censistency with Community Flans
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(SeePart 1.C.1,C.2. and C.3.)
If “Yes", answer questions a - h. If “No", go to Section 18.

o

[Jves

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question{s) Imgact impact may
Ay occur occur

a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,Dla l O O
contrast to, current surrounding land wse pattern(s). Fla.Elb

b. The proposed action will canse the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 0 O
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%.

¢. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C€2,C2,C3 O m]

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | €2.C2 (m| O
plans.

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3,Dle. | |
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. .Did, DIf,

. D14, Elb .

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4,D2e, D2d O |
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2}

¢ The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or | C22 O O
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

h. Other: ] O

18. Consistency with Community Character
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
{See Part 1.C2,C.3,D:2,E.3)
If “Yes", answer questions a -g. If “No™, proceed to Part 3.

o

Cves

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) itmpact impact may
, Ay oceny eccur
a, The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3e, E3f E3g | [m|
of historic importance to the comnmnity.
b. The proposed action ey create & demand for additional community services (e.g. | &4 (m O
schools, police and fire)
¢. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income honsing in an area where | C2, C3,DIf O O
there is a shortage of such housing, D1g,Ela
d. The proposed action may nterfere with the uge or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2,E3 [ (m]
or designated public resources.
e. The proposed action is ineonsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 O a
character,
£, Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 0 O
Ela.Elb
i ___ . . . E2g. E2h e
g. Other impacts: ‘ (] ]
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Full Environmental Assessment Form .
FPart 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess
the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposed action will oot

have a significant adverse envi impact. Bymuplcﬁngrhecerﬁﬁcationomhemtpuge,thelendagencycancompleteits
determination of significance,
Reasons Sapporting This Determination:
To complere this section:
* Tdenify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe ifs magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity.
size or extent of an impact,

¥  Assess the importance of the impact. Importance relates to the geographic scope. duration, probability of the impact
occurring, member of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were 1o
OCCLr.

#  The assessment should take into consideration ary design element or project changes,

*  Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially modecate to large or whare
dm:e is 2 need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may. result in a significant sdverse

*  Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significany adverse environmental impact

&' For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed sction so that
no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.

+  Antach additional sheets, as needed.

Determinatton of SIgni;cance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions
SEQR Stans! A 1vpe E(Unlisted

ldetify poruons of EAF completed tor this Projesr: ml’/m I [ﬁm 2 ﬂn E]

FEAF 2019



Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional support information
Entorpsathon ond shms guinn#ei dy apry ligmns,

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the
1) 2] A IR, ) as lead agency that:

[E/A. This project will result in ne significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental impact
statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued.

[0 B. Although this project conld have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantially mitigated becanse of the following conditions which will be reguired by the lead agency:

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioned negative
declaration s issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6§ NYCRR 617.7(d)).

7] C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse i impacts on the environment, and an enviropmental impact
statement must be prepared to forther assess the impacr(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those
impacts, Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued.

Name of Action: S ARLT™ LeisS/ivessS FALL

Name of Lead Agency: 70zein) o7 Sepfo ORCK /LA)UM//Uf Bomrer

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:  DEAISE  mAyLERL.

Title of Responsible Officer: O A 18 FEXSO A

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Date;

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible OfﬂceM %,-«._, Conste s rmns - DE: S /z;./;oza/

For Farther Information:

Contact Person: ArA L/ E fFovos , PIRECTDR. OK FPLARVIING HLZ0RIAG
Address: 285 ScyveommAarl RO, J CASTZE 700 . r2F  [Zo33
Telepbone Number: 578 -4/77- 7938

Emeil I ACHKE. FLIA @ ScHOUACK . OXG

For Type 1 Actlons and Conditioned Negative Declarations, # copy of this Notice is sent fo; @

Chief Exeeutive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (e.g.. Town / City / Village of)
Other jnvolved agencies (if any)

Applicant (if any)

Environmental Notice Bulletin: bttp: ‘www dec ny gov-enbrenb.html

PRINT FULL FORM Page 2 of 2
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Hours of Work

WHEREAS, The Board recognizes that Police Chief John Hourigan shall generally work
a forty (40) hour work week; and

WHEREAS, The Board recognizes that Department and Community matters often require
the Chief to work extended hours in addressing/responding to Police matters; and

WHEREAS, The Board recognizes that on such frequent occasions when the Chief works
an extended day significantly longer than eight (8) hours, he nonetheless works his normal hours
on the succeeding day(s) following the day(s) on which he worked extended hours to deal
with/respond to a Department and Community matter because the Chief has already scheduled
Department affairs, appointments, and meetings; and

WHEREAS, The Board recognizes that it must provide the Chief with some flexibility to
address this additional work beyond his general work week of forty (40) hours;

Now, therefore, the Board recognizes and approves the Chief addressing the additional
hours he works in responding to Police and Community matters by adjusting his work day hours,
over the payroll period, in a manner to be consistent with his work week of generally forty (40)
hours.

Vacation Leave

Effective January 1, 2021 Police Chief John Hourigan shall be entitled to twenty (20) days
of vacation leave per year.

Although vacation leave is credited to the Chief up front (i.e. on January 1% of each year),
it is assumed that the Chief will work the entire year to earn these days. Therefore, should the
Chief leave the employment of the Town by resignation, termination, or retirement, after being
credited the days, but prior to the end of the year, vacation days will be deemed to have been
earned at the pro-rated days per month, commencing on January 1% and credited upon completion
of at least one half the number of working days in the month. Use of vacation days in excess of
those earned at the time the Chief leaves the Town without working the entire year shall be
deducted from the Chief’s last pay check, including reducing the payment for unused accrued
vacation, and reducing/adjusting the Chief’s final pay check, as appropriate.
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN THE

TOWN OF SCHODACK
AND THE
UNITED PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYEES UNION SCHODACK POLICE
DEPARTMENT

This Memorandum of Agreement shall set forth the agreement between the Town of
Schodack (“Town’) and the United Public Service Employees Union - Schodack Police
Department (“UPSEU™) relating to Town and employee health insurance contributions under
Article 10 of the parties’ 2020-2022 Collective Bargaining Agreement (“CBA™). All other terms
and conditions and provisions of the parties’ 2020-2022 Collective Bargaining Agreement shall

remain in full force and effect. This Memorandum of Agreement shall be subject to ratification by

the Members of UPSEU and to the approval of the Town Board.

1. The first sentence of Aricle 10.1 titled “Medical and Hospitalization” shall be
amended to provide that; “The Town shall pay the full cost of individual coverage plus seventy-
five percent (75%) of the cost of family coverage for New York State Government Employees
Health Insurance Program for the member as such Plans (Empire Blue Cross Blue Shield Matrix
and Healthnet Plans and the Capital District Physicians Health Plan, or equivalent) are currently
in effect.”

2. The last sentence of Article 10.1 titled “Medical and Hospitalization” shall be
amended to provide that: “All members hired after January 1%, 2001 shall be responsible for
payment of twenty-five percent (25%) of the total cost of insurance coverage on an individual, or

family plan, as described above.”

David Harris Date
Town Sunervienr

Paul Iachetta Datd
Labor Relations Representative

m ¥-20-3/
idkey Date

Vice President/Regional Director

Ga i
Exetutive






