Caffry & Flower

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

100 BAY STREET
GLENS FALLS, NEW YORK 12801
(518) 792-1582 » FAX: 793-0541

JOHN W. CAFFRY CLAUDIA K. BRAYMER

KRISTINE K. FLOWER

February 8, 2013

VIA E-MAIL AND MAIL

Leilani Ulrich, Chairwoman
Adirondack Park Agency

PO Bex 99

1133 NYS Route 86

Ray Brook, NY 12977

Re: Proposed General Permit 2012G-3
Dear Chairwoman Ulrich:

This firm represents Protect the Adirondacks! Inc.
(“"PROTECT”) whose mission includes, among other things, advocacy
for the protection, stewardship and sustainability of the private
forests in the Adirondack Park.

The Adirondack Park Agency (“APA”) should rescind the
negative declaration that it issued for the proposed General
Permit for clearcutting, and should conduct a new environmental
assessment of this action. After doing so, APA should issue a
positive declaration, and prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (“EIS”) because the proposed General Permit for
clearcutting has the potential to have at least one significant
adverse impact on the environment. See 6 NYCRR § 617.7.

We have identified the following significant errors in the
November 2012 Environmental Assessment Form (“"EAF”) for this
action:

. The total project acreage is listed as “>25 acres”. In
reality, the action will affect over a million acres of
private timberlands in the Park.

. No attempt was made to identify the affected soil types or
slopes.
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. The action will affect much land that is adjacent to the
Forest Preserve. The Forest Preserve is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places. Inexplicably, the EAF
says that contiguity to listed historic sites and districts
is “N/A”.

. The EAF states that the existence of hunting and fishing
opportunities is “N/A”, yet industrial forest lands are
regularly used for hunting and fishing.

There are numerous similar omissions in the EAF. The EAF is
clearly deficient in that it segments the review of the action
and fails to assess the park-wide impacts of the action on a
generic basis. See 6 NYCRR § 617.3(g), § 617.10,. Clearly, APA
has not taken a hard look at this action, as required by SEQR.

The EAF also claims that there would be no impacts to land,
water, air, plants and animals, aesthetic resources, open space
and recreation, critical environmental areas, fuel or energy
supplies, and that there would be no public controversy related
to this action.

APA’s failure to identify even a single adverse
environmental impact from this clearcutting General Permit, or to
acknowledge that there was public controversy related to the
action’, signals that APA did not take a hard look at the
environmental impacts of the proposed General Permit for
clearcutting, and that it did not provide a reasoned elaboration
for the negative declaration. See Matter of Trov Sand & Gravel
Co., Inc. v. Town of Nassau, 82 A.D.3d 1377, 1378-139 (3d Dept.
2011); State of New York v. Town of Horicon, 46 A.D.3d 1287, 1290
{3d Dept. 2007).

The proposed General Permit would result in the loss of firm
clearcutting regulations on over a million acres of forest land
in the Adirondack Park. It is beyond cavil that unregulated
clearcutting would have significant adverse impacts on forest
resources. While APA’s proposed General Permit may be delegating
oversight of the clearcutting to third parties, this is not
sufficient regulation to ensure adequate protection of the forest
resources of the Adirondack Park.

' We understand that APA received over 200 letters from
parties interested in the proposed General Permit.
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PROTECT recognizes that the forest products industry’s
timber management practices are evolving, and may be able to
result in healthy, sustainable working forests in certain areas.
However, as APA Executive Director Terry Martino stated in her
letter to PROTECT Executive Director Peter Bauer dated September
20, 2012, the Adirondack “forest systems, the physical landscape
in which they are embedded and the management techniques that are
appropriate here are very distinct from those” in other parts of
the country.

Therefore, since the Adirondack Park is unique (APA Act
§ 801}, and requires distinct management techniques, APA should
not rely on third party certification organizations that apply
generic, international standards to the forest lands that they
might certify in the Adirondack Park. Moreover, these
international, third-party standards are subject to change
without APA approval.

Even if Executive Director Martino would not qualify the
clearcuts taking place in the Adirondack Park as “large” when
compared to the size of clearcuts in the West, the clearcuts here
in the Adirondack Park can be just as devastating to the health
of the fcrest as any alleged “true clearcuts” out West.?

Enclosed are aerial photographs of recent clearcuts in the
Adirondack Park. These photographs demonstrate the systematic
nature ir which the forest products industry is taking advantage
of the current clearcutting regulations to blindly implement the
business models of the Timber Investment Management
Organizations, which are the predominate owners of the private
forest in the Adirondack Park. If the General Permit 1is issued,
this pattern of poor management will become even worse, as the
size of the clearcuts expands.

These photographs also demonstrate the potential for
significant adverse impacts to the land, water, air, plants and
animals, aesthetic resources, open space and recreation, critical
environmental areas, and fuel or energy supplies, of the
Adirondack Park. These new photographs, and the other arguments
discussed in this letter (which appear not to have been
previously considered by APA), provide APA with a sound basis to
rescind the prior negative declaration. See 6 NYCRR § 617.7(f).

>Quotes from Executive Director Terry Martino’s letter to
PROTECT Executive Director Peter Bauer dated September 20, 2012.
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Furthermore, under APA’s regulations, the proposed General
Permit constitutes a Type I action under the State Environmental
Quality Review Act (“SEQR”). See 9 NYCRR § 572.23(d). The SEQR
regulations state that Type I actions are “likely to require the
preparation of an EIS.” 6 NYCRR § 617.4(a). Therefore, APA
should prepare an EIS for this Type I action.

As such, we reiterate that APA should rescind the negative
declaration, and issue a positive declaration for this action so
that an EIS will be prepared in accordance with the letter and
spirit of SEQR.

Sincerely,
(ot ¥

Claudia K. Braymer
Cbraymer@caffrvlawoffice.com

CKB/JWC
enc.

cc: Peter Bauer

U:Mehn\PROTECT . Misc\posdec. let.wpd



X_Negative Declaration - Typel -« _Draft FIS
~—_with Public Hearing
—_Conditioned Negative Declaration Generic
Supplementa]

Draft Negative Declaration _
Final EIS

Positive Declaration | Generic
with Pubiic Scoping Session Supplementa]
Exempt Excluded Type 11

General Permit 2012G-3 Silvicultura] Treatments that Meet Jurisdictiona] CIearcutting
Thresholds
DEC Regions #5 and #6 Lead Agency: Adirondack Park Agency

Counties: Al oy portions of the following within the Adirendack Park: ¢, Lawrence,
Essex, Oneida, Lewis, Clinton, Frankjin, Herkimer, Hamiiton, Warren, Washington,
Saratoga ang ulton

X Within the Adirondack Park

Project Title/Sponsor- General Permit 2012G-3 Silvicultyra] Treatments that Meet Jurisdictiona]
‘Clearcutting Threshoids/Adirondack Park Agency

Comment Period ends: December 28,2012

APA Contact Person: Richard F. Weber
P.G. Box 99, Route 86
Ray Brook, New York 12977
518-891-4050



617.20

have litije or no formaiknowiedge of the énvironment or m
many whg have knowfedgein one partic
significance.
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Name of Action
New York State Adirondack Fark Agency
Name of Lead Agency

_Terry Marting —Exacutive Director
Print or Type Name of Responsipie Officer in Leag Agency _ R
o 7

Title of Responsible Officer

of Responsible Officer in Leaq Agency “Sgnature o ' tfrom responsipia officery
website Date



PART 1--PROJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect on the
environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered as part of the
application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional information you
believewil: be needed to complete Paris 2 and 3.

It is expected that completion of the fuli EAF will be dependent on information currently availabie and witl not invbive new
studies, research or investigation. if information requiring such additional work is unavaiiable, so indicate and specify each
instance.

Name of Action_General Permit for Silvicultural Treatments That Meet Jurisdictional Clearcutting Thresholds_

Location of Action (include Street Address, Municipality and County} All of the counties or portions thereof within the
bourndary of the Adirondack Park.

Name of Applicant/Sponscr_Varicus private tandowners will have the opportunity to be applicants eiigibié to use this
GP.

Address

City/PQ State Zip Code

Business Teleghone

Name of Owner (if different)

Address

City / PO State Zip Code

Business Telephone
Description of Actien:

The action is the issuance of a general permit for silvicultural treatments that trigger the
Agency’s clearcutting jurisdictional thresholds. :



Please Complete Each

Quastion-»lndicate N.A. if not appiicabje
A. SITE DESCRIPTION
B.

1. Present Land Usge: Urban Industria Commereig! Residentia!'{suburban} X Rural {non-farm)

Other

2. Total acreage of project area: 25 acres,

—X___Forest Agriculture

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION

acreg acres
acres acres
acres acres
acres acres
acreg acres
acres acres
—_— —_—
—— . Aacres —— _ acres
acfes acres
— ———

3. What ig predominant soif type(s) on project site? Varied, byt 8enerally not in Poorly draineg or very Poorly draineg or
wetland soijjg. .

a. Soif drainag_e: Well drained % of site Moderately well drained v, of site,

Poorly drained % of site
—

b. If any agricultyra! land is involved, how many acres of gqjl are classifieq within soit group 1 through 4 of the Nvs Lang
Classification System? acres (see 1 NYCRR 370).
——

Meadow or Brushiang (Non—agrs‘cu[tural)

Foresteq

Agricultura) (Includes orchards,'cropland, pasture, etc.)
Wetiand (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24,25 of ECL)
Water Surface Area

Unvegetateq (Rock, earth or fill)

Reads, buildings ang other paveq surfaces

Other (Indicate type)

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings an project site? —_Yes —__NoNra

a. Whai is depth to bedrock {in feat)

5. Approximate bercentage of Proposed project site with sfopes: Varies, byt is limited by forest Management feasibifity.
{)-1{)% % 10- 159, ‘ % 15% or Qreater

5. is project substanﬁally contiguous to, or contain g buitding, site, or district, listaq on the State or Nationa| Registers of
Historic Places? Yes No Nia

8. Is site located oyer & primary, principai, or sole source aquifer? Yes No N/A



11. Does project site contain any species of piant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered? Yes
No N/A :
According fo:

identify each species:

12 Are there any unigue or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations?
‘ Yes No NIA

Describe:

13. Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area?
Yes No NIA
i yes, explain:

14. Doas the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community? Yes No N/A

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area: NiA

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary

16. Lakes, ponds, wetiand areas within or contiguous to project area: NIA

b. Size (in acres).

17. Is the site served by existing public ufiiities? Yes No N/A
a lf YES, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? Yes No
b. F YES, wil imp;rovements be necessary to allow connection? Yes No

18. |s the site located in an agricuitural district certified pursuant to Agriculiure and Markets Law, Arficle 25-AA, Section 303
and3047 Yes No N/A

19. is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant o Article 8 of the
ECL.and & NYCRR 8177 Yes No N/A

0. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of soiid or hazargous wastes? Yes No NJA.

B. Project Description
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate). N/A

a. 'E”dtai contiguols acreage owned or conirolied by project sponsor: acres.



b. Project acreage to he developed: acres initialty: acres ultimately.
! - ——————
C. Project acreage to remain undeveloped: acres,
——

d. Length of project, in miles: ' (if appropriate)
—_—

e Hfthe project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed. %

f. Number of off-street Parking spaces existing ; Proposed

g. Maximum vehicular trips generateq per hour; (upon completion of projecty?

k. If residentiaj- Number ang type of housing units:

Cne Fémily Two Family Multipie Family Condominiym
!nitially |
Y —_—_—— —_— —_——
Urtfmately '
—_— —_—— —_——— —_—_—

.. Dimensiong (infeet) of largest Proposed structyre: height; width; ength.
—_— —_—

J. Linear feet of frontage aloeng a public thoroughtare project will occupy is? ft.
2. How much natural materia {i.e. rock, earth, ete.) will pe removed from the site? N/A tons/cubic vards,

3. Wil disturbegd areas ha rebfaimed Yesg No N/A

— X

a. ifyes, for what intended Purpose is the sitg being reclaimed?

b. Will topsoil pe stockpiled for reclamation? Yos
<. Wil upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? Yes
4. How many acreg of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 225 acres,

5. Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other Joca#_lywimportant vegetation be 'eMoved by thig project?
Yes No Kis possible that treeg over 100 years jn age will be harvested,
e P

6. If single Phase project: Anticipated period of Construction: mMonthg, (including demoiitfcn) NIA
70 Multi-phaseg: N/A

a. Tota! number of phases anticipated (number}

b. Anticipated date of tommencement phase 1: month year, (including demoliﬁon}
. Approximate completion date of final phase: _ Month ' year.

d. Is phage 1 functionauy dependent on subsequent phases? Yes No

8. Wilj blasting ocoyr during Construction ? Yes No N/A

8. Number of fobs generateq: during cénstruction ; after project ig Compiete NJA
10. Number of jobs eliminateq by this project . N/A

11, Wil project require relocation of any projects or faci!it%es?____ Yes No N/a
If yes, explain;

12,15 surface liguid waste disposal involved? Yes Neo N/a

a. ffyes, indicate type of waste (sewage, Industria), ete) and amount



b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged

13. Is subsurface liguid waste disposal involved? Yes No Type N/A

14, Wil surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? Yes No N/A
if yes, explain:

15. Is project or any portion of project located in & 100 year flood piain? Yes No NIA

16. Will the project generate solid waste? _____Yes _ No N/A

a. If yes, what is the amount per month?_______ tons

b. If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? Yes No

c. if yes, give name location

d, Wil any wastes not go into & sewage di.sposa! system or into a sanitary landfill? Yes No
e. If yes, explain:

17. Wil the project involve the disposat of sclid waste? Yes No N/A

a. [f yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month.

b. if yes, what is the anticipated site #ife? years.

18. Wili project use herbicides or pesticides? ____ Yes ____ No N/A

19. Will project routinely preduce odors (more thaﬂ.on.e hour per day)? Yes No N/A

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the locai ambient naise levels? Yes No N/A
21. Will project result in an-increase in energy use? Yes No N/A

If yes, indicate type(s)

22, If water suppiy is from weills, indicate pumping capacity gallcns/minute. N/A
23. Tota! anticipated water usage per day : galions/day. N/A

24. Does project invoive Local, State or Federal funding? Yes No N/A

If yes, explain:

25, Approvals Required:

Type
City, Town, Village Board Yes X__ No

City, Town, Village Planning Board Yes_ X No

City, Town Zoning Board Yes _X No

City, County Health Department Yes_ X No
Other Local Agencies Yes__ X No
Other Regional Agencies Yes No

State Agencies Yes No

Submittai Date



Federa Agencies Yes No :

C. Zoning ang Planning Information

1. Doesg Proposed action involve g planning or Zoning decision? Yes X
If Yes, indicate decision reguired:

Zoning amendment Zoning variance New/revision of master plan Subdivision

Site pian ' Speciat yse permit Resource management plan Other
2. What is the zoning classiﬁcation(s) of the site? N7A '

3. What is the maximum potentia! development of the site i deveioped ag permitted by the present zoning? NfA

4, What is the Proposed zZoning of the site? N/A

8. Is the Proposed actinn Consistent witn the recommended Uses in adopted local iand yge pians?“_Yes No N/a

7. What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classificationg within a % mjle radius of Proposed action? N/A

8. Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses with 5 Y mile? __Yes No N/a,

9. Ifthe proposed action ig the subdivision of tand, how many lots gre preposed? N/A
—_—_—

—_—

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? :

10. Wit pProposed action reguire any authoriiaﬁon{s} for the formation of sewer or water districts? Yes No
N/A



11, Will the proposed action create a demand for any community pfovided services {recreation, education, police, fire
protection’? Yes No N/A

a. if yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handie projected demand? Yes No
12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? Yes No NIA
a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handie the additional traffic. Yes No

D. informational Details
Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse impacts
associated with your propesal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or avoid them.

The action is the issuance of a general permit for silvicultural treatments that trigger the Agency’s clearcutting
jurisdictional thresholds. The permit would be issued for any such action within the boundaries of the Adirondack
- Park for any clearcuts greafer than 25 acres in size. Forest managers whose lands are third-party certified will be
eligible for this permit and bound by ifs conditions. Third-party certification requires strict adherence to best
management practices that seek to protect wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, aesthetics and historical resources,

Strict compliance with the third-party certification standards through the method of independent audits and the
conditions in the permit will serve to eliminate the potential for significant effect on the environment.

E. Verification
| ceriify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.

Appiicant/Sponsor Name Date___Daniel M. Spada

Signature

Titte__Supervisor, Resource Analysis and Scientific Services, NYS Adirondack Park Agency

if the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complets the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
with thisassessment.

PART 2 - PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General information (Read Carefully)

¢ in completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been
reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert envircnmenial analyst,

e The Exampies provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possibie the threshold of
magnifude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and for
most situations. Bui, for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriale for a
Poteniial Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

e The impacts of sach project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and have been
offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question. ‘

e The number of examples per guestion does not indicate the importance of each question.

@ In identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumulative effects.

Instructions (Read carefully)
a. Answer each of the 20 guestions in PART 2. Answer Yes i there will be any impact.
b. Maybe answers should ke considered as Yes anawers.
c. If answering Yes to a guestion then check the appropriate box(column 1 or 2)io indicate the potential size of the impact, If
impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. If impact will occur but threshold is lower than
example, check column 1.
d. Identifying that an Impact will be potentially large (column 2) dees not mean that it is also necessarily significant. Any
large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. tdentifying an impact in column 2 simply asks that it
be lcoked at further.
&. |f reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3.
f. If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in the pchJect to a small to moderate
impact, also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This must be
expiained in Part 3.

1 smali to moderate impact, 2 potential Large impact 3 can impact be mitigated by

project change
impact on Land

1. Wil the Proposed Action result in a physical change {o the project
site?_X__ no ves



yes o

o Constructr’on on land where the depth to the water table

is less than 3 feet : Yes _ ng

—_— —— ——— ——_Yes —_ho

1 smalt to Moderate impact 2 poentiaf large impact 3 can impact pe
mitigated by project changs

generally within 3 feet of existing groyng surface, ) —Yes __ no

= Construction that wil continue for more than 1 year or _

involve more thar one phase or stage. Y&8_ no
—_— —— ——_ _¥es

soil} per year, ' ¥Yes_ no
_ B TTTTTe—— T Y8s

* Construetion OF expansion of g Santary fandf Yes__ ng
——— ——— . Yes_

* Construction ina designated floodway.

* Other impacts:

* Specific land formg:

Impact on Water

Exampies that wouid apply to column 2

* Deveiopable area of site containg & protected watar body. : —¥es__no

e Dredging more than 100 Cubic yvards of material from channel of

. & protected Stream, —Yes _np

* Extansion of utility distribution facilities through a protectad wate,
body.” —Yes _np

* Construction iy a designated freshwater of tidal wetlang. —Yes _ no
* Other impacts:

4. Will Proposed Action affect any non-protected existing or new body of



water? X NG YES
Exampies that would apply to column 2

« A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of .
water or mare than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

« Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface
area.

« Other impacts:

5. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater guality or
quantity?_X____NC YES
Exampies that would apply to column.2

« Proposed Action will require a discharge permit.

__YEs _ no

« Proposed Action reguires use of a source of water that does not
have approval to serve propased (project) action.

« Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater
than 45 galions per minute pumping capacity.

- Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water
supply system.

« Proposed Acticn will adversely affect groundwater.

« Liquid effluent wili be conveyed off the site to facilities which
presently do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

= Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 galiens
per day.

+ Proposed Action will likely cause siliation or other discharge into
an existing body of water to the extent that there will be an
obvious visual contrast to natural conditions.

» Proposed Action wil require the storage of petroleum or
chemical products greater than 1,100 gallons.

« Proposed Action witl aliow residential uses in areas without
water and/or sewer services,

« Proposed Action iocates commercial and/or industrial uses
which may require new or expansion of existing waste treatment
and/or storage facilities.

yes _ no

_yes __no

__yes_ no

_yes |
_yes _ no
yes _ no
__yes no
__vyes ne
_yes _ no
_yes _no
_yes __no
_.yes_no

» Other impacts. The project will use best management practices to reduce or eliminate surface water impacts from ercsion, .

6. Will Proposed Action alter drainage flow or patierns, or surface water
runoff?__ X_ NO YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

= Proposed Action would change flood water flows

= Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion.

« Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns,

« Proposed Action will allow development in a designated

. __yes _ no
_yes_ no

yes

no



floodway. Yes . no

* Other impacts:
IMPACT o AlR
7. Wil Propaseq Action affect air qualify?  x NO

—

Examp!es that woulg apply to Column 2 o
Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehiste trips in any

given hoyr, __Vves __hO'
* Proposeq Action wip result in the incineration of more than 1 ton
of refuse per hour. —Yes__no

* Emission rate of fotg) contaminants' will exceed_ Slbs. per hoyr
or a hegt SOtrce Producing more than 1g miilian BTLrg per

hour, : —Yes _ ng

* Proposeq Action wilj allow an increase in the amount o fand 7

Committed 1o industriaf use, —Yes _ ng

* Proposed Action wij) allbw an increase in the density of '

industriay development within existing indusgtriz areas. —-Yes_ no

= Othar iMpacts:

IMPACT oN PLANTS AND ANIMALS

8. Wil Proposeq Action affect any threatenegd Or endangereg species?q_X_MNO YES

Exampies that woug apply to Column 2

* Reduction of one or More speciag listed on the New York or

Federal list, using the site, over gr Near '

the site, or found on the site, : --Yes _no

© Removal of any portion of 4 critica) oy Significant wildlife habitat
* Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice & year,
es

Other than yor agricultyray purposes. _ ~ Y& __ ng

« Other iMpacts:

Or migratory fish, shellfish pr wildlife Species, : —Yes__ ng

* Proposeq Action "equires the feémoval of more than 1p acres of
Matire forgst (over 109 years of age) or other Ioca”y important

Vegetation, —Yes  ng
——— — —_— —

¢ Other impacts-

NO YES

* The Proposed Action would Sever, crogs of fimit access to
agricuiturg langd {inciudasg Croplang, hayﬁelds, basture, vineyard,
fe.)

orchard, etc. Yes  np
———— — S —_

“ Construction activity would E€XCavate or Compact the 30il profile of
agrcultural fang. i --Yes_ np



« The Proposed Action would irreversibly convert more than 10
acres of agriculturat land or, if located in an Agricuitural District,
more than 2.5 acres of agricultural fand. yes
. The Proposed Action would distupt or prevent instatlation of

agriculivral tand management systems {e.g., subsurface drain
iines, outiet ditches, strip cropping); or create @ need for such
measures {e.g. cause a farm field to drain pootly due to
increased runoff).

e e . -

« Other impacts:

1 smali to moderate impact 2 potential large fmpact 3 can impact be mitigated by project change

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES
41 Will Proposed Action affect aesthetic resources? (If necessary, use
the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.20, Appendix B.X NO YES

Examples that wouid apply to column 2

« Proposed land uses, of proiect components ohviously different

from or (n sharp contrast 10 current surrounding fand use

patterns, whether man-made or natural, yes
« Proposed land uses, of project components visibie to users of

aesthetic resources which will efiminate or significantly reduce

their enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource. __yes

« Project components that wilt result in the etimination of
significant screening of scenic views known to be important to
the area. yes

« Other impacts:
IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEQLOGICAL RESOURCES

2. Wil Proposed Action impact any site of structure of historic,
prehistoric or paleontological importance?__X NG YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

+ Proposed Action occurring whotly or partially within or
substantially contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State
or Nationat Register of historic places. _yes_ Nho

« Any impact to an archaeologicat site or fossil bed logated within
the project site. yes __No

. Proposed Action will coour in an area designated as sensitive
sor archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory. Yes Ne

« Other impacts:

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION

13, Wil proposed Actian affect the quantity of quality of existing of future
open spaces of recreational cppor%unities’?_x___ﬁ{} YES
Exampies that woulid apply to column 2

. The permanent fareclosure of a future recreational opportunity.
. A major reduction of an open space important to the community.
« Other impacts:

IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS

__no

_no

no

_no

_no



14, Wil Proposed Action impact the exceptional or unigque
characteristics of & critical environmentg area (CEA) establisheg
bursuant to subdivision SNYCRR 6171 4(9)?_X_,__NO YES
List the environmenta) Characteristics that caused the designation of
the CEA,

Examples that would apply to column 2
= Proposed Action to locate within the CEaA?

—_Yes _no

* Proposed Action will resultin a reduction in the Quantity of the

resource? ves ne

* Proposed Action wiil resulf in g reduction in the quality of the

resource? Ve&s _ no
—_— — TT—————— _yes__

* Proposed Action wilj Impact the uyse function or enjoyment of the

resource? Yes _ no
T ———— .

e Other impacts:

IMPACT OoN TRANSPORTATION
15. Will there be an effect to existing transportation Systems?_x NO YES

Examples that wouid apply to column 2
* Alteration of bresent pattarng of Mmovement of peaple and/or

goods, yes ne
—_— ——— — —

* Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems,

= Other impacts: ¥&s _ no
IMPACT ON ENERGY

18, Wil Proposed Action affect the COMmMunity’s sources of fust or

energy supp!y?__x_hNO . YEs

Exampies that would apply to column 2

* Praposed Action wil| cause a greater than 5% increase in the
use of any form of energy in the municipality. —_Yes __ no

* Proposed Action wilf fequire the creation Or extension of an

energy transmission OF Supply system tq Serve more than 50

single or two family residences or tg Sefve a major Commercial

of Industrial use, : ves ho

* Other impacts:

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACT ‘
17. Wil there be objectionabie odors, noise, or vibration as g result of
the Proposed Action? YES

—

Examples that would apply to column 2

. B!astfng within 1,500 feet of g hospital, school or other sensitive

facility. —Yes_ no
* Odors will oecyr routinely (more than one hoyr per day;. < _Yes__no
* Proposed Action will Produce Cperating noise exceeding the

local ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures. Y& _no
* Proposad Action wili remove natyral barriers that would act a5 g

noise screen, —.Yes_nc

a QOther impacts:



IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH .

18. Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?_ X__ NO YES

=« Proposed Acticn may cause a risk of explosion or release of

hazardous substances {i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation,

eic.) in the event of accident or upset conditions, or there may be .

a chronic iow ievel discharge or emission. __yes__ _no

. Proposed Action may result in the burial of “hazardous wastes”
in any form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive,
irritating, infectious, etc.) yes _ ho

- Storage facilities for one miition or more gallons of liquefied
natural gas or other flammable liquids. __yes__ nho
» Proposed Action may result in the excavation or other

disturbance within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of

solid or hazardous waste. . __yes__ no

« Other impacts:

IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER

OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOQD

19. Will Proposed Action affect the character of the existing community?_X__ NO YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

= The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%.

yes _ no

« The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating
services will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of
this project. . yes _ no

« Proposed Action wilt conflict with officially adopted plans or
goals. ' __yes_ no

- Proposed Action will cause a change in the density of land use. ___yes__ no

= Proposed Action will replace or efiminate existing facilities,
structures or areas of historic importance fo the community.

+ Development will create a demand for additional community
services (e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) __yes _ no
« Proposed Action will set an important precedent for fufure

projects. . yes__ no

yas _ no

« Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. __yes__ no

= Other impacts:

20. is there, or is there likely o be, public controversy related to potential

adverse environment impacts?_X__ NO YES

if Any Action in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potential Large Impact or If you Cannot Determine the Magnitude
of

Impact, Proceed to Part 3
Part 3 - EVALUATION OF THE iMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS
Responsibiiity of Lead Agency

Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impact(s} is considered {o be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may
be mitigated.

instructions {If you need more space, attach additional sheets)
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