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zone change or complete preservation depending upon site.”

In 1987 the Huntington Town Board included the 100+ acres (of which the subject site is part) in
its nominations for open space/farmland preservation acquisition using New York State
Environmental Quality Bond Act funding. The Town has listed the site among its acquisition
priorities since that time and has recommended the property to other agencies, including the
Suffolk County Planning Department and Long Island Regional Planning Board. The subject
property has been nominated in the past for acquisition under the Environmental Open Space and
Parlk Improvements Fund (EOSPA) Program; however, acquisition under this program requires the
owner to be a willing seller, and the owner was not interested in selling their land.

The open space on the property will be impacted by the large amount of clearing and grading
needed to develop the site as proposed. Open spaces buffer and natural areas will be left on the
edges of the property, but these will be hard edges marked by large retaining walls. The project
also fragments remaining open space in the neighborhood as the orchard property to the east will
be cut off from Berkeley Jackson County Park. A small sliver of wooded land will be
maintained in the northeast corner of the subject property that may serve wildlife, but it could not
serve people unless an easement or dedication was obtained. Once the orchard land is separated
from the municipal open space, then its open space and recreational value is diminished. The
isolation from other meaningful open space becomes an additional argument to allow for the
development of that land.

IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS:
12. The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical environmental area (CEA).

*No.

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION:
13. The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.

*Yes. Jericho Turnpike is one of the most-traveled roads in the Town of Huntington. It is the
only major arterial in the Town with two lanes of traffic in each direction for its entire length. It -
travels through the geographic center of the Town, splitting it into north and south halves. Tt is
also a major commercial shopping corridor, containing both neighborhood services and
townwide destination retail. The section in front of the subject property has long served as a
traffic relief point due 1o its lack of traffic generators. The proposed development would
establish this site as a destination property. It would become the largest traffic generator directly
on Jericho Turnpike in the Town.

The development would have four access points to public roads. One would be on Manor Road,
and would be the likely access for people traveling to/from the north. Three access driveways
would be on Jericho Turnpike. One would be directly opposite Old Couniry Road and would
involve modifying the existing traffic signal for new traffic patterns. A new traffic signal would
be installed at a new access driveway near the center of the property’s Jericho Turnpike frontage.
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This would be designed to have capacity for a large number of vehicles. The last access point
would be at the east end of the property, and would be limited to rights-in, rights-out only. The
road would be widened along the property in order to provide for dedicated right-turn lanes at the
site access points and Manor Road.

The applicant has submitted a traffic study that analyzes the impacts from this develogment and
the proposed mitigation measures. The first intersection that will be reviewed is th¢ very busy
intersection of Jericho Turnpike with Park Avenue/Deer Park Avenue. The traffic study SHows
that the development would pose significant delay increases during PM and Saturday peak travel
times for the southbound left turn movement and all eastbound movements. As mitigation the
traffic study recommends adding a protected left turn phase for eastbound and westbound travel,
and constructing a new right turn lane for westbound traffic. The suggested mitigation solves
some of the traffic flow issues but does not eliminate all traffic impacts. Through travel
movements in all directions would experience increased delay time during the AM peak hour,
with the greatest impact of 22 additional seconds of delay associated with the westbound through
traffic movement. In the PM peak hour, the mitigation improves the eastbound through traffic
delay by 20 seconds, improving the Level of Service from F to E. However, the northbound
through traffic delay is increased by 20 seconds, and the southbound through traffic delay is
increased by 37 seconds, leading to a Level of Service drop from D to F.

The Jericho Turnpike and Manor Road intersection functions well for east-west traffic but
experiences some problems for northbound and southbound traffic because of its design. There
is a single green phase for all movements. There is a shared left-through southbound lane and a
right turn southbound lane. Northbound there is a left turn Jane and a through/right lane. The
proposed development would increase northbound left turn delays in the PM peak hour, and
would greatly increase those delays in the Saturday peak hour. The traffic study has
recommended adding a protected left turn phase for northbound and southbound movement, and
reconfiguring the southbound lanes by moving the through movement to the right turn lane. A
westbound right turn lane is also added. A new signal controller would also be installed because
the existing coniroller is shared with the Old Country Road intersection. While the mitigation
results in some minor delay increases, particularly for southbound right turns, traffic delays will
be more evenly distributed among the various travel movements. In particular this benefits the
northbound movements where stacking at the intersection is more of a problem because of the
shopping center’s internal site layout.

The Jericho Turnpike and Old Country Road intersection would be thoroughly modified by the
addition of a fourth leg to the intersection for a new site driveway. The traffic study shows that
the addition of a northbound through movement to the current northbound right turn lane would
increase delays during all peak hours. In addition, the westbound left turn traffic would
experience increased delays during PM and Saturday peak hours. The suggested solution is to
add a new northbound lane for through movement while maintaining the right turn only lane.
The new commercial development would require protected signal phases for
northbound/southbound and eastbound left furms. A westbound right turn lane would be
constructed. A look at the revised traffic delay projections show the impact of the new
development. In the PM peak hour, a 34-second increase in the eastbound through traffic delay
results in a Level of Service change from A to D. A similar 38-second increase in the westbound
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left turn movement results in a Level of Service change from A to D. During the Saturday peak
hour the eastbound through movement is less affected, but the westbound left turn movements
experiences a delay increase of 44 seconds, leaving a Level of Service change from B to E.

There are two issues with the Jericho Turnpike/Old Country Road intersection that could use
further review. One is that the westbound through traffic is shown as having a decrease in delay
with the new development, despite having a shorter green time to get through the intersection
and an increase in vehicle flow from 791 vehicles to 1046 vehicles during the Saturday peak
hour and smaller increases during the other peak hours. The other issue is the proposed addition
of an eastbound left turn lane at the intersection. Adding the turning lane here would require that
the westbound left turn lane at the Jericho Turnpike/Manor Road intersection be shortened.
There is no discussion in this document regarding the stacking required in each turn lane and
whether the space available would be sufficient. With this short offset between intersections
there is a safety concern that vehicles could collide trying to enter the lane from opposite
directions. The traffic study indicates that there is limited use of the westbound left turn lane,
but even a lane with limited stacking needs sufficient space for vehicles to enter and slow down.
Other options that may be considered is removing the new eastbound left turn lane at Oid
Couniry Road, with vehicles instead having to turn left onto Manor Road or at the new traffic
signal at the central site entrance. Or removing the westbound left turn lane at Manor Road, with
vehicles instead having to turn left at Old Country Road, then making a right turn to enter the
shopping center.

The mntersection of Jericho Turnpike and Warner Road is shown as having existing difficulties
during the Saturday peak hour with its eastbound left turn and southbound movements. These
traffic delays would be exacerbated by the new development. The traffic study finds that simply
adjusting the signal phase timing at the intersection can result in traffic improvements over
existing conditions, even with the construction of the new commercial development.

The intersection of Deer Park Avenue and Old Country Road is shown by the traffic study to be
impacted by the proposed development. The traffic movements most impacted would be the
westbound left turns and southbound left turns during the PM peak hour. A review of the
intersection led to the recommendation to change the southbound lane configuration from left
turn-through lane-right turn to left turn-left turn-through/right turn. There is limited southbound
right turn traffic at this intersection. The signal would also be modified to have a protected
southbound left turn, as well as short northbound and westbound protected left turns. In most
cases this improves the northbound and westbound left turn movements over existing conditions.
The southbound left turn delays as a result of the development are decreased, but they are still
greater than existing conditions during weekday peak hours. But the southbound left turns have
been mitigated at the expense of northbound through traffic, which will see delay increases at all
peak hours, including an additional 41 seconds during the PM peak hour which will drop the
Level of Service from C to E. The proposed intersection revisions do not affect the dominant
eastbound and westbound through traffic during the week, but both movements are estimated to
have a delay increase of 16 seconds during the Saturday peak hour, which drops their Level of
Service from A to C.

The last intersection to show negative impacts requiring mitigation from the proposed
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development is the intersection of Deer Park Avenue and East Deer Park Road. This intersection
uses the same signal controller as the East Deer Park Road and DeForest Road North
intersection, Large delay increases are shown in the northbound through traffic movement
during the AM and Saturday peak hours, with the AM delay increased by 42 seconds and the
Saturday delay increased by 58 seconds before mitigation. The traffic study recommends that
the cycle time of the signals be lengthened by 5 seconds to improve traffic flow. The mitigation
is estimated to have no negative impacts except for in the AM peak hour, when the westbound
left turn traffic (southwest East Deer Park road headed to Deer Park Avenue south) has a delay
increase of 24 seconds, leading to a Level of Service change from B to D.

The traffic study identifies areas of expected traffic impacts and suggests mitigation to alleviate
the worst traffic delays that would occur if the property is developed as proposed. However, the
mitigation cannot accomplish the elimination of all traffic impacts. Even with the recommended
mitigation, the major traffic movements at the busiest intersection in close proximity to the
project (Jericho Turnpike and Park Avenue/Deer Park Avenue) show increases in travel delay.
When taken into consideration with the fact that the intersection has been identified as a Minor
Commercial/Mixed Use Activity Center in the Horizons 2020 Comprehensive Plan where
additional land development around the intersection may be appropriate, and that almost 50 acres
of land remain underdeveloped to the east of the subject property, there is a concern that the
carrying capacity of Jericho Turnpike and connecting major roads may be exceeded.

IMPACT ON ENERGY:
14. The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.

*Yes. The proposed commercial development will result in a significant increase in energy usage from
current conditions since the majority of the property is currently undeveloped. However, the energy
demand is not expected to have an impact on energy sources in the region.

IMPACT ON NOISE, ODOR, AND LIGHT:
15, The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting,

*Yes. There are both short-term and long-term impacts from this project. The site preparation work
needed to make this site buildable will be quite substantial. Over 28 acres of forested land must
be cleared and graded. Large amounts of soil will have to be removed. Development of this
magnitude will likely utilize large construction vehicles that may pose noise and odor impacts.
The number of trucks utilized in site preparation and construction work will also likely be
substantial. A project of this size will take a long time to build. Noise, odors, and lights may
impact the adjacent residential neighborhoods and the wildlife in Berkeley Jackson County Park.

Noise, odors, and lighting will also be a concern following the completion of construction. As a
significant traffic generator there will be noise, odor, and light impacts associated with vehicles
on the property. The traffic will include not only cars but also a large number of trucks to
service the project. There are access roads and parking lots close to nearby residences. Odors
are possible from the large amount of garbage that will be generated by the project. The impacts
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of odors will be affected by how often garbage is picked up, how it is stored, and how much is
created. The development will require private contractors to handle the garbage collection. The
method of handling the garbage affects the possibility of odors and health and safety issues with
animals or insects. Lighting is also a concern because of the size of the project. The land now is
mostly dark, covered by trees. There will be a lot of lighting installed for the buildings and
parking lots. The lighting is expected to have an impact at night.

The level of these impacts will be greatly dependent on geography. The preliminary site plan
shows that a buffer area will be retained along Manor Road to the west and the County Park to
the north. Since the buffer areas are hilly, the slopes may help to hide some of the noise, odor,
and light impacts from the development for neighbors to the north and west. The level of
reduction is dependent on the final site design. To the south the nearest residential homes sit at a
lower elevation than the subject property. Although these homes have a buffer area along
Jericho Turnpike, the higher elevation of the new development may affect the effectiveness of
the treed buffer. The greatest change from current conditions will be observed by drivers on
Jericho Turnpike, who will certainly notice the lighting from the new development as well as the
increase in automotive activity around the property.

IMPACT ON HUMAN HEALTH:
16. The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure to new or existing
sources of contaminants.

“Yes/Unknown. 1t is believed that the majority of the property has always been wooded, which
reduces the likelihood that contaminants would be found on much of the site. A 1930 aerial
photograph shows that much of the eastern tax map lot was farmed. Tt is possible that agricultural
chemicals could be found in that area, particularly longer-lasting contaminants such as arsenic, which 1is
often found on former farms in the area. A 1994 aerial photo shows that most of the eastern lot has
undergone succession and developed into woodland, indicating a significant passage of time since the
cessation of farming activities. No commercial-scale farming is currently visible on this site. There
does appear to be an area near the eastern property line where the land is used for materials/vehicle
storage associated with the farm. This would be a recommended area for soil testing if it is deemed
necessary. Most of this area is shown on the draft site plan as a buffer area, so it would not normally be
disturbed by development, except for the fact that landscaping will likely be necessary to fill in the
areas that are currently cleared or disturbed.

CONSISTENCY WITH COMMUNITY PLANS:
I7. The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.

*Yes. As stated in the Comprehensive Plan section above, the Horizons 2020 Comprehensive
Plan Update identifies appropriate locations for more intense development along Jericho
Turnpike, in nodes identified as Major or Minor Commercial/Mixed Use Activity Centers. The
subject property is not located in one of those nodes. Page 10-21 lists five criteria for determining
the proper locations for these nodes. TIn evaluating this project’s conformance with the listed
criteria, there are a number of factors that must be considered. This property is not a
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redevelopment site with minimal environmental constraints. It is a greenfield site that has been
forested since at least prior to 1930, It contains steep slopes throughout much of the property,
with the most significantly sloped areas in the middle of the property, where they will be
disturbed by any development of the full property. The project is also not compatible with some
of the adjacent land uses. While the property is large and deep, as the depth increases so too
does the distance to other commercial uses. To the north lies Berkeley Jackson County Park,
where the sloped woodlands were preserved. To the east lies agricultural land that may seek a
similar rezoning or redevelopment if the subject property is allowed to be rezoned from R-40 to a
commercial zoning classification. This project would establish deeper commercial zoning than
is typical along most of Jericho Turnpike, particularly outside of the nodes. While there is some
north-south access, the steep slopes and cul-de-sac communities in the neighborhood provide
limited travel paths. Manor Road is a narrow road with limited drainage, curbs, and sidewalks,
and no commmercial zoning along its length.

Since this location has not been established to fit the commercial node classification, it should be
developed in accordance with the recommendations for properties in between the nodes. This
includes limiting the size of commercial developments based upon the size of adjacent
commercial uses and the proximity to other non-commercial land uses. Large traffic generators
are not recommended. Residential uses may be appropriate in place of commercial development.
The Plan identifies the fact that this property is part of a “significant break in the predominantly
commercial land use pattern of the corridor.” (Pg 10-20). Any new development should retain
some of the benefits that result from this break — traffic relaxation, open space, noise reduction,
aesthetic appeal, etc. The applicant should provide additional information and analysis to show
how the project conforms with various recommendations in the Comprehensive Plan.

CONSISTENCY WITH COMMUNITY CHARACTER:
18. The proposed action is inconsistent with the existing community character.

*Yes. The property is located in a location where residential zoning was placed along Jericho Turnpike
to prevent impacts from the development of steep slopes. The land directly to the south was developed
as & cluster subdivision to preserve the majority of the property. This zone change proposal shows the
preservation of the minimum amount of land required by the Zoning Code. This proposal also
contrasts the application with other recent zone change applications along Jericho Turnpike. The
application closest in proximity was called the Wilbur Breslin/Easa Easa zone change, slightly Jess than
2000 feet to the west. In that case existing commercial zoning along the property’s road frontage was
deepened, but only to a point approximately half of the depth of the land. A residential development
using the existing R-40 zoning was built at the rear of the site, and a strip of land in between the
commercial and residential uses was dedicated to the Town as passive parkland. That property was
relatively flat, and is located inside a Minor Commercial/Mixed Use Activity Center node. Other
recent zone change applications that have offered buffers in excess of those required by zoning include
AJ. Richards, Bast Northport Ventures I & H, and Lowe’s. The Lowe’s application disturbed a small
portion of the steep slopes on its land.

The property is currently covered mosily by forest. This matches the characteristics of Berkeley
Jackson County Park behind it to the north, which is the largest park in the center of the Town of
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Huntington. It matches the residential subdivision to the south. To the east, the Mediavilla farmly
agricultural property is occupied by either orchard trees or natural forest. Across from the orchard
property is a farm field owned by Suffolk County and leased to farmers. This is a large mass of open
space that benefits the community. The commercial lots to the west on the north side of Jericho
Turnpike are approximately half as deep. Two of the properties are occupied by automotive
sales dealerships, which require large parking lots for vehicle storage. The shopping center to
the southwest covers almost 8 acres and runs from Jericho Turnpike to Old Country Road. The
proposed commercial shopping center on approximately 35 acres of land represents a significant
change in community character because of its size and site conditions. This will especially be true if
the orchard property applies for a similar rezoning in the future. The open space area would become a
retail destination on par with a small mall or shopping center cluster,

September 8, 2014 Huntington Town Department of Planning and Environment



Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency’s reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered vsing the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
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 areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.

[f the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding

with this assessment.
Tips for completing Part 2:
¢ Review all of the information provided in Part 1.

s  Review any appiication, maps, supporting materials and the FulLEAF Workbook,

e Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.

e If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
e Ifyouanswer “No® to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

¢ Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.

e Proposed projects that would exceed 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.

« Ifyou are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general

question and consult the workbook.

e When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the “whole action”.
¢ Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.
¢ Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project,

1. Tmpact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)

Ono

VIYES

If "Yes”, answer questions a - . if “No”, move on to Section 2.

Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occuy
a. The proposed action may invelve construction on land where depth to water table is B2d M
less than 3 feet.
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. B2f
c. The prepesed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or | E2a K] il
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a O %
of natural material.
e. The proposed action may invoive construction that continues for more than one year | Dle ] 1
or in muitiple phases.
{. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q ¥ N
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
£. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli i1 L]
h. Other impacts: 3
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2. Impact on Geological Features

The proposed action may result in the medification or destruction of, or inhibit

access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes, [INo ZIYES
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - ¢._If "No", move on to Section 3.
LT e e e L e b Relevant No, or Moderate
S Part I small to large
“+] Question(s) impact impact may
| may occur occur
a. Identify the specific land form{(s) attached: E2g | 4
The sand hill, which is a recognizable local landmark that helps people to identify the site, will ba
removed by the project.
b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent 1o a geological feature listed as a E3c | Wil N
registered National Natural Landmark,
Specific feature:
¢. Other impacts: | O
3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water INO []vEs
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a -1, If "No”, move on to Section 4.
R R g Cemlnin T I S Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
: R may occur oceur
a. The proposed action may create a new water body, D2b, D1k o 8]
b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a | D25 = =
10 acre increass o decrease in the surface area of any body of water.
c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a r o
from a wetland or water body,
d. The proposed actioir may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h | [l
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.
e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, | D2a, D2h a ]
runoft or by disturbing bottom sediments.
f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal | D2c o a
of water from surface water.
g. The proposed action may include construction of ot:e or more owutfall(s) for discharge | D2d o m
of wastewater to surface water(s),
h. The preposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e o =
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.
i. The preposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or EZh O O
downstream of the site of the proposed action,
J. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2q, E2h 0 O
around any water body.
k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dla, D2d = O
wastewater treatment facilities.
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[. Other impacts: O m]
4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or DNO YES
may have the potential to introduee contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(SeePart 1.D.2.2,D.2,¢,D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.1)
If "Yes”, answer questions a - h. If "No”, move on fo Section 5
e AR e s T e T R Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur oceur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand | D2c V| |
on supplies from existing water supply wells.
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable DZc 4] O
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source:
¢. The proposed acticn may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and | Dla, D2¢ |
SEWET services.
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E21 b2l
¢. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations | D2¢, E1f, i |
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg, Elh
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products | D2p, E21 ¥4 U
over ground water or an aquifer.
g. The proposed action may invelve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2g, ¥ 1
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E2l, D2c
h. Other impacts; ] O
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding, [INo VIYEs
(See Part 1. E.2)
If "Yes”, answer questions a- g If “No”, move on to Section 6.
L S A e T T T e Relevant No, or Moderate
i Partl small to large
| Question(s) impact impact may
o may occur occeur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i ¥4l O
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain, E2j 1 O
¢. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodpiain. E2k ¥4 |
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage DZb, D2e - %
patterns.
e. The propased action may change flood water flows that contribute te flooding. D2b, E2i, % |
E2j, B2k
f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, | Ele V] (]
or upgrade?
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g. Other impacts: 7 0
6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. NO [ JvEs
(See Part 1. D.2.1, D,2,h, D.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer gquestions a - . If “No”, move on fo Section 7.
S Pl R L A e R e Relevant No, or Moderate
: Part1 small to large
*| Question(s) impact impact may
‘ may geeur occur
a. If 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 (CO,) D2g ] |
ii, More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N,0) D2g a a
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbens (PFCs) D2g - C
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SFg) D2g o g
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g 0
hydrochloreflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D2h o O
b. The preposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated D2g 0 O
hazardous air poliutant, cr 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2 g O o
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 Ibs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
d. The propesed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”, D2g iy 0
above.
e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of morethan 1 | D28 O m}
ton of refuse per hour.
{. Other impacts: | !
7. Impact on Plants and Animals
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2, m.-q.) [INO VIYES
If "Fes”, answer q_uesrz'ons a- i ”No‘_ ' move on to Section 8.
R s SIS RN A R e STy Relevant No, or Moderate
i Part I small to large
| Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur occur
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any EZo ¥4 O
threatened 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 habitat used by E2o %] 3
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government,
¢. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any | E2p a M
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by EZp O ]
any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural E3c i1 O
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.
f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n %l |
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source;
g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or Em vl I
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site. |
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb O
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat. o
Habitat type & information source:
More than 10 acres of sloped forest
i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of | D2q %i| -
herbicides or pesticides.
j, Other impacts: Propesed Acticn would result in additional forest fragmentation which is known to v [

adversely impact wildlife

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources

The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E3.a. and b.)

No

[Y1YES

If “Yes”, answer gquestions a - b If "No", move on to Section 9.

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I smali to Iarge
Question(s) impact impact may
: may oceur occur

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the E2¢, E3b i O
NYS Land Classification System.

b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Ela, Elb ¥ |
{includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc).

©. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of | E3b V4] |
active agricultural land.

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricuktural land to non-agricultural -Elb, E3a b4 O
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 18
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land Ela, Elb ¥4 O
management systen,

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2e, C3, L] 74
potential or pressure on farmland. D2e¢, D2d

£. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Parmland C2e il |
Protection Plan.

h. Other impacts; 1| [}
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)

[INo

V]YES

If “Yes”, answer questions a- g If “No”, go to Section 10,

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local | E3h K] |
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b ¥l O
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.
c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) ] ¥|
ii. Year round I vl
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: B2
i. Routine travel by residents, including travet to and from work ’ 0 i
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Elec il O
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h v O
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the propesed Dla, Ela, &l O
project: Dif, Dig
0-1/2 mile
¥ -3 mile
3-5 miie
5+  mile
g. Other impacts: il |

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may cceur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. (Part 1. E.3.e, T and g.)
If "Yes ", answer questions a - e. If "No”, go to Section 11,

[ I~no

[V]YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
_, Part small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3e i 1

to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been

nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or

National Register of Histotic Places.
b. The preposed action may oceur wholly or partiaily within, or substantially contiguous | E3f Y O

to, an area designated as sensitive for archacological sites on the NY State Historic

Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.
c. The proposed action may oceur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3g K O

to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.

Source:
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d. Other impacts: 1 O
e. If any of the above (a-d) are answered “Yes”, continue with the following questions
to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i, The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, Fig, 4| ]
of the site or property. E3f
ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or Ede, E3f, i [
integrity. E3dg Ela,
Elb
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which | E3e, E3f, ¥ 0
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E3g, E3h,
C2,C3
11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a DNO YES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E.1.c.,, E.2.q.)
___Af "Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 12.
T T e T T e T Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small 10 large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem | D2e, Elb [ 7|
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater | E2h,
storage, nuirient ¢ycling, wildlife habitat, E2m, E2o,
EZn, E2p
b. The proposed action may result in the foss of a current or future recreational resource, | C2a, Elc, O ]
C2¢, E2q
c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2c | O
with few such resources. Eic, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2¢, Ele 4] |
community as an open space resource.
e. Other impacts: [ |

12, Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be iocated within or adjacent io a critical
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)

NO

[ ]ves

If "Yes”, answer questions a-c. If “No”, go to Section | 3.

Relevant No, or Moderate
: Part 1 small to large
| Question(s) impact impact may
' may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d o u|
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA,
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d o 0
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.,
¢. Other impacts: ' o 0
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.
(See Part 1, D.2.j)

[___]ﬁo

[V]YES

If "Yes", answer questions a-g. If “No”, goto Section 14,

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may

TR L R may occur occur

a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j L] ¥

b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or - | D2j . 4|
more vehicles.

¢, The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j ¥4 O

d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j ¥ 1

¢. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j V| [

f. Other impacts: ' i O

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

[ Nno

[YlvES

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

Relevant No, or Moderate
PartT small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur occur

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k % O
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | D1F, ¥4 a

or supply system to serve more than 30 single or two-family residences or 1o serve a Dlq, D2k

commercial or industrial use.
c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity, D2k ¥ [l
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/cr cooling of more than 100,000 square | Dlg ¥4 ]

feet of building area when completed.
€. Other Impacts:

d i ]

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

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

(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and 0.)

[ No

YIYES

If "Yes”, answer questions a - f. If "No”, go to Section 10,

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
R e R T T e may oceur occur
a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local D2m ] M
regulation.
b. The proposed action may resilt in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, E1d O
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.
c. The proposed action may result in routine odars for more than one hour per day. D2o O
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d. The proposed action muy result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n I ]
e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n,Ela [ 7]
area canditions,
f. Other impacts: ¥4 ]
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure [:] NO [V]YES
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q.,B.1.d. f. g. and h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a-m._If "No”, go io Section 17, _
: e (R PO H R Relevant No,or Moderate
Part1 small to jarge
Question(s) impact impact may
may cccur oceur-
a. The proposed action is located within 1300 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld ¥4 [
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg,Elh %4 ]
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Elg, E1h d
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.
d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional conirol limiting the use of the Elg, Elh ¥4 O
property (e.g., easement or deed restriction).
e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place | Elg, Elh ¥4 O
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health,
f. The proposed actjon has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t w4 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 a solid waste D2g, E1f ¥4 |
management facility,
h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. DZq, E1f ¥4 (W]
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of dispesal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s 4] O
solid waste.
j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | E1f, Elg ] [
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh
Ie. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill Elf, Hlg %4 [
site to adjacent off site structures. ‘
1, The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, E1f, Y| K
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts: vl n
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17. Consistency with Community Plans

The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(See Part 1. C.1, C.2, and C.3.)

[ INvo

[V]vEs

If "Yes”, answer questions a - h. If "No", go to Section I8,

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part] small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
e L et S L may eccur occur

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

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

¢. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2,C3 O ¥

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | C2, C2 4 O
plans.

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3, Dle, 1 [:l
supported by existing infrastruciure or is distant from existing infrastructure, D1d, D1f,

D1d, Elb

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4, D2¢, D2d %4 O
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2j

g. The proposed action may induce secondary developiment impacts (e.g., residential or | C2a ] %4
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

h. Other: M O

18. Consistency with Community Character
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
(See Part 1. C.2, C.3,D.2, E.3)

If "Yes", answer questions a - g. If “No", proceed to Part 3.

[ JNo

[Y]YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
S e , e T S _ may occur oceur
a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas H3e, B3f, H3g 7] (|
of historic importance to the community.
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e g. C4 b1 O
schools, police and fire)
¢. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where | C2, C3, DIf (|
there is a shortage of such housing, Dlg. Ela
d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2, E3 il
or designated public resources.
e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 1 4|
character.
. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 3 4}
Ela, Elb
E2g, EZh
g. Other impacts: 14| [

PRINT FULL FORM

Page 10 of 10




Agency Use Only {IfApplicable]

Project: |Syndicalad Yenturas Zona Change

Date: [pgi8i2014

Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance

Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for every question
in Part 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to explain why a particular
element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental impact.

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmenta! 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 not
have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the certification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its
determination of significance.

Reasons Supporting This Determination:
To compiete this section:

® Identlfy the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
size or extent of an impact.

+  Assess the importance of the impact. Imporiance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact
oceurring, numbet of pecple affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were to
aceur.

+  The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes.

*  Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where
there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse
environmental impact.

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

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

¢ Attach additional sheets, as needed.

See attached sheels,

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

SEQR. Status: Type 1 (] Unlisted

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: Part 1 V] Part 2 [/] Past 3




Upon teview of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional support information

Expanded Envirenmental Assessment Form prepared by VHB Enginesring. Surveying. and Landscape Architecture, P.C.
Proposed Site Plan Site Visits and Aerial Photography
Prior SEQRA reviews of the property

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each {dentified potential impact, it is the conclusien of the
Huntington Town Beard as lead agency that:

] A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environiment, and, therefore, an environmental impact
statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued.

[1 B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantially mitigated because of the foilowing conditions which will be required by the fead agency:

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioned negative
declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6 NYCRR 617.d).

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

Name of Action: Syndicated Ventures Zone Changa

Name of Lead Agency: Huntington Town Board

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Frank P. Petrone

Title of Responsible Officer:  1oun supervisar

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Date:

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) Date:

For Further Information:

Contact Person: Craig Turner, Planner, Department of Planning and Environment
Address: Town Hall, 100 Main Street, Muntington, NY 11743

Telephone Number: (531) 351-3196

B-mail: planning@huntngtonny.gov
For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to;

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

Applicant (if any)

Environmental Notice Bulletin: hitp://www.dec ny.zov/enb/enb.htr]
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