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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

 
Notice is hereby given that the Council on Environmental Quality  
will convene a regular public meeting at 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday, June 
17, 2015 in the Arthur Kunz Library, H. Lee Dennison Building, Fourth 
Floor, Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, NY 11788.  Pursuant to 
the Citizens Public Participation Act, all citizens are invited to submit 
testimony, either orally or in writing at the meeting.  Written comments 
can also be submitted prior to the meeting to the attention of: 
 
 Andrew P. Freleng, Chief Planner 

Council on Environmental Quality 
Suffolk County Planning Department 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, NY  11788 
631-853-5191 
 
 

Council of Environmental Quality 
Gloria Russo, Chairperson 
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  REVISED AGENDA 
 

MEETING NOTIFICATION 
 

Wednesday June 17,  2015  9.30 a.m. 
Arthur Kunz Library 

H. Lee Dennison Bldg. - 4th Floor 
Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge 

 
All project materials can be found at: 

 
http://www.suffolkcountyny.gov/Departments/Planning/Boards/CouncilonEnvironmentalQuality 
 

Call to Order: 
 
 
Minutes:  
 
May 20, 2015 

 
 

Correspondence: 
 
 
Public Portion: 
 
 
Historic Trust Docket: 
 

Director’s Report: 
Updates on Housing Program for Historic Trust Sites 
Updates on Historic Trust Custodial Agreements 
 

 
 

http://www.suffolkcountyny.gov/Departments/Planning/Boards/CouncilonEnvironmentalQuality.aspx


 
 
Project Review: 
Recommended Type I Actions: 
 

A. Proposed Mud Creek Watershed Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Project, Town of 
Brookhaven 
 

B. Proposed Old Field Farm County Park Equestrian Sand Ring Construction Project, Town 
of Brookhaven 
 

Recommended Unlisted Actions: 
 

A. Proposed Improvements to County Road 12, Oak Street from CR1, County Line Road to 
Garfield Avenue, Town of Babylon, Village of Amityville 
 

 
Recommendations for LADS Report: 
 

A. Recommendations for Legislative Resolutions Laid on the Table June 2, 2015 
 
 

Other Business: 
 
Overview of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Plan 
 
 
 
 

CAC Concerns: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*CAC MEMBERS:  The above information has been forwarded to your local Legislators, Supervisors 
and DEC personnel.  Please check with them prior to the meeting to see if they have any comments or 
concerns regarding these projects that they would like brought to the CEQ’s attention.   
**CEQ MEMBERS:  PLEASE NOTIFY THIS OFFICE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE IF YOU WILL BE 
UNABLE TO ATTEND. 
***FOLLOWING THE MEETING PLEASE LEAVE BEHIND ALL PROJECT MATERIAL 
THAT YOU DO NOT WANT OR NEED AS WE CAN RECYCLE THESE MATERIALS LATER 
ON. 



COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

 
STEVEN BELLONE 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

 
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING 

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 
 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
Gloria Russo 
Chairperson 
CEQ 

 SUFFOLK COUNTY 
COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

MINUTES 
 

DATE: June 17, 2015 
TIME:  9:40 am to 12:05 pm 
LOCATION:  Arthur Kunz Library 
 H. Lee Dennison Bldg. – 4th Floor 

Veterans Memorial Highway, Hauppauge, New York 
 
PRESENT: 
Gloria Russo, Chair 
James Bagg, Vice-Chair 
Hon. Kara Hahn 
Michael Kaufman 
Mary Ann Spencer 
Larry Swanson 
 
ABSENT: 
Eva Growney 
Thomas Gulbransen 
Dan Pichney  
 
CAC REPRESENTATIVES: 
Joy Squires 
 
STAFF: 
Andrew Freleng, Chief Planner 
John Corral, Senior Planner 
Christine DeSalvo, Senior Clerk Typist 
 
GUESTS: 
Jennifer Kohn, Assistant County Attorney, Suffolk County Department of Law 
Richard Martin, Director Historic Services, Suffolk County Department of Parks, 
Recreation and Conservation 



Nick Gibbons, Principal Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Parks, 
Recreation and Conservation 
Gil Anderson, Commissioner, Suffolk County Department of Public Works 
DeWitt Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Economic 
Development and Planning 
Lauretta Fischer, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Economic 
Development and Planning 
Susan Filipowich, Environmental Planner, Suffolk County Department of Economic 
Development and Planning 
Jennifer McGivern, Research Technician, Suffolk County Department of Economic 
Development and Planning 
Camilo Salazar, Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Economic 
Development and Planning 
Victor Keneiby, Associate Civil Engineer, Suffolk County Department of Public Works 
Joni Rivera, Civil Engineer, Suffolk County Department of Public Works 
William Bowman, PhD, Senior Scientist, Land Use Ecological Services 
Kelly Risotto, Senior Ecologist, Land Use Ecological Services 
Al Krupski, Suffolk County Legislator, District 1 
Alyssa Turano, Legislative Aide 5th District  
Sally Lynch, Founder and President, Old Field Farm, Ltd. 
Daniel Gulizio, Peconic Bay Keeper 
Rick Brand, Newsday 
 
 
 
Minutes:  

Minutes for the May 20, 2015 CEQ meeting were reviewed and discussed.    
 
A motion was made by Ms. Spencer to approve the May 20, 2015 minutes.  The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Swanson.  Motion carried. 
 
 

Correspondence: 
Mr. Corral noted that there was no outside correspondence received this month.  
Mr. Corral also noted that a draft letter which was requested by the CEQ at the 
May 20, 2015 meeting was placed in Chairwoman Russo’s folder.  This letter 
from the CEQ to Sarah Lansdale recommends the placement of Larry Swanson, 
and Tom Gulbranson as the alternate, on the Suffolk County sub-watershed 
steering committee which is in the process of being formed.  Chairwomen Russo 
approved and signed the letter. 
 
 

Public Portion: 
None 

 
 



 
 
 
Historic Trust Docket:  
Director’s Report: 
 
Mr. Martin updated the Council on the following: 
 

• Housing Program: 
Mr. Martin stated that there is nothing new to report on the housing 
program. 
 

• Custodial Agreements:  
Mr. Martin stated that the Parks Department has a meeting with County 
Attorney Dennis Brown and his staff this Friday to formulate a template to 
help expedite the contract process.  Mr. Martin noted that the CEQ was 
helpful at the last meeting in helping to facilitate this meeting with the 
County Attorney’s office. 
 
 

Recommended Type I Actions: 
 

Proposed Mud Creek Watershed Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Project, Town of 
Brookhaven 
 
DeWitt Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of 
Economic Development and Planning and William Bowman, Senior Scientist, 
Land Use Ecological Services gave a presentation regarding the restoration 
project.  The project involves the restoration of the terrestrial and aquatic habitats 
of the former Gallo duck farm on a 39.6 acre site located in Mud Creek County 
Park.   
 
After the CEQ discussed the details of the project Mr. Kaufman made a motion to 
recommend classification of the proposed project as a Type I action with a 
Negative Declaration.  The motion included that a plan will be developed to 
provide the greatest possible protection to the on-site turtles during the site 
restoration work and said plan will be communicated to all project construction 
contractors  and that all necessary permits/approvals will be obtained from the 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation prior to the 
commencement of site restoration.  The motion was seconded by Legislator Hahn.  
Motion carried.   
 

 
Other Business: (Taken out of Order) 

 
Overview of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Plan.   



 
DeWitt Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of 
Economic Development and Planning, gave an overview of the Suffolk County 
Comprehensive Plan which included the Plan’s history and the different groups 
that have reviewed the Plan and provided input.   Mr. Davies noted that additional 
public comment can be provided to Sarah Lansdale, Director of Planning, for 
approximately the next month.   In addition, Mr. Davies stated that another public 
hearing will take place on July 20, 2015 at 10:00 am at the Suffolk County 
Environmental, Planning and Agricultural (EPA) Committee meeting and that the 
Comprehensive Plan has now been posted on the Suffolk County Legislature’s 
website.   Mr. Davies also described the nature of the Plan and how it contains 
general concepts and strategies that can be further evaluated as projects are 
developed in the future.  Mr. Davies noted that there are no funding commitments 
or binding actions contained within the Plan.  
 
Mr. Swanson voiced his concern regarding the impacts that will result from the 
additional population growth that is projected to occur in Suffolk County and 
noted how some of the strategies discussed in the Plan will encourage additional 
population growth on Suffolk County. 
 
The CEQ discussed the SEQRA requirements related to this Plan. It was 
discussed that the Suffolk County Planning Commission was involved with this 
Plan and that pursuant to New York State General Municipal Law Section 
239(p)3. a regional comprehensive plan is subject to the provisions of the State 
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA).  As such, the CEQ reviewed the 
Type I Actions and found that based on the nature and content of the Suffolk 
County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 it does not represent “a municipality’s 
land use plan”, “a comprehensive resource management plan”, “a municipality’s 
comprehensive zoning regulations” or any of the other Type I actions listed.  The 
CEQ also reviewed the Type II Actions and found that it did represent the 
adoption of an action consisting of “concurrent environmental, engineering, 
economic, feasibility and other studies and preliminary planning and budgetary 
processes necessary to the formulation of a proposal for action, provided those 
activities do not commit the agency to commence, engage in or approve such 
action.”   
 
After the CEQ discussed the details of the Plan and the related SEQRA 
regulations Ms. Russo made a motion to recommend that the adoption of the 
Suffolk County Comprehensive Plan be classified as a Type II Action. The 
motion included that the following information be added as Whereas Clauses to 
the CEQ’s resolution: that pursuant to New York State General Municipal Law 
Section 239 a regional comprehensive plan is subject to the provisions of 
SEQRA; that the CEQ reviewed the Type I actions and found that based on the 
nature and content of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 the 
Plan does not represent any of the Type I actions; that the CEQ reviewed the Type 
II Actions and found that based on the nature and content of the Suffolk County 



Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 that the adoption of said Plan does represent a 
Type II action; and that any future specific projects that may result from the broad 
framework contained within the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 
2035 will be required to be reviewed under SEQRA by the appropriate 
governmental agency (local, county, or state).  The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Bagg.  Motion carried.   
 
Dan Guilizio, with the Peconic Baykeeper, asked for clarification as whether it is 
the CEQ’s position that the Plan being discussed is not a Comprehensive Plan and 
does not require an EIS or that it is a Comprehensive Plan and does not require an 
EIS.  In response Andy Freleng, Staff to the CEQ, noted that New York State 
General Municipal Law states that a Comprehensive Plan is subject to SEQRA 
and that a Generic Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) may be prepared but 
is not required.  The CEQ also noted that as described in their motion that based 
on the nature of the Comprehensive Plan and the SEQRA requirements the CEQ 
is recommending that the Plan be classified as a Type II action.  Mr. Guilizo also 
noted for the record that at the last CEQ meeting a presentation was given on the 
Comprehensive Water Resources Management Plan and that it was the Health 
Department position that the Water Resources Management Plan was not subject 
to SEQRA.  Mr. Guilizio also noted that the Health Department had discussed at 
the May 20, 2015 CEQ meeting that the Comprehensive Water Resources Plan 
was not being adopted or approved and individual actions if they advance will be 
reviewed under SEQRA.    
 

Recommended Type I Actions: 
 

Proposed Old Field Farm County Park Equestrian Sand Ring Construction 
Project, Town of Brookhaven 
 
Richard Martin, Director of Historic Services for the Suffolk County Department 
of Parks, Recreation and Conservation and Sally Lynch, Founder and President of 
the Old Field Farm, Ltd., gave a presentation regarding the construction of a sand 
ring at Old Field Farm County Park.  This project involves installing a sand-based 
footing on the pony course at Old Field Farm County Park.  CEQ had approved 
adding a new footing to the Sand Ring back in 2001. 
 
After the CEQ discussed the details of the project Ms. Spencer made a motion to 
recommend classification of the proposed project as a Type I Action due to the 
fact that it is a historic site with a Negative Declaration.  The motion was 
seconded by Mr. Kaufman.  Motion carried.   
 

Recommended Unlisted Actions: 
 
Proposed Improvements to County Road 12, Oak Street from CR1, County Line 
Road to Garfield Avenue, Town of Babylon, Village of Amityville.   
 



Joni Rivera, Civil Engineer with the Suffolk County Department of Public Works, 
gave a presentation regarding the improvements to CR 12.  This project involves 
drainage system replacement and repair, replacement of a failing culvert, full 
depth pavement patching, resurfacing, curb and sidewalk replacement, pavement 
marking and the necessary traffic signal modifications along County Road 12 
from County Line Road to Garfield Avenue. The project also includes a 
comprehensive stormwater remediation effort which involves installing precast 
concrete stormwater treatment systems at each location that discharges 
stormwater runoff from County Road 12 to either Amityville Creek or Great Neck 
Creek which are tributaries to the Great South Bay.  

 
After the CEQ discussed the details of the project Mr. Kaufman made a motion to 
recommend classification of the proposed project as an Unlisted Action with a 
Negative Declaration.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Swanson.  Motion 
carried.   

 
Recommendations for LADS Report: 

 
Recommendations for Legislative Resolutions Laid on the Table June 2, 2015  
 
Mr. Corral noted that the Staff’s SEQRA recommendations are listed on the June 
2, 2015 LADS report.  Mr. Corral noted that IR 1473-2015 to  IR 1480-2015 
pertain to the Agricultural District inclusions which the CEQ had reviewed the 
SEQRA for at the May Meeting.  Mr. Corral noted that IR 1493-2015 is for the 
adoption of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan and the discussed 
Type II recommendation is listed on the LADS report.  Mr. Corral also noted that 
IR 1521-2015 pertains to the Wastewater Demonstration Projects that were 
discussed at the May meeting and for which the Suffolk County Department of 
Health had completed the SEQRA.  Mr. Kaufman noted that due to the timing 
issues this resolution was Laid on the Table at the June 2, 2015 meeting and then 
voted on at the June 16, 2015 Legislative Meeting.  Mr. Kaufman also noted that 
the CEQ was briefed on this resolution and the CEQ is aware of this resolution 
and is in agreement with the Health Departments Health Department SEQRA 
recommendation.   

 
Mr. Kaufman made a motion to accept staff recommendations for the June 2, 
2015 Legislative Resolutions.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Swanson.  
Motion carried.   
 

CAC Concerns: 
 
Ms. Squires noted that she attended the June 8, 2015 DEC Update that is provided 
to all the CAC’s and ENC’s throughout the State.  Ms. Squires gave the agenda to 
Chairwoman Russo and will send the proceedings and the power points 
presentations from the DEC Update to the Council.  Ms. Squires noted that she 
found the presentations have changed.  There was a big push towards Invasive 



Species and Climate Change.   
 
 

Chairwomen Russo reminded the Council members that they are an independent 
advisory Council for the County and Legislature and recommended that members 
do not speak to anyone outside of the CEQ about issues that may come before the 
CEQ.  Ms. Russo stressed the importance of the CEQ’s role to advice the County 
and the Legislature and to be completely impartial.  Ms. Russo stated that if any 
members have a reason to speak to Legislators or other elected officials about a 
project that is to come before the CEQ that this should be disclosed to the Chair of 
the CEQ.    
 

 
Meeting Adjourned 



.•..... TJ JLane Use 


June4,2015 

Suffolk County Department of Economic Developmem and Planning 
H Lee Dennison Building 
1 00 Veterans Memorial Highway 
PO Box 6100 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Attn: 	 Dr. DeWitt Davies 

RE: 	 Mud Creek Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study 
Task 10- SEQR Requirements 

Dear Dr. Davies: 

As requested, enclosed please find twenty (20) copies of the Suffolk County Full Environmental 
Assessment Form (EAF) and supporting materials for submission to the Suffolk County Council on 
Environmental Quality. The submission is intended to allow the County CEQ to review the proposed 
restoration project and objectives and make recommendations for mitigation of any potential adverse 
impacts to the environment prior to the finalization of the restoration plans. This submission package 
contains the following: 

• County Full Environmental Assessment Form Part I and supporting materials 
• Project Description and Site Photographs 
• County Full Environmental Assessment Form Parts 2 and 3 
• EAF Part 3 supporting narrative 

As we discussed, copies of the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans (completed in January 20 15) 
have not been included with this submission. However, copies of these 60% Completion plans will be 
brought to the June 17, 2015 meeting and Land Use will present and discuss these plans at the meeting 
along with the SEQR documents. 

If you have any questions regarding the submitted materials or require further information, please contact 
)727-2400 or wbowman(a)landuse.us 

P. Bowman, PhD 

Senior Scientist 


enc 

5 70 Expressway Drive South, Suite 2F " Medford, New York • ll 7 63 
631-727-2400 .. Fax63l-727-2605 

http:wbowman(a)landuse.us


SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


Part 1 -Environment and Setting 

Instructions: Part I is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Complete Part I based on information 
currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to any item. please answer as 
thoroughly as possible based on current information; i'1dicate whether missing information does not exist or is not 
reasonably available to the sponsor; and. when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to 
update or fully develop that information. !fa question is not applicable to the proposed project indicate with '·N/A". 

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial 
question that must be answered either '·Yes" or ··No'·. If the answer is "Yes··, complete the sub-questions that follow. If 
the answer to the initial question is ··No", proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify 
and attach any additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the 
information contained in Part l is accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Sponsor Information 

Name of Action/Project: 
Mud Creek Watershed Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Project 

Project Location (specify Town, Village, Hamlet and attach general location map*): 
Mud Creek County Park, East Patchogue (Town of Brookhaven). Refer to provided Location Map. 

Street Address: 

Gazzola Drive (approximately ?.000 feet north of Montauk Hiah\\av): Refer to pro\ ided list ofSCTM#'s for Mud Creek CountY Park properties. 

Name of Property or Waterway: 
Mud Creek County Park 

* Maps of Property and Project: Attach relevant available maps including a location map (note: use road map. Hagstrom 
Atlas, USGS topography map, tax map or equivalent) and preliminary site plans showing orientation, scale, buildings, 
roads. landmarks, drainage systems. area to be altered by project, etc. 

Type of Project: New0 Expansion 0 

Capital Program: Item# CP# 8710.110 Date Adopted: 6/28/2005 Amount: $ 643.000 
\Vater Quality Protection and Restoration 

Brief Description of Proposed Action (inc\ ude purpose or need/attach relevant design reports, plans. etc.): 

Please refer to provided Project Description. 
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Project Status: 
Start Completion 

Proposal July I I, 20 I I 

Study 9/l/2012 3/31/2016 

Preliminary Planning 12/3/2012 8/29/2014 

Final Plans: Specs 8/29/2014 3/31/2016 

Site Acquisition 6/l2/200 I Ongoing 

Construction TBD TBD 

Other 

Departments Involved: 
Dept Performing Design & 

Initiating Dept (if different)
Construction 

Name: Dept. of Economic Development and Planning 

Street/PO: I 00 Veterans Memorial Parbvay. PO Box 6100 

City, State: Hauppauge, NY 

Zip: 11788-0099 

Contact Person: Dr. De Witt Davies 

Business Phone: ( 631 )853-4865 

Email: devv itt.davies'(/ suffolkcountvm .gO\ 

B. Government Approvals, Funding or Sponsorship 
("Funding'' includes grants, loans, tax relief' and any other forms of financial assistance) 

If "Yes": Identify Agency and Application Date 
Government Entity 

Approval(s) Required (Actual or Projected) 
i. City Council, Town Board or 

Yes D No EJVillage Board ofTrustees 
ii. City, Town or Village 

Planning Board or Yes D No GJ 
Commission 

iii. City, Town or Village 
YesD No EJ

Zoning Board of Appeals 
Town of Brookhaven Authorization for iv. Other local agencies 

Yes EJ NoD work within Town Road Right-of-Way 

V. County agencies SC Parks. Recreation. and Conservatron: 
Yes EJ NoD SC Publrc Works: SC Council on Envrr. Qual It) 

vi. Regional agencies 
YesD NoG] 

NYS Dept of Envtronmenta\ Conservation 1\YSDEC Art 15'24 Submitted 5'13' J15 vii. State agencies 
Yes~ NoD Article 15 and 24. Section 40 I; NYSPDES SPDES l\LllSWPPP 7,30<2015 

viii. Federal agencies US Army Corps of Engineers. Submitted 5/l Jl20 15 
Yes~ NoD 

Section I 0 and 404 of the CWA 

ix. Coastal Resources 
Is the project site within a Coastal Area or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland 
Waterway? 

If YES, Yes D No GJ 
Is the project site located In a community with an approved Local 

YesD NoD
Waterfront Revitalization Program? 
Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? YesD No[J 
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C. Planning and Zoning 

C.l. Planning and Zoning Actions 
Will administrative or legislative adoption or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or 

YesD No0regulation be the only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed? 
C.2. Adopted Land Use Plans 
a. Do any municipally-adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include 

the site where the proposed action would be located? 

If Yes: 
Yes D No [i]

Does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed 
action would be located? 
Yes0No0 

b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (i.e. 
Greenway Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; 
watershed management plan; et. al)? 

YesONo~ 
If Yes, identify the plan(s): 

I 


c. 	 Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal 
open space plan, or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan? 

Yes EJ NoDIf Yes, identify the plan(s): 

IMud Creek Watershed Assemblage Area I 


C.3. Zoning 
a. 	 Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or 

ordinance? 

Yes0No0If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district? 
A Residence 1 	 I 

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? Yes0No0 
c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? 

If Yes, what is the proposed new zoning for the site? YesONoE] 

I 

C.4. Existing Community Services 
a. In what school district is the project site located? 

South Country Central School District 

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site? 
Suffolk County Police 5th Precinct 

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site? 
Hagennan Fire District 

d. What parks serve the project site? 
Not applicable. The project site is Suffolk County parkland 
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D. Project Details 

D.l. Proposed and Potential Development 
a. 	 What is the general nature of the proposed action? (if mixed, include all components) 

Residential 0; Industrial 0; Commercial 0; Recreational0; Other 0: Aquatic and Terrestrial Habitat Restoration 

b. Total acreage of the site ofthe proposed action: 39.6 acres 
c. Total acreage to be physically disturbed: 22.4 acres 
d. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) 0\vned or controlled by the applicant or 

100.5 acres 
project sponsor: 

e. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? 

If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., 
Yes 0No 0 acres, miles, housing units, square feet, etc.)? 

I 

f. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? 

If Yes: 
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (if mixed, specify types) 

Residential 0; Industrial 0; Commercial 0: Recreational 0; Other 0 
Yes0No0 

ii. 
Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? Yes 0No 0 
Number of lots proposed: 
Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes: 

g. 	 Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? 

If No, What is the antici2ated 2eriod of construction? 

I 	 I 

If Yes: 
Total number of phases anticipated: Project'' ill likely be constructed in multiple phases. Project phasing has 


not been determined at this time. 


Anticipated commencement date of phase I (including demolition): 

Not Kno,\n. Subject to Procurement of Funding 


Anticipated completion date of final phase: 
 Yes 0 No 0 Not Kno'' n. Subject to Procurement of Funding 

Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies 
where progress of one phase may determine timing or duration of future phases: 
Propo,ed work under this comprehen,ive project may be conducted in separate phases due to the independent'discrdc nature of 

individual restoration actions Phased constmction may also facilitate project funding and implementation. Removal of dilapidated 

buildings, debris. and abandoned equipment must occur prior to ecological restoration actions (invasive plant control, stream/ 

floodplain restoration. and oak forest restoration) and could be implemented independently of these ecological restoration actions. 

Similarly. proposed stom1\vater improvements could be implemented independently of ecological restoration actions. 

Howewr. GaZ?ola Drive stonnwater improvements must be implemented before or in conjunction with tloodplain restoration 

actions. Gazzola Drive culvert replacement must also be implemented before or in conjunction with stream.'tloodplain restoration. 

Construction of recreational amenities (parking facility and driveway. bare ear1h nature trail, timber boardwalks. interpretive signs, 

amt benches) must occur 111 con unctron wrth ecotogrcal restoratron actrons. 
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h. Does the project include new residential uses? 

If Yes, show number of units proposed. 
Single Family Two Family Three Family Multi-Family (4+) Yes 0 No~ 

Initial Phase 
At Completion 

i. 	 Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? 

If Yes: 
Total Number of Structures: 

Yes 0 No 0 
Dimensions of largest proposed structure: 

Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 

..
Does the proposed J. action include construction or other activities that will result in the 

impoundment of any liquids. such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake. waste lagoon 


or other storage? Project proposes to remO\e existing earthen berms constructed during duck fam1 operation that 


impound \Vaters of Mud Creek. 

If Yes: 

Purpose ofthe impoundment: 

If a water impoundment. the principal source of the water: 

Ground Water 0; Surface Water Streams 0; Other 0 (specify): 

If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source: 
 Yes 0 NoD 

Approximate size of the proposed impoundment (include units): 

Volume: Surface area: 

Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: 


Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth filL roc 

wood, concrete): 


D.2. Project Operations 
a. 	 Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining or dredging. during construction, 

operations or both? (Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or 
foundations where all excavated materials will remain onsite) 

If Yes: 
What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? 
Remme fine sed1ments and organiC matter depOSited heh1nU larm Impoundments to ltnpro\e \\ater and sed1ment qua!Jt), restore natural Hoodpla1n ele1.atJon. and remo"'e Jll\3SI\e Ia t rh1zomes 

Yes 0 No 0 
How much material (including rock. earth. sediments. etc.) is proposed to be removed from the 
site? 23.670 cub1c yards of sediments from Mud Creek lloodplam Floodplain earthwork duration to be determined. but es nratcd 

Volume: Over what duration of time: at 6 months 

Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, 
manage or dispose of them: Fme-grained sediments and moderate to h1ghly decomposed orgamc matter overlying med1um r· med sands. 
Sediment sampling results pending to document gam size composition and organic matter content Sednnent d1sposal options (either o - ite or at landfill) 

shall be informed/d1ctatcd by pending sed1ment sampling results 
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D.2.a (cont.)- only answer following if checked "Yes" above 

Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? 
If Yes, describe: Yes On-srte dewatering is expected to occur m a designated de-watermg area located at southwest corner 

of proJect stte in a former duck farm settling basin 

What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? 6.7 acres 

What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? 
Maximum area worked cannot be determined at this time as dependent on contractor equipment deployment and scheduling. 

What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? Maximum 3.0-7.0 feet 

Will the excavation require blasting? l\o 

Summarize site reclamation goals and plans: 
Rcmo\C fine sediments and orgamc matter deposited behtnd farm tmpoundments to 1rnprove \Vater and sediment quahty. restore natural floodplam devatlon, and remO\e mvastve p a t rh1Lornes 

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or 
encroachment into any existing wetland, water body, shoreline, beach or adjacent area? 

If Yes: 
Identify the wetland or water body which would be affected (by name, water index number, 
wetland map number or geographic description): 
East Branch of Mud Creek. l\YSDEC FWW ID# B-4 

Describe how the proposed action would affect that water body or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, 
placement of structures or creation of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of 
activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres: 
Floodplain restoration area is 6 7 acres Please refer to provided project description for proposed in-wetland excavation. till. and channe onstruction 

Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? 


If Yes, describe: hcavation of23.670 cu vds of organrc sediments and Phragmttcs rhrzomes and to construct nevv stream channe 
 nd remove cx1sting 

earthen berms Placement of II .455 cubtc vards of clean sand fill to create tloodplam consistent wtth 1-2 vear t od elevation 

Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? 

Yes GJ NoD 
If Yes: 

Area of vegetation proposed to be removed: 
5.2 acres of Phragmites australis marsh 

Expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion: 
Restored tloodplam will have 6.2 acres of forested hardwood svvamp bordering constructed stream channel 

Purpose of proposed removal (e.g., beach clearing, invasive control, boat access): 
Ecological habitat improvement through invasive plant removal 

Proposed method of plant removal: 
Hcrbrcrdc appltcation follovved by C'<cavatron ofrhrzomes and matntcnance herbicide treatments until native plant establishment 

If chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): 
f-!erbicrde application contractor shall speed) product (subjeCt to NYSDEC approval). flow ever. AqauNeet is expected to be utilrz d 


for Phragmites control 


Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: 
Name tree and shrub plantmgs (along with native herbaceous plant seed mix) throughout 6 7 acre tloodplain restoratton 

Page 6 of 19 



c. Will the proposed action use or create a new demand for water? 

If Yes: 
Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 


Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? 


If Yes: 
Name of district/service area: 

Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? 
YesONo D 
Is the project site in the existing district? 
Yes D NoD 
Is expansion of the district needed? 
YesD NoD 
Do existing lines serve the project site? 
YesONo D 

Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? 

Yes D No GJIf Yes: 
Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 


Source(s) of supply for the district: 


Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? 

If Yes: 
Applicant/sponsor for new district: 


Date application submitted or anticipated: 


Proposed source(s) of suppiy for new district: 


If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: 

If water supply will be from wells (public or private), what will be the maximum pumping 

capacity? 
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d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? 

If Yes: 
Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 

Nature ofliquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, 

describe all components and approximate volumes or proportions of each): 


If sanitary wastewater identify proposed disinfection technology and treatment goals for 

the follm-Ying: 


Disinfection technology: 

Nitrogen: 

Phosphorus: 

Total Suspended Soilds (TSS): 

Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD): 


Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 

If Yes: 
Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: 

Name of district: 

Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? 

Yes D NoD 

Is the project site in the existing district? 

YesONo D 

Is expansion of the district needed? 

Yes 0No D 

Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? 

Yes D NoD 

Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? 


Yes D No EJ

If Yes: 
I Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 


Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? 

I 


If Yes: 
Applicant/Sponsor for new district: 

Date application submitted or anticipated: 

What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? 

If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the 

project, including specifying proposed receiving water (name and classification if surface 

discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): 


Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: 
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e. 	 Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new 
point sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of storm water) 
or non-point source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 

If Yes: 
How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel? 

Area of Impervious Surface: 0.0 acres. No new impervious surfaces shall be created. 


Area of Parcel: 39.6 acres 


Describe types of new point sources: 

No new pomt sources proposed. Existing stormwater discharges shall be mod1tled to reduce storm water volume and/or improve wa er q tall!} 

Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site storm water management 
facility/structures, adjacent properties, groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface Yes 0 NoD 
waters)? Storm water runoff durmg construction shall be managed w 1th silt fcnce/haybales and other erosion and sediment control 

best practices Ex1stmg road stonnwater shall be directed Into new dfJ\\ells to reduce discharge to Mud Creek and its\\ tla ds. 

If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: 
East Branch of Mud Creek 

Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? 

Yes D No[] 


Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces use pervious materials or collect and re-use 
storm water? 
Yes GJ NoD 

f. 	 Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, 
including fuel combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations? 

If Yes, identify: 
Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles): 


Yes D No GJ 
Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, 

crushers): 

Stationary sources during operations (e.g .. process emissions, large boilers, electric 

generation): 


g. 	 Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above) require a NY State Air Registration, Air 
Facility Permit or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit? 

If Yes: 
Is the project site located in an Air Quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically 

fails to meet ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year) 

Yes 0No D 

In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate: 
 Yes D No EJ 

- Tons/year (metric) of Carbon Dioxide (C02) 


- Tons/year (metric) of Nitrous Oxide (N 20) 

- Tons/year (metric) ofPerfluorocarbons (PFCs) 

- Tons/year (metric) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF 6) 


- Tons/year (metric) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflorocarbons (HFCS) 

- Tons/year (metric) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) 
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h. 	 Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including. but not limited to. sewage treatment 
plants. landfills, composting facilities)? 

If Yes: 
Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): Yes D No GJ 

Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., 

combustion to generate heat or electricity, flaring): 


i. 	 Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes 
such as quarry or landfill operations? 

Yes D No G
If Yes, describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust): 

Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generateJ. 
substantial new demand for transportation facilities or services? 

If Yes: 
When is the peak traffic expected? (check all that apply) 


Randomly D 

Morning 0: Evening 0: Weekend 0: 

between the hours of to 

For commercial activities only. projected number of semi -trailer truck trips/day: 


Parking spaces: 

Existing: Proposed: Net Increase/Decrease: 


Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? 
Yes D No 0

Yes D NoD 

If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads. creation of new roads or 

change in existing access, describe: 

Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within \12 mile of the proposed 

site? 

Yes D NoD 


I I 
Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of 
hybrid, electric or other alternative fueled vehicles? 

Yes D NoD 

Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for 

connections to existing pedestrian or bicycle routes? 

Yes D NoD 


k. 	 Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional 
demand for energy? 

If Yes: 
Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: 

Yes D No 0 
Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g .. on-site combustion. on-site 
renewable. via grid/local utilitv or other): 
Will the proposed action require a new. or an upgrade to, an existing substation? 
Yes D NoD 
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I. Hours of operation (Answer all items which apply) 
During Construction During Operations 

Monday-Friday: Monday-Friday: 
Saturday: Saturday: 
Sunday: Sunday: 
Holidays: Holidays: 

N/AO 

m. Does the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during 
construction, operation or both? 

If Yes: 
Provide details including sources, time of day and duration: 
Construction equipment during 8 hour work day (7 AM- 4 PM) for building demolition, floodplain.'upland restoration, and stmmwa cr it 

Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or 
screen? 
Yes D No 0 Describe: 

'P'~~~~No D 

n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? 

If Yes: 
Describe source(s), location(s), height offixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest 
occupied structures: 
Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? 
Yes D NoD Describe: 

Yes D No~ 

0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? 

If Yes: 
Describe possible sources. potential frequency and duration of odor emissions and proximity to 
nearest occupied structures: 

Yes D No~ 

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (over I, I 00 gallons) or chemical 
products (over 550 gallons)? 

If Yes: 
Product(s) to be stored: 

Yolume(s): per unit time: (e.g., month, year) 

I 

Yes D No EJ 

Generally describe proposed storage facilities: 

q. Will the proposed action (commercial. industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., 
herbicides, insecticides) during construction or operation? 

If Yes: 
Describe proposed treatment(s): 
Herbic1de treatment dunng construction and maintenance period of several species of aquatiC and terrestrial invasive plants 

Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? 
YesD No 0 

Yes~ NoD 
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t. 	 Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment. storage or disposal of 

hazardous waste? 


If Yes: 
I 

Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: 

Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: 

Specify amount to be handled or generated: 
tons/month 

Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: 

r. 	 Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the 

management or disposal of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)? 


If Yes: 
Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility: 

I Construction: tons per (unit of time) I 

I Operation: tons per (unit oftime) I 


Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid 
Yes 0 No 0

disposal as solid waste: 

I Constr~tction: 

OQeratiOn: I 


Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site: 

I Constr~ction: 
Operatton: I 

s. 	 Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management 

facility? 


If Yes: 
Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer 

station, composting, landfill or other disposal activities): 


Yes 0 No EJAnticipated rate of disposal/processing: 

tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
I 
tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatmentI 

If landfilL anticipated site life: years 

Yes 0No 0 
Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? 
Yes 0 No 0 

If Yes: 
I Provide name and location of facility: I 

If No: 
I Describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes \Vhich will not be sent to a hazardous I 

waste facilitv: 
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u. Will proposed action adhere to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) or any 
other green building principals? 

Yes D No~ If Yes: 
I Describe eroeosed green building methods and attemeted level of certification, if anJ': I 

v. Does the project sponsor propose the use of energy benchmarking to monitor and adjust project 
energy needs? 

YesONoQ If Yes, exQlain: 

I I 

W. Will the proposed action use native plants for all landscaping needs? 

Identify species to be used and method of irrigation: Yes EJ NoD 
In native trees and shrubs species proposed for plantmg and over 40 species of native grasses and wildtlovvcrs for seedmg Irrigation ) 
shall be contractor's respons1bility under guarantee requirements Irrigation \\ill likely need to uti!Jze a watering truck/hydroseeder 

X. Does the proposed action promote local tourism? 

If Yes, explain: Yes EJ NoD 
/The proposed act1on \Ylil prov1dc additional recreational opportunities and. therefore. will promote local tounsm I 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

E.l. Land Uses on and Surrounding the Project Site 
a. Existing land uses (Check all uses the occur on, adjoining and near the project site): (include map) Site Ecological Commun ics 

Urban D Industrial D Commercial EJ Residential EJ Rural 0 Map Provided. 

Forest EJ Agriculture EJ Aquatic EJ Other 0 Specify: 

If mix of uses. generally describe: 

b. Land uses and cover types on the project site: 
Current Acreage After Change I I I Land Use or Cover Type I I 
Acreage Project Completion (Acres+/-) 

Roads, buildings and other paved or impervious 30 0 5 -2 5 
surfaces 

Forested (Excludes forested wetlands) 17.0 +8.4 25.4 

Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non
10 5 4.7 -5.8agricultural. including abandoned agricultural) 

Agricultural 
02 02 ()()

(includes active orchards, fields. greenhouse, etc.) 
Surface water features 

10 00 -I() 
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 
Wetlands (Includes forested wetlands) 

7 8 8.8 +I 0 
(freshwater or tidal) 
Non-Vegetated 00 00 00 
(bare rock, earth or fill) 
Other 
Describe: 

TOTAL: 39.6 39 6 
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? 

If Yes, explain: 
Yes D No EJ 

I 

d. 	 Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, 
hospitals, I icensed day care centers or group homes) within 1,500 feet of the project site? 

If Yes, identify facilities: Yes~No D 
Concern for Independent Living (East Patchogue): 270 Patchogue-Yaphank Road. East Patchogue KY 11772 

Broookhaven Memorial Hospital: I 0 I Hospital Road, East Patchogue, KY 11772 J 
e. 	 Does the project site contain an existing dam? 

The site does not have any engineered dams, although the earthen duck fann berms serve as impoundments. 

If Yes: 
Dimensions of the dam and impoundment: 

- Dam height: feet 
- Dam length: feet 
- Surface area: acres Yes D No~ 
- Volume impounded: gallons or acre-feet 

Dam's existing hazard classification: 

Provide date and summarize results of last inspection: 

f. 	 Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste 
management facility, or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used 
as a solid waste management facility? 

If Yes: 
Has the facility been formally closed? 
YesD NoD Yes D No~ 
If Yes, cite sources/documentation: 

I Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management 
facility: 
Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: 

g. 	 Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project 
site adjoin property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or 
dispose of hazardous waste? 

Yes D No tJIf Yes: 
Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when 
activities occurred: I 
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h. 	 Has there been a reported contamination spill at the proposed project site or have any remedial 
actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site? 

If Yes: 
Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site 

Remediation database? (Check all that apply) 

0 Yes- Spills Incidents database Provide DEC 10 number(s): 8900843 


D Yes- Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC 10 number(s): 

D Neither database 

If site has been subject to RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: 


Yes 0 No 0 
Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation 

database? Yes D No 0 


If Yes: 
j DEC 10 number(s): I 
Describe current status ofsite(s): 

E. I.h. (cont.)- only answer following if checked "Yes" above 

Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? t\o 

If Yes: 
DEC site 10 number(s): 


Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement): 


Describe any use limitations: 


Describe any engineering controls: 


Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? Yes 0 NoD 

Explain: 

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site: 

1700 feet 

b. 	 Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? 
No 

If Yes: 
Yes D No[;]

What proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcrop pings? 

% 


c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: (include map) 

I. Riverhead Sandy Loam 36.9 %of site 
2. Riverhead and Haven Soils 22.8 %of site 
3. Carver and Plymouth Sands 17.8 %of site 

Cut and Fill Land 4. 13:1 %of site 
5. Atinson Sand 	 8.7 ~/0 of site 
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d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? 0-19 feet below ground surface 

e. Drainage status of project site soils: 

!. EJ Well Drained 78 %of site Cut and fill lands with variable drainage 

2. D Moderately Well Drained %of site characteristics account tOr 13 .3lf0 of 

" 0Poorly Drained 9 %of site the site 
.). 

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: (include topographic map) 
Please refer to provided copy of site 

!. GJ 0-10% <95 %of site 
topographic map. Areas with greater 

than 15% slope result from historic 
2. D 11-15% %of site grading, excavation. and berm con~truct 

3. 0 16% or greater >5 %of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? 

If Yes. describe: 

I 

Yes D No EJ 

h. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams. 
rivers, ponds or lakes)? Yes 0 NoD 

I. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? 
Yes G] NoD 

If Yes to either E.2.h or E.2.i, continue. If No, skip to E.2.m 

J. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any 
federal. state Or local agency? (include map) Please rcferto provided Ecological Commumt1cs Map 

Yes 0 NoD 

k. For each identified wetland and \Vaterbody on the project site. provide the following information: 

Streams: Name: Fast Branch of Mud Creek Classification: Class C(TS) 

Lakes or Ponds: Name: Unnamed Ponds 1n Mud Ck Floodplain Classification: N/A 

Wetlands: Name: Mud Creek Approx. Size: 8 8 acres 

Wetland No. (ifregulated by DEC): B-4 

!. Are any of the above waterbodies listed in the most recent compilation ofNYS water quality-
impaired waterbodies? 

If Yes. name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: Yes D No 0 

I 

m. Is the project site in a designated floodway? YesONoG] 
n. Is the project site in the I 00 year floodplain? Yes[3]No0 
0. Is the project site in the 500 year floodplain? Yes G]No D 
p. Is the project site located over or immediately adjoining a primary. principal or sole source aquifer? 

If Yes: 
Yes G] NoD

Name of aquifer: Nassau-Suffolk Sole Source Aquifer I 
Source of information: USEPA- Region 2 Water I 

Lln. 
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q. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: 
A complete list of the \\ildlife species observed can beltound in the Task 4 (Existing Conditions) Report m Ap~end1x 8 I 
('' '' \\ suffol kcou ntyny gm!Departmcnts/Plann ing/Di+s ions/Env 1 ronmcntal Pi ann mg/ProJectslnitiatJves/Duck ~arms/M udCreek aspx) I 

r. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? 

If Yes: 
Describe the habitat/community (composition, function and basis for designation: 

Source(s) of description or evaluation: 
Yes D 

Extent of community/habitat: 

No 0 

- Currently: acres 
- Following completion of project as proposed: acres 

s. 

- Gain or loss (indicate+ or-): acres 

Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or 
NYS as endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an 
endangered or threatened species? 

t. 

As per field inspections (descnbed in Task -+-Existing Condit1ons report) and NYN HP correspondence dated November I 9. 2013 (attachec 

If Yes: 
I Species and listing (endangered or threatened): I 

Nature of use of site by the species (e.g., resident, seasonal, transient): 

Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species 

Yes D No 0 

of special concern? 

u. 

If Yes: 
Species and listing: Eastern box turtle (Terrapene carolina). Special Concern 

Nature of use of site by the species (e.g., resident, seasonal, transient): Resident 

Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting. trapping, fishing or shellfishing? 

Yes~ NoD 

If Yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: 

I 

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 

a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant 

Yes 0No D 

to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304? 

b. 

Yes D If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: 

Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? 

No 0 

If Yes: 
Acreage(s) on project site: 
Source(s) of soil rating(s): 

Yes D NoD 
I 
I 
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c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to a registered National 
Natural Landmark? 

If Yes: 
Nature ofthe natural landmark: 
D Biological Community; D Geological Feature 
Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate 
size/extent: 

Yes0No0 

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area, including 
Special Groundwater Protection Areas? 

If Yes: 
CEA name: 
Basis for designation: 
Designating agency and date: 

Yes D No 0 

e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archeological 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 Historic Places? 
No. please refer to provrded correspondence from NYSHPO dated March 3. 2015 

If Yes: 
Nature of historic/archaeological resource: 
D Archaeological Site; D Historic Building or district 

Name: 
Brief description of attributes on which listing is based: 

Yes D No~ 

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for 
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site 
inventory? No. please refer to provided correspondence from NYSllPO dated March 3. 2015 

Yes D No GJ 

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? 

If Yes: 
Describe possible resource(s): I 
Basis for identification: i 

Yes D No GJ 

h. Would the project site be visible from any officially designated and publicly assessable federaL 
state or local scenic or aesthetic resource? 

If Yes: 
Identify resource: 
Nature of. or basis for designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state 
historic trail or scenic byway, etc.): 
Distance between project and resource: 

Yes D No 0 

I. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and 
Recreational Rivers Program 6 NYCRR Part 666? 

If Yes: 
Identify the name of the river and its designation: 
Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6 NYCRR Part 666? 
Yes D NoD 

Yes D No[] 
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F. Additional Information 
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project. 

If you have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposaL please describe those 

impacts plus any measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them. 


G. Verification 
I certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Applicant/Sponsor Name: Date: 	 June 2. 2015 

Signature: Title: 	 Senior ScientiSt. Land Use lccologrca\ Services 

as Preparer/Agent lor Suflolk Count\ Department 

of Economrc Oe\elopment and Plannmg 
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1 	 Introduction 

The project site consists of 39.6 acres of terrestrial and freshwater wetland habitats on the former Gallo duck 
farm, which operated between 1922 and 1987. The former Gallo duck farm site is situated on the East 
Branch of Mud Creek in East Patchogue. The duck farm property was acquired by Suffolk County through 
County tax lien procedures and transferred to the Suffolk County Department of Parks, Recreation, and 
Conservation in 200 I. In late 2012, Suffolk County contracted with Land Use Ecological Services, H2M 
Architects and Engineers, and lnter-Fiuve Inc. to develop an ecological restoration plan for the terrestrial 
and aquatic habitats on the former Gallo duck farm, produce final construction plans and specifications, 
construction cost estimates, and obtain regulatory permits for the implementation of recommended 
restoration actions. Studies and reports describing the completed site investigations can be obtained from 
Suffolk County's webpage for the project at 
bttp :.1 /wvV\\ .su fto I kcou nt' nv. gov/D~rtme nts !pIann in g/D i visions/En vi ronm en tal PI ann i_ll£/Pro jects In itiati,_c_ 
s/DlJ_ckFarrm!i'vludCre..:k.a~. Copies of these reports are available upon from Land Use upon request. 

Conceptual plans for the ecological restoration of the former Gallo duck farm were developed in April 2014 
and preliminary meetings were held with Suffolk County Council on Environmental Quality, Suffolk 
County Department of Public Works, NYSDEC Town of Brookhaven, Legislator Calarco's office, and the 
general public between May and August of 2014. Draft Construction Plans (60% Completion) have been 
prepared. Restoration of the terrestrial and aquatic habitats of the former Gallo duck farm is expected to 
involve the following restoration actions and site improvements: 

• 	 Creation of2,300 linear feet of new coastal plain stream; 
• 	 Removal of 23,670 cubic yards of accumulated organic sediments and invasive plant rhizomes; 
• 	 Restoration of 6. 7 acres of floodplain with forested wetlands: 
• 	 Restoration of 12.1 acres of upland oak forest and meadows; 
• 	 Installation of stormwater management structures at Gazzola Drive and Montauk Highway; 
• 	 Installation of an ecologically-friendly culvert at Gazzola Drive: 
• 	 Removal of all dilapidated buildings (including asbestos containing materials), non-hazardous 

debris, and abandoned equipment; 
• 	 Construction of new driveway and parking facility; 
• 	 Construction of bare earth nature trail, elevated timber boardwalks, interpretive signage, benches, 

and litter receptacles. 

1.1 Project Location 
The former Gallo duck farm is located on Gazzola Drive between Montauk Highway (to the south) and 
Patchogue-Yaphank Road/ County Route I 0 I (to the north). 
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1.2 Site History 
The Gallo duck farm operated on the site for approximately 65 years. The Gallo duck farm started in 1922. 
and continued as a family-run business until cessation of duck production in 1987. The average number of 
ducks present on the farm at a given time was estimated at 70,000 ducks on 11.9 acres of duck pens in the 
early 1970s. At maximum production, 350,000 ducks were grown on the farm annually (Suffolk County 
Department of Planning, 2009). Duck wastes were discharged directly into the East Branch of Mud Creek 
with little or no treatment. Other environmental impacts resulting from the duck farm operation include the 
conversion of woodlands to pens and open feedlots; construction of various duck farm buildings (now 
dilapidated), many with asbestos-containing materials: extensive manipulation of the streambed and 
floodplain to create pond areas for duck use: installation of dikes in the 1970s to prevent runoff from duck 
pens and feedlots from discharging into the natural stream corridor; construction of waste disposal lagoons; 
and surface water quality degradation (Suffolk County Department of Planning. 2009). The duck farm 
property was acquired by Suffolk County through County tax lien procedures and transferred to the Suffolk 
County Department of Parks. Recreation, and Conservation in 200 I. 

2 Existing Conditions 

2.1 East Branch Channel Morphology 

The East Branch of Mud Creek has been extensively manipulated by human activities during the past 
century through the construction of impoundments. excavation and modification of the stream channel and 
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floodplain, construction of berms parallel and perpendicular to stream flow, construction of road crossings 
at Gazzola Drive and Montauk Highway, and excavation of ditches. 

Three (3) in-stream structures and/or debris, such as berms and culvert crossings, were observed to impede 
stream flow on the former duck farm (other in-stream barriers are located downstream of the former duck 
farm and on the West Branch). The following is a list of these in-stream structures on the former duck farm: 

• East Branch 
o Gazzola Drive Culvert 
o Duck Pond Berm Culvert 
o Culvert in Mowed Path Access Road at Dovvnstream End of Duck Pond 

The East Branch of Mud Creek begins to the northeast of Gazzola Drive in a wet meadow bordered by 
forested wetlands located at the upstream limit of the duck farm (Photo A). The emergent marsh is 
maintained in part by a low-elevation earthen dam to the east of an abandoned duck building. Water flows 
under this dam through a small, partially collapsed pipe and into a straight ditch (Photo B) before entering 
emergent marsh dominated by Phragmites (Photo C). This Phragmites marsh is created by the damming 
effects of Gazzola Drive. While culverts exist under Gazzola Drive, they are either wholly or partially 
blocked by sand and vegetation (Photo D). Due to the obstructed water flow under Gazzola Drive, no 
defined stream channel exists upstream of Gazzola Drive. Within the Phragmites marsh, the substrate 
consists of organics and loose sand over consolidated sand. 

Downstream of Gazzola Drive. water flow consolidates into a single, straightened channel (Photo E) that 
flows through a series of in-channel ponds created for the duck farm (Photo F). Within the former duck 
farm, sediments consist of an organic layer approximately 0.3 to 0.6 feet in thickness overlaid on one or two 
sand or sand/gravel layers to a depth of refusal of 2.0 to 2.3 feet. The channel and ponds are separated from 
areas that historically held ducks by earthen berms. located on the north and south sides of the channels, 
intended to prevent the ducks from accessing the stream and to prevent duck waste being carried in via 
surface runoff into the stream. Prior to entering the ponds, the stream is about I 0 feet wide with 
approximately 2-foot banks. It is a straightened ditch with about 2 feet of unconsolidated sand above 
consolidated sand. Overhanging vegetation and trees provide 60-80% cover. 

The shallow ponds on the former duck farm property contain more than 1-7 feet of loose organics and mud. 
With no cover by tree canopy or overhanging shrubs, the water temperature increases substantially in these 
ponds above the incoming stream temperature. Berms with culverts separate the ponds before water flows 
through a culvert under an earthen dam and grass road about I ,200 feet downstream of Gazzola Drive. The 
upstream culvert at this grass road dam is at an elevation of 15.40 ft (NA VD 1988): the downstream culvert 
is at an elevation of 13.60 ft (Photo G). The different elevations of culvert inverts and the limited capacity 
of the culvert to convey flow cause streamwaters to be impounded and the water surface of the shallow 
ponds to be nearly 3 feet above the stream elevation downstream of the grass road dam. 

Downstream of the grass road dam, the East Branch is a meandering stream through a thickly vegetated 
forested wetland. The channel flows along the east edge of the valley and consists of pools, riffles, and runs. 

2.2 Freshwater Fisheries 

Mud Creek contains a heritage strain of brook trout (S'alvelinus fbntinalis)--a population that has sustained 
itself by natural reproduction and is not known to have been genetically altered by the introduction of 
stocked fish. The genetic makeup of this strain was analyzed in a statewide study aimed at identifying 
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different strains of inland brook trout. The report summarizing those findings, (Perkins et al., 1993). 
recommended that the protection of the genetic diversity found among New York's heritage strain brook 
trout should be a high priority for all State fishery managers in order to maintain this substantial and 
irreplaceable portion of the total diversity within the species complex. Given the designation of the brook 
trout as New York's official state fish. and the unique status ofthe Mud Creek strain, a principal goal ofthe 
Mud Creek restoration project has been to create stream habitat suitable for brook trout at Mud Creek 
County Park. 

Chart Guthrie, Regional Fisheries Manager for NYSDEC Region I, and lnter-Fiuve conducted a survey of 
the presence and abundance of fish species along both the East Branch and West Branch of Mud Creek on 
June 12, 2013. All species collected were measured. recorded. and reintroduced to the creek. Observed fish 
species included eastern mudminnow (Umbra pygmaea), American eel (Anguilla rostrata). brook trout 
(Salvelimts fontinalis), and goldfish (Carassius auratus). Sampling locations, number of each species 
observed, and length range for this fish survey are provided in the Task 4 (Existing Conditions) report. 
Species assemblages in Mud Creek have not changed since the last fish survey conducted by the USACE in 
2005 (USACE, 2005). American eel was the most abundant fish species observed with lesser numbers of 
eastern mudminnow and goldfish. Three brook trout (I 03-183 mm in length) were observed in the East 
Branch downstream of the concrete rubble/tire impoundment and approximately 850 feet downstream of the 
former Gallo Duck Farm. The small population of brook trout exists within a short length of suitable habitat 
(approximately I ,000 linear feet) in both the East Branch and West Branch system that is subject to 
significant impairments, including stormwater discharge from Montauk Highway, contribution of warm 
waters from the former Gallo Duck Farm, and historic channel manipulations. 

2.3 Stream Macroinvertebrates 

Macro invertebrate communities of the East Branch of Mud Creek were qualitatively assessed utilizing a D
frame net to gather invertebrates from various habitat types such as the stream channel bed, channel 
margins, and stream reaches with overhanging vegetation. Macroinvertebrate communities of the East 
Branch were dominated by species tolerant of pollution and poor water quality, such as chironomid (midge) 
larvae and scud amphipods, due to the effects of the former Gallo Duck Farm (East Branch). Data on 
macroinvertebrate community composition, sampled abundance. and tolerance value are presented in the 
Task 4 (Existing Conditions) report. Fev..' macroinvertebrates classified as intolerant of poor water quality 
were observed in Mud Creek. No caddisflies. mayflies or stoneflies (three taxa indicative of high water 
quality) were observed on the East Branch. 

2.4 Upland and Wetland Communities of Mud Creek 

Upland and freshwater wetland ecological communities present at Mud Creek County Park include 
successional old fields (I 1.1 acres), successional hardwood forests (8.8 acres), successional red cedar 
woodlands ( 1.6 acres). coastal oak-heath forests (5.4 acres). Phragmites marshes (5.2 acres), shallow 
eutrophic ponds (1.0 acres), forested vvetlands dominated by pussy willow (Salix discolor) and red maple 
(Acer rubrum) (2.2 acres). red maple-hardwood swamps (0.4 acres), and wet meadow (0.1 acres). The 
locations of these upland and wetland ecological communities are presented in Figure I. All plant and 
wildlife species observed during field inspections conducted between May and September 2013 are listed in 
Appendix B of the Task 4 (Existing Conditions) report. 

Phragmites Marshes: Historical clearing. grading and channel modification, nutrient loading. and stream 
impoundment have created highly favorable conditions for colonization and expansion of the invasive 
common reed (Phragmites australis), which dominates ground coverage in most of the freshwater wetlands 
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(5.2 acres). Substrate within the Phragmites stands typically consists of a layer of organic sediments 
between 0.3 to 0.6 feet thick underlain by sand. The rhizomatous roots of Phragmites extend to a depth of 
at least 2.0 feet. 

Shal/(ni' Eutrophic Pond\·: There are three shallow eutrophic ponds totaling 1.0 acres at Mud Creek County 
Park, located upstream of the earthen berm at the western border of the former Gallo Duck Farm. The 
ponds are approximately 3.0 feet deep with another 3.0 feet of loose organic matter and mud. These ponds 
support little emergent and submergent vegetation along the shorelines and shallow margins with only 
floating duckweeds (Lemna .sp.) observed. Phragmites marshes and eutrophic ponds at Mud Creek County 
Park are often bordered/confined by earthen berms. These berms are vegetated by dense thickets of 
multiflora rose (Rosa mult!flora), apple (Malus sp. ). and glossy buckthorn (Frangula alnus), with occasional 
black cherry (Prunus serotina), white mulberry (Morus alba), and red maple (Acer rubrum) trees. 

Forested Wetlands 
The landward margins of the Phragmites marshes and shallow eutrophic ponds often feature narrow bands 
of forested wetlands. These stands typically form a 15 to 45 foot wide buffer along the landward edge of 
the marshes and comprise approximately 2.2 acres of Mud Creek County Park. These hardwood stands 
have re-grown since the cessation of duck farming activities. Pussy willow (Salix discolor) dominates the 
canopy ofthese forested wetlands with occasional large red maple (Acer ruhrum) trees scattered throughout 
The understory of pussy willow-dominated riparian wetlands is largely comprised of glossy buckthorn 
(Frangula alnus), with lesser abundance of native shrubs such as arrow-wood (Viburnum dentatum) and 
sweet pepperbush (Clethra aln[fblia). Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicerajaponica) and multiflora rose (Rosa 
mult!flora) are abundant in the understory on the upper margins of these stands. 

On the upstream margin of the former Gallo Duck Farm, there is a small earthen berm with a 12 inch 
diameter. partially obstructed. metal culvert that impounds the headwaters of the East Branch of Mud Creek. 
A small Phragmites stand (4,600 sq ft) is located just upstream of this impoundment. Glossy buckthorn. 
pussy willow. and brambles (Rubus ·W) dominate a small, moist shrub thicket located between the 
Phragmites stand and the nearby duck building. Upstream of the Phragmites stand. the freshwater wetlands 
are relatively unimpacted by the historic duck farm activities and are dominated by native wetland plant 
species. A small wet meadow (2.800 sq ft) is located in the stream channel and is dominated by lurid sedge 
(Carex lurida), wool grass (Scripus cyperinus), soft rush (.!uncus ejfitsus). spikerush (Eleocharis sp. ). broom 
sedge (Carex scoparia), and swamp beggar' s-tick (Bidens connata). 

Upstream of this wet meadow, the freshwater wetlands consist entirely of a high quality red maple
hardwood swamp dominated by red maple (Acer ruhrum) and black gum (llyssa .sylvatica). along with pitch 
pine (Pinus rigida) at the margins. and a shrub community comprised predominately by sweet pepperbush 
(Clethra alnifblia) with lesser abundance of glossy buckthorn (Frangula alnus), highbush blueberry 
(Vaccinium corymhosum), and arrow-wood (Viburnum recognitum). Upstream of the wet meadow, the 
ground layer in the red maple-hardwood swamp is relatively sparse with occasional cinnamon fern 
(Osmundastrum cinnamomea) and skunk cabbage (Symplocarpusfbet idus). 

Successional Old Field\' 

The successional old fields at Mud Creek County Park occur on former duck feedlots. Due to the extensive 
disturbance associated with duck farming. the large majority of old fields present at Mud Creek County 
Park, are dominated by invasive plants. principally mugwort (Artemesia vulgaris) (Photo H). However, 
there are also a number of small stands of Japanese knotweed (Fallopiajaponica) located on piles of fill and 
dumped debris within the field and mile-a-minute vine (Persicaria perfbliata) at the margins of these 
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successional old fields. There are several small, old field patches (Photo 1), totaling approximately 0.5 acres. 
that are dominated by native grasses and wildflowers such as little bluestem (Schizachyrium scoparium), 
rough-stemmed goldenrod (Solidago rugosa), gray goldenrod (Solidago nemoralis). and round headed bush 
clover (Lespedeza capitata). The old fields dominated by native herbaceous plants occur largely on sandy 
soils on the southern side of the freshwater wetlands. 

Successional Redcedar Woodlands· 
Some portions of the feedlots on the former Gallo Duck Farm have developed into successional redcedar 
woodlands with dense stands of eastern redcedar trees (Juniperus virginiana) (Photo J). Approximately 1.6 
acres of redcedar woodlands are located at Mud Creek County Park with large stands located on both the 
northern and southern side ofthe freshwater wetlands. 

Successional Hardwood Forest 
Since abandonment of the duck farm in 1980s, young successional forests have developed in areas 
surrounding the various duck buildings. These forests comprise approximately 8.8 acres of the site and are 
dominated by native and invasive, early successional, fast-growing trees such as black cherry (Prunus 
serotina), white mulberry (Morus alba), apple (Malus sp.), Norway maple (Acer platanoides), and black 
locust (Robinia pseudoacacia). The understory of these successional forests is typically dominated by 
invasive species such as mugwort (Artemesia vulgaris), garlic mustard (Allaria petiolata), Japanese 
honeysuckle (Lonicerajaponica), multiflora rose (Rosa mult[flora), and other invasive plants. 

Many of these stands contain dense thickets with abundant growth of invasive shrubs and vines including 
multiflora rose. Asiatic bittersweet (Celastrus orbiculatus), Japanese honeysuckle, autumn olive, bush 
honeysuckle, and glossy buckthorn. Largely monospecific stands of Norway maple (Acer platanoides) are 
located at two locations at Mud Creek County Park, a 1.4-acre stand in the northwestern corner and a 0.5
acre stand in the southeastern corner on the east side of Gazzola Drive. The understory and ground layer is 
typically limited within Norway maple stands. often comprised of only garlic mustard, Japanese knotweed. 
and Norway maple seedlings. 

Coastal Oak-Heath Forests 
Coastal oak-heath forests with intact shrub and ground layers are only observed outside of the margins of 
the former duck farm in areas that were not cleared or disturbed by farm activities (Photo K). High quality 
examples of this forest type are comprised of various oaks including scarlet oak (Quercus coccinea), white 
oak (Quercus alha). black oak (Quercus velutina), and red oak (Quercus rubra) with a dense shrub layer of 
lowbush blueberry (Vaccinium vacillans) and black huckleberry (Gaylussacia haccata). The forest 
understory is dominated by black cherry with other trees such as sassafras (Sassafras alhidum). flowering 
dogwood (Cornus.florida). American holly (flex opaca). and shadbush (Amelanchier canadensis) observed. 
Other shrub species present within the lowbush blueberry-huckleberry shrub layer include catbriar (Smilax 
rotund(folia). highbush blueberry (Vaccinium corymhosum). staggerbush (Lyonia mariana), glossy 
buckthorn. inkberry (flex glabra), and Japanese holly (flex crenata). The groundlayer in these oak-heath 
forests is comprised of Canada mayflower (Maianthemum canadense), sheep laurel (Kalmia lat(folia). 
common wintergreen (Gaultheria procumhens). and occasional starflower (Trientalis borealis) and wild 
sarsaparilla (Aralia nudicaulis). While native oaks have largely been removed from the duck farm property. 
large oak trees were maintained in five locations on the former duck farm property (Photo L). totaling 1.3 
acres: (I) surrounding the asphalt driveway adjacent to the farm buildings on the north side of the site, (2) to 
the east and west of the slaughterhouse, (3) on the southern side of paved access road, (4) to the west of 
Gazzola Drive, and (5) along Gazzola Drive to the south of the freshwater wetlands. These mature trees are 
preserved in restoration plans. 
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2.5 Endangered and Threatened Species 

No rare or Federal- or New York State-listed animals, plants, or ecological communities were observed at 
Mud Creek County Park. According to the New York Natural Heritage Program, there are no known 
records of rare or State-listed species or ecological communities at the site or in its immediate vicinity. 
Correspondence from the New York Natural Heritage Program (dated November 19, 2013) is provided vvith 
this submission. Eastern box turtle (Terrapene carolina) is a New York State Special Concern species and 
is present on the subject property. 

3 Dilapidated Building Demolition and Debris Removal 

As part of the Task 4 (Existing Conditions) report, structures and debris were inventoried and mapped and 
presence/absence of impacted media and/or hazardous substances was determined. Sheets SR I 0 I and SR 
I 02 of the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans provide the locations and descriptions of all 
dilapidated structures and identified debris on the restoration site. Three dilapidated buildings (Buildings 4, 
EG I. and EG2) and a pump house are located within I 00 feet of the NYSDEC-regulated freshwater 
wetlands. Asbestos-containing materials were observed in transite board located in the buildings east of 
Gazzola Drive. Numerous pieces of debris and abandoned equipment must be removed from the project 
site, as shown on Sheets SRI 01 and SR I 02. Most debris within wetland area consists of fencing and fence 
posts, although larger debris including utility poles, vehicles. and duck farm equipment (i.e. feed bins) are 
present. Debris located within tree protection areas identified on Sheet F I 0 I will be removed by hand or 
with the assistance of a small skidsteer for larger/heavier debris. Please refer to the Section 8 of the Task 4 
(Existing Conditions) for complete results of the geophysical survey, structure and debris inventory, soil 
investigation, asbestos survey, and hazardous material survey for the former duck farm at 
lllill)!\\\\ \\ .su fTu lkcuunt \ n \.E~D_I_l]~anments 1Plan nin uiDi\i;-iQm~_En vi runm~mal Plannin u: 1Pro ie_<::_tc.; Initiati\.5.? 
~I_2_Lt_c_h!i!rn_l_s30l!cL(Lee_lsc,as [20_. 

4 Proposed Ecological Restoration 

Restoration of the terrestrial and aquatic habitats of the former Gallo duck farm will include the following 
restoration actions and site improvements: 

• 	 Creation of 2,300 linear feet of new coastal plain stream; 
• 	 Removal of23,670 cubic yards of accumulated organic sediments and invasive plant rhizomes; 
• 	 Restoration of 6. 7 acres of floodplain with forested wetlands; 
• 	 Restoration of 12.1 acres of upland forest and meadows; 
• 	 Installation of stormwater management structures at Gazzola Drive and Montauk Highway; 
• 	 Installation of an ecologically-friendly culvert at Gazzola Drive; 
• 	 Construction of new driveway and parking facility; 
• 	 Construction of bare earth nature trail, elevated timber boardwalks, interpretive signage, benches. 

and litter receptacles. 

4.1 Coastal Plain Stream Restoration 

This project aims to create a low-gradient meandering stream channel (2.300 linear feet in length) and 
completely restore its floodplain by: 
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• 	 Removal of duck farm legacy sediments and Phragmites rhizomes by excavating upper 2 feet of 
sediments ( 17,865 cu yds) in floodplain, 2.690 cu yds from the existing eutrophic ponds, and 3,115 
cu yds for channel construction including removal of earthen berms, pipes, and fences. 

• 	 Phragmites management through herbicide application for three years, including one year prior to 
floodplain excavation and two years subsequent to floodplain restoration and planting. 

• 	 Use of fabric-encapsulated soil lifts and surface fabric treatments (Sheet R 300) to construct channel 
banks and maintain banks until establishment of vegetation 

• 	 Creating ecological features to increase habitat diversity and complexity including stream side 
channels (in areas of groundwater seeps), vernal pools within floodplain (to provide amphibian 
habitat), and installation of woody debris in stream channel and floodplain. Roughly I 0 pieces of 
woody debris shall be placed every I 00 linear feet of stream (typical detail for woody debris 
placement is shown on Sheet R 300). 

• 	 On-site dewatering of excavated sediments in locations to be determined (either mugwort
dominated, former feedlots or former detention basins. Disposal location of excavated sediments 
will be based on results of sediment analytical tests, NYSDEC and landfill approval/acceptance, and 
Suffolk County objectives and priorities. Disposal options include off-site disposal at a licensed 
landfill facility and/or on-site disposal in the former detention basins. 

• 	 Establishment of forested floodplain wetland by planting 400 native trees and shrubs per acre (2-4 ft 
saplings in #2 or #3 containers) and seeding floodplain with native grass and wildflower mix. 
Planting and seeding schedules are provided on Sheet PL-1 0 I. 

4.1.1 Channel Design and Dimensions 
The proposed meandering stream channel width may range from 4 to 12 feet and depth may range from I to 
3 feet through the length ofthe designed channel. Channel dimensions are provided on Sheets R 200-400 of 
the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans. Proposed stream channel morphology and floodplain 
elevations are based on results of a one-dimensional hydraulic model used to determine stream volume and 
velocity in the East Branch of Mud Creek in I, 2, 5, I 0, 25, 50. and I 00-year frequency flow events. The 
proposed Mud Creek channel meander wavelength (70 to 90 feet) and amplitude (30 to 50 feet) was 
designed based on nearby groundwater streams (Swan River and Hedges Creek). For further information 
on the modelling and data analysis to support stream and aquatic habitat restoration please refer to Section 3 
of the Task 6 (Alternative Concept Plan) report at 
l:!!W :i/www.suflo lkcountvn VJLo~J282arlmc1lls 'PLcuJniLlliJ)i Yi sions/t~nv irunmcnla IPI ann in 2/f!_rojccts Initiati \ c 
slDucld· anns 1:'vl Ll_cJC rcck.aspx. 

4.1.2 Floodplain Excavation, Construction Sequence, and Sediment/Water Management 

Stream and aquatic habitat restoration at Mud Creek County Park requires extensive excavation within the 
6. 7 acre floodplain including removal of duck farm legacy sediments and Phragmites rhizomes by 
excavating the upper 2 feet of sediments ( 17,865 cu yds) in the floodplain, 2,690 cu yds from the existing 
eutrophic ponds, and 3.115 cu yds for channel construction including removal of earthen berms. The 
landward extent of this excavation is indicated on Sheet R I 00 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans by 
a line labeled "Limit of Clearing, Grading, and Ground Disturbance associated with Floodplain 
Restoration''. The existing Phragmites marshes within the floodplain consist of an organic layer 0.3 to 0.6 
feet deep overlying sand/gravel layers to a depth of refusal of 2.0 to 2.3 feet. The shallow ponds on the 
former duck farm property may contain more than three feet of loose organics and mud overlying 
sand/gravel layers. A longitudinal profile of the East Branch of Mud Creek is provided on Sheet E I 03. 
This stream profile shows the channel bottom/surface of organic sediments and the depth of refusal 
indicating the sediment depths on the former Gallo duck farm. 
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After removal of organic sediments and Phragmites rhizomes from the former duck farm, II ,455 cubic 
yards of clean sand fill will be need to be added to the floodplain to provide a floodplain surface elevation 
that matches the I to 2 yr flood elevation. as informed by the hydraulic modelling and analysis. Excavation 
depths are expected to be between 0.3 feet and up to 3.25 feet within the former Gallo duck farm. Existing 
and proposed grades, cut depths, and channel-section dimensions are provided on section profiles presented 
on Sheet R200 of the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans. It is expected that the 90% plans will be 
revised to include existing water surface elevation and proposed base flow elevations within the restored 
stream channel. 

A preliminary construction sequence is provided on Sheet E I 03 of the 60% Completion Draft Construction 
Plans. During construction within the floodplain. stream flow will be diverted into a dewatering pipe 
utilizing a temporary diversion dam constructed of sandbags and routed around the floodplain and channel 
construction. Location of the proposed dewatering pipe is provided on Sheet R I 0 I. Environmental 
protection measures that shall be incorporated into floodplain and stream restoration include installation of a 
temporary sediment trap at the downstream end of the construction area. turbidity control measures for the 
work site and dewatering pipe outfall, and silt fencing. Details and locations for these water/sediment 
management and environmental protection measures shall be provided in the 90% construction plans. 

The newly constructed channel banks will be comprised of fabric-encapsulated soil lifts and covered with 
biodegradable fabric treatments to prevent erosion of channel banks until establishment of vegetation. 
Details for fabric-encapsulated soil lifts and surface fabric treatments are provided on Sheet R 300 of the 
60% Completion Draft Construction Plans . 

4.1.3 Floodplain Plantings 

After removal of Phragmites and establishment of target floodplain elevation (consistent with the I to 2 yr 
flood elevation). native trees and shrubs shall be planted throughout the 6.2 acre floodplain to allow the 
development of a red maple-hardwood swamp. Tree and shrub planting density shall be 400 plants per acre 
consisting of 2-4 ft saplings in #2 or #3 containers. The new sandy substrate will be seeded with a native 
seed mix comprised of more than twenty species ofFACW to OBL grasses and wildflowers. Planting and 
seeding schedules are provided on Sheet PL-101 ofthe 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans. 

4.1.4 Culvert Improvements at Gazzola Drive 
The undersized pipes under Gazzola Drive will be replaced with 12 ft wide arch culvert that provides 
natural water and sediment transport, fish and aquatic organism passage, as well as terrestrial organism 
passage (Sheet G I 03 of the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans ). A 4 ft wide floodplain bench will 
be constructed inside the culvert. This floodplain bench will remain dry during most water flows and 
provide terrestrial passage for wildlife. 

4.1.5 Phragmites Management 
Control of Phragmites is expected to be attained through herbicide application for three years. including one 
year prior to floodplain excavation and two years subsequent to floodplain restoration and planting. Plan 
notes and details and herbicide application specifications have not been developed yet. 

4.1.6 Floodplain Complexity 
The following features shall be incorporated into the restored floodplain and stream channel to provide 
geomorphic and in-stream habitat complexity. Placement of large woody debris within the stream channel 
banks and floodplain (estimated I 0 pieces for every I00 feet of stream channel) to provide habitat diversity 
and to create scour pools and downstream depositional areas as waters flow around large wood. Details for 
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large woody debris installation are provided on are provided on Sheet R 300 of the 60% Completion Draft 
Construction Plans. Future drafts of the construction plans shall also provide details or specifications for 
creating spring pools and tributary channels, off-channel ponds (vernal pools), and floodplain scrapes and 
mounds. Construction of small and deep spring pools along the margins of the alluvial valley with narrow 
tributary channels flowing from the spring pools to the main channel will be incorporated into stream 
construction to provide cold-water refugia during the warm summer months for brook trout and other 
species. Floodplain scrapes and mounds will consist of microtopography approximately one foot above or 
below the average floodplain elevation to provide habitat conditions suitable for different species of trees, 
shrubs, and herbaceous plants. 

4.1.7 Sediment Disposal 

Two primary options have been identified for the removal and disposal of the excavated material. The first 
option includes off-site removal of excavated material to a municipal landfill. The second option includes 
the disposal of the material in existing depressions that served as leaching basins for the former duck farm 
located outside of the Mud Creek floodplain (shown on Sheets SR I 0 I and PL I 0 I of the 60% Completion 
Draft Construction Plans). The material could be deposited in these depressions, capped with clean materiaL 
and planted with native herbaceous seeds, shrubs, and trees to blend into the surrounding vegetated habitats. 
Results of completed sediment sampling (pursuant to a sediment sampling plan approved by the NYSDEC 
Division of Materials Management and Bureau of Habitat) will inform NYSDEC restrictions on sediment 
disposal and the County's identification of a suitable disposal location. 

4.2 Stormwater Improvements 
Stormwater from roadway surfaces discharges into two locations on the East Branch of Mud Creek. These 
include the stream crossings on (I) Gazzola Drive. approximately 500 feet north of Atlantic Avenue, and (2) 
Montauk Highway, approximately 2,300 feet west of Gazzola Drive. At each of these locations, sediments 
and pollutants in stormwater from paved surfaces and developed sites is discharged directly into Mud Creek 
without treatment. 

On Gazzola Drive. there are four existing catch basins in the roadway that collect runoff from a 12.6 acre 
watershed in the immediate vicinity of Mud Creek. There are no catch basins in upland locations to allow 
for the collection of stormwater and discharge to the ground. Restoration includes the proposed installation 
of a 36 drywells at upland locations on Gazzola Drive to collect the water before discharging into Mud 
Creek, remove sediment and debris, and maintain groundwater as the primary water source for Mud Creek. 
The series of drywells shall provide capacity to contain runoff from the 90% rainfall event of 1.2 inches 
(NYSDEC, 20 I 0) for the entire contributing watershed. For storm events that produce more than 1.2 inches 
of rain, an overflow device will be included with the drywell system that allows excess stonnwater to drain 
to the restored floodplain forest via a vegetated swale. Design and planting specification for the vegetated 
swale shall be included in the 90%-level construction plans. 

On Montauk Highway, stormwater runoff is collected by a series of catch basins along Montauk Highway 
between Gazzola Drive and Mud Creek. These catch basins discharge untreated stormwater runoff into the 
side of the culvert that passes Mud Creek under Montauk Highway. A hydrodynamic separator will be 
installed within the existing stormwater conveyance system to treat runoff prior to discharge into Mud 
Creek. Pian Sheet M I 0 I of the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans provides the distance from the 
proposed hydrodynamic separator to the freshwater wetlands associated with Mud Creek. Silt fence and 
haybales shall be installed to prevent deposition of sediment within the freshwater wetlands. 
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4.3 Upland Restoration 

4.3.1 Upland Forest Restoration 
Upland oak forest restoration (8.4 acres) will be implemented on the successional fields dominated by 
mugwort and in the footprints of the dilapidated buildings (Sheet PL I 0 I of the 60% Completion Draft 
Construction Plans). The ecological benefits of restoring native oak forests include I) creating a habitat 
corridor connecting the existing oak forests downstream and upstream of the former duck farm, 2) providing 
food resources for wildlife, and 3) increasing structural complexity and improving habitat diversity. 

Site preparation for forest restoration would involve demolition of buildings. removal of debris. and control 
of invasive mugwort through both mechanical methods (mowing and grubbing) and herbicide application. 
After site preparation. small caliper tree saplings (2-4' whips in #2- #5 containers) shall be planted at a rate 
of 400 trees per acre (I 0 ft centers). Prior to tree planting, a native seed mix comprised of warm season 
grasses and herbaceous wildflowers shall be spread to stabilize soils and to improve habitat and aesthetics 
during the initial stages of forest development. Some upland meadow areas (comprised of warm season 
grasses and wildflowers) will be established surrounding the portions of the nature trail, parking area. and 
access road to increase road visibility and provide a more open view from the parking area. Planting and 
seeding schedules are provided on Sheet PL-1 0 I of the 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans. Existing 
native trees located within or at the margins of the successional fields, such as black cherry, eastern 
redcedar, or various sumacs. will be maintained or integrated into the forest restoration design wherever 
possible. To prevent white-tailed deer browsing. an 8' tall woven wire fence will be temporarily installed 
around the perimeter of the forest restoration areas (Sheet F I 0 I of the 60% Completion Draft Construction 
Plans). This fencing would be removed after tvvo complete growing seasons. 

4.3.2 Preservation of Native Forest Areas 
Existing stands of native mature trees in both upland and wetland habitats are preserved and incorporated 
into restoration designs including 1.6 acres of Eastern redcedar stands located on former duck feedlots and 
1.3 acres of red maple and pussy willow trees located at the landward margins of the floodplain restoration 
area. These native tree stands shall be separated from work areas during construction by a tree protection 
fence: fence location shown on Sheet F I 0 I ofthe 60% Completion Draft Construction Plans. 

4.3.3 Forest Enhancement Areas 
The proposed restoration includes actions to improve habitat quality in degraded forest areas on the former 
duck farm including stands with large oak trees located I) to the east and west of the slaughterhouse. (2) on 
the southern side of paved access road, and (3) to the west of Gazzola Drive. Restoration actions shall 
include removal of occasional small caliper. invasive trees and control of the invasive vines through cutting 
and herbicide application to the cut vine stems. Two monospecific stands of Norway maple (Acer 
platanoides) are located in the northwestern corner of the site and in the southeastern corner of the site on 
the east side of Gazzola Drive. A 0.7-acre successional forest stand dominated by black locust (Robinia 
pseudoacacia) and black cherry (Prunny serotina) is located directly west of the garage building. In these 
cases, the Norway maple and black locust trees are too large to be inexpensively cut and removed. 
Accordingly. the only restoration actions undertaken in these stands will be the removal of debris and 
abandoned equipment. 

The site also includes approximately 8.8 acres of successional hardwood forest. These forests have re-
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grown on previously cleared areas, largely open feed pens for ducks, adjacent to the various duck farm 
buildings. The stands consist of small, early successionaL fast-growing, small trees generally ranging in 
size from 5-l 0 inches in diameter. Dominant tree species include black cherry (Prunus serotina), white 
mulberry (Monts alba). apple (Malus sp.), Norway maple (Acer platanoides), and black locust (Robinia 
pseudoacacia). The understory of these successional forests is typically dominated by invasive species such 
as mugwort (Artemesia vulgaris), garlic mustard (Allaria petiolata), Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera 
japonica), multiflora rose (Ro_•;a multiflora), and other invasive plants. Abandoned farm equipment 
unconsolidated debris and refuse, and various fill (soil, sand, broken concrete. and bricks) are located 
throughout the successional forests. Restoration actions in these successional forests would include 
selective removal of co-dominant white mulberry and Norway maple to provide an advantage to the native 
black cherry trees to increase the likelihood that the future forest canopy is dominated by native black 
cherry. Removal of invasive trees and shrubs would involve cutting the stems as close to ground level as 
possible and removal of cut biomass from the project site. Herbicides would then be applied directly to the 
cut stumps, as many of these trees and shrubs will re-sprout from cut stems without herbicide application. 
All debris and abandoned equipment shall be removed from the successional forests and disposed of off
site. 

4.4 Site Re-Development 

4.4.1 Nature Paths and Boardwalks 

Nature paths located in upland areas will consist of compacted, bare earth trails (approximately 5 ft in 
width). Nature paths are largely situated in successional old field habitats and locations of former duck farm 
buildings to minimize clearing of existing native trees (Sheet TR I 0 I of the 60% Completion Draft 
Construction Plans). It is anticipated that there will be four locations where the nature trail will cross the 
tloodplain vvetlands of Mud Creek via timber boardwalks and 1-2 wetland overlook platforms. The 
locations of the overlook platforms have not been determined. The downstream-most floodplain crossing 
will be located along the existing earthen berm at the western margin of the former duck farm. The 
elevation of the earthen berm will be cut back from El. 19 to El. 17 and two additional openings created in 
the berm to improve floodplain connectivity and function (Sheet R I 0 I of the 60% Completion Draft 
Construction Plans). Timber boardwalks (4 feet in width with locations, details, and specifications to be 
added to site plans) will be constructed to allow pedestrian crossing of the restored stream and the two new 
openings in the berm. The nature trail shall feature approximately ten interpretive signs providing 
information about the terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems of Mud Creek County Park. 

4.4.2 Parking Facilities 

The proposed parking area (2 I .600± square feet) is located more than I 00 feet from the freshwater wetlands 
and provides sufficient space for two school buses and ten passenger cars with driveway access from 
Gazzola Drive. To minimize new clearing, the existing driveway on Gazzola Drive has been maintained. 
The 60%-level construction plans provide for an asphalt parking surface. The proposed parking surface 
shall be changed to a pervious surface in the 90%-level construction plans. 
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NOTES 
This publication is funded by the County of Sutfolk under CP# 8710 I I 0 

2. 	 Photo A (Top): Looking upstream at an emergent marsh lrom the earthen dam at the 
upstream limit of the former duck farm. 

3. 	 Photo B (Bottom): Looking dm1nstream at an exca1ated ditch lr01n the earthen dam 
at the upstream limit of the former duck. farm 



NOTES 

I This publication is funded by the County of Suffolk under CP±i 871 0.11 0. 

2. Photo C (Top): Looking dmvnstream at Phragmztes marsh ea't of Ganola Dr. 
3. Photo[) (Bottom) Block culvert at Ganola Drive 



NOTES 
I. This publication is fund~d by the Count: of Sut1CJik under CP# 8710.110. 
2. Photo E (Top): Looking downstream at the straightened stream channcllrom (iazLOia Dr. 
3. Photo F(Bottom): ShaiiO\\, in-stream pond created by artillcial impoundment. 



NOTES: 

I This publication is ti.mded by the County of Suffolk under CP# 8710.110 

2. Photo (j (Top): Looking upstream at grassy road berm and culvert at dlmnstream end of former duck farm 
3. Photo H (Bottom): Mug\Yort stand on t(Jrmer duck feedlot. 
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2. Photo I (Top): Successional old field dominated by native herbaceous plants 
3. Photo J (Rottom): Successional redcedar stand on former duck feedlot 
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2. Photo K (Top): Oak-hcmh tixcst located upstream of former duck farm 
3. Photo L (8ottom):Small stand of large oaks on tormer duck farm 
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 
Division of Fish, Wildlife & Marine Resources 
New York Natural Heritage Program 
625 Broadway, 51

h Floor, Albany, New York 12233-4757 
Phone: (518) 402-8935 • Fax: (518) 402-8925 
Website: www.dec.ny.gov 

Joe Martens 
Commissioner 

November 19,2013 


William P. Bowman, PhD 

Land Use Ecological Services, Inc. 

570 Expressway Drive South, Suite 2F 

Medford, NY 11763 


Re: Proposed Aquatic Ecosystem 


Town/City: Brookhaven. County: Suffolk. 


Dear Wiliiam P. Bowman, PhD: 

In response to your recent request, we have reviewed the New York Natural Heritage 

Program database with respect to the above project. 


We have no records ofrare or state-listed animals or plants, or significant natural 

communities, at your site or in its immediate vicinity. 


The absence of data does not necessarily mean that rare or state-listed species, natural 

communities or other significant habitats do not exist on or adjacent to the proposed site. Rather, 

our files currently do not contain information which indicates their presence. For most sites, 

comprehensive field surveys have not been conducted. We cannot provide a definitive statement 

on the presence or absence of all rare or state-listed species or significant natural communi ties. 

This information should not be substituted for on-site surveys that may be required for 

environmental assessment. 


This response applies only to known occurrences ofrare or state-listed animals and 

plants, significant natural communities and other significant habitats maintained in the Natural 

Heritage Data bases. Your project may require additional review or permits; for information 

regarding other permits that may be required under state law for regulated areas or activities 

(e.g., regulated wetlands), please contact the appropriate NYS DEC Regional Office, Division of 

Environmental Pem1its, as listed at www.dec.ny.gov/about/3938l.html. 


Sincerely, 

Ji~<U/ //. /) ~V~~~-
( 

Nancy Davis-Ricci 
Environinental Review Specialist 
New York Natl1ral Heritage Program 1035 

www.dec.ny.gov/about/3938l.html
http:www.dec.ny.gov


Andrew M. Cuomo 

Governor 


New York State Office of Parks, 
Recreation and Historic Preservation 

Rose Harvey 

Commissioner 

Division for Historic Preservation 

Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 

518-237-8643 

INWw.nysparks.com 

March 03,2015 

Mr. William Bowman 
Land Use Ecological Services 
570 Expressway Drive South 
Suite 2F 
Medford, NY 11763 

Re: 	 CORPS PERMITS 
Mud Creek Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study 
Mud Creek County Park, East Patchogue, NY 
l3PR00595 

Dear Mr. Bowman: 

Thank you for requesting the comments of the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). We have reviewed 
the project in accordance with Section l 06 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. These comments 
are those of the SHPO and relate only to Historic/Cultural resources. They do not include potential 
environmental impacts to New York State Parkland that may be involved in or near your project. Such 
impacts must be considered as part of the environmental review of the project pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act and/or the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York Environmental 
Conservation Law Article 8). 

Based upon this review, the New York SHPO has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
this undertaking. 

If further correspondence is required regarding this project, please be sure to refer to the OPRHP Project 
Review (PR) number noted above. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth L. Pierpont 

Deputy Commissioner for Historic Preservation 



SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


Part 2- Identification of Potential Project Impacts 

Instructions: Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. It 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 using 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. 

Tips for completing Part 2: 
• 	 Review all of the information provided in Part I. 
• 	 Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook. 
• 	 Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2. 
• 	 If you answer "YES" to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section. 
• 	 If you answer "NO" to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered section. 
• 	 Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact. 
• 	 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. 
• 	 If you 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. 
• 	 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. 	 Impact on Land 
The proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration 

YESW NOD
of the land surface ofthe proposed site. (See Part 1.0.1) 
If"YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 2. 

Moderate
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. 	 The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to 

E.2.d 
water table is less than 3 feet. D w

b. 	 The proposed actin may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E.2.f EJ D 
c. 	 The proposed actin may involve construction on land where bedrock is 

E.2.a 
exposed, or generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface. GJ D

d. 	 The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more 
D.2.a ~ than I ,000 tons of natural material. D 

e. 	 The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more 
D.1.g 

than one year or in multiple phases. D w
f. 	 The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from 

D.2.e
physical disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by 

D.2.q D w
herbicides). 

g. 	 The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion 
B.ix 

hazard area. GJ D
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Other impacts: C><l D D

2. Impact on Geological Features 
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or 
inhibit access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, YESD NOG] 
dunes, minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part l.E.2.g) 
If "YES", answer questions a-c. If "NO", move on to Section 3. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. Identify the specific land form(s): 

E.2.g D D 

b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature 
listed as a registered National Natural Landmark. E.3.c D D 
Specific feature: 

c. Other impacts: ~ D D 

3. Impact on Surface Water 
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface 
water bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). YES E) NOD 
(See Part 1.D.2 & E.2.h) I 
If "YES", answer questions a-l. If "NO", move on to Section 4. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may create a new water body D.1.j 

D D.2.b El 
b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or 

more than a 10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body D.2.b D ~ 
of water. 

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of 
D.2.a D material from a wetland or water body. GJ 

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a 
E.2.h 

freshwater or tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water D E.2.i GJ 
body. 

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from D.2.a 
D [i] 

upland erosion, runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments. D.2.h 
f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) 

D.2.c ~ D for withdrawal of water from surface water. 
g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) 

D.2.d D for discharge of wastewater to surface water(s). El 
h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source 

of storm water discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of D.2.e D D 
receiving water bodies. 

1. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies 
E.2.h- E.2.1 D within or downstream of the site of the proposed action. El 

J. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or D.2.q 
D herbicides in or around any water body. E.2.h- E.2.l El 

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of D.l.a 
existing, wastewater facilities. D.2.d 0 D treatment 
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Other impacts: I><I 0 0

4. 	 Impact on Groundwater 
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of groundwater, or 

may have the potential to introduce contaminants to groundwater or an YESO NOE] 

aquifer. (See Part I .D.2.a, D.2.c, 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. 

Moderate
Relevant No, or 

to large
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. 	 The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create 

D.2.c 
additional demand on supplies from existing water supply wells. 0 0

b. 	 Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and 

sustainable withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer. 
 0.2.c 0 0 
Cite Source: 

c. 	 The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas D.l.a 
without water and sewer services. D.2.c- D.2.d 0 0

d. 	 The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to D.2.d 
groundwater. E.2.p 0 0

I e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells I 0.2.c ll I 
in locations where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. E.l.f- E.l.h LJ 0

f. 	 The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or 0.2.p 
chemical products over ground water or an aquifer. E.2.p 0 0

D.2.q 
g. 	 The proposed action may involve the commercial application of E.2.h- E.2.1 

pesticides within I 00 feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E.2.p 0 0
0.2.c 

h. 	 Other impacts: >< 0 0

5. Impact on Flooding 
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to 

YESO N00 flooding. (See Part l.E.2) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g If "NO", move on to Section 6. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E.2.m 0 0 
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year 

E.2.n 
floodplain. 0 0 

c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year 
E.2.o 

floodplain. 0 0 
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing D.2.b 

drainage patterns. D.2.e 0 0 
e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to D.2.b 

flooding. E.2.m- E.2.o 0 0 
f. Ifthere is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, the dam has 

E. I.e 
failed to meet one or more safety criteria on its most recent inspection. 0 0 
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Other impacts: I><I D D

6. 	 Impact on Air 
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. 

YESD NO~
(See Part l.D.2.f, D.2.h, D.2.g) 

If "YES", answer questions a-f. If "NO", move on to Section 7. 


Moderate
Relevant No, or

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may 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 (C02) D.2.g D D 
II. 	 More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N20) , D.2.g D D 

iii. 	 More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perftuorocarbons (PFCs) D.2.g D D 
IV. 	 More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) D.2.g D D 
v. 	 More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of 

D.2.g D Dhydrochloroflurocarbons (HCFCs) emissions 
VI. 	 43 tons/year or more of methane D.2.h ll ll

LJ LJ 
b. 	 The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one 

designated hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any D.2.g D D
combination of such hazardous air pollutants. 

c. 	 The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce 
an emissions rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or D.2.f 

D Dmay include a heat source capable of producing more than 10 million D.3.g 

BTU=s per hour. 


d. 	 The proposed action may reach 50% of any two or more of the thresholds D.l.i
D Din "a" through "c", above. D.2.k

e. 	 The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of 
more than 1 ton ofrefuse per hour. 

f. 	 Other impacts: >< 
D.2.s D D 

D D

7. Impact on Plants and Animals 
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. 

YESG] NOD 
(See Part l.E.2.q- E.2.u) 
If "YES", answer questions a-j. If "NO", move on to Section 8. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of 

individuals of any threatened or endangered species, as listed by New 
E.2.s [i] D 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 any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by E.2.s [i] D 
New York State or the federal government. 
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c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of 
individuals, of any species of special concern or conservation need, as 

E.2.t D listed by New York State or the Federal government, that use the site, or 0 
are found on, over, or near the site. 

d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any 
habitat used by any species of special concern and conservation need, as E.2.t GJ D 
listed by New York State or the Federal government. 

e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National 
Natural Landmark to support the biological community it was established E.3.c 0 D 
to protect. 

f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance 
in, any portion of a designated significant natural community. E.2.r ~ D 
Source: 

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, 
foraging, or over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that E.2.q D 0 
occupy or use the project site. 

h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of 
forest, grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat. E.l.b El D 
Habitat type & information source: 

I. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) 
D.2.q D involves use of herbicides or pesticides. G 

J. Other impacts: 

~ D D 

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources 
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. 

YESD NOE]
(See Part l.E.3.a & E.3.b) 
If"YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 9. 

Moderate
Relevant No, or

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 E.2.c 

D Dthrough 4 ofthe NYS Land Classification System. E.3.b 
b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to 

E.1.a
agricultural land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, D DE.l.b
etc.). 

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the 
E.3.b D Dsoil profile of active agricultural land. 

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-
E.1.b

agricultural uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural D DE.3.a
District or more than 10 acres if not within an Agricultural District. 

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural E.1.a 
D Dland management system. E.l.b 

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased C.2.c, C.3 
D Ddevelopment potential or pressure on farmland. D.2.c, D.2.d 

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal 
C.2.c D DFarmland Protection Plan. 

h. Other impacts: >< D D
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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 

YESO NO (i] 
and a scenic or aesthetic resource. (See Part l.E.l.a, E.l.b, E.3 .h) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g and complete Appendix B- Visual EAF 
Addendum. If "NO", move on to Section I 0. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, 

E.3.h 
state, or local scenic or aesthetic resource. D D 

b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or C.2.b 
significant screening of one or more officially designated scenic views. E.3.h D D 

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage 
points: 

I i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) E.3.h D D 
ii. Year round E.3.h D D 

d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the 
proposed action is: E.3.h 

i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work E.2.u D 0 
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities E.l.c 0 0 

e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment 
E.3.h 

and appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource. 0 0 
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the 

proposed project: D.l.a 
0- Yz mile D.l.h 0 0 
Yz- 3 mile D.l.i 0 0 
3-5 mile E.l.a 0 0 
5+ mile 0 0 

g. Other impacts: 

~ 0 0 

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources 
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to an historic or 

YESO NO@
archaeological resource. (See Part 1.E.3 .e, E.3 .f, E.3 .g) Please refer to provided correspondence from NYSHPO 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section II. !dated Mar h 3 20lS) 

Moderate
Relevant No, or 

to large
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. 	 The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially 

contiguous to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed 
E.3.e 

on or has been nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for 
 0 0
inclusion on the State or National Register of Historic Places. 


b. 	 The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially 
contiguous to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on 

E.3.f 
the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site 
 0 0
inventory. 
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c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially 
contiguous to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO 

E.3.g inventory. 0 0 
Source: 

d. Other impacts: 0 

3: 

>< 0 
e. If any of the above (a-d) are answered "Yes", continue with the following 

questions to help support conclusions in Part 

i. The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part of 
E.3.e- E.3g 

the site or property. 0 0 
ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property's setting or E.l.a, E.l.b 

integrity. E.3.e- E.3.g 0 0 
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which C2, C3 

are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E.3.g, E.3.h 0 0 

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation 
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a 

reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted YESO NOG] 

municipal open space plan. (See Part l.C.2.c, E.l.c, E.2.u) 

If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 12. 

I I I ModerateRelevant No, or t,... ..... , 

I I Part 1 Ismail impact I ~v 
1 
.a."'; 

. 1mpac
Questwn(s) may occur tyrna occur 

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or D.2.e, E.l.b 
"ecosystem services", provided by an undeveloped area, including but not E.2.h- E.2.1 0 0 
limited to stormwater storage, nutrient cycling, and wildlife habitat. E.2.q- E.2.t 

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future C.2.a, C.2.c 
recreational resource. E.l.c, E.2.u 0 0 

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in C.2.a, C.2.c 
an area with few such resources. E.l.c, E.2.u 0 0 

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by 
the community as an 

e. impacts: >< 
C.2.c, E.l.c 

open space resource. 0 0 
Other 0 0 

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas 
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical 

YESO NOG] 
environmental area (CEA). (See Part l.E.3.d) 
If "YES", answer questions a-c. If "NO", move on to Section 13. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the 

E.3.d 
resource or characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 0 0 

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the 
E.3.d 

resource or characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 0 0 
c. Other impacts: >< 0 0 
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13. Impact on Transportation 

The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation 


YESD NO[;] 

systems. (See Part l.D.2.j) 

If"YES", answer questions a-f. If "NO", move on to Section 14. 


Moderate 
Relevant 
 No, or 

to large 
Part 1 
 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) 
 may occur 

may occur 
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D.2.j D D 
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area 

D.2.j D D for 500 or more vehicles. 
c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D.2.j D D 
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle 

D.2.j D D accommodations. 
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people 

or goods. 
f. Other >< 


D.2.j D D 

impacts: 
D D 

14. Impact on Energy 
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of 

YESD NOG]
energy (See Part l.D.2.k) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 15. 

Moderate 
Relevant 
 No, or 

to large 
' Part 1 
 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) 
 may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, 

D.2.k D D substation. 
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy D.l.h 

transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family D.l.i D D 
residences or to serve a commercial or industrial use. D.2.k 

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of 
D.2.k D D electricity. 

d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 
100,000 square feet of building area when completed. 

e. Other impacts: 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor and Light 

>< 
D.l.i D D 

D D 

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors or outdoor 
YESD NO~ lighting (See Part l.D.2.m, D.2.n, D.2.o) 

If"YES", answer questions a-f. If "NO", move on to Section 16. 
Moderate 

Relevant No, or 
to large 

Part 1 small impact 
impact 

Question(s) may occur 
may occur 

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by 
D.2.m D D local regulation. 

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any D.2.m 
D D residence, hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home. E.l.d 

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour 
0.2.0 D D per day. 
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D.2.n D D 
e. The proposed action may result in lighting that creates sky-glow brighter D.2.n 

than existing-area conditions. 

>< 
E.l.a D D

f. Other impacts: D D 

16. Impact on Human Health 
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure 
to new or existing sources of contaminants (See Part l.D.2.q, E.l.d, E.l.f, YESO N00 
E.l.g, E.l.h) 
If "YES", answer questions a-m. If "NO", move on to Section 17. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, 

licensed day care center, group home, nursing home or retirement E.l.d D D 
community. 

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. E.l.g, E.l.h D D 
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation or a completed 

E.l.g 
environmental site remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed 

E.l.h D D 
action. 

r1 
I~. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use E.l.g 

of the property (e.g. easement, deed restriction) E.l.h D D 
e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were 

E.l.g I 
put in place to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment 

E.l.h D D 
and human health. 

f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that 
future generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be D.2.t D D 
protective of the environment and human health. 

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid D.2.q 
waste management facility. E.l.f D D 

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous D.2.q 
waste. E.l.f D D 

1. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or D.2.r 
processing, of solid waste. D.2.s D 0 

J. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 
E.l.f- E.l.h 

2000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. D 0 
k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a E.l.f 

landfill site to adjacent off site structures. E.l.g D 0 
I. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate D.2.r, D.2.s 

from the project site. 

>< 
E.l.f D D 

m. Other impacts: D D 

17. Consistency with Community Plans 
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans. 

YESO NOG]
(See Part l.C.l, C.2, C.3) 
If" YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 18. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
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a. The proposed action's land use components may be different from, or in C.2, C.3, D.l.a, 
D D sharp contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). E.l.a, E.l.b 

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town 
C.2 D D or village in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%. 

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning 
C.2, C.3 D D regulations. 

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other 
C.2 D D regional land use plans. 

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development C.3 
that is not supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing D.l.e, D.l.f, D D 
infrastructure. D.l.h, E.l. b 

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density C.4, D.2.c, 
D D development that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D.2.d, D.2.j 

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., 
residential or commercial development not included in the proposed C.2.a D D 
action) 

h. Other impacts: 
D D 

18. Consistency with Community Character 

>< 
The proposed action is inconsistent with the existing community character 

YESD NOE]
(See Part l.C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g. If "NO", move on to Part 3. 

Moderate
I I Relevant I No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, E.3.e, E.3.f, 

D Dstructures, or areas of historic importance to the community. E.3.g 
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community 

C.4 D Dservices (e.g. schools, police and fire) 
c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an C.2, C.3,D.l.h, 

D Darea where there is a shortage of such housing. D.l.i, E.l.a

d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially 
C.2,E.3 D Drecognized or designated public resources. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural 
C.2, C.3 D Dscale and character. 

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural C.2, C.3, 

landscape. 
 E.l.a, E.l.b, D D

E.2.g- E.2.1 
g. Other impacts: >< D D
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Determination of Significance 

Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 


SEQR Status: Type I 0 Unlisted 0 

Identify portions of EAF completed for this project: Part 1 0 Part2 0 Part 3 EJ 

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

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of as 
lead agency that: 

GJ A. This project will result in no 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 could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or 
substantially mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead 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 617.7(d)). 

0 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 positive declaration is issued. 

Name ofAction: Mud Creek Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Project 

Name ofLead Agency: Suffolk County Department of Economic Development and Planning 

Name ofResponsible Officer in Lead Agency: DeWitt Davies. PhD 

Title of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: ChiefEnvironmenta1 Ana1vst 

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Date: 

~ 

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) 
Prepared by William (AJ!t- Date: 

Bowman, PhD (Land Use Ecological Services) 6/4 ;,~ 
For Further Information: 
Contact Person: DeWitt Davies, PhD 

Address: Suffolk County Department of Economic Development and Planning, PO Box 6100, Hauppauge NY 11788 

Telephone Number: 631-853-4865 

Email: dewitt.davies@suffolkcountyny.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 (Town/City/Village) 

Other involved agencies (if any) 

Applicant (if any) 

Environmental Notice Bulletin: httQ://www.dec.nv.gov/enb/enb.html 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


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 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 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 complete this section: 

* Identify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. rviagnitude 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, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the 
impact were to occur. 

* 	 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 

* 	 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. 
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Mud Creek Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 
Suflolk County Full Environmental Assessment Form- Pa113 Narrati\e 

Name of Action: Mud Creek Watershed Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 

SEQRA Status: Type I 

Description of Action: Suffolk County proposes comprehensive restoration actions to I) restore 
coastal plain stream and riparian habitat destroyed by historic duck farm operations: 2) provide high quality 
aquatic habitat for brook trout and native fish throughout the former duck farm property; 3) provide diverse 
riparian and upland habitats for native plants and wildlife; 4) remove dilapidated structures, abandoned 
equipment, and debris; and 5) provide recreational and educational opportunities. Specific restoration 
actions include: 

• 	 Creation of2,300 linear feet of new coastal plain stream; 
• 	 Removal of23.670 cubic yards of accumulated organic sediments and invasive plant rhizomes; 
• 	 Restoration of 6.2 acres of floodplain with forested wetlands: 
• 	 Restoration of 12.1 acres of upland oak forest and meadows; 
• 	 Installation of storm water management structures at Gazzola Drive and Montauk Highway: 
• 	 Installation of an ecologically-friendly culvert at Gazzola Drive: 
• 	 Removal of all dilapidated buildings (including asbestos containing materials), non-hazardous 

debris, and abandoned equipment; 

• 	 Construction of new driveway and parking facility: 
• 	 Construction of bare earth nature trail, elevated timber boardwalks, interpretive signage, benches, 

and litter receptacles. 

Reasons Supporting This Determination: Based on the information contained in the Suffolk County Full 
Environmental Assessment Form Parts I and 2 and associated site plans, documents, and materials. Suffolk 
County Department of Economic Development and Planning. as lead agency for the action contemplated 
herein, and after due review and analysis. and review of the criteria set forth in 6 NYCRR §617.4(c ), hereby 
determines that the proposed action will not result in significant adverse impacts to the environment. This 
determination is supported by the following analysis of potential project impacts identified in Part 2: 

I. 	 Potential moderate to large impacts identified in Part 2 of the County Full Environmental 
Assessment Form are largely related to the proposed physical alteration and restoration of the 
existing degraded conditions at Mud Creek County Park and its wetlands. Specifically. responses to 
Part 2 Section I a, d, e, and f (Impact on Land) and Section 3 a-e. h. and j (Impact of Surface Water) 
are associated with the proposed physical alternation of the degraded lands, wetlands, and surface 
waters of Mud Creek County Park. 

The terrestrial and aquatic habitats of Mud Creek County Park are ecologically degraded due to the 
site's previous use as a duck farm between 1922 and 1987. The average number of ducks present on 
the farm at a given time was estimated at 70,000 ducks on 11.9 acres of duck pens in the early 1970s 
(Suffolk County Department of Planning. 2009). Duck wastes were discharged directly into the East 
Branch of Mud Creek with little or no treatment. Other environmental impacts resulting from the 
duck farm operation included the conversion of woodlands to pens and open feedlots; construction 
of various duck farm buildings (now dilapidated) many with asbestos-containing materials; 
abandonment of equipment and disposal of debris and fill stockpiles throughout the site; 
straightening of the streambed and extensive manipulation of the floodplain to create impounded 
pond areas for duck use: installation of dikes in the 1970s to prevent runoff from duck pens and 
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feedlots from discharging into the natural stream corridor; construction of waste disposal lagoons; 
accumulation of organic matter and sediments in impounded waters; surface water quality 
degradation; and proliferation of terrestrial and aquatic invasive plants (Suffolk County Department 
of Planning, 2009). Due to extensive manipulation by duck farming and other activities, the 
meandering groundwater stream, riparian forested wetlands, and upland oak forests that predated 
European colonization in Mud Creek are no longer present throughout much of the former duck 
farm. 

Although duck farming operations have ceased, many of the environmental impacts and stressors of 
the duck farm persist to the present. While significant re-growth of vegetation has occurred on the 
former duck farm, the aquatic and terrestrial habitats are still poor quality, dominated by invasive 
species, and exhibit only limited indications of natural succession toward the high quality 
ecosystems of the past. 

Proposed restoration of 6.7 acres of floodplain forested wetlands at Mud Creek County Park will 
include the creation of 2,300 linear feet of meandering coastal plain stream channel (width from 4 to 
12 feet and depth from I to 3 feet) and removal of duck farm legacy sediments and Phragmites 
rhizomes by excavating up to 2 feet of sediments (17,865 cu yds) in floodplain, 2,690 cu yds from 
the existing eutrophic ponds, and 3,115 cu yds for channel construction including removal of earthen 
berms, pipes, and fences. After removal of organic sediments and Phragmites rhizomes from the 
former duck farm, II ,455 cubic yards of clean sand till will be need to be added to the floodplain to 
provide a floodplain surface elevation that matches the I to 2 yr flood elevation, as informed by the 
hydraulic modelling and analysis. 

The 6.7 acres of ground disturbance in the site's floodplain is necessary to correct the extensive 
manipulations undertaken during the duck farm operations including the construction of 
impoundments, excavation and modification of the stream channel and floodplain, construction of 
berms parallel and perpendicular to stream flow, and excavation of ditches. 

The proposed floodplain restoration also includes creation of ecological features to increase habitat 
diversity and complexity including stream side channels (in areas of groundwater seeps), vernal 
pools within floodplain (to provide amphibian habitat), installation of woody debris in stream 
channel and floodplain, and establishment of a forested floodplain wetland by planting 400 native 
trees and shrubs per acre (2-4 ft saplings) and seeding the floodplain with a native grass and 
wildflower mix. 

The proposed earthwork associated with floodplain restoration will result in a coastal plain stream 
system typical of eastern Long Island that is well-connected with its floodplain thereby helping to 
dissipate flood energy (rather than impound floodwaters as occurs under current conditions), 
providing for an exchange of nutrients and sediment between the channel and wetland. and 
enhancing aquatic and terrestrial habitat quality. The proposed restoration actions include the 
removal or modification of existing earthen berm barriers to allow daily and seasonal movement of 
aquatic organisms through the connected reaches of Mud Creek to ensure access to optimal feeding 
and spawning habitat. Removal of the organic matter and legacy sediments that have accumulated 
upstream of the former duck farms earthen berms will remove concentrated nutrients. biological 
oxygen demand, and contaminants that contribute to the degradation of the water quality of the 
system. 
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The Phragmites-dominated marshes and shallow eutrophic ponds present on the former duck farm 
are commonplace and abundant habitats on Long Island. Unfortunately, many of Long Island's 
coastal plain streams have been degraded by damming, channel straightening and excavation, and 
floodplain and watershed development. This project aims to restore a groundwater-fed, low-gradient 
meandering stream channel with densely forested floodplain. The creation of cold, swift, and 
infertile stream is necessary to provide habitat for brook trout (Salvelinus font ina/is). Mud Creek 
contains a heritage strain of brook trout, a population that has sustained itself by natural reproduction 
and is not known to have been genetically altered by the introduction of stocked fish. The genetic 
makeup of this strain was analyzed in a statewide study aimed at identifying different strains of 
inland brook trout. The report summarizing those findings, (Perkins eta!, 1993), recommended that 
the protection of the genetic diversity found among New York's heritage strain brook trout should be 
a high priority for all State fishery managers in order to maintain this substantial and irreplaceable 
portion of the total diversity within the species complex. Given the designation of the brook trout as 
New York's official state fish, and the unique status ofthe Mud Creek strain, a principal goal ofthe 
Mud Creek restoration project has been to create stream habitat suitable for brook trout at Mud 
Creek County Park. The shallow eutrophic ponds on the former duck farm are warming the stream 
waters and making the downstream reaches of Mud Creel less habitable for brook trout. 
Accordingly, ecological restoration of Mud Creek County Park must include removal of 
impoundments, shallow ponds, and the accumulated sediments to provide cool, oxygen-rich, flowing 
stream conditions suitable for brook trout. 

The proposed earthwork within the Mud Creek County Park floodplain will allow the re
establishment of a red maple-hardwood swamp through the planting of native trees, shrubs, and 
herbaceous plants and after the control of the existing invasive Phragmites. Red maple-hardwood 
swamps were the likely riparian ecological community prior to duck farming on the property and 
currently occur both upstream and downstream of the project site. The establishment of native 
forests on the site will connect forested wetlands located upstream and downstream of the former 
Gallo Duck Farm, thereby creating a continuous riparian corridor for wildlife from the headwaters of 
the East Branch to Montauk Highway. In addition, establishment of forested riparian habitats 
surrounding Mud Creek will also provide long-term benefits to aquatic habitats of the East Branch of 
Mud Creek by increasing shade thereby decreasing the potential for re-colonization by Phragmites 
and decreasing water temperature to the benefit of brook trout and other aquatic organisms. 

The ecological benefits of the proposed groundwater stream and forested wetland floodplain are 
expected to greatly outweigh the loss of the degraded wetland habitats currently present at Mud 
Creek County Park and the temporary impacts resulting from construction in wetland and floodplain 
areas. Accordingly. the project will not result in a significant adverse impact on the environment 
and, instead, will yield important environmental benefits to the former duck farm site and 
downstream reaches of Mud Creek and Mud Creek County Park. 

2. 	 As indicated in Part 2 Section I e (Impact on Land), the proposed work may involve construction that 
continues for more than one year or is conducted in a multiple phases. Proposed work under this 
comprehensive project may be conducted in separate phases due to the independent/discrete nature 
of individual restoration actions. For example, removal of dilapidated buildings, debris, and 
abandoned equipment could occur independently of and prior to ecological restoration actions. 
Phased construction may also facilitate project funding and implementation. Long-term construction 
or phased implementation would not be expected to have significant adverse environmental impacts, 
as re-vegetation of areas of earthwork or ground disturbance with native plant species would be 
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expected to commence immediately after completion of earthwork or temporary stabilization 
~measures implemented. 

3. 	 Potential moderate to large impacts identified in Part 2 Section If (Impact on Land) due to increased 
erosion will not be realized as a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be prepared in 
compliance with New York SPDES requirements. It is anticipated that the project SWPPP will be 
prepared and submitted in July 2015. The selected best management practices for sediment and 
water management and erosion and sediment control shall serve to prevent any significant 
environmental impacts during construction. Environmental protection measures that shall be 
incorporated into floodplain and stream restoration include installation of a temporary sediment trap 
at the downstream end of the construction area, turbidity control measures for the work site and 
dewatering pipe outfall, and silt fencing. Details and locations for these water/sediment 
management and environmental protection measures shall be provided in the 90% Completion Draft 
Construction Plans. 

The proposed restoration project also involves invasive vegetation removal through mechanical and 
chemical methods including 5.2 acres of Phragmites-dominated marshes and I0.1 acres of 
successional fields that are largely dominated by mugwort (Artemesia vulgaris). Native trees and 
shrubs shall be planted throughout the re-constructed floodplain after Phragmites control to allow 
the development of a red maple-hardwood swamp. The new sandy substrate will be seeded with a 
native seed mix comprised of more than twenty species of wetland grasses and wildflowers. After 
control of invasive mugwort through both mechanical methods (mowing and grubbing) and 
herbicide application, native upland trees and shrubs shall be planted to facilitate the development of 
an upland oak forest. Prior to upland tree planting, a native seed mix comprised of warm season 
grasses and herbaceous wildflowers shall be spread to stabilize soils and to improve habitat and 
aesthetics during the initial stages of forest development. For both wetland and upland planting 
areas, tree and shrub planting density shall be 400 plants per acre consisting of 2-4ft saplings. 

The comprehensive planting and seeding schedules for both wetland and upland restoration areas 
will serve to prevent adverse impacts from erosion associated with the removal of the existing 
invasive vegetation. In addition, the ecological benefits of native oak forest and red maple
hardwood swamp restoration include I) creating a habitat corridor connecting the existing upland 
and wetland forests downstream and upstream of the former duck farm, 2) providing greater food 
resource and habitat diversity for wildlife, 3) increasing structural complexity, and 4) enhancing 
plant diversity. In comparison the dense monospecitic stands of Phragmites and mugwort exclude 
nearly all native vegetation through shading and competition for aboveground and belowground 
space and alter or degrade wildlife habitat. In this context, the replacement of invasive vegetation 
stands with native plant assemblages is a significant environmental benefit. 

4. 	 The potential moderate to large impacts identified in Part 2 Section 3 c-e and h (Impact on Surface 
Waters) will not be realized as discussed in Response #'s I and 3 above and are necessary to realize 
the ecological benefits associated with stream and floodplain wetland restoration. With regard to 
Part 2 Section 3b (Impact on Surface Waters), the proposed floodplain restoration involves the 
conversion of 1.0 acres of shallow eutrophic pond habitat to forested wetlands. Although these 
ponds do provide limited habitat to wildlife including waterfowl and herpetiles, the preservation of 
these ponds (and the earthen berms that create them) are not conducive to the goals of removing 
accumulated organic matter and legacy sediments from the aquatic system or with providing cool, 
shaded aquatic habitat for brook trout. Incorporation of these ponds into the floodplain of a restored 
stream channel will result in the discharge of a small volume of water to the restored stream channel. 
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The pondwater that does enter the restored stream will be warmer during the summer months and 
this will decrease the water quality of Mud Creek (to what extent is unknown). In order to create a 
high quality and diverse floodplain habitat and mitigate for loss of pond habitat, floodplain 
restoration shall include creation of spring pools and tributary channels, off-channel ponds (vernal 
pools), and floodplain scrapes and mounds. Construction of small and deep spring pools along the 
margins of the alluvial valley with narrow tributary channels flowing from the spring pools to the 
main channel will be incorporated into stream construction to provide cold-water refugia during the 
warm summer months for brook trout and other species. Floodplain scrapes and mounds will consist 
of microtopography approximately one foot above or below the average floodplain elevation to 
provide habitat conditions suitable for different species of trees, shrubs, and herbaceous plants. The 
restoration of a diverse and high-quality forested floodplain is a significant environmental benefit 
and mitigates for the environmental impact associated with the loss of eutrophic pond habitat. 

5. 	 Herbicide applications will be necessary to effectively control Phragmite5;, mugwort, and other 
invasive plant species during the restoration of degraded habitats at Mud Creek County Park. Due to 
potential adverse impacts to native plants and aquatic wildlife, potential moderate to large impacts 
were noted in Part 2 Section If (Impact on Land), 3j (Impact on Surface Water), and 7i (Impact on 
Plants and Animals). In order to minimize the potential for adverse environmental impacts, all 
herbicide applications shall be conducted by a New York State-licensed herbicide contractor under 
the appropriate NYSDEC Aquatic Pesticide and Freshwater Wetlands permits and in accordance 
with manufacturers specifications for product use. The construction specifications prepared for this 
project will include specifications and details regarding target plant species, requirements to avoid 
mortality and damage to non-target native plants, environmental protection measures, and 
restrictions on herbicide application related to weather conditions. 

6. 	 Eastern box turtle (Terrapene carolina), a New York State Species of Special Concern, have been 
observed in upland habitats at Mud Creek County Park. As indicated in Part 2 Section 7c (Impact on 
Plants and Animals). mortality or loss of individuals may occur during construction actions at Mud 
Creek County Park. The completed restoration project is expected to benefit eastern box turtles over 
the long term, as the proposed oak forest restoration areas shall provide better habitat than the 
mugwort-dominated successional fields and dilapidated building areas. In addition, field 
investigations at Mud Creek County Park resulted in the identification of several small patches of 
exposed sandy substrate with sparse ground cover and an open tree canopy that likely serve as 
nesting habitat for box turtles. Box turtles nest in open canopy areas with exposed sand or gravel 
with well-drained soils. These 90% Completion Draft Construction Plans will provide for the 
maintenance and/or improvement these sites for nesting box turtles following recommendations put 
forth by the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife (Massachusetts Division of Fisheries 
and Wildlife, 2009). Accordingly, the long-term habitat improvements associated with the 
restoration project will mitigate for the potential impacts to Eastern box turtle during construction. 

Literature Cited 
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 


STEVEN BELLONE 
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF Greg Dawson 
PARKS, RECREATION AND CONSERVATION Commissioner 

May 26,2015 

Gloria G. Russo, Chairwoman 
Council on Environmental Quality 
H. Lee Dennison Building 
100 Veterans Memorial Hwy. 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

Re.: Old Field Farm Equestrian Sand Ring Construction Project 

Dear Ms. Russo 

Old field Farm, Ltd. has asked the Suffolk County Parks Dept. to approve the installation of a new sand 
based ring to replace the existing pony course. The new ring will provide an additional professional 
designed footing that is now required for the horse shows that are sponsored at Old Field Farm County 
Park by Old Field Farm, Ltd. The design of this ring/footing will be similar to the main ring that was 
previously approved by the CEQ/Historic Trust. 

Please review this project at the next CEQ meeting on June 17, 2015. 

Sincerely, 

>-
':::?' c 

-Richard C. Martin 
Director of Historic Services 

RCM/cm 

Attch: 	 Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Proposal to install Sand based footing by Old Field Farm Ltd. 

~ .. ,:...«} 
Cil,H"'

PARI 

41 
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SlJFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


Part 1 -Environment and Setting 

Instructions: Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Complete Part 1 based on information 
currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to any item, please answer as 
thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist, or is not 
reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to 
update or fully develop that information. If a question is not applicable to the proposed project indicate with "N/A". 

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial 
question that must be answered either "Yes" or "No". If the answer is "Yes", complete the sub-questions that follow. If 
the answer to the initial question is "No", proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify 
and attach any additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the 
information contained in Part 1 is accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Sponsor Information 

Name of Action/Project: Old Field Farm County Park- Equestrian Sand Ring Construction Project 

Project Location (specify Town, Village, Hamlet and attach general location map*): Old Field Farm County Park, Old 
Field, Brookhaven 

Street Address: 92 West Meadow Road 

Name of Property or Waterway: Old Field Fann County Park 

* Maps of Property and Project: Attach relevant available maps including a location map (note: use road map, Hagstrom 
Atlas, USGS topography map, tax map or equivalent) and preliminary site plans showing orientation, scale, buildings, 
roads, landmarks, drainage systems, area to be altered by project, etc. 

Type of Project: New r8J Expansion 0 

Capital Program: Item# Date Adopted: Amount:$ 

Page 1 of 20 
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Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need/attach relevant design reports, plans, etc.): The proposed 

work consists of installing a sand-based footing on the pony course at Old Field Farm County Park. 

(see attached proposal from Old Field Farm, Ltd.) 


Project Status: 
start c l .ompetwn 

Proposal 5/15 6/15 
Study 5/15 6/15 
Preliminary Planning 5/15 6115 
Final Plans: Specs 6/15 6/15 
Site Acquisition N/A N/A 
Construction 7/15 11115 
Other 

Departments Involved: 
Dept. Performing Design & 

Initiating Dept. (if different) 
Construction 

Name: Robert Jolicoeur Intl. Equestrian Suffolk County Parks Dept. 
Street/PO: 5130 St. Laurent Blvd. PO Box 144 
City, State: Montreal, Quebec, Canada West Sayville, NY 
Zip: 11796 
Contact Person: Greg Dawson, Commissioner 
Business Phone: 514-277-6772 631-854-4984 
Email: greg. dawson @suffolkcountyny .gov 

B. Government Approvals, Funding or Sponsorship 
("Funding" includes grants, loans, tax relief and any other forms of financial assistance) 

If "Yes": Identify Agency and Application Date 
Government Entity 

.. 
Approval(s) Rt~guired (Actual or Projected) 

' r'-it'\T rflllnl"'-11 TrYnTn 
'-''--'L"-.LLVJ.J.' .J.. V 1'1' J..l _._,VUJ...._.. 

Rrv::n·rl ....__,.l.l-J flr
V.I._ 

YesU No [g) 
Village Board of Trustees 

ii. City, Town or Village 
Planning Board or YesO No~ 
Commission 

iii. City, Town or Village 
YesO No~ Zoning Board of Appeals 

LV. Other local agencies 
YesO No~ 

v. County agencies CEQ/Historic Trust 6/17/2015 
Yes~ NoD 

review/approval 
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vi. Regional agencies 
YesO No [g] 

vii. State agencies 
YesO No [g] 

viii. Federal agencies 
YesO No [g] 

ix. Coastal Resources 
Is the project site within a Coastal Area or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland 
Waterway? 

If YES, Yes [gj NoD 
Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local 

Yes 0 No [gj
Waterfront Revitalization Program? 
Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? Yes 0 No [gj 

C. Planning and Zoning 

C.l. Planning and Zoning Actions 
Will administrative or legislative adoption or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or 

Yes [gj No 0
regulation be the on!y approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action toproceed? 
C.2. Adopted Land Use Plans 
a. Do any municipally-adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include 

the site where the proposed action would be located? 

If Yes: 
YesONo~

Does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed 
action would be located? 
Yes0No0 

b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (i.e. 
Greenway Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; 
watershed management plan; et. al)? 

Yes [gj NoD 
If Yes, identify the plan( s ): 

Suffolk County Historic Trust I 

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal 
open space plan, or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan? 

YesONo~ If Yes, identif~· the elan(s): 

I I 

C.3. Zoning 
a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or 

ordinance? 

Yes 0 No [gj If Yes, what is the zoning classification( s) including any applicable overlay district? 

I 

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? Yes [gj No 0 
c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? Yes 0 No [gj 
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If Yes, what is the eroeosed new zoning for the site? 

I 	 I 

C.4. Existing Community Services 
a. 	 In what school district is the project site located? Old Field 

b. 	 What police or other public protection forces serve the project site? Suffolk County Police/Suffolk County Park 
Rangers 

c. 	 Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site? Old field 

d. 	 What parks serve the project site? Old Field Farm County Park 

D. Project Details 

D.l. Proposed and Potential Development 
a. 	 \Vhat is the general nature of the proposed action? (if mixed, include all components) 

Residential 0; Industrial 0; Commercial 0; Recreational~; Other 0: 
b. 	 Total acreage of the site of the proposed action: 13.2 acres 
c. Total acreage to be physically disturbed: 28,125 Sq. Ft. 

acres 
d. 	 Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned or controlled by the applicant or 

13.2 acres
project sponsor: 

e. 	 Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? 

If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., 
Yes~NoOacres, miles, housing units, square feet, etc.)? 


I 28,125 Sguare Feet 
 I 

f. 	 Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? 

If Yes: 
i. 	 Purpose or type of subdivision? (if mixed, specify types) 


Residential 0; Industrial 0; Commercial 0; Recreational 0: Other 0 

Yes 0 No~ 

ll. 

Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? Yes0No0 

Number of lots proposed: 

Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes: 


I 	 I 
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g. 	 Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? 

If No, What is the anticipated period of construction? 

4 months 
 I 

If Yes: 
Total number of phases anticipated: 

Anticipated commencement date of phase I (including demolition): 


Anticipated completion date of final phase: 
 Yes D No r2J 

Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies 

where progress of one phase may determine timing or duration of future phases: 


h. 	 Does the project include new residential uses? 


If Yes, show number of units proposed. 

Single Family Two Family Three Family Multi-Family (4+) Yes D No r2J 

Initial Phase 
At Completion 	

' i. 	 Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? 

If Yes: 
Total Number of Structures: 

Yes D No r2J 
Dimensions of largest proposed structure: 


Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 
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..
J. Does the proposed action include construction or other acttvtttes that will result Ill the

impoundment of any liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon 

or other storage? 


If Yes: 
Purpose of the impoundment: 

If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: 

Ground Water 0; Surface Water Streams 0; Other 0 (specify): 

If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source: 
 Yes 0 No r2J 

Approximate size of the proposed impoundment (include units): 

Volume: Surface area: 

Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: 


Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rod 

wood, concrete): 


D.2. Project Operations 
a. 	 Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining or dredging, during construction, 

operations or both? (Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or 
foundations where all excavated materials will remain onsite) 

If Yes: 
What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? To install sand ring 

Yes~ NoD 
How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the 
site? 

! Volume: 850 cubic yards Over what duration of time: 4 months 
Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, 
manage or dispose of them: topsoil - stored on site 

D.2.a (cont.)- only answer following if checked "Yes" above 

Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? 
If Yes, describe: No 

I What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? 28,125 Sq. Ft. 

What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? 28,125 sq. ft. 

What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? 18 inches 

Will the excavation require blasting? no 

Summarize site reclamation goals and plans: Install sand ring material 
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b. 	 Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or 
encroachment into any existing wetland, water body, shoreline, beach or adjacent area? 

If Yes: 
Identify the wetland or water body which would be affected (by name, water index number, 

wetland map number or geographic description): 


Describe how the proposed action would affect that water body or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, 

placement of structures or creation of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of 

activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres: 


Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? 
If Yes, describe: 

Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? 
Yes 0 No rg) 

If Yes: 
Area of vegetation proposed to be removed: 

Expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion: 

Purpose of proposed removal (e.g., beach clearing, invasive control, boat access): 

Proposed method of plant removal: 

If chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): 

Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: 
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c. Will the proposed action use or create a new demand for water? 

If Yes: 
Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 

Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? 

If Yes: 
Name of district/service area: 

Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? 
Yes D NoD 
Is the project site in the existing district? 
Yes D NoD 
Is expansion of the district needed? 
Yes0No0 
Do existing lines serve the project site? 
Yes D NoD 

Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? 

YesONo~ If Yes: 
Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 

Source(s) of supply for the district: 

Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? 

If Yes: 
Applicant/sponsor for new district: 

Date application submitted or anticipated: 

Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: 

If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: 

If water supply will be from wells (public or private), what will be the maximum pumping 
capacity? 
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d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? 

If Yes: 
Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 

Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, 
describe all components and approximate volumes or proportions of each): 

If sanitary wastewater identify proposed disinfection technology and treatment goals for 
the following: 

Disinfection technology: 
Nitrogen: 
Phosphorus: 
Total Suspended Soilds (TSS): 
Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD): 

Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 

If Yes: 
Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: 

Name of district: 

Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? 
Yes0No0 
Is the project site in the existing district? I 
Yes0No0 I 

Yes D No Is expansion of the district needed? lZJ 
Yes D NoD 
Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? 
Yes 0 NoD 
Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? 

I
If Yes:

Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 

I 
Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? 

If Yes: 
ApplicanUSponsor for new district: 

Date application submitted or anticipated: 

\Vhat is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? 

If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the 
project, including specifying proposed receiving water (name and classification if surface 
discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): 

Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: 
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e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new 
point sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) 
or non-point source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 

If Yes: 
How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel? 
Area of Impervious Surface: 
Area of Parcel: 
Describe types of new point sources: 

Where will the storm water runoff be directed (i.e. on-site storm water management 

facility/structures, adjacent properties, groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface 
 YesONo~ 
waters)? 

If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: 

Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? 

YesONoD 


Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces use pervious materials or collect and re-use 

storm water? 

Yes0No0 


f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, 
including fuel combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations? 

If Yes, identify: 
Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles): 
Heavy Equipment Yes~NoO 
Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, 

crushers): N/A 

Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric 

generation): N/A 


g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above) require a NY State Air Registration, Air 

Facility Permit or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit? 


If Yes: 
Is the project site located in an Air Quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically 
fails to meet ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year) 
YesONo D 
In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate: I Yes D No~

- Tons/year (metric) of Carbon Dioxide (C02) 

- Tons/year (metric) of Nitrous Oxide (N20) 
- Tons/year (metric) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs) 
- Tons/year (metric) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) 

- Tons/year (metric) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflorocarbons (HFCS) 
- Tons/year (metric) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) 
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment 
plants, landfills, composting facilities)? 

If Yes: 
Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): Yes 0No~ 

Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., 
combustion to generate heat or electricity, flaring): 

1. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes 
such as quarry or landfill operations? 

Yes 0No~ If Yes, describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust): 

J. 
 Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate 
substantial new demand for transportation facilities or services? 

If Yes: 
When is the peak traffic expected? (check all that apply) 

Randomly 0 
MomingO; Evening 0; Weekend 0; 

between the hours of to 
For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: 

Parking spaces: 

Existing: Proposed: Net Increase/Decrease: 


Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? 
YesONo~ 


YesONo 0 
If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or 
change in existing access, describe: 
Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within Yz mile of the proposed 
site? 
YesONo 0 
Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of 
hybrid, electric or other alternative fueled vehicles? 
YesONo 0 
Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for 
connections to existing pedestrian or bicycle routes? 
YesONo 0 

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional 
demand for energy? 

If Yes: 
Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: 


Yes 0 No~ 
Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site 

renewable, via grid/local utility or other): 

Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? 

Yes0No0 
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1. Hours of operation (Answer all items which apply) 
During Construction During Operations 

Monday-Friday: Monday-Friday: 
Saturday: Saturday: N/A [g) 
Sunday: Sunday: 
Holidays: Holidays: 

m. 	 Does the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during 
construction, operation or both? 

If Yes: 
Provide details including sources, time of day and duration: 


Yes 0 No [g) 

Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or 

screen? 

Yes 0 No 0 Describe: 


n. 	 Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? 

If Yes: 
Describe source(s), location(s), height offixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest 


Yes 0 No [g) 
occupied structures: 

Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? 

Yes 0 No 0 Describe: 


0. 	 Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? 

If Yes: 
Yes 0 ~o [g) 

Describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions and proximity to 
nearest occupied structures: 

p. 	 Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (over 1,100 gallons) or chemical 
products (over 550 gallons)? 

If Yes: 
Product(s) to be stored: 


Yes 0 No [g) 
Volume(s): per unit time: (e.g., month, year) 


Generally describe proposed storage facilities: 


q. 	 Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., 
herbicides, insecticides) during construction or operation? 

If Yes: 
Describe proposed treatment(s): Yes 0 No [g) 

Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? 
Yes0No0 
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r. 	 Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the 
management or disposal of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)? 

If Yes: 
Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility: 

Construction: tons per (unit of time) I 
Operation: tons per (unit of time) I 

Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid 
YesONo~ 
disposal as solid waste: 

Construction: I 
O],)_eration: I 

Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site: 
Construction: I 
Operation: I 

s. 	 Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management 
facility? 

If Yes: 
Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer 

station, composting, landfill or other disposal activities): 


YesONo~ Anticipated rate of disposaJJprocessing: 


l tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or 


I tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment 

If landfill, anticipated site life: years 

t. 	 Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage or disposal of 
hazardous waste? 

If Yes: 
Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: 

Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: 

Specify amount to be handled or generated: 
tons/month 

Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: 
YesONo~ 

Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? 
Yes0No0 

If Yes: 
I Provide name and location of facility: I 

I	
If No:

Describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous I 
waste facility: 
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u. Will proposed action adhere to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) or any 
other green building principals? 

Yes 0 No t2;J 
If Yes: 
I Describe EroEosed green building methods and attemEted level of certification, if an~: I 

V. Does the project sponsor propose the use of energy benchmarking to monitor and adjust project 
energy needs? 

Yes 0 No t2;] 
If Yes, ex~lain: 

I I 

w. Will the proposed action use native plants for all landscaping needs? 

ldentifr s~ecies to be used and method of irrigation: Yes 0 No t2;J 
I I 

X. Does the proposed action promote local tourism? 

If Yes, explain: Yes [S] No 0 
I Horse Shows are conducted at Old Field Farm are open to the public I 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

E.l. Land Uses on and Surrounding the Project Site 
a. 	 Existing land uses (Check all uses the occur on, adjoining and near the project site): (include map) 

Urban 0 Industrial 0 Commercial 0 Residential t2;] Rural 0 
Forest 0 Agriculture 0 Aquatic 0 Other t2;J Specify: 

If mix of uses, generally describe: County Parkland- Town of Brookhaven Parkland 

b. Land uses and cover types on the project site: 
Current Acreage After Change 

Land Use or Cover Type 
Acreage Project Completion (Acres+/-) 

Roads, buildings and other paved or impervious 
.25 Acre .25 Acre None 

surfaces 

Forested N/A 

Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non
13 12.5 acre .5 acre 

agricultural, including abandoned agricultural) 
Agricultural 

N/A 
(includes active orchards, fields, creenhouse, etc.) 
Surface water features N/A 
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 
Wetlands 

not known same none 
(freshwater or tidal) 
Non-Vegetated 

N/A 
(bare rock, earth or fill) 
Other 
Describe: 

TOTAL: 13.25 acre 
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c. 	 Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? 

If Yes, exElain: 

I Yes [81 NoD
Horse Shows 

I 
d. 	 Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, 

hospitals, licensed day care centers or group homes) within 1,500 feet of the project site? 

If Yes, identify facilities: Yes 0 No [81 

I 
e. 	 Does the project site contain an existing dam? 

If Yes: 
Dimensions of the dam and impoundment: 

- Dam height: feet 
- Dam length: feet 
- Surface area: acres Yes 0 No [81 
- Volume impounded: gallons or acre-feet 

Dam's existing hazard classification: 

Provide date and summarize results of last inspection: 	

f. 	 Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste 

management facility, or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used 

as a solid waste management facility? 


If Yes: 
Has the facility been formally closed? 

Yes0No0 
 Yes 0 No [81
If Yes, cite sources/documentation: 
Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management 
facility: 
Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: 

g. 	 Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project 

site adjoin property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or 

dispose of hazardous waste? 


Yes 0 No [81
If Yes: 

Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when 

activities occurred: J 
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h. 	 Has there been a reported contamination spill at the proposed project site or have any remedial 
actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site? 

If Yes: 
Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site 

Remediation database? (Check all that apply) 

0 Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s): 

0 Yes- Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): 

0 Neither database 

If site has been subject to RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: 


Yes 0 No [8] 

Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation 

database? Yes 0 No 0 


If Yes: I 
I DEC ID number(s): I 

Describe current status of site(s): 

E.l.h. (cont.)- only answer following if checked "Yes" above 

Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? 

If Yes: ---
DEC site ID number(s): 


Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement): 


Describe any use limitations: 


Describe any engineering controls: 


Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? Yes 0 No 0 

Explain: 

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site: 

N/A feet 

b. 	 Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? 

If Yes: 
Yes 0 No [8]

What proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? 
% 	 I 

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: (include map) 

1. Top soil 100% of site 
2. %of site 
3. %of site 
4. %of site 
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d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? 
3- 8 Feet 

e. Drainage status of project site soils: 

1. D Well Drained %of site 
2. k8J Moderately Well Drained 100% of site 
3. 0Poorly Drained %of site 

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: (include topographic map) 

1. k8J 0-10% 100% of site 
2. D 11-15% %of site 
3. D 16% or greater %of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? 

If Yes, describe: 
Yes D No r:8J 

I I 

h. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, 
Yes D No r:8J 

rivers, ponds or lakes)? 
1. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? 

Yes k8J NoD 

If Yes to either E.2.h or E.2.i, continue. If No, skip to E.2.m 

J. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any 
Yes k8J NoD

federal, state or local agency? (include map) 

k. For each identified wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information: 


Streams: Name: Classification: 

Lakes or Ponds: 
 Name: Classification: 

Wetlands: 
 Name: West Meadow Creek Approx. Size: see map 

Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC): 


1. Are any of the above waterbodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-
impaired waterbodies? 

Yes D No r:8JIf Yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: 

I 

m. Is the project site in a designated floodway? Yes r:8] NoD 
n. Is the project site in the 100 year floodplain? Yes r:8] NoD 
0. Is the project site in the 500 year floodplain? Yes r:8] NoD 
p. Is the project site located over or immediately adjoining a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? 

If 
I

Yes: 
Yes D No r:8J

Name of aquifer: 

: Source of information: 
 I 
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Old Field County Park- Wetland Map 



Old Field County Park- Soils Map 



Old Field County Park- Topographical Map 



q. 	 Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: 
Songbirds I raccoon J I 
Rabbit I oppossum I I 

r. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? 

If Yes: 
Describe the habitat/community (composition, function and basis for designation: 

Source(s) of description or evaluation: 
Yes D No [2J 

Extent of community/habitat: 
- Currently: acres 
- Following completion of project as proposed: acres 
- Gain or loss (indicate + or-): acres 

s. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or 
NYS as endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an 
endangered or threatened species? 

Yes D No [2J If Yes: 
Species and listing (endangered or threatened): 
Nature of use of site by the species (e.g., resident, seasonal, transient): 

t. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species 
of special concern? 

If Yes: Yes 0 No [;gj 
I Species and listing: 
[ Nature of use of site by the species (e.g., resident, seasonal, transient): 

u. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shellfishing? 

I 
If Yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: Yes [;gj No 0 
I No affect 

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. 	 Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant 


I to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA., Section 303 and 304? 


Yes D No [;gjIf Yes, 2rovide county 2lus district name/number: 

I 	 I 
b. 	 Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? 

If Yes: 
Yes D I No [;gj

Acreage(s) onproject site: 

I Source(s) of soil rating(s): 
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c. 	 Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to a registered National 
Natural Landmark? 

If Yes: 
Nature of the natural landmark: Yes 0 No IZ'l 
0 Biological Community; 0 Geological Feature 

Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate 

size/extent: 


d. 	 Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area, including 
Special Groundwater Protection Areas? 

If Yes: 
Yes 0 No CEAname: 
 !Z1 


Basis for desig_nation: 

Designating agency and date: 


e. 	 Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archeological 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 Historic Places? 

If Yes: 
Yes [g) No Nature of historic/archaeological resource: 0

0 Archaeological Site; [g) Historic Building or district 

Name: Old Field Farm 

Brief description of attributes on which listing is based: Early L.I. Horse Show Grounds 


f. 	 Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for 
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site Yes 0 No !Z1 
inventory? 

g. 	 Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? 

If Yes: 
Yes 0 No !Z1Describe possible resource(s): I 


Basis for identification: I 


h. 	 Would the project site be visible from any officially designated and publicly assessable federal, 

state or local scenic or aesthetic resource? 


If Yes: 
Identify resource: Yes 0 No !Z1 
Nature of, or basis for designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state 

historic trail or scenic byway, etc.): 

Distance between project and resource: 
 I 

1. 	 Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and 

Recreational Rivers Program 6 NYCRR Part 666? 


If Yes: 
Yes 0 No !Z1

Identify the name of the river and its designation: 

Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6 NYCRR Part 666? 

Yes0No0 
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F. Additional Information 
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project. 

If you have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposal, please describe those 

impacts plus any measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them. 


G. Verification 
I certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Applicant/Sponsor Name: Richard C. Martin Date: 5/26/2015 
~~~r--, 

Signature: ·-c C · ':>-- Title: Director of Historic Services v· 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


Part 2 -Identification of Potential Project Impacts 

Instructions: Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. It 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 using 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. 

Tips for completing Part 2: 
• _______________ Review all of the information provided in Part 1. 
• 	_______________ Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF 

Workbook. 
• _______________ Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2. 
• 	_______________ If you answer "YES" to a numbered question, please complete all the 

questions that follow in that section. 
• 	_______________ If you answer "NO" to a numbered question, move on to the next 

numbered section. 
• 	 Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact. 
• 	 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. 
• 	 If you 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. 
• 	 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. 	 Impact on Land 

The proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration 
YES~ NOD 
of the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1.D.1) 

If "YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 2. 
Moderate

Relevant 
 No, or 
to large 

Part 1 
 small impact 
 

I

impact
Question(s) 
 may occur

may occur 
a. 	 The proposed action may 

E.2.d ~ involve construction on land where depth to water table is less than 3 feet. D 
b. 	 The proposed actin may 

E.2.f ~ involve construction on slopes of 15% or gseater. D 
c. 	 The proposed actin may 

involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or generally E.2.a ~ D 
within 5 feet of existing ground surface. 

d. 	 The proposed action may 
D.2.a ~ involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons of natural D 
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material. 
e. The proposed action may 

involve construction that continues for more than one year or in multiple D.l.g [8] D 
phases. 

f. The proposed action may 
D.2.e

result in increased erosion, whether from physical disturbance or [8] D D.2.q 
vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides). 

g. The proposed action is, or 
B.ix 

may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. 
h. Other impacts: >< 

[8] D

D D 

12. Impact on Geological 
Features 
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or 

YESD NO [8)
inhibit access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, 
dunes, minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part l.E.2.g) 
If "YES", answer questions a-c. If "NO", move on to Section 3. 

Moderate 
I Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. Identify the specific land 

form(s): E.2.g D D 

I b. The proposed action may 
I affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a registered National 
I E.3.c D DNatural Landmark. 

I Specific feature: 

c. Other impacts: ~ D 0 

3. Impact on Surface Water 
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface 
water bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). YESO NO [8) 
(See Part 1.D.2 & E.2.h) 
If "YES", answer questions a-l. If "NO", move on to Section 4. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may D.l.j 

D create a new water body D.2.b D
b. The proposed action may 

result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a 10 acre D.2.b 0 D 
increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water. 

c. The proposed action may 
involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from a wetland or D.2.a D D 
water body. 

d. The proposed action may 
E.2.h

involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or tidal wetland, or D E.2.i D 
in the bed or banks of any other water body. 

e. The proposed action may D.2.a 
D 

i create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, runoff or by D.2.h D 
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disturbing bottom sediments. 
f. 	 The proposed action may 

include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal of water D.2.c 0 
 0 
from surface water. 

g. 	 The proposed action may 
include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge of wastewater D.2.d 0 
 0 
to surface water(s). 

h. 	 The proposed action may 
cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of storm water discharge D.2.e 0 
 0 
that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving water bodies. 

1. 	 The proposed action may 
affect the water quality of any water bodies within or downstream of the E.2.h- E.2.1 0 
 0 
site of the proposed action. 

J. The proposed action may 
D.2.q 


involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or around any water 
E.2.h- E.2.1 
 0 
 0 

body. 
k. 	 The proposed action may 

D.l.a 
require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, wastewater 

D.2.d 0 
 0 
treatment facilities. 

1. 	 Other impacts: ><= 
 0 
 0 

4. 	 Impact on Groundwater 
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of groundwater, or 

may have the potential to introduce contaminants to groundwater or an YESO NO~ 

aquifer. (See Part l.D.2.a, D.2.c, 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. 

Moderate
I Relevant No, or 

to large
Part 1 s

 

d

mall impact 
impact

Question(s) may occur 
may occur 

a. 	 The proposed action may 

require new water supply wells, or create additional demand on supplies 
 D.2.c 0 0
from existing water supply wells. 

b. 	 Water supply demand from 

the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable withdrawal capacity 
 D.2.c 0 0
rate of the local supply or aquifer. Cite Source: 

c. 	 The proposed action may 
D.l.a

allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and sewer 
D.2.c -D.2. 0 0

services. 
d. 	 The proposed action may D.2.d 

include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. E.2.p 0 0
e. 	 The proposed action may 

D.2.c
result in the construction of water supply wells in locations where 

E.l.f- E.l.h 0 0
groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. 

f. 	 The proposed action may 
D.2.p

require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products over ground 
E.2.p 0 0

water or an aquifer. I

D.2.q
g. 	 The proposed action may 

E.2.h- E.2.1
involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 feet of 

E.2.p 0 0
potable drinking water or irrigation sources. 

D.2.c 
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I h. _________________ Other impacts: C><:l 0 0

5. Impact on Flooding 
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to 

YESO NO [ZJ 
flooding. (See Part l.E.2) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g. If '-'NO", move on to Section 6. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

E.2.m 
result in development in a designated flood way. 0 0 

b. The proposed action may 
E.2.n 

result in development within a 100 year floodplain. 0 0 
c. The proposed action may 

E.2.o 
result in development within a 500 year floodplain. 0 0 

d. The proposed action may D.2.b 
result in, or require, modification of existing drainage patterns. D.2.e 0 0 

e. The proposed action may D.2.b 
change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. E.2.m- E.2.o 0 0 

f. If there is a dam located on 
the site of the proposed action, the dam has failed to meet one or more E.1.e 0 0 
safety criteria on its most recent inspection. 

g. Other impacts: 2< 0 0 

6. 	 Impact on Air 
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. 

YESO NO [ZJ
(See Part l.D.2.f, D.2.h, D.2.g) 
If "YES", answer questions a-f If "NO", move on to Section 7. 

Moderate 
Relevant 
 No, or 


to large 
Part 1 
 small impact 


impact 
Question(s) 
 may occur 


mav 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: 

1. More than 1000 tons/year of 
D.2.g carbon dioxide (C02) 0 0 

11. More than 3.5 tons/year of 
D.2.g nitrous oxide (N20) 0 0 

111. More than 1000 tons/year of 
D.2.g carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) 0 0 

IV. More than .045 tons/year of 
D.2.g 

sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) 0 0 
v. More than 1000 tons/year of 

D.2.g carbon dioxide equivalent of hydrochloroflurocarbons (HCFCs) emissions 0 0 
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D.2.h 0 0 
b. 	 The proposed action may 

generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated hazardous air D.2.g 0 
 0 
pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous 
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air pollutants. 
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce 

an emissions rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or D.2.f 
may include a heat source capable of producing more than 10 million D.3.g D D
BTU=sper hour. 

d. The proposed action may D.l.i 
reach 50% of any two or more of the thresholds in "a" through "c", above. D.2.k D D

e. The proposed action may 
result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 ton of refuse D.2.s D D 
per hour. 

f. Other impacts: ><: D D 

7. Impact on Plants and 
Animals 
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. YESO N00 
(See Part l.E.2.q- E.2.u) 
If "YES", answer questions a-j. If "NO", move on to Section 8. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any threatened or 
E.2.s 

endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal D D
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 any rare, 

E.2.s 
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the D D
federal government. 

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of 
individuals, of any species of special concern or conservation need, as 

E.2.t 
listed by New York State or the Federal government, that use the site, or D D
are found on, over, or near the site. 

d. The proposed action may 
result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by any species of 

E.2.t 
special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or the D D
Federal government. 

e. The proposed action may 
diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural Landmark to E.3.c D D 
support the biological community it was established to protect. 

f. The proposed action may 
result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any portion of a 

E.2.r 
designated significant natural community. D D
Source: 

g. The proposed action may 
substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or over-wintering E.2.q D D 
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, grassland or any other 

E.l.b 
regionally or locally important habitat. Habitat type & information D D
source: 

1. Proposed action 
D.2.q 

(commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of D D
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herbicides or pesticides. 

J. Other impacts: 

~ D D 

8. Impact on Agricultural 
Resources 
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. YESO NO [ZJ 
(See Part l.E.3.a & E.3.b) 
If "YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 9. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

E.2.c
impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land 

E.3.b D D 
Classification System. 

b. The proposed action may 
E.l.a

sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land (includes 
E.1.b D D 

cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.). 
c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the 

E.3.b 
soil profile of active agricultural land. D D

d. The proposed action may 
irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural uses, either more E.l.b 
than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District or more than 10 acres E.3.a D D
if not within an Agricultural District. 

e. The proposed action may E.l.a 
disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land management system. E.l.b D D

f. The proposed action may 
C.2.c, C.3

result, directly or indirectly, in increased development potential or 
D.2.c, D.2.d D D 

pressure on farmland. 
g. The proposed project is not 

consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland Protection Plan. 
h. Other impacts: >< 

C.2.c D D

D D 

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 YESO NO [ZJ 
and a scenic or aesthetic resource. (See Part 1.E.l.a, E.l.b, E.3 .h) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g and complete Appendix B- Visual EAF 
Addendum. If "NO", move on to Section 10. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. Proposed action may be 

visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local scenic or E.3.h D D 
aesthetic resource. 

b. The proposed action may C.2.b D D 
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result in the obstruction, elimination or significant screening of one or E.3.h 
more officially designated scenic views. 

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage 
points: 

i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) E.3.h D D 
ii. Year round E.3.h D D 

d. The situation or activity in 
which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is: E.3.h 

i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work E.2.u D D 
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities E.l.c D D 

e. The proposed action may 
cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and appreciation of the E.3.h D D 
designated aesthetic resource. 

f. There are similar projects 
visible within the following distance of the proposed project: D.l.a 
0- Yz mile D.l.h D D 
Yz- 3 mile D.l.i 

I D D 
3-5 mile E.l.a D D 
5+ mile D D 

g. Other impacts: 

~ D D 

10. Impact on Historic and 
Archeological Resources 
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to an historic or YES~ NOD 
archaeological resource. (See Part l.E.3.e, E.3.f, E.3.g) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 11. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

mav occur 
a. The proposed action may 

occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous to, any 
buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been E.3.e ~ D 
nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the 
State or National Register of Historic Places. 

b. The proposed action may 
occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous to, an area 

E.3.f ~ Ddesignated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory. 

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially 
contiguous to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO 

E.3.g ~ Dinventory. 
Source: 

d. Other impacts: 

e. If any of the above (a-d) are 
~ D D 

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 of 
E.3.e- E.3g D Dthe site or property. 
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ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property's setting or E.l.a, E.l.b 
integrity. E.3.e- E.3.g D D 

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which C2,C3 
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E.3.g, E.3.h D D 

11. Impact on Open Space and 
Recreation 
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a 

YESO NO [8) 
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted 
municipal open space plan. (See Part l.C.2.c, E.l.c, E.2.u) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 12. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

D.2.e, E.l.b 
result in an impairment of natural functions, or "ecosystem services", 

E.2.h- E.2.l 
provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater D D 

E.2.q- E.2.t 
storage, nutrient cycling, and wildlife habitat. 

b. The proposed action may C.2.a, C.2.c 
result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. E.l.c, E.2.u D D 

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in C.2.a, C.2.c 
an area with few such resources. E.l.c, E.2.u D D 

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by 
C.2.c, E.l.c 

the community as an open space resource. D D 
e. Other impacts: ><: D D 

12. Impact on Critical 
Environmental Areas 
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical YESO NO [8) 
environmental area (CEA). (See Part l.E.3.d) 
If "YES", answer questions a-c. If "NO", move on to Section 13. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or characteristic which E.3.d D D 
was the basis for designation of the CEA. 

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the 
E.3.d 

resource or characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. D 
c. Other impacts: >< 

D 

D D 

13. Impact on Transportation 
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation 

YESO NO [g) 
systems. (See Part l.D.2.j) 
If "YES", answer questions aj If "NO", move on to Section 14. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact Question(s) may occur 
may occur 

a. Projected traffic increase D.2.j D D 
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may exceed capacity of existing road network. 
b. The proposed action may 

D.2.j 
result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or more vehicles. 0 0

c. The proposed action will 
D.2.j degrade existing transit access. 0 0

d. The proposed action will 
D.2.j 

degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. 0 0
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people 

D.2.j 
or goods. 0 0

f. Other impacts: 2:s: 0 0 

14. Impact on Energy 
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of 

YESO NO [2J
energy (See Part l.D.2.k) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 15. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action will 

D.2.k 
require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. 0 0

b. The proposed action will 
D.l.h

require the creation or extension of an energy transmission or supply 
D.l.i 

system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a 0 0
D.2.k

commercial or industrial use. 
c. The proposed action may 

D.2.k 
utilize more than 2,500 MWnrs per year of electricity. 0 0

d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 
D.l.i 

100,000 square feet of building area when completed. 0 0
e. Other impacts: >< 0 0 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor and 
Light 
The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors or outdoor YESO NO [2J 
lighting (See Part l.D.2.m, D.2.n, D.2.o) 
If "YES", answer questions a-f If "NO", move on to Section 16. 

I Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

D.2.m 
produce sound above noise levels established by local regulation. 0 0

b. The proposed action may 
D.2.m

result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, hospital, school, 
E.l.d 0 0 

licensed day care center, or nursing home. 
c. The proposed action may 

D.2.o result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. 0 0
d. The proposed action may 

D.2.n 
result in light shining onto adjoining properties. 0 0

e. The proposed action may result in lighting that creates sky-glow brighter D.2.n 
than existing-area conditions. E.l.a 0 0
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If.----------------- Other impacts: 1><:1 D 0

16. Impact on Human Health 
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure 
to new or existing sources of contaminants (See Part l.D.2.q, E.l.d, E.l.f, YESO NO~ 
E.l.g, E.l.h) 
If "YES", answer questions a-m. If "NO", move on to Section 17. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action is 

located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day care center, E.l.d D 0 
group home, nursing home or retirement community. 

b. The site of the proposed 
E.l.g, E.l.h 

action is currently undergoing_ remediation. D 0 
c. There is a completed 

E.l.g 
emergency spill remediation or a completed environmental site 

E.l.h D 0
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action. 

d. The site of the action is 
E.l.g 

subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the property (e.g. 
E.l.h D 0

easement, deed restriction) 
e. The proposed action may 

E.l.g 
affect institutional control measures that were put in place to ensure that 

E.l.h D 0
the site remains _protective of the environment and human health. 

f. The proposed action has 
adequate control measures in place to ensure that future generation, 

D.2.t 
treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the D 0 
environment and human health. 

g. The proposed action 
D.2.q 

involves construction or modification of a solid waste management 
E.l.f 0 0

facility. 
h. The proposed action may D.2.q 

result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. E.l.f D 0
1. The proposed action may D.2.r 

result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of solid waste. D.2.s D 0
.J. The proposed action may 

result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of a site used E.l.f- E.l.h D 0 
for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. 

k. The proposed action may 
E.l.f 

result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill site to adjacent 
E.l.g D 0 

off site structures. 
1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate D.2.r, D.2.s 

from the project site. E.l.f D 0
m. Other impacts: >< D 0 

17. ________________ Consistency with 
Community Plans 
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans. YESO NO~ 
(See Part l.C.l, C.2, C.3) 
If "YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 18. 
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Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action's land 

~.2, C.3, D.l.a,
use components may be different from, or in sharp contrast to, current E.l.a, E.l.b D D 
surrounding land use pattem(s). 

b. The proposed action will 
cause the permanent population of the city, town or village in which the C.2 D D 
project is located to grow by more than 5%. 

c. The proposed action is 
C.2, C.3 

inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. D D
d. The proposed action is 

C.2 
inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use plans. D D

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development C.3 
that is not supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing D.l.e, D.l.f, D D 
infrastructure. D.l.h, E.l.b 

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density C.4, D.2.c, 
development that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D.2.d, D.2j D D

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., 
residential or commercial development not included in the proposed C.2.a D D 
action) 

h. Other impacts: >< D D 

\18. Consistency with 
Community Character 
The proposed action is inconsistent with the existing community character YESO NO~ 
(See Part l.C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g. If "NO", move on to Part 3. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
I Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

E.3.e, E.3.f, 
replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas of historic 

E.3.g D D 
importance to the community. 

b. The proposed action may 
create a demand for additional community services (e.g. schools, police C.4 D D 
and fire) 

c. The proposed action may 
C.2, C.3,D.l.h,

displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where there is a D.l.i, E.l.a D D 
shortage of such housing. 

d. The proposed action may 
interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized or designated C.2, E.3 D D 
public resources. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural 
C.2, C.3 

scale and character. D D
f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural C.2, C.3, 

landscape. E.l.a, E.l.b, D D 
E.2.g- E.2.l 

g. Other impacts: 

~ D D 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

Appendix A 
Suffolk County Historic Trust 

Application for Determination of Appropriateness for Alteration to 
Suffolk County Historic Trust Landmark or Site 

1. 	APPLIC.Al~T 
Agency: Suffolk County Parks Dept. 
Contact Person: Richard C. Martin 
Address: PO Box 144, Montauk Hwy, West Sayville, NY 
Telephone: 854-4604 

2. 	 PROPERTY 
Structure Name: Old Field Farm County Park 
Location: Old Field 
Historic Trust Status: r8J Designated; D Eligible 
Use Category: Functional 
Current Use: Horse Show grounds 
Proposed Use: Improve horse shows 
Is the structure listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places? r8J Yes; D No 

3. 	 PROPOSED WORK 
Scope of Work: Install new sand ring 
Reason for Work: Improve horse shows 
Architect/Engineer: 
Contractor: 
Construction Schedule: Fall 2015 

4. FUl\TDING 
Estimated Cost of Project: Installation of sand ring to be provided by Old Field Farm, Ltd. 
Source(s) of Funding: 

5. PROPERTY HISTORY 
Date of Original Construction: c. 1930's 
Original Architect/Builder: Richard Haviland Smythe 
History of Use: Horse Show Grounds 
History of Alterations: 

6. SUBMISSIONS (check all that apply) 
r8J Map D Specifications D Samples
D Drawings r8J Environmental Assessment Form D Other: 
D HP-1 Form D Photographs 

7. 	RELATED lli'FORL\1ATION AND COMMENT: 

The Suffolk County Historic Trust is hereby requested to review the scope of work proposed for the above mentioned 
landmark structure, owned by the County of Suffolk, New York, to determine the appropriateness of design and/or use as 
regulated by the Suffolk County Charter. Design review guidelines have been made available for reference and it is 
understood that submission or approval of this application does not relieve applicant's responsibility for securing any and 
all other errnits and a rovals as re uired b law. 
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Proposal to Install Sand-based footing on the Pony Course at Old Field Farm County Parkland 

Old Field Farm is one of the oldest horse show grounds in America hosting the North Shore Horse Show 

since 1929. It is well known across the Country as one of America's great horse show grounds. 

Old Field Farm, Ltd., a nonprofit organization recognized as 501 (c) ( 3 ), has worked with Suffolk 

County Department of Parks to revitalize the Farm and re-establish it for select equestrian and 

community events consistent with Old Field Farm's past. Old Field Farm, Ltd. has been successful in 

restoring five United States Equestrian Federation (USEF) dates and a complimentary program of events 

all tailored to consider the natural location and conditions. Great care is taken as to not overuse or 

misuse this important piece of American Horse Show history and architecture showcasing Long Island's 

equestrian culture-past, present and future. 

The Current State of Horse Shows in the United States and on Long Island. 

Like so many things in life, horse shows had changed substantially from the time that Old Field Farm was 

built. After the war, there was emerging working class that looked for involvement in leisure time 

pursuits such as riding. Extensive suburban sprawl made riding pursuits such as cross country and fox 

hunting more difficult and led to massive increase in interests in horse shows. As a result, the horse 

show competition evolved and now required more education (since newly interested riders were not 

strictly associated with a leisure class and were not "born in boots") and a better horse. 

Early photographs of shows at Old Field in the 30s depict horses and riders traversing a course of four 

identical jumps equally spaced and a rider simply went twice around on a turf surface (Figure 1). By 

comparison, todays courses over fences as they are known are more technically challenging with 

defined competition criteria for specific divisions. Today's horse show competition course is composed 

of a variety of challenging obstacles and various twists and turns in the course, changes in direction, 

with more complex obstacles and variable distances between them (Figure 2). These changes require a 

more educated technically adept rider that will try to find a horse to match their skill set and possess the 

required athleticism to compete. Most people worked full time in order to facilitate their Horse Show 

habits. This left a new generation of riders with limited leisure time to improve their riding skills and 

mandatory fitness level required for the sport. Participants in these competitions now needed to have a 

professional trainer by their side for competition which is now common practice. The new riders riding 

competing over more rigorous course designs required horses that could not only do a more complex 

job, but also be more tolerant and "rideble" for a rider. This led to the practice of importing "Warm 

Bloods" as they are known which are larger, sturdier, easier to maneuver which has become standard 

business in the industry. They are much more expensive than the previously popular Throughbred that 

was not suitable for racing but could be suitable for horse showing. This raises the bar for horse show 

facilities since these competitors want to insure they are bringing their more expensive Warm Blood 

horse to a facility with the best footing. More expensive horses, more complicated competition courses 

and a better understanding of safety have focused riders on the quality of footing. Good footing affords 

the rider with a consistent surface providing a competitive edge, a safer surface that is free of divets, 



soft spots and other inconsistencies and a more consistent surface under various weather conditions. 

Horse owners, whether they own an expensive investment level horse or a beloved rescue horse, all 

want the best footing to protect their animals well-being and minimize the risk of injury. Above all, 

professionally designed sand blend-based footing provides a safer competition surface for the horse and 

rider thereby reducing the risk of injury in our society with ever increasing understanding and concerns 

for safety. 

Current State of the Facility and the need adapt a competition area (The Pony Course) to composite 

sand blend footing. 

The farm's competition areas consist of one well-designed sand based Main Ring, a sand-based warm up 

ring and two grass fields (The Hunt Course and the Pony Course- Figure 3 and 38). 

Creation of the sand based Main Ring in 2004 had a major impact on restoring the reputation of the 

facility and enabled us to retain the one United States Equestrian Federation registered horse show 

dates that was in danger of leaving for another destination due to the footing (Figure 4). Prior to this 

ring improvement, we risked loosing the only horse show date we had due to the condition of the turf 

which was inconsistent, difficult to manage and difficult to host specific horse show competition classes 

in due to the unreliable nature of turf. Other horse show and riding establishments, barns, racetracks, 

etc. have now adopted sand blend composite footing as a riding surface. Riding on these predictable 

surfaces is a key concern among riders and often determines whether one will attend an event or not. 

The benefits of installing a professionally designed sand blend based riding surface: 

Overcomes the limited use of grass (it becomes worn out very quickly with regular use and is difficult to 

manage). 

Turf surfaces are inconsistent: they can be too hard packed and uneven (causing strain, higher risk for 

injury and unsoundness to the horse) or too soft or slippery (representing more risk of injury or strain). 

Turf surfaces can indeed be used under very specific well managed conditions but in a limited manner 

for specific competition divisions. 

Turf surfaces require extensive maintenance, fertilizer (in our case only specified organic fertilizer may 

be used under strict specifications under the Athletic Field exemption) and substantial water usage and 

mowing in order to cultivate an acceptable riding substrate. It is virtually impossible to combat crabgrass 

since we are prohibited from using a deterrent, thereby making it difficult to achieve a turf surface more 

that is consistent. 

The pony course is a competition area that hosts a variety of intermediate and introductory competition 

classes. It is where the majority of the junior riders (under 18 years of age) and special needs riders 

compete. Installation of the footing would directly benefit these groups of riders. 

The use of engineered sand blend footing {Figure 5): 

Provides a consistent riding surface improving safety, requires no mowing, no water or fertilizer. 



They are attractive and almost maintenance free. 

They attract good caliber competition to a show if the footing is known to be of good quality. 

Riders demand good footing. 

"Good Footing" prevents unnecessary wear and tear on the horse's delicate joints, tendons and muscle. 

"Good Footing" can be composed of a variety of materials ranging from sand, textile, rubber and wax or 

biodegradable vaseline (used in the food and cosmetic industry). There are a variety of products in the 

market. 

Since our installation of sand based Main Ring in 2004, which remains in good condition; a long standing 

track record has been established for Travel Right footing (a sand blend) that has further improved the 

footing quality that can be offered to a rider and represents the "state of the art." It has taken the 

industry to a new level. 

Similar to our sand ring, the sand blend footing is installed on a stone dust base. It does not move or 

drift or leach into the soil. Professional specifications are available and these materials have been 

extensively installed in environmentally sensitive areas with strict requirements. 

Area of installation: The Pony Course 

We propose installing donated Travel Right footing on the pony course- an area that typically includes 

competition divisions for children and special needs riders (Figure 3 and 38). 

We have improved this field over the years and excess water is diverted off the turf via sand channels 

into a blind French drain away from the lagoon. The area is over 250 feet from the shorefront of the 

lagoon. The area benefits from a large French drain and was professionally designed (McClave 

Engineering) and approved by the County and created in 2013. 

The area will encompass a foot print of approximately 125 by 225ft. It will be surrounded by a grass turf 

border to match the Main Ring. 

Material will be excavated from the footprint (and stored on site for future use) and large%" stone will 

be installed to a depth of 12 inches. Fine stone dust will be installed over the larger stone with a crown 

not exceeding 1 %slope. The sand based footing will be installed on top of the stone base. A wood 

edger or railroad tie may be placed as a border and would make for a consistent appearance as the Main 

Ring has a wood tie border. 

Benefits of Implementation: 

Successful implementation of this project with enable the following: 

• Reduce water usage. 

• Reduce amount of organic fertilizer to a small amount needed to maintain grass border. 



• Reduce mowing activity. 

• Will attract a broader range of competitors and support for the Parkland. 

• Most of all, provide a vastly improved riding surface that is safer and more durable to remain 

viable as a horse show grounds. 

We sincerely thank you for the opportunity to present this proposal. We will continue to work hard to 

insure that Old Field Farm County Parkland remains a unique and important horse show grounds that 

meets the conditions required for today's competitions but always reflects its elegant gracious past. 

Outside Technical expertise and consultation: 

Footings First, LLC 

Westchester, NY 

Principals: Lawton Adams and Karen Leeming 



Figure 1: Early Horse Show Days at Old Field Farm. 

Twice around the outside''' 

I 


Some courses are described in the early Horse Show Catalog (or prize lise) as two laps around a circle of four identical jumps. 
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Figure 3B 

View of the Pony Course at Old Field Farm County Parkland 

Looking East 

Looking North 



Figure 4: 


Scenes from the improved 


MAIN RING 


At Old Field Farm 



Good footing has become paramount to all equestrian disciplines and key to preserving a 

good healthy sound horse. 
Photo of the Main Ring a grass border at Old Field Farm County Parkland. 

Old Field Farm County Parkland will host Dressage Shows which broadens our 

offering beyond strictly Hunter/Jumper Events. While there is no jumping in Photo of Silver Oak Stables who donated the material. Photo depicts 

Dressage competition, competitors are extremely demanding of good footing. similar footing installed at Silver Oak Stables. 



Edger
Slope not to exceed 0.85%-1% 

Dimensions? 
Materials? 

Footing Material 2 to 2 1/2 inches 

Stone dust 4 inches deep 

Existing Natural turf 

substrate 
3/4 inch stone 12 inches deep 

Cross sectional detail of footing installation plan. 


Drainage Plan: 


The field has received the following treatment: 


Sand channel drains directly water to catch basin located away from wetland shoreline 


Two large French Drains service the general area. 




Materials List: 

• 	 % inch stone for base. 
• 	 Fine Stone Dust 
• 	 Wood edger/rail road tie. 
• 	 Sand composite footing: The information below has been obtained from 

the company that manufactures this blend of sand based materials. 

"All of our products are environmentally friendly, manufactured with lon

gevity in mind, and excellent for both the shod and barefoot horse." Foot

ings First, LLC 

TravelRight: Our Signature Blend: TravelRight Footing is a proven superior 
blend consisting of 2 different high-quality silica sands, 100% clean virgin rubber, Euro
pean Geo Textile fibers, and a biodegradableVaseline (used in the Food and Cosmetic 
industry). TravelRight is low maintenance, dust-free, and does not require an irrigation 

system. It does not leach into the soil and remains in place. 

After over 15 years of success in private and commercial facilities throughout the coun
try, TravelRight arena footing has been a consistent and dependable performer and has 
been used in environmentally sensitive areas. Footing First continues to manufacture 
TravelRight arena footing under strict guidelines in order to maintain the outstanding 
aspects of this dust-free riding arena footing blend. 

Footing First, LLC 

260 NY-! 00, Somers, NY 10589 
(914) 980-0123 



COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 


STEVEN BELLONE 
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

PIDLIP A. BERDOLT GILBERT ANDERSON, P.E. DARNELL TYSON, P.E. 
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER COMMISSIONER DEPUTY CO:MMISSIONER 

June 3, 2015 

Mr. John Corral, Planner 
Suffolk County Department ofEconomic Development and Planning 
H. Lee Dennison Building 
Hauppauge, NY 11788_ 

RE: 	 Improvements to CR 12, Oak St. from CR 1, County Line Road to Garfield Avenue 
Amityville/Copiague, Town ofBabylon, Suffolk County, New York 

Dear Mr. Corral: 

Enclosed herein please find 15 copies of the Environmental Assessment Form for the above referenced 
project. We would appreciate a project review to be scheduled for the June 17, 2015 meeting of the 
Council for EnviroruTI.ental Quality. Also, included with this package are the following attachments: 

Attachment 1 -Aerial Map 
Attachment 2 -Location Map 
Attachment 3 -Topographic Map 
Attachment 4 - Soils Classification Ma 

· Attachment·) :...:.: Town Zoning Map 
--------AA-tt#:aehment 6 Freshwatet Vletlands M-an----------------------- 

Attachment 7 -Letter from NYS Heritage 
Attachment 8 -Letter to SC Parks Department 
Attachment 9- Project Photos 

· If you have any questions or require additional information concerning this matter, please feel 
free to contact either myself or Joni Rivera, Civil Engineer, Suffolk County Department of 
~Public Works, Highway Design Division, at 631-852-5518. 

William Hilhnan, P ~E. 
Chief Engineer 

WH:jr 

SUFFOLK COUNTY IS AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY I AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

335 YAPHANK AVENUE • YAPHANK, N.Y. 11980 II (631) 852-4010 
FAX (631) 852-4150 



SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


Part 1 - Environment and Setting 


Instructions: Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Complete Part 1 based on information 
currently available. Ifadditional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to any item, please answer as 
thoroughly· as possible based on current information; indicate whether· missing information does not exist, or is not 
reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to 
update or fully develop that information. If a question is not applicable to the proposed project indicate with ''N/A". 

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in. Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial 
question that must be answered either "Yes" or "No". If the answer is "Yes", complete the sub-questions that follow. If 
the answer to the initial question is "No", proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify 
and attach any additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the 
information contained in Part 1 is accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Sponsor Information 

Name ofAction/Project: Improvements to County Road 12, Oak Street from CR 1, County Line Road to Garfield Ave 

Project Location (specify Town, Village, Hamlet and attach general location map*): Amityville, Village ofAmityville/ 
Copiague, Town of Babylon 

Street Address: County Road 12, Oak Street from CR 1, County Line Road to Garfield Ave 

Name of Property or Waterway: County Road 12, Oak Street 

*Maps of Property and Project: Attach relevant available maps including a location map (note: use road map, Hagstrom 
Atlas, USGS topography map, tax map or equivalent) and preliminary site plans showing orientation, scale, buildings, 
roaas, landmarks, drainage systems, area to be altered by project, etc. 

Capital Program: Item# 5575 Date,Adopted: N/A Amount: $7,500,000.00 
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Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need/attach relevant design reports, plans, etc.): 

This project will include drainage system replacement and repair, replacement of failing culvert, full depth pavement 
patching, resurfacing, curb and sidewalk replacement, pavement marking and the necessary traffic signal modifications. 
Also, includes an implemention of a comprehensive stormwater remediation effort on Amityville Creek and Great Neck 
Creek which are tributary to Great South. Bay by installing precast concrete storm water treatment systems (STS) at each 
locations that discharge highway stormwater runoff from CR 12, Oak Street. The proposed treatment units function as 
floatable and sediment removal devices. 

During construction, all required erosion and sediment control devices will be·employed in accordance with NYS Erosion 
and Sediment Control Guidelines. These controls will be installed prior to soil disturbance and will be monitored and 
maintained throughout construction. 

This project also includes restoration of any areas disturbed during construction. 

Project Status: 
Start Completion , 

Proposal Oct. 2011 
Study Dec. 2011 June 2012 
Preliminary Planning July 2012 March 2015 
Final Plans: Specs April2014 July 2015 
Site Acquisition N/A NIA 
Construction March 2016 March 2017 
Other 

Departments Involved: 
Dept. Performing Design & 

Initiating Dept. (if different) 
Construction 

Name: Suffolk County Department ofPublic 
Works 

Street!PO: 335 Yaphank Avenue 
City, State: Yaphank, NY 
Zip: 11980 
Contact Person: William Hillman, P.E., ChiefEngineer 
Business Phone: 631-852-4002 
Email: william.hillman@suffolkcountyny.gov 

B. Government Approvals, Funding or Sponsorship 
("Funding" includes grants, loans, tax relief and any other forms of financial assistance) 

If "Yes": Identify Agency and Application Date 
Government Entity 

Approval(s) Required (Actual or Pro.iected) 
i. City Council, Town Board or 

YesD No [g) 
Village Board of Trustees 

ii. City, Town or Village 
YesD No [g) 

Planning Board or 

Page 2 of20 



I 

.

Commission 
iii. City, Town or Village 

YesD No I2SI Zoning Board of Appeals 
iv. Other local ~gencies 

YesD No I2SI 
' 
' v. County agencies I2SI Suffolk County CEQ & County 2015 
! Yes NoD 

Legislature, SCDPW 
! vi. Regional agencies 
i YesD No 12S1 

. ' 

; vii. State agencies 
YesD No 12S1 

i 

' viii. Federal agencies 
YesD 

! 
No I2SI 

. ix. Coastal Resources 
Is the project site within a Coastal Area or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland 
Waterway? 

; 

: 
! 

If YES, Yes D No I2SI 
Is the· project site located in a community with an approved Local 

YesD NoDWaterfront Revitalization Program? 

Is the prqject site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard AJ:'ea? 
 YesD NoD 

C. Planning and Zoning 

C.l. Plannin2 and Zonin2 Actions 

Will administrative or legislative adoption or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or 


Yes D No tzl regulation be the only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed? 

C.2. Adopted Land Use Plans 
a. 	 Do any municipally-adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include 

the site where the proposed action would be located? 

If Yes: 
Yes D No tzl Does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed 

- • .L.' .1 ..l 1. 1 .L ..lO 

VAC' n 1\.Tr. n 
•

',

b. 	 Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (i.e. 

Greenway Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; 

watershed management plan; et. al)? 


YesD No tzl 
If Yes, identify the ~lan(s): 

I 	 I 

c. 	 Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal 

open space plan, or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan? 


Yes D No I2SI IfYes, identify the ~lan(s): 

I 	 I 

 C.3. Zonin2 
a. 	 Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or 

ordinance? I YesONo~
Page 3 of20 



IfYes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any a2~licable overlay district? 

I I 

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? YesONo~ 
c. Is azoning change requested as part of the proposedaction? 

If Yes, what is the 2roposed new zoning for the site? YesONo~ 
I I 

C.4. Existing Community Services 
a. In what school district is the project site located? Amityville UFSD and Copiague UFSD 

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site? Amityville Police Department and Suffolk 
County Police Department Precinct No. 1 

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site? Amityville Fire Department and 
Copiague Fire Deapartment 

d. What parks serve the project site? Peterkin Park, Village ofAmityville 

D.. Project Details 

D.l. Proposed and Potential Development 
a; What is the general nature of the proposed action? (ifmixed, include all components) 

Residential~; Industrial 0; Commercial 1:8]; Recreational~; Other 0: 
b. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action: 11.50 acres 
c. Total acreage to be physically disturbed: 4.0 	 acres 
d. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned or controlled by the applicant or 11.50 acres 

project sponsor: 
v;·· . .l;::) LHO }Jl .J: a.vuuu ru1 ... ·u1. a.u oAl_,ting-prOJect-or-us·m 

If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., 
YesONo~ 

acres, miles, housing units, sguare feet, etc.)? 

I 	 I 

f. 	 Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? 

If Yes: 
i. 	 Purpose or type of subdivision? (if mixed, specify types) 


Residential 0; Industrial 0; Commercial 0; Recreational 0; Other 0 

YesONo~ 

ii. 
Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? Yes0No0 
Number of lots proposed: 
Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes: 
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g. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? 

If No, What is the anticipated period of construction? 
112 months 

If Yes: 
Total number of phases anticipated: N/A 

Anticipated commencement date ofphase I (including demolition): N/ A 

Anticipated completion date offinal phase: N/A Yes D No lXI 
Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies 
where progress of one phase may ,determine timing or duration of future phases: N/A 

h. 	 Does the project include new residential uses? 

If Yes, show number of units proposed. 
Single Family Two Family Three Family Multi-Family (4+) Yes D No lXI

Initial Phase 
At Completion 

i. 	 Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including·expansions)? 

If Yes: 
Total Number of Structures: 

Yes D No lXI 
Dimensions of largest proposed structure: 
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j. 	 Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in · the 
impoundment of any liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon 
or other storage? 

IfYes: 

Purpose of the impoundment: 


If a water impoundment, the principal source ofthe water: 

Ground Water 0; Surface Water Streams 0; Other 0 (specify): 

Ifother than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source: 
 Yes D No [gl 

Approximate size of the proposed impoundment (include units): 

Volume: Surface area: 

Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: 


Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rocl 

wood, concrete): 


D.2. Project Operations 
a. 	 Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining or dredging, during construction, 

operations or both? (Not including general site preparation, grading or installation ofutilities or 
foundations where all excavated materials will remain onsite) 

If Yes: 
What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? 

Yes D No [gl 
How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the 
site? 
Volume: Over what duration of time: 
Describe nature and characteristics ofmaterials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, 
manage or dispose of them: 

I D.2.a (cont.)- only answer following if checked "Yes" above 
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Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? 
If Yes, describe: Dewatering will be utilized during installation ofStormwater Treatment Unit 
and replacement of concrete culvert. 

What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? 3.9 Acres 

What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? 0.5 Acre 

What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? 8 feet 

Will the excavation require blasting? No 

Summarize site reclamation goals and plans: Seed and topsoil where applicable. All disturbed 
areas will be restored. 

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or 
encroachment into any existing wetland, water body, shoreline, beach or adjacent area? 

If Yes: 
Identify the wetland or water body which would be affected (by name, water index number, 
wetland map number or geographic description): -

Describe how the proposed action would affect that water body or wetland, e.g. 
excavation, fill, placement of structures or creation of channels, banks and shorelines. 
Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres: 

Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? 
IfYes, describe: 

Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? 
YesONo~ 

TFv..,...,. 

ArP~ nf d tG be femGved: -

Expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion: 

Purpose of proposed removal (e.g., beach clearing, invasive control, boat access): 

Proposed method of plant removal: 

If chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): 

Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: 
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c. Will the proposed action use or create a new demand for water? 

If Yes: 

Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: N/A 


Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? 

If Yes: 

Name of district/service area: N/A 


Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? 
YesONoD 
Is the project site in the existing district? 
YesONoD 
Is expansion of the district needed? 
Yes D NoD 
Do existing lines serve the project site? 
Yes 0No D 

Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? 

YesONo ~ If Yes: 

Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: N/A 


Source( s) of supply for the district: N/A 

Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? 

If Yes: 

Applicant/sponsor for new district: N/A 


Date application submitted or anticipated: N/A 

r. 1 ,..,, / '\ ,. 1 ,. 1' -....TIA 
-r-- • r ·rrAJ ~~A· AA" . " 

If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: 

N/A 

If water supply will be from wells (public or private), what will be the maximum pumping 

capacity? N/A 
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d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? 

If Yes: 
Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: N/A 

Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, 
describe all components and approximate volumes or proportions of each): N/A 

If sanitary wastewater identify proposed disinfection technology and treatment goals for 
the following: 

Disinfection technology: N/A ; 

Nitrogen: N/A 
Phosphorus: N/A 
Total Suspended Soilds (TSS): N/A 
Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD): N/A 

Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 

If Yes: 
Name of wastewater treatment plant to be·used: N/A 

Name of district: N/A 

Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? 

YesONoD 

Is the project site in the existing district? 

YesONoD 


Yes No Is expansion of the district needed? 
 D r8J
YesONoD 

Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? 

YesONoD 

Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? 


If Yes: 
noC"n..;'ho ........ 


.... · ~ "'..,.:'".... ";'"'ns--Nfl~osed:-tfr:S~this::lffi;)~l"+· l\T/ 11

--· ·

Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatrp.~nt district be formed to serve the project site? 

If Yes: 
Applicant/Sponsor for new district: N/A 

Date application submitted or anticipated: N/A 

What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? N/A 

Ifpublic faCilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the 
project, including specifying proposed receiving water (name and classification if surface 
discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): N/ A 

Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: N/A 

Page 9 of20 



e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater run·off, either from new 
point sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) 
or non-point source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 

If Yes: 
How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of projeCt parcel? 
Area of Impervious Surface: 
Area of Parcel: 
Describe types. of new point sources: 

Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e~ on-site storm water management 
facility/structures, adjacent properties, groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface Yes D No lSI 
waters)? 

If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: 

Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? 
Yes 0No D 

Does· proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces use pervious materials or collect and re-use 
storm water? 
Yes 0No D 

. ' 

f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, 
including fuel combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations? 

If Yes, identify: 
Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles): 

Yes D No lSI 
Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, 

crushers): 

Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric 

generation): 


: '1m1 n.-.:r n~~ a.-.-.~'"""'~ 1"'\1"\ .............. ""~ ~ .... :D.2.£(alle.¥e:):-r_e_{}u.ff~a~--::8Jat~-i.r:::-Regis:trawillti::Off.I_Ut,::,.:A;tj..d:Ji-r::::==:==:J=================t====
Facility Permit or Federal Clean Air Act Title Nor Title V Permit? 


If Yes: 

Is the project site located in an Air Quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically 

fails to meet ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year) 

Yes 0No D 

In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate: 
 Yes D No lSI 

- Tons/year (metric) of Carbon Dioxide (C02) 

- Tons/year (metric) of Nitrous Oxide (N20) 
- Tons/year (metric) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs) 
- Tons/year (metric) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) 

- Tons/year (metric) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent ofHydroflorocarbons (HFCS) 
- Tons/year (metric) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) 

=
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage tre~tment 
plants, landfills, com posting facilities)? · 

If Yes: 
Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): Yes 0 No IZJ 

Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., 
combustion to generate heat or electricity, flaring): 

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes 
such as quarry or landfill operations? 

Yes 0 No IZJ lfYes, describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust): 

j. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate 
substantial new demand for tr;ansportationfacilities or services? 

IfYes: 
When is the peak traffic expected? (check all that apply) 

0; Randomly D 
Morning 0; Evening Weekend0; 

between the hours of to 
For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: 

Parking· spaces: 
Existing: Proposed: Net Increase/Decrease: 

Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? 
Yes D No IZJ

YesONoD 
If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or 
change in existing access, describe: 
Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available withi~ Y2 mile of the proposed 
site? 
Yes 0No D 
-.:-.:r•tt .t. 1 1 1 1 1' 

.................... ·y.. ·r ....,...,....,....,....,..., "'-''.J:"""v._._..., . I: ..u..;'A.VA.A. '-"A. - - -
. 

LVA. 
"' 

.............. V.A.
"' 

t,..,;J. .....•A .,.,.1,....,..+..4.' .... ~-~-t. .1. 
A;J-A. '_!_ - . - · _:fu.clctb¥-ehieles:.? -
YesONoD 
Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for 
conneCtions to existing pedestrian or biCycle routes? 
YesONoD 

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional 
demand for energy? 

IfYes: 
Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: 

Yes D No IZJ 
Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site 
renewable, via grid/local utility or other): 
Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? 
Yes 0No D 
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1. Hours of operation (Answer all items which apply) 
During Construction During Operations 

Monday-Friday: 8:00am-4:00pm Monday-Friday: 
Saturday: N/ A Saturday: N/AO 

Sunday: N/A Sunday: 
Holidays: N/A Holidays: 

m. 	 Does the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during 
construction, opera~ion or both? 

If Yes: 
Provide details including sources, time of day and duration: 


YesONo~ 


Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or 

screen? 

Yes D NoD Describe: 


n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? 

If Yes: 
Describe source(s), location(s), height offixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to. nearest 

YesONo~ 
occupied structures: 
Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as· a light barrier or screen? 
Yes D NoD Describe: 

.. 

0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? 

If Yes: 
YesONo~ 


Describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions and proximity to 
nearest occupied structures: 

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage ofpetroleum (over 1,100 gallons) or chemical 
products {over 550 gallons)? 

:u: :I. t;~ • 

.1. J.V\..d:l6-ttsj-te-13e-s..vJ.V\..I.: 

YesONo.~ 


Volume(s): per unit time: (e.g., month, year) 


Generally describe proposed storage facilities: 


q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., 
herbicides, insecticides) during construction or operation? 

If Yes: 
Describe proposed treatment(s): YesONo~ 


Will the proposed action use futegrated Pest Management Practices? 
YesONoD 
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r. 	 Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the 

management or disposal of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)? 


If Yes: 
Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:

I Construction: tons per (unit of time)
 I 

I Operation: tons per (unit oftime) 
 I 


Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse ofmaterials to avoid 

YesONo~ 


I
disrsal as solid waste: 

Cons~ction: 

0 eratwn: 
 I 


Proposed,disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site: 

I Construction: 
 I 

I Operation: 
 I 


s. 	 Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management 
facility? 

If Yes: 

Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer 

station, composting, landfill or other disposal activities): 


YesONo~Anticipated rate of disposal/processing: 

I tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or 

I tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment 


If landfill, anticipated site life: years 

t. 	 Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage or disposal of 
hazardous waste? 

If Yes: 

r~ arne~SJ or au nazaraous was1es ·or cons1iruen1s 10 oe generatOO,handted or managea a1 racilhy: 


Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: 

Specify amount to be handled or generated: 

tons/month 


Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse ofhazardous constituents: 

YesONo~ 

Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? 

YesONoD 


IfYes: 

I Provide name and location of facility: I 


I
If No:


Describe proposed management· ofany hazardoUs wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous I 

waste facility: 
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. u. Will proposed action adhere to Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) or any 
other green building principals? 

Yes 0 No 12?:1 If Yes: 
I Describe _2ro_2osed green building methods and attem_Qted level of certification, if any: I 

v. Does the project sponsor propose the use of energy benchmarking to monitor and adjust project 
energy needs? 

Yes 0 No I2?J If Yes, exJ:!lain: 

I I 

w. Will the proposed action use native plants for all landscaping needs? 
'·' 

Identify SJ:!ecies to be used and method of irrigation: Yes 0 No 12?:1 

I I 

X. Does the proposed action promote local tourism? 

IfYes, ex~lain: Yes DNo I2?J 
I I 


E. Site and Setting of Pronosed Action 

E.l. Land Uses on and Surrounding the Pro.iect Site 
a. Existing land uses (Check all uses the occur on, adjoining and near the project site): (include map) 

Urban 12?J Industrial D Comtnercial[8J Residential[8J Rural D 
Forest D Agriculture D Aquatic D Other D Specify: 

Ifmix of uses, generally describe: 

b. Land uses and cover types on the project site: 
Current Acreage After Change Land Use or Cover Type 
Acerea.g.fr::== =:::EmjJ n .1 lA I'\ 

'R{\~rtc hn11rt1ncrc ~nrt t\th~=>r -n~·uprt~per:vious 
r-----i-l-;-50 ----H=:sB 

surfaces 

Forested 0 0 0 

Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non
0 0 0agricultural, including abandoned agricultural) 

Agricultural 
0 0 0(includes active orchards, fields, greenhouse, etc.) 

Surface water features 
0 0 0(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 

Wetlands 
0 0 0(freshwater or tidal) 

Non-Vegetated 
0 0 0(bare rock, earth or. fill) 

Other 
0 0 0Describe: 

TOTAL: 11.50 11.50 0 
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c. 	 Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? 

If Yes, ex:Qlain: 
Yes D No [2J 

I 	 I 
d. 	 Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, 

hospitals, licensed day care centers or group homes) within 1,500 feet ofthe project site? 

IfYes, identify facilities: 
Yes rg] NoD

St, Martin of Tours School, Federation Employment and Guidance Services (PEGS), Great Neck 

Elementary School, Susan E. Wiley Elementary School 


e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? 

If Yes: 
Dimensions of the dam and impoundment: 

- Dam height: · feet 
- Dam length: feet 
- Surface area: acres Yes D No r2J 
- Volume impounded: gallons or acre-feet 

Dam's existing hazard classification: 

Provide date and summarize results of last inspection: 

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste 
management facility, or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used 
as a solid waste management facility? 

If Yes: 
Has the facility been formally closed? 
Yes 0No D Yes D No [2J 
T.J:'V, u 

-. 
n. :t. +ha 1 rvf+ha -n..r.1a~-e-th - -:e- g oun d ar-1-es-o: • fth : --~_1_-rd-wast _ ;e_managemen It -
facility: 
Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: 

g. _Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project 
site adjoin property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or 
dispose of hazardous waste? 

' 
Yes 0No [2J 

If Yes: 
Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when 
activities occurred: I 

~ 
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h. 	 Has there been a reported contamination spill at the proposed project site or have any remedial 
actions been conducted at or adjacent to the prop·osed site? 

If Yes: 
.Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site 
Remediation data
D Yes Spills I
D Yes -Environ

base? (Check all that apply) 
ncidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
mental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s):

D Neither database 
If site has been subject to RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: 

Yes DNo IZ! 
Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation 
database? Yes D No D 

IfYes: 
I DEC ID number(s): I 

Describe current status of site(s): 

E.l.h. (cont.) -only answer followin2 if checked "Yes" above 

Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? 

IfYes: 
DEC site ID number(s): 

Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement): 

Describe any use limitations: 

Describe any engineering controls: 

Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? Yes D No D 

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. 	 What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site: 

feet 
b. 	 Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? 

IfYes: 
Yes D No IZ!What proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? 

% 	 I 
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: (include map) 

1. Riverhead and Haven soils (RhB) 54.2 %of site 
2. Urban Land (Ur) 42.1 %of site 
3. Fill Land, dredged material 3.3 %of site 
4. Riverhead sandy loani (RdA) 0.3 %of site 
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d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? 
20' except at Amityville Creek is 6' 

e. Drainage status of project site soils: 

1. 	 [g] Well Drained 90 %ofsite 
2. 	 D Moderately Well Drained 10 %ofsite 
3. 	 0Poorly Drained 0 %ofsite 

f. Approximate proportion ofproposed action site with slopes:·(include topographic map) 

1. 	 D o-10% 100 %ofsite 
2. 	 D 11-15% %of site 
3. 	 D 16% or greater %of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? 

If Yes, describe: 
Yes D No [gj 

I 
h. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, 

Yes I2:?J NoD rivers, ponds or lakes)? 
1. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? 

Yes I2:?J NoD 

If Yes to either E.2.h or E.2.i, continue. If No, skip to E.2.m 
j. 	 Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any 

Yes I2:?J NoDfederal, state or local agency? (include map) 
k. For each identified wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information: 

Streams: N arne: Amityville Creek Classification: 
Lakes or Ponds: Name: Peterkin Park Pond Classification: 
Wetlands: Name: Approx. Size: 
Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC):· A-4 

·, .. 

T. 	 rrre-11ny of tlnnrbove-waterbodtes-listed in tlre-m:usrre-c-enrc-ompitation of-NYS"waterqmrlity
impaired waterbodies? 

Yes D No [gj IfYes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: 

I 

m. Is the project site in a designated floodway? Yes D No [gj 
n. Is the project site in the 100 year floodplain? Yes [g] NoD 

0. Is the prqject site in the 500 year floodplain? Yes D No [g] 

p. Is the.project site located over or immediately adjoining a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? 

If Yes: 
NoD Name of aquifer: Magothy Aquifer I Yes [g] 

Source of information: NYSDEC, USEPA I 
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q. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: 
common indigenous land animals I I I 
common indigenous land birds I I I 

r. 	 Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? 

If Yes: 

Describe the habitat/community (composition, function and basis for designation: 


Source(s) ofdescription or evaluation: 
Yes D No[gi 

Extent of community/habitat: 

- Currently: acres 

- Following completion ofproject as proposed: acres 

- Gain or loss (indicate + or-): acres 


s. 	 Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or 
NYS as endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an 
endangered or threatened species? . 

Yes If Yes: 
 D No [g]

Species and listing (endangered or threatened): I 

Nature ofuse of site by the species (e.g., resident, seasonal, transient): I 


t. 	 Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species 
of special concern? 

If Yes: Yes D No [g] 
Species and listing: I 

Nature ofuse of site by the species (e.g., resident, seasonal, transient): I 


u. 	 Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shellfishing? 

If Yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: Yes D No [g] 
I 

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. 	 Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant 

to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304? 

Yes D No [g]If Yes, Qrovide county Qlus district name/number: 

I 	 I 

b. 	 Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? 

If Yes: 
Yes D No [g]

Acreage(s) on project site: I 

Source(s) of soilrating(s): I 
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c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to a registered National 
Natural Landmark? 

If Yes: 
Nature of the natural landmark: Yes 0 No rg] 
D Biological Community; D Geological Feature 
Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate 
size/ extent: 

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoina state listed Critical Environmental Area, including 
Special Groundwater Protection Areas? 

If Yes: 
Yes 0 No rg] CEAname: 

Basis for designation: 
Designating agency and date: 

e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archeological site, or 
district which is listed on, or has been nominated by the NYS Board ofHistoric Preservation for 
inclusion on the State or National Register ofHistoric Places? 

If Yes: 
Yes Nature ofhistoric/archaeological resource: 0 No rg] 

D Archaeological Site; D Historic Building or district 
Name: 
Brief description of attributes on which listing is based: 

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for 
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site Yes D No rg] 
inventory? · 

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? 

If Yes: 
Yes D No rg] 

Describe possible ): 
"ro. • ro .. resource(s 

.,. 
I 

•A~ ~~A 

h. Would the project site be visible from any officially designated and publicly assessable federal, 
state or local scenic or aesthetic resource? 

If Yes: 
Identify resource: Yes D No rg] 
Nature of, or basis for designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state 
historic trail or scenic byway, etc.): 
Distance between prqject and resource: 

1. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and 
Recreational Rivers Program 6 NYCRR Part 666? 

If Yes: 
Yes D No rg] 

Identify the name of the river and its designation: 
Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6 NYCRR Part 666? 
Yes 0No D 
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F. Additional Information 
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project. 

Ifyou have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposal, please describe those 

impacts plus any measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them. 


G. Verification 
I certify that the information pr ided is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Date: ~:pf$ 
Title: ChiefEngineer 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts 

Instructions: Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. It 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 using the information found in Part l. 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. 

Tips for completing Part 2: 
• _______________Review all of the information provided in Part 1. 

• --~------------Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF 
Workbook. 

• _______________Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2. 
• _______________If you answer "YES" to a numbered question, please complete all the 

questions that follow in that section. 
• _______________If you answer "NO" to a numbered question, move on to the next 


numbered section. 

• 	 Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact. 
• 	 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. 
• 	 If you 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. 
• 	 When answering a question consider all components of the proposed 

activity, that is, the "whole action." 
• _______________Consider the possibility for long-tertn and cumulative impacts as well as 

con ex o e proJec .. 
1. Impact on Land 

The proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration 
YESD NO~ of the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1.D.1) 

If "YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO", move on to Section 2. 
Moderate 

Relevant No, or 
to large 

Part 1 small impact 
impact 

Question(s) may occur 
may occur 

a. The proposed action may 
E.2.d D D involve construction on land where depth to water table is less than 3 feet. 

b. The proposed actin may 
E.2.f D involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. D 

c. The proposed actiu may 
involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or generally E.2.a D D 
within 5 feet of existing ground surface. 

d. The proposed action may 
D.2.a D D involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons of natural ! 
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material. 
e. The proposed action may 

involve construction that continues for more than one year or in multiple D.l.g D D 
phases. 

f. The proposed action may 
D.2.e

result in increased erosion, whether from physical disturbance or D D D.2.q 
vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides). 

g. The proposed action is, or 
B.ix D Dmay be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. 

h. Other impacts: None 
D D 

' 

2. Impact on Geological 

><= 
Features ·
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or 

YESD NO~
inhibit access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, 
dunes, minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part l.E.2.g) 
If "YES", answer questions a-c. If "NO", move on to Section 3. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or to large 

Part 1 small impact impact
Question(s) may occur may occur 

a. Identify the specific land 
form(s): E.2.g D D 

b. The proposed action may 
affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a registered National 

EJ.c D DNatural Landmark. 
Specific feature: 

c. Other impacts: ~ D D 

3. Impact on Surface Water 
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface 
water bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). YESD NO~ ,, 1"\. '") Dr D ") 1..\ 

. \UVV .L U..LI.. x·,.LJ·;w·V~, J-j,~.llj 

Yk.'')..' _ n_ues.tum"' n- I /V mJ:W.e-..on tC£8-ectt(}"fC!/..~ -

Moderate 
Relevant No, or to large 

Part 1 small impact impact
Question(s) may occur may occur 

a. The proposed action may D.l.j 
D Dcreate a new water body D.2.b 

b. The proposed action may 
result in an increase or decrease of over 1 0% or more than a 1 0 acre D.2.b D D 
increase or decrease in the surface area of any body ofwater. 

c. The proposed action may 
involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from a wetland or D.2.a D D 
water body. 

d. The proposed action may 
E.2.h

involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or tidal wetland, or D· D E.2.i 
in the bed or banks of any other water body. 

e. The proposed action may D.2.a 
D Dcreate turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, runoff or by D.2.h 
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disturbing bottom sediments. 
f. The proposed action may 

include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal ofwater D.2.c D D 
from surface water. 

g. The proposed action may 
include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge ofwastewater D.2.d D D 
to surface water( s). 

h. The proposed.action may 
cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of stormwater discharge D.2.e D D 
that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving water bodies. 

i. The proposed action may 
affect the water quality of any water bodies within or downstream of the E.2.h- E.2.1 D D 
site of the proposed action. 

j. 
·. 

The proposed action may 
D.2.q 

involve the application ofpesticides or herbicides in or around any water D D E.2.h- E.2.1 body. 
k. The proposed action may 

D.l.a
require the construction ofnew, or expansion of existing, wastewater D D D.2.d 
treatment facilities. 

1. Other impacts: >< D D 

4. Impact on Groundwater 
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of groundwater, or 
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to groundwater or an YESD NO [gl 
aquifer. (See Part l.D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t) 
1! "YES", answer questions a-h. If "NO'!, move on to Section 5. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur may occur 

a. The proposed action may 
require new water supply wells, or create additional demand on supplies D.2.c D D 
~ 

I'>V in -,;xr~ tl'>-r 111nn 1-,;. l!PII 
-· 

1. 
I -v-v:-ater__--snpp1yrleman:d::f:rUIIL__ ------ ----

the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable withdrawal capacity D.2.c D D 
rate of the local supply or aquifer. Cite Source: 

c. The proposed action may 
D.l.a

allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and sewer 0 D D.2.c- D.2.d 
services. 

d. The proposed action may D.2.d 
D Dinclude or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. E.2.p 

e. The proposed action may 
D.2.c

result in the construction ofwater supply wells in locations where D D E.l.f- E.l.h 
groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. 

f. The proposed action may 
D.2.p

require the bulk storage ofpetroleum or chemical products over ground D D E.2.p 
water or an aquifer. 

D.2.q g. The proposed action may 
E.2.h- E.2.1 

involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 feet of D DE.2.p
potable drinking water or irrigation sources. 

D.2.c 
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:1 
Other impacts: h. C><l D I D I 

5. 	 Impact on Flooding 
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to 

YESD NO [g) 
flooding. (See Part 1.E.2) 
Jf "YES'', answer questions a-g. If "NO", move on to Section 6. 

Moderate 
Relevant 
 No, or 
 to large 

Part 1 
 small impact 
 impact 
Question(s) 
 may occur 
 may occur 

a. The proposed action may E.2.m D Dresult in development in a designated floodway. 
b. · The proposed action may 

E.2.n D Dresult in development within a 1 00 year floodplain. 
c. The proposed action may 

E.2.o D Dresult in development within a 500 year floodplain. 
d. The proposed action may D.2.b 

D Dresult in, or require, modification of existing drainage patterns. D.2.e. 
e. The proposed action may D.2.b 


D Dchange flood water flows that contribute to flooding. E.2.m- E.2.o 

f. If there is a dam located on 

the site of the proposed action, the dam has failed to meet one or more 

>< 

E.1.e D D

safety criteria on its most recent inspection. 
g. 	 Other impacts: 

D D

6. 	 Impact on Air 
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. 

YESD NO [g) 
(See Part l.D.2.f, D.2.h, D.2.g) 
lf "YES", answer questions a-f. If "NO", move on to Section 7. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or ·to large 
Part 1 small impact ..Question(s) may 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 D.2.g D D carbon dioxide (C02) 
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of D.2.g D D nitrous oxide (N20) 

iii. More than 1000 tons/year of D.2.g carbon equivalent ofpertluorocarbons (PFCs) D D 
iv. More than .045 tons/year of D.2.g sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) D D 
v. More than 1000 tons/year of D.2.g carbon dioxide equivalent of hydrochloroflurocarbons (HCFCs) emissions D D 

vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D.2.h D D 
b. The proposed action may 

generate 1 0 tons/year or more of any one designated hazardous air D.2.g D D 

pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous 
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air pollutants. 
c: The proposed action may require a state air registration, ot may produce 

an emissions rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or D.2.f 
may include a heat source capable of producing more than 10 million D.3.g D D
BTU=s per hour. 

d. The proposed action may D.Li 
reach 50% of any two or more of the thresholds in "a" through "c", above. D.2.k D D

e. The proposed action inay 
result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 ton of refuse D.2.s D D 
per hour. 

f. Other impacts: D D 

7. Impact on Plants and 

>< 
Animals 
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. YESD NO I:8J 
(See Part l.E.2.q- E.2.u) 
If HYES", answer questions a-j. If HNO", move on to Section 8. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any threatened or 
E.2.s 

endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal D D·
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 any rare, 

E.2.s 
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the D D
federal government. 

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of 
individuals, of any species of special concern or conservation need, as 

E.2.t 
listed by New York State or the Federal government, that use the site, or D D

. are found on, over, or near the site . 
~-- - -~ - . .. ""'lle:pn - . ;o:p,os~c:tton:nreyed:a .

_, • -1 • -1 -1 • ~~ ~.J:> ~ . 1. v~ u . :ah':t 1 :a_ t use a a ~-=any~a~_£~-§.--0· t: _______ --E:2:t----f-----u --t=r--- ------~-·~ 

special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or the 
Federal government. 

e. The proposed action may 
diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural Landmark to E.3.c D D 
support the biological community it was established to protect. 

f. The proposed action may 
result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any portion of a 

E.2.r 
designated significant natural community. D D
Source: 

g. The proposed action may 
substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or over-wintering E.2.q D D 
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, grassland or any other 

E.l.b 
regionally or locally important habitat. Habitat type & information D D
source: 

i. Proposed action 
D.2.q 

(commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of 
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- -~A- -· - -· · - -· . 

herbicides or pesticides. 
j. Other impacts: :><::: D D 

8. Impact on Agricultural 
Resources 
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. YESD NO~ 
(See Part 1.E.3.a & E.3.b) 
Jf "YES", answer questions a-h. Jf "NO", move on to Section 9. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or to large 

Part 1 small impact impact
Question(s) may occur may occur 

a. The proposed action may 
E.2.c

impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land D D E.3.b 
Classification System. 

b. The proposed action may 
E.1.a 

sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land (includes D D E.1.b 
cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc ..). 

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the 
E.3.b D Dsoil profile of active agricultural land. 

d. The proposed action may 
irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural uses, either more E.1.b 

Dthan 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District or more than 10 acres E.3.a D 
if not within an Agricultural District. 

e. The proposed action may E.1.a 
Ddisrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land management system. E.1.b D 

f. The proposed action may 
C.2.c, C.3 

result, directly or indirectly, in increased development potential or D D D.2.c, D.2.d 
pressure on farmland. 

g. The proposed project is not 
C.2.c Dconsistent with the adopted municipal Farmland Protection Plan. D 

h. Other impacts: :><::: D D 

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 YESD NO~ 
and a scenic or aesthetic resource. (See Part l.E.l.a, E.l.b, E.3.h) 
If "YES", answer questions a-g and complete Appendix B- Visual EAF 
Addendum. If "NO", move on to Section 10. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or to large 

Part 1 small impact 
impact

.Question(s) may occur may occur 
a. Proposed action may be 

visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local scenic or E.3.h D D 
aesthetic resource. 

b. The proposed action may C.2.b D D 
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result in the obstruction, elimination or significant screening of one or E.3.h 
more officially designated scenic views. 

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage 
points: 

i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) E.3.h tJ D 
ii. Year round E.3.h D D 

d. The situation or activity in 
which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is: E.3.h 

i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work E.2.u D D 
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities E.l.c D D 

e. The proposed action may 
cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and appreciation of the E.3.h D D 
designated aesthetic resource. 

f. There are similar projects 
visible within the following distance of the proposed project: D.l.a 
0 ~ mile D.l.h D D 
~-3 mile D.l.i D D 
3-5 mile E.l.a D D 
5+ mile D D 

g. Other impacts: :><::: D D 

10. Impact on Historic and 
Archeological Resources 
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to an historic or YESD NO~ 
archaeological resource. (See Part l.E.3 .e, E.3 .f, E.3 .g) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 11. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. . The proposed action may 

.. ····· - r\.1"'1"'111't '"'"' r\ h: r\.,o rt~ v 1r 
.. 

--· ·.; ~ r ·;,; ·· · ., II I" ., ~- · ·· · , ... 

builrlin:gs;_ar.cha.e_clngic:a:t:site-=o.clis..trie.t-_w_b:ich-is-listed.:-e11::~r-h~":=.be~Jl~-----·--E-;-3-;e---R
-• - -···· ... 

__ -~-

nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the 
State or National Register of Historic Places. 

b. The proposed action may 
occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous to, an area E.3.f 
designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic D D
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory. 

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially 
contiguous to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO 

E.3.g 
inventory. D D
Source: 

d. Other impacts: D D 
e. Ifany 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 of E.3.e-E.3g the site or property. D D
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ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration ofthe property's setting or E.l.a, E.l.b 
integrity. D D.E.3 .e  E.3 .g 

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which C2,C3 
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. D DE.3 .g, E.3 .h 

11. Impact on Open Space and 
Recreation 
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a 

YESD NO [Z]
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted 
municipal open space plan. (See Part l.C.2.c, E.l.c, E.2.u) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 12. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or to large

Part 1 small impact impact
Question(s) may occur may occur 

a. The proposed action may 
D.2.e, E.l.b

result in an impairment ofnatural functions, or "ecosystem services", 
E.2.h - E.2.1 D Dprovided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to storm water 
E.2.q- E.2.t

storage, nutrient cycling, and wildlife habitat. 
b. The proposed action may C.2.a, C.2.c 

D Dresult in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. E.l.c, E.2.u 
c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in C.2.a, C.2.c 

D Dan area with few such resources. E.l.c, E.2.u 
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by 

C.2.c, E.l.c D Dthe community as an open space resource. 
e. Other impacts: :>< D D 

12. Impact on Critical 
Environmental Areas 
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical YESD NO [Z] 
environmental area (CEA). (See Part l.E.3.d) 
Jf "YES", answer questions a-c. Jf "NO", move on to Section 13. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or ..!. 1~ 

c.Parfl smallimpact · ·o 

- . -- ~·- - im-naet-
<2u-estinn{s) - ma-y-<rc-cur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may · 

result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or characteristic which E.3.d D D 
was the basis for designation ofthe CEA. 

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the 
resource or characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 

c. Other impacts: 

13. Impact on Transportation 

>< 
E.3.d D D

D D 

The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation 
YESD NO [Z]

systems. (See Part l.D.2.j) 
If "YES", answer questions a-f. If "NO", move on to Section 14. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or to large 

Part 1 small impact 
impact

Question(s) may occur may occur 
a. Projected traffic increase D.2.j D D 
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may exceed capacity of existing road network. 
b. The proposed action may 

D.2.j D Dresult in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or more vehicles. 
c. The proposed action will 

D.2.j D Ddegrade existing transit access. 
d. The proposed action will 

D.2.j D Ddegrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. 
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people 

D.2.j D Dor goods. 
f. Other impacts: 

14. 

>< D D 

Impact on Energy 
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of 

YESD NO [gJ
energy (See Part l.D.2.k) 
If "YES", answer questions a-e. If "NO", move on to Section 15. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large
Part 1 small impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action will 

D.2.k D Drequire a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. 
b. The proposed action will 

D.1.h
require the creation or extension of an energy transmission or supply 

D.l.i D D~ystem to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a 
D.2.k

commercial or industrial use. 
c. The proposed action may 

D.2.k D Dutilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. 
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 

D.l.i D D100,000 square feet ofbuilding area when completed. 
e. Other impacts: >< D D 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor and 
·-""'
~. 

..-e...-..--- -- -- - ·------ -

- rrt. ~_t-ifln::may:re.suft-i-n:an-1ncrease=in~ois.e;:ndors:or..-:.outdo_or_________=:::y£-S-=B N:.fr~ 
--¥~------

lighting (See Part 1.D.2.m, D.2.n, D.2.o) 
1! "YES", answer questions a-l 1! "NO", move on to Section 16. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small impact 

impact 
Question(s) may occur 

may occur 
a. The proposed action may 

D.2.m D Dproduce sound above noise levels established by local regulation. 
b. The proposed action may 

D.2.m
result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, hospital, school, D D E.1.d 
licensed day care center, or nursing home. 

c. The proposed action may 
D.2.o D Dresult in routine odors for more than one hour per day. 

d. The proposed action may 
D.2.n D Dresult in light shining onto adjoining properties. 

e. The proposed action may result in lighting that creates sky-glow brighter D.2.n 
D Dthan existing-area conditions: E.1.a 
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If. 	 Other impacts: 1><1 D I D

16. 	 Impact on Human Health 
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure 
to new or existing sources of contaminants (See Part l.D.2.q, E.l.d, E.l.f, YESD NO~ 

E.l.g, E.l.h) 
If ((YES", answer questions a-m. If ((NO", move on to Section 17. 

Moderat
Relevant No, or to large 

Part 1 small impact impact
Question(s) may occur may occu

a. The proposed action is 
located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day care center, E.l.d D 
 D 

woup home, nursing home or retirement community. 

b. The site of the proposed 
E.l.g, E.l.h D 
 D 
action is currently undergoing remediation. 

c. There is_ a completed 
E.l.g 

emergency spill remediation or a completed environmental site D 
 D 
E.l.h 
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action. 

d. The site of the action is 
E.l.g 

subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the property (e.g. D 
 D E.l.h 
easement, deed restriction) 

e. The proposed action may 
E.l.g 

affect institutional control measures that were put in place to ensure that D 
 D E.l.h 
the site remains protective of the environment and human health. 

f. The proposed action has 
adequate control measures in place to ensure that future generation, 

D.2.t D 
 D treatment and/ or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the 
environment and human health. 

g. The proposed action 
D.2.q 

involves construction or modification of a solid waste management D 
 D E.l.f 
facility. 

h. The proposed action may D.2.q 
-~~.,1+ ~- -4-l-. ~ i.1.. ~.(:"~~t.•-1 ~-1- .l """''"+"' P1f'.. D 
 D 

e

.j · · l;h~QQosed:-actiQ.n-may__ -
 

-D~2s-== -=====r=J =====t:::l
result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of solid waste. D.2.s 

j. The proposed action may 
result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of a site used E.l.f- E.l.h D 
 D 
for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. 

k. The proposed action may 
E.l.f 

result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill site to adjacent D 
 D E.l.g 
off site structures. 

1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate D.2.r, D.2.s 
D 
 D from the proiect site. E.l.f 

m. Other impacts: >< 
D 
 D 

17. 	 Consistency with 
Community Plans 

The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans. 
 ·YEsD NO rgj 
(See Part l.C.l, C.2, C.3) 

If ((YES", answer questions a-h. If ((NO", move on to Section 18. 
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Moderate 
Relevant No, or.· 

to large 
Part 1 small impact impact

Question(s) may occur may occur 
, a. The proposed action's land 

C.2, C.3, D.l.a, 
use components may be different from, or in sharp contrast to, current D D E.l.a, E.l.b 
surrounding land use pattem(s). 

b. The proposed action will 
cause the permanent population of the city, town or village in which the C.2 D D 
project is located to grow by more than 5%. 

c. The proposed action is 
C.2, C.3 D Dinconsistent with local land use plans or. zoning regulations. 

d. The proposed action is 
C.2 D Dinconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use plans. 

e. The proposed action may cause a change iti the density of development C.3 
that is not supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing D.l.e, D.l.f, D D 
infrastructure. D.l.h, E.l.b 

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density C.4, D.2.c, 
D Ddevelopment that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D.2.d, D.2.j 

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts ( e~g., 
residential or commercial development not included in the proposed C.2.a D D 
action) 

h. Other impacts: >< D D 

l 

18. Consistency with 
Community Character 
The proposed action is inconsistent with the existing community character YESD NO [;gj 
(See Part l.C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3) 
1! "YES", answer questions a-g. 1! "NO", move on toPart 3. 

Moderate 
Relevant No, or 

to large 
Part 1 small -impact 

impact
Question(s) may occur may occur 

'T't. _1 
}I 

.... ·~ ... - ..... - B.J .e,. B.5:I,. 
replac-e-e-relim-iJ.Tat-e-e-x-is-tin~fas-i-l-iti~strus-tur~s~or-areas-o£-histodc-:-:::::= - IB~g---- t::J__--o_··

----
importance to the community. 

b. The proposed action may 
create a demand for additional community services (e.g. schools, police C.4 D D 
and fire) 

c. The proposed action may 
C.2, C.3,D.l.h, 

displace affordable or low~income housing in an area where there is a D D D.l.i, E.l.a 
shortage of such housing. 

d. The proposed action may 
interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized or designated C.2,E.3 D D 
public resources. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural 
C.2, C.3 D Dscale and character. 

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural C.2, C.3, 
landscape. 

>< 
E.l.a, E.l.b, D D 
E.2.g- E.2.1 

g. Other impacts: 
D D 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 


6 NYCRR Part 617 

State Environmental Quality Review 


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 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 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 complete this section: 

*----.------------Identify 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. Importance relates to the 

geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any 

additional environmental consequences if the impact were to occur. 


*________________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 


* For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) 
4-h.-.4- .... ,.II 4-h" 

. ~.........~ . ......--....... ..., ..........J \;J.J.\;1 ]JJ.' ··.r- . · ..... - ... ....,.... ...,....,. .............. J.J.V &1-gtl-J:tiOOH~ ~.... ..... 


*c----------------aturch::additiorral:sheets;:::as::n~e:eded===========================l=--===---=
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Determination of Significance 

Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 


SEQR Status: Type I D Unlisted [g) 

Identify portions of EAF completed for this project: Part 1 D Part2 D Part3 D 

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

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of as 

lead agency that: 


[g) A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental 

impact statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued. 


D B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact ·on the environment, that impact will be avoided or 

substantially mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead 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 617.7(d)). 


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 positive declaration is issued. 

Name ofAction: Unlisted 

Name of Lead Agency: Suffolk County Department Of Public Works 


·Name ofResponsible Officer in Lead Agency: William Hillman, P .E. _ 
Title of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: ChiefEngin~er ~ 
Signature ofResponsible Officer in Lead Agency: / / ~ · 

~ ....4V'~--- ·~ Date: 
~ ,........ rv& 


1-f'-4'"
'('1"_ 

·uvu1 .-n -r £,.' VUH.ita) ·Date: 
IY 

For Further Information: 

Contact Person: 

Address: 

Telephone Number: 


·Email: 

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 (Town/CityNillage) 

Other involved agencies (if any) 

Applicant (if any) 

Environmental Notice Bulletin: htto://www.dec.nv.gov/enb/enb.html 
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IMPROVEMENTS TO C.R. 12, OAK STREET 
CAPITAL PROJECT 5575 

2013 
AERIAL PHOTO 

Attachment #1: Aerial Map 
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PROJECT LOCATION 

IMPROVEMENTS TO C.R. 12, OAK STREET 
CAPITAL PROJECT 5575 

AMITYVILLE QUADRANGLE 
New York-Suffolk County 

7.5 Minute Series 
Published by the New York state Department of 

Transportation in cooperation with the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 

Federal Highway Administration 
Map Base from U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 minute 

quadrBDgle. Revisions made in 1990. 
Scale: 1"=2,000' 

Attachment #2: Location Map 

N 



PROJECT LOCATION 
. -. i 

YJ 
/ 

\., ) 
.... . i 

.. ,,..-" ........ ~ 1 / ,' ~ 
· ..... .. · 

:'_...- .· 

~. 
,. ' 
·, ~- - - -- _J 

·~~-,._ .. -- ··-. ~-} 

\ 
r - _j 

.. .. ...... __ 

- "" 

<' 
\ 

( 

r-.. \ 
'w" • - :;'· - r··. ; ··~ _ ; \ . • . ,,·· -· -- -.._ \ \ _; 

. • ___ ; ·"v .. :\ .. ) 

( 
'\ .. ;i __ . 

IMPROVEMENTS TO C.R. 12, OAK STREET 
CAPITAL PROJECT 5575 

AMITYVILLE QUADRANGLE 
New York-Suffolk County 

7.5 Minute Series 
Published by the New York state Department of 

Transportation in cooperation with the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 

Federal Highway Administration 
Map Base from U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 minute 

quadrBDgle. Revisions made in 1990. 
Scale: 1"=2,000' 

Attachment #3: Topographical Map 
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USDA 

Soil Map—Suffolk County, New York 
(Improvements to CR 12 from CR 1 to Garfield Ave) 
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Soil Map—Suffolk County, New York 
(Improvements to CR 12 from CR 1 to Garfield Ave) 

MAP LEGEND
	

Area of Interest (AOI) 
Area of Interest (AOI) 

Soils 
Soil Map Unit Polygons 

Soil Map Unit Lines 

Soil Map Unit Points 

Special Point Features 
Blowout 

Borrow Pit 

Clay Spot 

Closed Depression 

Gravel Pit 

Gravelly Spot 

Landfill 

Lava Flow 

Marsh or swamp 

Mine or Quarry 

Miscellaneous Water 

Perennial Water 

Rock Outcrop 

Saline Spot 

Sandy Spot 

Severely Eroded Spot 

Sinkhole 

Slide or Slip 

Sodic Spot 

Spoil Area 

Stony Spot 

Very Stony Spot 

Wet Spot 

Other 

Special Line Features 

Water Features 
Streams and Canals 

Transportation 
Rails 

Interstate Highways 

US Routes 

Major Roads 

Local Roads 

Background 
Aerial Photography 

MAP INFORMATION 

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 1:20,000. 

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale. 

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil line 
placement. The maps do not show the small areas of contrasting 
soils that could have been shown at a more detailed scale. 

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements. 

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Web Soil Survey URL: http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857) 

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more accurate 
calculations of distance or area are required. 

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of 
the version date(s) listed below. 

Soil Survey Area: Suffolk County, New York 
Survey Area Data: Version 12, Sep 16, 2014 

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 1:50,000 
or larger. 

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Data not available. 

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting 
of map unit boundaries may be evident. 

Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 
Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 2 of 3 

6/3/2015 
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Soil Map—Suffolk County, New York Improvements to CR 12 from CR 1 to 
Garfield Ave 

Map Unit Legend 

Suffolk County, New York (NY103) 

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI 

Fd Fill land, dredged material 1.0 3.3% 

Mu Swansea muck, 0 to 1 percent 
slopes, coastal lowland 

0.0 0.0% 

RdA Riverhead sandy loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes 

0.1 0.3% 

RhB Riverhead and Haven soils, 
graded, 0 to 8 percent slopes 

16.6 54.2% 

Ur Urban land 12.9 42.1% 

Totals for Area of Interest 30.7 100.0% 

Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 
Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 3 

6/3/2015 



PROJECT LOCATION 

IMPROVEMENTS TO C.R. 12, OAK STREET 
CAPITAL PROJECT 5575 

TOWN OF BABYLON 
ZONING USE DISTRICTS 

Suffolk County, New York 
Last Updated Sept. 29, 1987 

Scale: 1"=2,000' 

Attachment #5: Zoning Map 
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PROJECT LOCATION 

IMPROVEMENTS TO C.R. 12, OAK STREET 
CAPITAL PROJECT 5575 

New York State Freshwater Wetlands Map 
Suffolk County Map 33 of 39 

This map was promulgated pursuant to Article 24- of 
the Environmental Conservation Law (The Freshwater 

lreUands Act on Kay 26, 1993 by the Commissioner of 
the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation. 
Map information other than the weUand boundaries 

was prepared by the NYS Dept. of Transportation and 
the United states Geolopcal Survey 

Scale: 1·=2,000' 

Attachment #6: Freshwater Wetland Map 
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 


STEVEN BELLONE 
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

GILBERT ANDERSON, P.E. PHILIP A. BERDOLT 
COMMISSIONER DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 

January 6, 2014 

Mr. Richard Martin 
Suffolk County Parks 
Historical Information 
PO BOX 144 Montauk Hwy 
West Sayville, New York 11796 

RE: Reconstruction of County Road 12, Oak Street from CR 1, County Line Road to Garfield Ave. 
Town of Babylon 
Capital Project No. 5575 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

Suffolk County Department of Public Works will be presenting a project proposal to Suffolk County's 
Council for Environmental Quality (CEQ). CEQ requires the applicant to complete an Environmental 
Assessment Form (EAF) before they will consider the project. Included in the EAF are questions as to 
whether or not there are any buildings or sites of historic, pre-historic or paleontological importance 
located within the project limits. 

The above referenced project is situated in Suffolk County in the Town of Babylon, beginning from 
County Line Road to Garfield Avenue (see attached map). In the proposal, the County is planning to 
replace existing curb and sidewalk, install a new drainage system, milling and resurfacing of existing 
asphalt pavement, rebuild existing traffic signals and place new pavement markings. The County will 
replace the vegetation in the areas that it disturbs within the project limits. 

If you have any questions, or need additional information concerning this matter, you can contact either 
myself or Michael Lamberti, Sr. Civil Engineer at 631-852-5353. 

lJZ~ 

William J. Colavit.P.E. 
Director of Highway Design 

WJC:ML:jar 

SUFFOLK COUNTY IS AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY I AFFffiMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

(631) 852-4010 
335 YAPHANK AVENUE FAX (631) 852-4150 YAPHANK, N.Y. 11980 



• • 

STEVEN BELLONE 
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTNE 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

GILBERT ANDERSON, P.E. PHILIP A. BERDOLT 
COMMISSIONER DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 

January 6, 2014 

Ms. Jeane Pietrusiak 
Information Services 
New York Natural Heritage Program 
625 Broadway, 5th Floor 
Albany, New York 12233-4757 

RE: Reconstruction of County Road 12, Oak Street from CR 1, County Line Road to Garfield Ave 
Town of Babylon 
Capital Project No. 5575 

Dear Ms. Pietrusiak: 

Suffolk County Department of Public Works will be presenting a project proposal to Suffolk County's 
Council for Environmental Quality (CEQ). CEQ requires the applicant to complete an Environmental 
Assessment Form (EAF) before they will consider the project. Included in the EAF are questions as to 
whether or not there are any threatened or endangered species of plant or animals located within the 
project limits. 

The above referenced project is situated in Suffolk County in the Town of Babylon, beginning from 
County Line Road to Garfield Avenue (see attached map). In the proposal, the County is planning to 
replace existing curb and sidewalk, install a new drainage system, milling and resurfacing of existing 
asphalt pavement, rebuild existing traffic signals and place new pavement markings. The County will 
replace the vegetation in the areas that it disturbs within the project limits. 

If you have any questions, or need additional information concerning this matter, you can contact either 
myself or Michael Lamberti, Sr. Civil Engineer at 631-852-5353. 

jj~·-~ 

William J. Cola~, P.E. 
Director of Highway Design 

WJC:ML:jar 

SUFFOLK COUNTY IS AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY I AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

(631) 852-4010 
335 YAPHANK AVENUE FAX (631) 852-4150 YAPIIANK, N.Y.11980 



  
  

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
  

  
  

 

Suffolk County Department of Public Works
 
Highway Design and Construction Division
 

Photo 1 
CR 12, Oak Street at Amityville Creek
 

Imrpovements to C.R. 12, Oak St from C.R. 1, County Line Rd to Garfield Ave.
 
Amityville, Town of Babylon, New York
 



  
  

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
   

  
  

 

Suffolk County Department of Public Works
 
Highway Design and Construction Division
 

Photo 2 
Intersection of CR 1, County Line Road and CR 12, Oak Street
 

Imrpovements to C.R. 12, Oak St from C.R. 1, County Line Rd to Garfield Ave.
 
Amityville, Town of Babylon, New York
 



  
  

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
    

  
  

 

Photo 3 
Existing Culvert at Amityville Creek on CR 12, Oak Street
 

Imrpovements to C.R. 12, Oak St from C.R. 1, County Line Rd to Garfield Ave.
 
Amityville, Town of Babylon, New York
 

Suffolk County Department of Public Works
 
Highway Design and Construction Division
 



  
  

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
   

  
   

 

Photo 4 
Intersection at CR 12, Oak Street and Bayview Avenue
 

Imrpovements to C.R. 12, Oak St from C.R. 1, County Line Rd to Garfield Ave.
 
Amityville, Town of Babylon, New York
 

Suffolk County Department of Public Works
 
Highway Design and Construction Division
 



May 20, 2015 Minutes June 17, 2015 

CEQ RESOLUTION NO. 23-2015, AUTHORIZING ADOPTION OF MAY 20, 
2015 CEQ MINUTES 

WHEREAS, the Council on Environmental Quality has received and reviewed the May 
20, 2015 meeting minutes; now, therefore, be it 

1st RESOLVED, that a quorum of the Council on Environmental Quality, having heard 
and accepted all comments and necessary corrections hereby adopts the meeting minutes of 
May 20,2015 

DATED: 6/17/2015 



PROJECT#: Adoption of Minutes 
RESOLUTION#: 23-2015 

DATE: June 17, 2015 

RECORD OF CEQ RESOLUTION VOTES 
CEQ APPOINTED MEMBERS AYE NAY ABSTAIN NOT PRESENT RECUSED 

James Bagg IZJ D 0 0 D 

Eva Growney 0 D 0 IZJ D 

Thomas C. Gulbransen 0 D 0 IZJ D 

Hon. Kara Hahn 0 D 0 IZJ D 

Michael Kaufman IZJ D 0 0 D 

Daniel Pichney 0 D 0 1&1 D 

Gloria G. Russo 1&1 D 0 0 D 

Mary Ann Spencer 1&1 D 0 0 D 

Larry Swanson 1&1 D 0 0 D 

CAC REPRESENTATIVES 0 D D D D 

Recommendation: Adoption of minutes as amended 

Motion: Ms. Spencer 
Second: Mr. Swanson 

Further information may be obtained by contacting: 

Andrew P. Freleng, Chief Planner 
Council on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, New York 11788 
Tel: (631) 853-5191 



COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

STEVEN BELLONE 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING 

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

GLORIA Russo 
CHAIRPERSON 

CEQ 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Honorable Steven Bellone, Suffolk County Executive 

Honorable DuWayne Gregory, Presiding Officer 

FROM: Gloria Russo, Chairperso~Jl 

DATE: June 29, 2015 

RE: CEQ Review of the Proposed Mud Creek Watershed Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 
Project, Town of Brookhaven 

At its June 17, 2015 meeting, the CEQ reviewed the above referenced matter. Pursuant to Chapter 450 of 
the Suffolk County Code, and based on the information received, as well as that given in a presentation by 
DeWitt Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Economic Development 
and Planning and William Bowman, Senior Scientist, Land Use Ecological Services, the Council advises 
the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive, in CEQ Resolution No. 24-2015, a copy of which 
is attached, that the proposed project be considered a Type I Action under SEQRA that will not have 
significant adverse impacts on the environment. 

If the Legislature concurs with the Council on Environmental Quality's recommendation that the project 
will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment, the Presiding Officer should cause to be 
brought before the Legislature for a vote, a resolution determining that the proposed action is a Type I 
Action pursuant to SEQRA that will not have significant adverse impacts on the environment (negative 
declaration). However, if the Legislature has further environmental concerns regarding this project and 
needs additional information, the Presiding Officer should remand the case back to the initiating unit for 
the necessary changes to the project and EAF or submit a resolution authorizing the initiating unit to 
prepare a draft environmental impact statement (positive declaration). 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of CEQ Resolution No. 24-2015 Which sets forth the Council's 
recommendations. The project EAF and supporting documentation can be viewed online at 
http://www.suffolkcountyny.gov/Departments/Planning/Boards/CouncilonEnvironmentalQuality 
If the Council can be of further help in this matter, please let us know. 

En c. 
cc: All Suffolk County Legislators 

Tim Laube, Clerk of Legislature 
George Nolan, Attorney for the Legislature 
Sarah Lansdale, Director of Planning 
Andrew Freleng, Chief Planner, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Dennis Brown, Suffolk County Attorney 

H. LEE DENNISON BUILDING 4TH FLOOR •100VETERANS MEMORIAL HWY., HAUPPAUGE, NY 11788 • P: (631) 853-5191 • F: (631) 853-4044 



Project # PLN-28-15 June 17, 2015 

CEQ RESOLUTION NO. 24-2015, RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING A 
SEQRA CLASSIFICATION AND DETERMINATION FOR THE PURPOSES OF 
CHAPTER 450 OF THE SUFFOLK COUNTY CODE FOR THE PROPOSED 
MUD CREEK WATERSHED AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION 
PROJECT, TOWN OF BROOKHAVEN 

WHEREAS, at its June 17, 2015 meeting, the Suffolk County Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) reviewed the EAF and associated information submitted by Suffolk County 
Department of Economic Development and Planning; and 

WHEREAS, a presentation regarding the project was given at the meeting by DeWitt 
Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Economic Development 
and Planning and William Bowman, Senior Scientist, Land Use Ecological Services; and 

WHEREAS, the project involves the restoration of the terrestrial and aquatic habitats of 
the former Gallo duck farm on a 39.6 acre site located in Mud Creek County Park; now, 
therefore, be it 

1st RESOLVED, that based on the information received and presented, a quorum of the 
CEQ hereby recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive that the 
proposed activity be classified as a Type I Action under the provisions of Title 6 NYCRR Part 
617 and Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code; and, be it further 

2"d RESOLVED, that based on the information received, a quorum of the CEQ 
recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive, pursuant to Title 6 
NYCRR Part 617 and Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code, that the proposed project will not 
have significant adverse impacts on the environment for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed action will not exceed any of the criteria in Section 617.7 of Title 6 
NYCRR which sets forth thresholds for determining significant effect on the 
environment; 

2. The proposal does not appear to significantly threaten any unique or highly 
valuable environmental or cultural resources as identified in or regulated by the 
Environmental Conservation Law of the State of New York or the Suffolk County 
Charter and Code; 

3. A plan will be developed to provide the greatest possible protection to the on-site 
turtles during the site restoration work and said plan will be communicated to all 
project construction contractors; 

4. All necessary permits/approvals will be obtained from the New York State 
Department of Environmental Conservation prior to the commencement 
of site restoration; 

and, be it further 

3rd RESOLVED, that it is the recommendation of the Council that the Legislature and 
County Executive adopt a SEQRA determination of non-significance (negative declaration). 

DATED:6/17/2015 

H. LEE DENNISON BUILDING 4TH FLOOR • 100 VETERANS MEMORIAL HWY., HAUPPAUGE, NY 11788 • P: (631) 853-5191 • F: (631) 853-4044 



PROJECT#: PLN-2815 
RESOLUTION #: 24-2015 

DATE: June 17, 2015 

RECORD OF CEQ RESOLUTION VOTES 

CEQ APPOINTED MEMBERS AYE NAY ABSTAIN NOT PRESENT RECUSED 

James Bagg 181 0 0 0 

Eva Growney D 0 0 181 

Thomas C. Gulbransen D 0 0 181 

Hon. Kara Hahn 181 0 0 0 

Michael Kaufman 181 0 0 0 

Daniel Pichney D 0 0 181 

Gloria G. Russo 181 0 0 D 

Mary Ann Spencer 181 0 0 0 

Larry Swanson 181 0 0 0 

CAC REPRESENTATIVES 0 0 0 0 

Recommendation: Type I Action, Negative Declaration 

Motion: Mr. Kaufman 
Second: Leg. Hahn 

Further information may be obtained by contacting: 

Council on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, New York 11788 
Tel: (631) 853-4770 

H. LEE DENNISON BUILDING 4TH FLOOR • 100 VETERANS MEMORIAL HWY., HAUPPAUGE, NY 11788 • P: (631} 853-5191 • F: (631} 853-4044 



COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

STEVEN BELLONE 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING 

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

GLORIA RUSSO 
CHAIRPERSON 

CEQ 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Honorable Steven Bellone, Suffolk County Executive 

Honorable DuWayne Gregory, Presiding Officer 

FROM: Gloria Russo, Chairperson~Q 

DATE: June 29, 2015 

RE: CEQ Review of the Proposed Old Field Farm County Park Equestrian Sand Ring 
Construction Project, Town of Brookhaven 

At its June 17, 2015 meeting, the CEQ reviewed the above referenced matter. Pursuant to Chapter 450 of 
the Suffolk County Code, and based on the information received, as well as that given in a presentation by 
Richard Martin, Director of Historic Services, Suffolk County Department of Parks, Recreation and 
Conservation and Sally Lynch, Founder and President of Old Field Farm, Ltd., the Council advises the 
Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive, in CEQ Resolution No. 25-2015, a copy of which is 
attached, that the proposed project be considered a Type I Action under SEQRA that will not have 
significant adverse impacts on the environment. 

If the Legislature concurs with the Council on Environmental Quality's recommendation that the project 
will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment, the Presiding Officer should cause to be 
brought before the Legislature for a vote, a resolution determining that the proposed action is a Type I 
Action pursuant to SEQRA that will not have significant adverse impacts on the environment (negative 
declaration). However, if the Legislature has further environmental concerns regarding this project and 
needs additional information, the Presiding Officer should remand the case back to the initiating unit for 
the necessary changes to the project and EAF or submit a resolution authorizing the initiating unit to 
prepare a draft environmental impact statement (positive declaration). 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of CEQ Resolution No. 25-2015 Which sets forth the Council's 
recommendations. The project EAF and supporting documentation can be viewed online at 
http://www.suffolkcountyny.gov/Departments/Planning/Boards/CouncilonEnvironmentalQualitv 
If the Council can be of further help in this matter, please let us know. 

En c. 
cc: All Suffolk County Legislators 

Tim Laube, Clerk of Legislature 
George Nolan, Attorney for the Legislature 
Sarah Lansdale, Director of Planning 
Andrew Freleng, Chief Planner, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Dennis Brown, Suffolk County Attorney 

H. LEE DENNISON BUILDING 4TH FLOOR • 100 VETERANS MEMORIAL HWY., HAUPPAUGE, NY 11788 • P: (631) 853-5191 • F: (631) 853-4044 



Project # PKS-26-15 June 17, 2015 

CEQ RESOLUTION NO. 25-2015, RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING A 
SEQRA CLASSIFICATION AND DETERMINATION FOR THE PURPOSES OF 
CHAPTER 450 OF THE SUFFOLK COUNTY CODE FOR THE PROPOSED 
OLD FIELD FARM COUNTY PARK EQUESTRIAN SAND RING 
CONSTRUCTION PROJECT, TOWN OF BROOKHAVEN 

WHEREAS, at its June 17, 2015 meeting, the Suffolk County Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) reviewed the EAF and associated information submitted by Richard Martin, 
Director of Historic Services, Suffolk County Department of Parks, Recreation and 
Conservation; and 

WHEREAS, a presentation regarding the project was given at the meeting by Richard 
Martin, Director of Historic Services, Suffolk County Department of Parks, Recreation and 
Conservation and Sally Lynch, Founder and President of Old Field Farm, Ltd.; and 

WHEREAS, the project involves installing a sand-based footing on the pony course at 
Old Field Farm County Park; now, therefore, be it 

1st RESOLVED, that based on the information received and presented, a quorum of the 
CEQ hereby recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive that the 
proposed activity be classified as a Type I Action under the provisions of Title 6 NYCRR Part 
617 and Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code; and, be it further 

2"d RESOLVED, that based on the information received, a quorum of the CEQ 
recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive, pursuant to Title 6 
NYCRR Part 617 and Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code, that the proposed project will not 
have significant adverse impacts on the environment for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed action will not exceed any of the criteria in Section 617.7 of Title 6 
NYCRR which sets forth thresholds for determining significant effect on the 
environment; 

2. The proposal does not appear to significantly threaten any unique or highly 
valuable environmental or cultural resources as identified in or regulated by the 
Environmental Conservation Law of the State of New York or the Suffolk County 
Charter and Code; 

3. The proposed action is consistent and compatible with the site's historic 
character and will help insure the preservation and maintenance of this historic 
property; 

and, be it further 

3rd RESOLVED, that it is the recommendation of the Council that the Legislature and 
County Executive adopt a SEQRA determination of non-significance (negative declaration). 

DATED:6/17/2015 

H. LEE DENNISON BUILDING 4TH FLOOR • 100 VETERANS MEMORIAL HWY., HAUPPAUGE, NY 11788 • P: (631) 853-5191 • F: (631) 853-4044 



PROJECT#: PKS-26-15 
RESOLUTION #: 25-2015 

DATE: June 17, 2015 

RECORD OF CEQ RESOLUTION VOTES 

CEQ APPOINTED MEMBERS AYE NAY ABSTAIN NOT PRESENT RECUSED 

James Bagg 181 D D D 

Eva Growney D D D 181 

Thomas C. Gulbransen D D D 181 

Hon. Kara Hahn 181 D D D 

Michael Kaufman 181 D D D 

Daniel Pichney D D D 181 

Gloria G. Russo 181 D D D 

Mary Ann Spencer 181 D D D 

Larry Swanson 181 D D D 

CAC REPRESENTATIVES D D D D 

Recommendation: Type I Action, Negative Declaration 

Motion: Ms. Spencer 
Second: Mr. Kaufman 

Further information may be obtained by contacting: 

Council on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, New York 11788 
Tel: (631) 853-4770 
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

STEVEN BELLONE 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING 

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
Gloria Russo 
Chairperson 
CEQ 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Honorable Steven Bellone, Suffolk County Executive 

Honorable DuWayne Gregory, Presiding Officer 

FROM: Gloria Russo, Chairperso~~ 

DATE: June 29, 2015 

RE: CEQ Review of the Proposed Improvements to County Road 12, Oak Street from CR 1, 
County Line Road to Garfield Avenue, Town of Babylon, Village of Amityville 

At its June 17, 2015 meeting, the CEQ reviewed the above referenced matter. Pursuant to Chapter 450 of 
the Suffolk County Code, and based on the information received, as well as that given in a presentation by 
Joni Rivera, Civil Engineer, Suffolk County Department ofPublic Works, the Council advises the Suffolk 
County Legislature and County Executive, in CEQ Resolution No. 26-2015, a copy of which is attached, 
that the proposed project be considered an Unlisted Action under SEQRA that will not have significant 
adverse impacts on the environment. 

If the Legislature concurs with the Council on Environmental Quality's recommendation that the project 
will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment, the Presiding Officer should cause to be 
brought before the Legislature for a vote, a resolution determining that the proposed action is an Unlisted 
Action pursuant to SEQRA that will not have significant adverse impacts on the environment (negative 
declaration). However, if the Legislature has further environmental concerns regarding this project and 
needs additional information, the Presiding Officer should remand the case back to the initiating unit for 
the necessary changes to the project and EAF or submit a resolution authorizing the initiating unit to 
prepare a draft environmental impact statement (positive declaration). 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of CEQ Resolution No. 26-2015 which sets forth the Council's 
recommendations. The project EAF and supporting documentation can be viewed online at 
http://www.suffolkcountyny.gov/Departments/Planning/Boards/CouncilonEnvironmentalOuality. 

cc: All Suffolk County Legislators 
Tim Laube, Clerk of Legislature 
George Nolan, Attorney for the Legislature 
Sarah Lansdale, Director ofPlanning, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Andrew Freleng, Chief Planner, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Dennis Brown, Suffolk County Attorney 
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Project# DPW-28-2015 June 17, 2015 

CEQ RESOLUTION NO. 26-2015, RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING A 
SEQRA CLASSIFICATION AND DETERMINATION FOR THE PURPOSES OF 
CHAPTER 450 OF THE SUFFOLK COUNTY CODE PURPOSED 
IMPROVEMENTS TO COUNTY ROAD 12, OAK STREET FROM CR 1, 
COUNTY LINE ROAD TO GARFIELD AVENUE, TOWN OF BABYLON, 
VILLAGE OF AMITYVILLE 

WHEREAS, at its June 17, 2015 meeting, the Suffolk County Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) reviewed the EAF and associated information submitted by the Suffolk County 
Department of Public Works; and 

WHEREAS, a presentation regarding the project was given at the meeting by Joni 
Rivera, Civil Engineer, Suffolk County Department of Public Works; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed action involves drainage system replacement and repair, 
replacement of a failing culvert, full depth pavement patching, resurfacing, curb and sidewalk 
replacement, pavement marking and the necessary traffic signal modifications along County 
Road 12 from County Line Road to Garfield Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed action also includes a comprehensive stormwater remediation 
effort which involves installing precast concrete stormwater treatment systems at each location 
that discharges stormwater runoff from County Road 12 to either Amityville Creek or Great 
Neck Creek which are tributaries to the Great South Bay; now, therefore, be it 

1st RESOLVED, that based on the information received and presented, a quorum of the 
CEQ hereby recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive that the 
proposed improvements to County Road 12 project be classified as an Unlisted Action under 
the provisions of Title 6 NYCRR Part 617 and Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code; and, be 
it further 

2"d RESOLVED, that based on the information received, a quorum of the CEQ 
recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive, pursuant to Title 6 
NYCRR Part 617 and Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code, that the proposed action will not 
have significant adverse impacts on the environment for the following reasons: 

1. the proposed action will not exceed any of the criteria set forth in Title 6 NYCRR Part 
617.7 which sets forth thresholds for determining significant effect on the 
environment, as demonstrated in the Environmental Assessment Form; 

2. the proposed action does not appear to significantly threaten any unique or highly 
valuable environmental or cultural resources as identified in or regulated by the 
Environmental Conservation Law of the State of New York of the Suffolk County 
Charter and Code; 

3. the proposed action will improve drainage and the quality of the stormwater 
discharged from County Road 12 to Amityville Creek, Great Next Creek and 
ultimately to the Great South Bay; 



4. the proposed improvements to the County Road 12 and the adjacent sidewalks will 
improve vehicular and pedestrian safety along the road corridor; 

and, be it further 

3rd RESOLVED, that it is the recommendation of the Council that the Legislature and 
County Executive adopt a SEQRA determination of non-significance (negative declaration). 

DATED: 6/18/2015 



PROJECT#: DPW-28-2015 
RESOLUTION#: 26-2015 

DATE: June 18, 2015 

RECORD OF CEQ RESOLUTION VOTES 

CEQ APPOINTED MEMBERS AYE NAY ABSTAIN NOT PRESENT RECUSED 

James Bagg ~ 0 0 D D 

Eva Growney D D D ~ D 

Thomas C. Gulbransen D 0 n ~ D 

Hon. Kara Hahn D D D ~ D 

Michael Kaufman ~ 0 D D D 

Daniel Pichney D 0 0 ~ D 

Gloria G. Russo ~ u D D D 

Mary Ann Spencer ~ 0 0 D D 

Larry Swanson ~ 0 0 D D 

CAC REPRESENTATIVES D 0 D 0 D 

Recommendation: Unlisted Action, Negative Declaration 

Motion: Mr. Kaufman 
Second: Mr. Swanson 

Further information may be obtained by contacting: 

Andrew P. Freleng, Chief Planner 
Council on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, New York 11788 
Tel: (631) 853-5191 



COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

STEVEN BELLONE 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING 

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Gloria Russo 
Chairperson 
CEQ 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Honorable Steven Bellone, Suffolk County Executive 
Honorable DuWayne Gregory, Presiding Officer 

FROM: Gloria Russo, Chairpers~ 

DATE: June 29, 2015 

RE: CEQ Review ofthe Recommended SEQRA Classifications of Legislative Resolutions 
Laid on the Table June 2, 2015 

At its June 17, 2015 meeting, the CEQ reviewed the above referenced matter. Pursuant to Chapter 450 of 
the Suffolk County Code, and based on the information received, the Council recommends to the Suffolk 
County Legislature and County Executive in CEQ Resolution No. 27-2015, a copy of which is attached, 
that the enclosed list of legislative resolutions laid on the table June 2, 2015, be classified pursuant to 
SEQRA as so indicated in the left hand margin. The majority of the proposed resolutions are Type II 
actions pursuant to the appropriate section of Title 6 NYCRR Part 617 .5, with no further environmental 
review necessary. Unlisted and Type I actions require that the initiating unit of County government 
prepare an Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) or other SEQRA documentation and submit it to the 
CEQ for further SEQRA review and recommendations. 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of CEQ Resolution No. 27-2015 setting forth the Council's 
recommendations along with the associated list of legislative resolutions. If the Council can be of further 
help in this matter, please let us know. 

En c. 
cc: All Suffolk County Legislators 

Tim Laube, Clerk of Legislature 
George Nolan, Attorney for the Legislature 
Sarah Lansdale, Director of Planning, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Andrew Freleng, Chief Planner, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Dennis Brown, Suffolk County Attorney 
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Project # PLN-27 -15 June 17, 2015 

CEQ RESOLUTION NO. 27-2015, RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING 
SEQRA CLASSIFICATIONS OF LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTIONS LAID ON THE 
TABLE JUNE 2, 2015 PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 450 OF THE SUFFOLK 
COUNTY CODE 

WHEREAS, the legislative packet regarding resolutions laid on the table June 2, 2015 
has been received in the CEQ office; and 

WHEREAS, staff has preliminarily reviewed the proposed resolutions and recommended 
SEQRA classifications; now, therefore, be it 

1st RESOLVED, that in the judgment of the CEQ, based on the information received and 
presented, a quorum of the Council recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County 
Executive, pursuant to Chapter 450 of the Suffolk County Code, that the attached list of actions 
and projects be classified by the Legislature and County Executive pursuant to SEQRA as so 
indicated. 

DATED: 6/17/2015 
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PROJECT#: PLN-27-2015 
RESOLUTION#: 27-2015 

DATE: June 17, 2015 

RECORD OF CEQ RESOLUTION VOTES 
CEQ APPOINTED MEMBERS AYE NAY ABSTAIN NOT PRESENT RECUSED 

James Bagg !g) D 0 0 D 

Eva Growney 0 D 0 !g) D 

Thomas C. Gulbransen 0 D 0 !g) D 

Hon. Kara Hahn !g) D 0 0 D 

Michael Kaufman !g) D 0 0 D 

Daniel Pichney 0 D 0 !g) D 

Gloria G. Russo !g) D 0 0 D 

Mary Ann Spencer !g) D D 0 D 

Larry Swanson !g) D 0 0 D 

CAC REPRESENTATIVES 0 D D D D 

Motion: Mr. Kaufman 
Second: Mr. Swanson 

Further information may be obtained by contacting: 

Andrew P. Freleng, Chief Planner 
Council on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, New York 11788 
Tel: {631) 853-5191 
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L A I D  O N  T H E  T A B L E  J U N E  2 ,  2 0 1 5  
LADS REPORT PREPARED BY: 

Michele Gerardi  
(Revised 6/5/2015) 

 
1442. Accepting the Suffolk County Climate Action Plan. (Krupski) ENVIRONMENT, 

PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 
  
1443. Approving payment to General Code Publishers for Administrative Code pages. 

(Pres. Off.) WAYS & MEANS 
  
1444. Amending Resolution No. 379-2015, establishing a Southern Pine Beetle Joint 

Commission. (Calarco) WAYS & MEANS 
  
1445. Authorizing the reconveyance of County-owned real estate pursuant to Section 

215, New York State County Law to Jason Aviano and Life Estate of Nancy 
Aviano. (Calarco) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1446. Authorizing a limited reopening of the Suffolk County Cemetery in Yaphank. 

(Anker) HEALTH 
  
1447. Adopting Local Law No.  -2015, A Local Law amending Chapter 101 of the Suffolk 

County Code. (Hahn) GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL, HOUSING & 
CONSUMER PROTECTION 

  
1448. Appoint member to the Suffolk County Animal and Pet Advisory Board (Pamela 

Green). (Spencer) GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL, HOUSING & 
CONSUMER PROTECTION 

  
1449. Appoint member to the Suffolk County Animal and Pet Advisory Board (Donald 

Sterling). (Spencer) GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL, HOUSING & 
CONSUMER PROTECTION 

  
1450. Developing a Wellness Program for County Employees. (Lindsay) HEALTH 
  
1451. Adopting Local Law No. -2015, A Local Law to clarify the procedures for review 

of applications for licenses and leases at Gabreski Airport. (Schneiderman) 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

  
1452. Appropriating funds in connection with the purchase of Custom Fitted Ballistic Soft 

Body Armor Vests for the Police Department (CP 3153). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC 
SAFETY 

  
1453. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with pavement resurfacing of CR 83, North Ocean Avenue from the 
vicinity of Sunrise Highway (NY27) to the vicinity of LIE (I-495) (CP 5599, PIN 
076083). (Co. Exec.)  PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1454. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with pavement resurfacing of CR 100, Suffolk Avenue from the vicinity 
of Washington Avenue to the vicinity of NY 454 (CP 5599, PIN 076084). (Co. 
Exec.) PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(25)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(1)(4)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(1)(4)(20)(27) 



1455. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 
connection with pavement resurfacing of Long Island Expressway (I-495) North 
and South Service Roads from the vicinity of CR 13, Crooked Hill Road to the 
vicinity of NY 231 (CP 5599, PIN 076085). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC WORKS, 
TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1456. Amending Resolution No. 1187-2014. (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC SAFETY 
  
1457. Amending the Suffolk County Classification and Salary Plan in connection with a 

new position title in the Department of Civil Service/Human Resources: Chief 
Personnel Analyst (Classification). (Co. Exec.) GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
PERSONNEL, HOUSING & CONSUMER PROTECTION 

  
1458. Amending the Suffolk County Temporary Classification and Salary Plan for 

temporary personnel in the Department of Public Works. (Co. Exec.) 
GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL, HOUSING & CONSUMER 
PROTECTION 

  
1459. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with improvements to CR 4, Commack Road/I-495 Bridge Replacement 
Feasibility Study (CP 5584, PIN 076088). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC WORKS, 
TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1460. Amending Resolution No. 1204-2014 in connection with the improvements to 

buildings and facilities Countywide (CP 1817). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC WORKS, 
TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1461. Authorizing use of Cupsogue County Park by Blessings in a Backpack and 

Backpacks for Fellow Students for their Run For A Reason Fundraiser. (Co. Exec.) 
PARKS & RECREATION 

  
1462. Authorizing use of Manorville Hills County Park by the Long Island Greenbelt Trail 

Conference for its 15K Trail Race Fundraiser. (Co. Exec.) PARKS & 
RECREATION 

  
1463. Authorizing use of Cedar Beach County Park by Event Power for its Mighty North 

Fork Triathlon Fundraiser. (Co. Exec.) PARKS & RECREATION  
  
1464. Accepting and appropriating $5,500 in sub-granted funds from the Citizens 

Campaign Fund for the Environment for a prescription drug reclamation initiative 
sponsored by a grant from the State of New York Department of Health with 
79.14% support. (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC SAFETY 

  
1465. Accepting and appropriating a grant in the amount of $455,500 from the New York 

State Division of Criminal Justice Services for the 2015 Motor Vehicle Theft and 
Insurance Fraud (MVTIF) Program with 78.04% support. (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC 
SAFETY 

  
1466. Accepting and appropriating a grant in the amount of $66,745 in Federal pass-

through funding from the State of New York Division of Criminal Justice Services 
for the Suffolk County Police Department’s Stop Violence Against Women Formula 
Grant Program with 75% support. (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC SAFETY 

  

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(1)(4)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(2)(20)(25)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(15)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(15)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(15)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 



1467. Authorizing use of the Long Island Maritime Museum by the Rotary Club of Sayville 
for Annual Beefsteak Fundraiser. (Co. Exec.) PARKS & RECREATION 

  
1468. Authorizing use of the Long Island Maritime Museum by the Cystic Fibrosis 

Foundation for their Annual “Sayville Run/Walk & Barbeque” Fundraiser. (Co. 
Exec.) PARKS & RECREATION 

  
1469. Reappointing Anna Throne-Holst to the Suffolk County Landbank Corporation 

Board of Directors. (Co. Exec.) ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
  
1470. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program in connection with the acquisition 

of Globally Managed Network Protection and Security (CP 1807). (Co. Exec.) 
EDUCATION AND INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

  
1471. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program in connection with Fiber Cabling 

Network and WAN Technology Upgrades (CP 1726). (Co. Exec.) EDUCATION 
AND INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

  
1472. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program in connection with Suffolk County 

Disaster Recovery (CP 1729). (Co. Exec.) EDUCATION AND INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY 

  
1473. Authorizing the inclusion of new parcel(s) into an existing certified Agricultural 

District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 – Albert J. and Mary F. Krupski, Jr. 
(SCTM Nos. 1000-074.00-04.00-004.001, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.002, 1000-
074.00-04.00-004.003, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.004, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.005, 
1000-074.00-04.00-004.006, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.009). (Co. Exec.) 
ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1474. Authorizing the inclusion of new parcel(s) into an existing certified Agricultural 

District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 –  JR Landscaping Inc. (SCTM No. 0900-
083.00-01.00-009.002) and Long Lane Farm Corp. (SCTM No. 0300-157.00-
03.00-002.000). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1475. Authorizing the inclusion of new parcel(s) into an existing certified Agricultural 

District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 – John Verderber (SCTM No. 0600-
085.00-03.00-012.003), 359 Main Road LLC (SCTM No. 0600-085.00-03.00-
067.000), 1486 Sound Avenue LLC (SCTM No. 0600-085.00-03.00-072.104), 406 
Main Road LLC (SCTM No. 0600-085.00-03.00-073.002), and 1546 Sound 
Avenue LLC (SCTM No. 0600-021.00-02.00-008.000). (Co. Exec.) 
ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1476. Authorizing the disapproval of a new parcel for inclusion into an existing  certified 

Agricultural District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 – JCNSL LLC (SCTM No. 
0200-722.00-01.00-017.000). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND 
AGRICULTURE 

  
1477. Authorizing the inclusion of new parcel(s) into an existing certified Agricultural 

District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 – Pal-O-Mine Equestrian, Inc. (SCTM 
No. 0504-004.00-01.00-016.000). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND 
AGRICULTURE 

  
  

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(15)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(25)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(15)(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(25)(27) 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(25)(27) 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 



1478. Authorizing the inclusion of  new parcel(s) into an existing certified Agricultural 
District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 – 29 Norwood Road LLC (SCTM No. 
0400-011.00-01.00-025.000) and Norwood Property Search & Management LLC 
(SCTM No. 0400-011.00-01.00-026.000). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, 
PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1479. Authorizing the disapproval of a new parcel for inclusion into an existing  certified 

Agricultural District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015 – Sagaponack Realty, LLC 
(SCTM No. 0908-010.00-03.00-001.000). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, 
PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1480. Authorizing the inclusion of three new parcels – Sylvester Manor Educational 

Farm, Inc. (SCTM Nos. 0700-008.00-01.00-005.005, 0700-008.00-01.00-005.007, 
0700-008.00-01.00-005.008) and the disapproval of one parcel – Sylvester Manor 
Educational Farm, Inc. (SCTM No. 0700-008.00-01.00-005.010) into an existing 
certified Agricultural District(s) in the County of Suffolk – 2015. (Co. Exec.) 
ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1481. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with resurfacing of CR 80, Montauk Highway from the vicinity of CR 
101, Sills Road to the vicinity of NY 24 (CP 5599, PIN 076090). (Co. Exec.) 
PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1482. Appropriating funds in connection with the improvements to CR 7, Wicks Road/I-

495 Bridge Replacement Feasibility Study (CP 5539, PIN 076089). (Co. Exec.) 
PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1483. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with Resurfacing of CR 48, Middle Road from the vicinity of Cox Neck 
Road to the vicinity of Horton Lane (CP 5599, PIN 076091). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC 
WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1484. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with County Wide Highway Inventory Study for American’s with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) Compliance (CP 3314, PIN 076087). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC 
WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1485. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 

connection with the County share for participation in resurfacing of CR 94, Nugent 
Drive/Center Drive from the vicinity of River Road to the vicinity of CR 51, East 
Moriches-Riverhead Road (CP 5599, PIN 076092). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC WORKS, 
TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1486. Calling for a public hearing for the purpose of considering the proposed increases 

and improvements to the facilities at Suffolk County Sewer District No. 11 – Selden 
(CP 8117). (Co. Exec.) PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 

  
1487. To readjust, compromise, and grant refunds and chargebacks on correction or 

errors/County Treasurer by: County Legislature (Control No. 430). (Co. Exec.) 
BUDGET AND FINANCE 

  
  
  

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(21)(27) 

Unlisted Action/ 
Negative 
Declaration 
 



1488. Appropriating funds for the Brownfields Program, former Canine Kennel site at 
Gabreski Airport (CP 8223). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND 
AGRICULTURE 

  
1489. Appropriating funds for the Brownfields Program, former Blue Point Laundry site 

(CP 8223). (Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 
  
1490. Amending the 2015 Operating Budget and appropriating funds in connection with 

bonding for a settlement for a liability case against the County. (Co. Exec.) 
BUDGET AND FINANCE 

  
1491. Amending the 2015 Operating Budget and appropriating funds in connection with 

bonding for a settlement for a liability case against the County. (Co. Exec.) 
BUDGET AND FINANCE 

  
1492. Accepting and appropriating 100% pass through funding from the New York State 

Office of Children and Family Services (OCFS) to the Suffolk County Department 
of Social Services to increase the number of child trafficking victims identified and 
served and authorizing the County Executive and the Commissioner of Social 
Services to execute a contract. (Co. Exec.) HUMAN SERVICES 

  
1493. Approving and adopting the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035. 

(Co. Exec.) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 
  
1494. Transferring 100% grant funding in the amount of $35,000 awarded by the US 

Department of Justice to the Suffolk County Sheriff’s Office, Suffolk County Police 
Department, Suffolk County Probation Department and District Attorney’s Office. 
(Co. Exec.) PUBLIC SAFETY 

  
1495. Appointing Cara Longworth to the Suffolk County Landbank Corporation Board of 

Directors. (Co. Exec.) ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
  
1496. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Joseph P. Sorrenti a/k/a Joseph B. 
Sorrenti and Anthony Sorrenti a/k/a Antonio Sorrenti, as to a life estate (SCTM No.  
0200-764.00-01.00-024.001). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1497. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act David Anderson (SCTM No. 0200-
351.00-02.00-009.001). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1498. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Everett Rosset as administrator of 
the estate of Lois Rosset (SCTM No.  0900-146.00-01.00-039.001). (Co. Exec.) 
WAYS & MEANS 

  
1499. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act George Dempsey and Lawanda 
Dempsey, his wife (SCTM No. 0103-010.00-03.00-028.000). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & 
MEANS 
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Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 

Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 
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1500. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 
under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act James Patrick O'Connor and 
Miriam O'Connor (SCTM No. 0400-118.00-03.00-104.000). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & 
MEANS 

  
1501. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Jeanne Frazer (SCTM No. 0500-
380.00-01.00-120.000). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1502. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Kevin Moloney (SCTM No. 0200-
486.00-06.00-024.007). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1503. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Pamela Liguori (SCTM No.  0500-
342.00-01.00-007.000). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1504. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Patricia Kavanaugh (SCTM No. 
0600-126.00-02.00-045.000). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1505. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Paul F. Muller (SCTM No. 0900-
254.00-01.00-004.000). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1506. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Samuel C. Chavez and Elsy 
Molina, as husband and wife (SCTM No. 0500-292.00-02.00-068.009). (Co. Exec.) 
WAYS & MEANS  

  
1507. Authorizing the sale, pursuant to Local Law No. 16-1976, of real property acquired 

under Section 46 of the Suffolk County Tax Act Shultz's Holding Corp. (SCTM No.  
0500-412.00-03.00-017.002). (Co. Exec.) WAYS & MEANS 

  
1508. Authorizing the reappropriation of sewer grant funds. (Co. Exec.) BUDGET AND 

FINANCE 
  
1509. To readjust, compromise, and grant refunds and charge-backs on real property 

correction of errors by: County Legislature (Control No.  1009-2015). (Co. Exec.) 
BUDGET AND FINANCE 

  
1510. Amending the Adopted 2015 Operating Budget to transfer funds from Fund 477 

Water Quality Protection, amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program, and 
appropriating funds in connection with the Village of Babylon Street Sweeping 
Program (CP 8710.516). (McCaffrey) ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND 
AGRICULTURE 

  
1511. Directing the development of a cost benefit analysis for retaining a County 

architect.  (Cilmi) PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 
  
1512. Adopting Local Law No. -2015, A Charter Law to amend Local Law No. 32-2014 

to accelerate the consolidation of financial management functions in the County 
Department of Audit and Control. (Co. Exec.)  **ADOPTED WITH CN 6/2/2015** 
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Unlisted Action 
 

Unlisted Action 
 

Unlisted Action 
 

Unlisted Action 
 

Unlisted Action 
 

Unlisted Action 
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Type II Action 
6 NYCRR 617.5(c) 
(20)(27) 



1513.  Directing the Suffolk County Traffic and Parking Violations Agency to institute a 
Payment Plan Program for parking tickets. (Hahn)   WAYS & MEANS 

  
1514. Authorizing the County Executive to execute an agreement with the Suffolk County 

Correction Officers Association Inc. covering the terms and conditions of 
employment for employees covered under the Bargaining Unit No. 10 for the 
period January 1, 2011 through December 31, 2018. (Co. Exec.)  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL, HOUSING & CONSUMER PROTECTION 

  
1515. Accepting and appropriating a grant award from the National Science Foundation, 

for an Advanced Technological Education Program entitled “Leading Innovation 
through Green High-Tech Engineering, Sustainability and Security” (LIGHTES2), 
100% reimbursed by Federal funds at Suffolk County Community College. (Co. 
Exec.) **ADOPTED ON 6/2/15** 

  
1516. Approving Ferry License for Beachcomber Freight Service, LLC d/b/a Coastline 

Freight. (Pres. Off.) PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 
  
1517. Approving Ferry Freight rates for Beachcomber Freight Service, LLC. (Pres. Off.) 

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 
  
1518. Authorizing the reconveyance of County-owned real estate pursuant to Section 

215, New York State County Law to Wendy C. Halpin, administrator of the estate 
of Thomas W. Halpin (SCTM No. 0400-198.00-02.00-016.000). (D’Amaro) WAYS 
& MEANS 

  
1519. Adopting Local Law No.  -2015, A Local Law To clarify affordable housing 

requirements. (Krupski)  PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION AND ENERGY 
  
1520. Amending the 2015 Adopted Capital Budget and authorizing the execution of an 

Grant Agreement with the Federal Aviation Administration and the New York State 
Department of Transportation in connection with the Pavement Management 
Rehabilitation at Gabreski Airport (CP 5739). (Co. Exec.) ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

  
1521. Amending Resolution No. 704-2014 in connection with the innovative alternative 

onsite Wastewater Treatment Program (CP 8710.140). (Co. Exec.) 
ENVIRONMENT, PLANNING AND AGRICULTURE 

  
1522. Accepting Federal Department of the Interior Grant Program funds, amending the 

2015 Capital Budget and Program, and appropriating funds in connection with the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF) Hurricane Sandy Coastal Resiliency 
via Integrated Salt Marsh Management grant (CP 8710). (Co. Exec.) **ADOPTED 
WITH C/N 6/2/2015** 

  
1523. Approving the appointment of a relative of an acting County Court Judge in the 

Suffolk County Parks Department (Noah Ford). (Co. Exec.) GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS, PERSONNEL, HOUSING & CONSUMER PROTECTION 

  
1524. Establishing a policy for the removal of roads from the County Road System and 

the apportionment of the maintenance costs associated with County Road 
Systems.  (Co. Exec.)  PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION & ENERGY 
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1525. Amending the 2015 Capital Budget and Program and appropriating funds in 
connection with improvements to the Suffolk County Farm (CP 1796). (Browning)  
PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION & ENERGY 

  
HOME RULE MESSAGES 

  
HR01. Requesting New York State Legislature to amend the General Municipal Law, in 

relation to Adopting Local Laws to regulate taxicabs and limousines in the County 
of Suffolk (Senate Bill No. S.5263 and Assembly Bill No. A.7426). (Co. Exec.) 
**ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
HR02. Requesting the State of New York to amend the tax law to extend the additional 

one-percent sales and compensating use tax rate (Senate Bill S.5671/Assembly 
Bill A.7863). (Co. Exec.) **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
HR03. Requesting the New York State Legislature to authorize Suffolk County to extend a 

temporary hotel and motel tax. (Co. Exec.) **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 
  

PROCEDURAL MOTIONS 
  
PM11. To set a public hearing for the inclusion of new parcels into an existing Agricultural 

District – Albert J. & Mary F. Krupski, Jr. (SCTM Nos. 1000-074.00-04.00-004.001, 
1000-074.00-04.00-004.002, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.003, 1000-074.00-04.00-
004.004, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.005, 1000-074.00-04.00-004.006, and 1000-
074.00-04.00-004.009). (Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM12. To set a public hearing for the inclusion of new parcels into an existing Agricultural 

District – JR Landscaping, Inc. (SCTM No. 0900-083.00-01.00-009.002) and Long 
Lane Farm Corp. (SCTM No. 0300-157.00-03.00-002.000). (Pres. Off.)  
**ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM13. To set a public hearing for the inclusion of new parcels into an existing Agricultural 

District – John Verderber (SCTM No. 0600-085.00-03.00-012.003), 359 Main Road 
LLC (SCTM No. 0600-085.00-03.00-067.000), 1486 Sound Avenue LLC (SCTM 
No. 0600-085.00-03.00-072.104), 406 Main Road LLC (SCTM No. 0600-085.00-
03.00-073.002), 1546 Sound Avenue LLC (SCTM No. 0600-021.00-02.00-
008.000). (Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM14. To set a public hearing for the proposed inclusion of a parcel into an existing 

Agricultural District – JCNSL LLC (SCTM No. 0200-722.00-01.00-017.000). (Pres. 
Off.)   **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM15. To set a public hearing for the inclusion of new parcels into an existing Agricultural 

District – Pal-O-Mine Equestrian, Inc. (SCTM No. 0504-004.00-01.00-016.000). 
(Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM16. To set a public hearing for the proposed inclusion of a parcel into an existing 

Agricultural District – 29 Norwood Road LLC (SCTM No. 0400-011.00-01.00-
025.000) and Norwood Property Search & Management LLC (SCTM No. 0400-
011.00-01.00-026.000). (Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 
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PM17. To set a public hearing for the proposed inclusion of a parcel into an existing 
Agricultural District – Sagaponack Realty, LLC (SCTM No. 0908-010.00-03.00-
001.000). (Pres. Off.)   **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM18. To set a public hearing for the inclusion of three new parcels – Sylvester Manor 

Educational Farm Inc. (SCTM Nos. 0700-008.00-01.00-005.005, 0700-008.00-
01.00-005.007, 0700-008.00-01.00-005.008) and the disapproval of one parcel – 
Sylvester Manor Educational Farm Inc. (SCTM No. 0700-008.00-01.00-005.010) 
into an existing Agricultural District. (Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 

  
PM19. To set a public hearing on the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035. 

(Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 
  
PM20. Authorizing public hearing for approval of Ferry License for Beachcomber Freight 

Service, LLC, d/b/a Coastline Freight. (Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 
  
PM21. Authorizing public hearing for approval of rates for Beachcomber Freight Service, 

LLC, d/b/a Coastline Freight. (Pres. Off.)  **ADOPTED ON 6/2/2015** 
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

STEVEN BELLONE 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING 

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

GLORIA RUSSO 
CHAIRPERSON 

CEQ 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Honorable Steven Bellone, Suffolk County Executive 

Honorable DuWayne Gregory, Presiding Officer 

FROM: Gloria Russo, Chairperson ]fQ-c~ 

DATE: June 29, 2015 

RE: CEQ Review of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Plan 2035 

At its June 17, 2015 meeting, the CEQ reviewed the above referenced matter. Pursuant to Chapter 450 of 
the Suffolk County Code, and based on the information received, as well as that given in a presentation by 
DeWitt Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, Suffolk County Department of Economic Development 
and Planning, the Council advises the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive, in CEQ 
Resolution No. 28-2015, a copy of which is attached, that the proposed project be considered a Type II 
Action under SEQRA pursuant to the provisions of Title 6 NYCRR Part 617.5(c)(18)(20)(21)(27). 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of CEQ Resolution No. 28-2015 which sets forth the Council's 
recommendations. 

If the Council can be of further help in this matter, please let us know. 

En c. 

cc: All Suffolk County Legislators 
Tim Laube, Clerk of Legislature 
George Nolan, Attorney for the Legislature 
Sarah Lansdale, Director of Planning 
Andrew Freleng, Chief Planner, Department of Economic Development and Planning 
Dennis Brown, Suffolk County Attorney 
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Project# PLN-28-15 June 17, 2015 

CEQ RESOLUTION NO. 28-2015, RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING A 
SEQRA CLASSIFICATION AND DETERMINATION FOR THE PURPOSES OF 
CHAPTER 450 OF THE SUFFOLK COUNTY CODE FOR THE SUFFOLK 
COUNTY COMPRESHENSIVE MASTER PLAN 2035 

WHEREAS, at the June 17, 2015 Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) meeting, a 
presentation regarding the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 was given by 
DeWitt Davies, Chief Environmental Analyst, with the Suffolk County Department of Economic 
Development and Planning; and 

WHEREAS, the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 represents a planning 
document composed of an aspirational framework and general guidelines for future actions 
focused on 6 broad objectives; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to New York State General Municipal Law Section 239(p)3. a 
regional comprehensive plan is subject to the provisions of the State Environmental Quality 
Review Act (SEQRA) under Article Eight of the Environmental Conservation Law and its 
implementing regulations; and 

WHEREAS, as such the CEQ reviewed both the Type I and Type II Actions listed in Title 
6 NYCRR Part 617: State Environmental Quality Review to properly classify the Suffolk County 
Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 under SEQRA; and 

WHEREAS, in reviewing the Type I Actions the CEQ found that based on the nature and 
content of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 it does not represent "a 
municipality's land use plan", "a comprehensive resource management plan", "a municipality's 
comprehensive zoning regulations" or any of the other Type I actions listed in Section 617.4 of 
Title 6 NYCRR; and 

WHEREAS, in reviewing the Type II Actions the CEQ found that based on the nature 
and content of the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master Plan 2035 that the adoption of said 
Plan is best described as a Type II action pursuant to Section 617.5 of Title 6 NYCRR which 
includes as Type II actions: information collection, continuing agency administration and the 
adoption of concurrent environmental, engineering, economic, feasibility and other studies and 
preliminary planning and budgetary processes necessary to the formulation of a proposal for 
action, provided those activities do not commit the agency to commence, engage in or approve 
such action; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Title 6 NYCRR Part 617 any future specific projects that may 
result from the broad framework contained within the Suffolk County Comprehensive Master 
Plan 2035 will be required to be reviewed under SEQRA by the appropriate governmental 
agency (local, county, or state); now, therefore, be it 

1st RESOLVED, that based on the information received and presented, a quorum of the 
CEQ hereby recommends to the Suffolk County Legislature and County Executive that the 
proposed action be classified as a Type II Action pursuant to Title 6 NYCRR Part 
617.5(c)(18)(20)(21)(27) as this action involves the adoption of concurrent environmental, 
engineering, economic, feasibility and other studies and preliminary planning and budgetary 
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processes necessary to the formulation of a proposal for action, provided those activities do not 
commit the agency to commence, engage in or approve such action. 

DA TED:6/17 /2015 
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RECORD OF CEQ RESOLUTION VOTES 

CEQ APPOINTED MEMBERS 

James Bagg 

Eva Growney 

Thomas C. Gulbransen 

Hon. Kara Hahn 

Michael Kaufman 

Daniel Pichney 

Gloria G. Russo 

Mary Ann Spencer 

Larry Swanson 

CAC REPRESENTATIVES 

AYE NAY 

181 D 

D D 

D D 

181 D 

181 D 

0 D 

181 D 

181 D 

181 D 

D D 

ABSTAIN NOT PRESENT RECUSED 

D D 

D 181 

D 181 

D D 

D D 

D 181 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

PROJECT#: PLN-28-15 
RESOLUTION#: 28-2015 

DATE: June 17, 2015 

Recommendation: Type II Action 

Motion: Ms. Russo 
Second: Mr. Bagg 

Further information may be obtained by contacting: 

Council on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 6100 
Hauppauge, New York 11788 
Tel: (631) 853-4770 
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