STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT
DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE (NEGATIVE DECLARATION)
ROTTERDAM DISTRICT #5 WELLHEAD FACILITY

DATE:

February 11, 2016

NAME OF ACTION:

Rotterdam District #5 Wellhead Facility

LOCATION:

49 Rice Road, Rotterdam, NY 12306

SEQRA CLASSIFICATION:

[X] Type I; [ ] Unlisted

REVIEW TYPE:

[X] Coordinated; [ ] Uncoordinated

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE:

[X] Negative Declaration; [ ] Positive Declaration

______________________________________________________________________________________
The Proposed Project:
GOSR is managing the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant – Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program pursuant to the Disaster Relief
Appropriations Act of 2013 (Public Law 113-2, approved January 29, 2013). The NYS Housing Trust Fund
Corporation (HTFC), which administers the CDBG-DR program funds on behalf of GOSR, intends to approve
funding for the construction of a well head facility at 49 Rice Road near Schermerhorn Road, Town of
Rotterdam, Schenectady County, New York, from the CDBG-DR Community Reconstruction and
Infrastructure Program Fund. The Project would disturb approximately 0.7 acres of previously undeveloped
land on a 9.38-acre parcel (Parcel number 38 owned by Water District #5). The disturbance would involve the
construction of a 900-square foot well house for Well #5 in Water District #5, construction of a paved access
road, as well as grading and filling to elevate the well house for Well #5. The Project entails drilling a new
well at an existing facility in the Town of Rotterdam, Schenectady County, New York. The casing of the new
well would be elevated between two and five feet above the 500-year floodplain and at least three feet above
the flood-of-record elevation. The Rotterdam Water District #5 wellhead Project (Project) would involve
establishing a well connection to existing pipes; installing a chlorinator, motor, and pump; and constructing a
new building to house the pump and equipment and a paved access road. The new building design would be
similar to the design of the existing building that houses Well #4. Chemicals for the chlorinator would not be
stored on the Project site.
The well would be drilled approximately 120 feet southeast of Well #4. The well would be installed in
accordance with American Water Works Association (AWWA) Al 00 "Standard for Water Wells" and with
the New York State Sanitary Code, Appendix 5-D. The annular space between casing and soil would be
grouted with cement/bentonite, according to AWWA standard Al 00-06, thereby preventing surface runoff
from entering the borehole and reaching the aquifer. The finished well would be equipped with a standard
lineshaft vertical turbine pump and would be approximately 95.5 feet deep from the top of the casing to the
bottom of the 24-inch diameter screen. The well would be located in a 100-year floodplain, and it would be
elevated and constructed in accordance with the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH)
requirements. Exposed piping from the well would be ductile iron with grooved-end and rubber gasket joints,
and buried piping would be ductile iron having push-on or mechanical joints with rubber gaskets. All piping,
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fittings and joints would be National Sanitation Foundation (NSF)-approved for potable water use.
Purpose and Need:
The new well, with connection to an existing backup generator for power, is designed to be a self-sufficient
drinking water supply facility for the town in the event that the other wells become inoperative for any reason.
Under normal conditions, the pump would be powered electrically, but it would be wired through an automatic
transfer switch to the well field's existing emergency backup, a diesel-powered generator with its own storage
tank.
The wellhead facility is located in the 500-year floodplain, and was almost compromised by flooding during
Hurricane Irene and Tropical Storm Lee. The well will ensure that the Rotterdam Water District will have
potable water during a flood event.
Existing Conditions:
The proposed Project is located in the Town of Rotterdam, Schenectady County, New York. The Town of
Rotterdam is located to the south of the Mohawk River and is located within in the Mohawk River Watershed.
Recent aerial imagery shows the current land cover of the 0.7-acre portion to be disturbed is primarily
grassland. This will be converted to the new well including a motor and pump, and a new building to house
the pump and equipment.
Funding:
The total Project cost is estimated at $1,285,000. GOSR proposes to allocate funding pursuant to the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-Disaster
Recovery (CDBG-DR) program as authorized by the Disaster Relief Appropriations Act of 2013 (Public
Law 113-2, approved January 29, 2013). The NYS Housing Trust Fund Corporation (HTFC), which
administers the CDBG-DR program funds on behalf of GOSR, intends to approve funding for the
proposed Project as described in this notice.
Environmental Considerations:
The wellhead facility is located in the 500-year floodplain, and was almost compromised by flooding during
Hurricane Irene and Tropical Storm Lee. The well will ensure that the Rotterdam Water District will have
potable water during a flood event.
Land Use, Zoning, Public Policy and Urban Design – The proposed Project is consistent with existing zoning
regulations, land use types, building height and scale. The Project would maintain current land use and would
therefore be compatible with existing land use. The Project site would continue to be zoned as an “Industrial
District”. The proposed Project would also conform to the vision of the Town of Rotterdam Comprehensive
Plan, which is “to provide for the health, safety, and well-being of its citizens through the wise management
of its diverse resources”. The proposed Project would not result in the creation of new jobs and/or an increase
in the number of employees and would therefore not have an urbanizing effect.
Soil Suitability, Slope, Erosion, Drainage, and Storm Water Runoff – The proposed site has been previously
disturbed but is undeveloped, wooded land; unsuitable soils are not anticipated. According to the United States
Department of Agriculture – Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey, the proposed site is
flat with 0 to 8% slopes. The proposed activities would not change the slope of the existing site. Because the
amount of ground disturbance at the Project site would be less than one acre, a State Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (SPDES) General Stormwater Permit is not required. However, best management
practices (BMPs), such as silt fence and erosion prevention, would be implemented to eliminate erosion
impacts for program locations that require excavation or soil modification, so impacts from erosion are not
anticipated as a result of this program. Vegetation would not need to be cleared for the construction of the
new well. Although in-ground disturbance will occur for the new 900-square foot well house and the 0.25acre extension of the paved road to the Project site, any soil impacts during construction would be considered
negligible. Any stormwater runoff would dissipate naturally.
Hazards and Nuisances, including Site Safety and Noise – The proposed Project includes drilling of the new
well. A dust control mitigation program will be implemented that includes air monitoring, i.e., dust (PM10)
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measurements upwind and downwind during construction activities, and mitigative/control measures such as
wetting exposed work areas with water.
No hazardous or solid waste storage is evident on the site, and the Project would not expose new populations
to hazardous or nuisances because no new populations would reside on the Project site. A search of the
NYSDEC Bulk Storage Program Database identified six petroleum bulk storage facilities within one mile of
the Project site. A search of the NYSDEC Remedial Site Database, identified no remedial sites within on mile
of the Project site. EPA’s NEPAssist mapping tool identified eight Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
facilities, one NPDES General Permit Covered Facility, and one facility with an NPDES Individual permit
for parking lot runoff. The Project site was not identified in any of the databases searched.
Some noise may be generated during construction; however, this will be temporary and will not adversely
impact the surrounding areas. The proposed activities will not significantly increase the level of noise or
vibration compared to current conditions. In addition, no blasting will be required.
Energy Consumption – The Project would not result in additional energy consumption because the new well
would provide redundancy, rather than added capacity. The pump and generator would operate if another well
is out of service or experienced a reduction in productivity, so the well field would not require additional
energy. No impacts would occur to existing suppliers in the vicinity.
Socioeconomic Impacts and Community Facilities and Services – The proposed Project would create
temporary construction jobs. However, these jobs would not significantly increase employment opportunities
or impact income patterns. The proposed Project would not result in the creation of new permanent jobs and/or
result in an increase in the number of employees at the existing Rotterdam District #5 Wellhead Facility and
therefore would not impact employment and income patterns or alter the demographic characteristics of the
surrounding community.
In addition, the Project would not increase the demand for educational, health care or social service facilities,
nor would it directly or indirectly displace people, businesses, institutions, or community facilities as it would
occur within an existing disturbed site owned by the Rotterdam Water District #5.
The SHPO has determined that the proposed Project would have no adverse effect on properties in or eligible
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe,
Stockbridge-Munsee Community Band of Mohican Indians, Mohawk Nation Akwesasne Territory, and
Delaware Tribe of Indians were invited to consult in October 2015 and were provided the Phase IA/IB
Archeological Investigation report in October 2015. No additional compliance steps are required.
Construction of the proposed new well would result in the generation of waste. The amount of solid waste
generated from the drilling and construction would not significantly increase short-term generation of
municipal solid waste as the total acreage would be 0.7 acres. All Project-generated solid waste materials must
be managed and transported in accordance with the state’s solid and hazardous waste rules.
The wastewater and sewage disposal needs for this Project would be met by the existing onsite holding tank,
which is pumped out regularly. No changes to the potable water system or the number of people using the
system would be made.
The proposed Project would not result in the creation of new jobs and/or result in an increase in the number
of employees at the Rotterdam District #5 Wellhead Facility and therefore would not increase demand on the
water supply. The well head facility permitted pumping capacity is 10 million gallons per day and the average
daily demand is 3.64 gallons per day. Therefore, the addition of the new well will not create additional demand
on supplies from the existing water head facility. The purpose of the new well is to provide redundancy, rather
than added capacity, so that the well field could still produce up to the permitted 10 million gallons per day if
one well was out of service. The Project is within Wellhead Protection Zone 1, which is the most protective
designation. The Project would be consistent with the regulations for this protection zone including the
following:
1.

All land uses and development activities other than those directly connected with the pumping
and treatment of public water supplies is prohibited (with the exception of existing single family
residences); and
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The handling of hazardous, toxic, or other waste substances is prohibited.

The proposed Project would not result in the creation of new jobs and/or result in an increase in the number
of employees at the Rotterdam District #5 Wellhead Facility and therefore would not increase demand for
police protection, fire protection, or emergency medical services. The proposed new well would be
constructed in compliance with local building codes. The Project is expected to ensure that Rotterdam Water
District #5 has a reliable supply of potable water for residents during a flood event, which is expected to have
a beneficial impact on public safety.
The proposed Project of constructing a new well at the existing wellhead facility site would not impact open
space or recreation.
The proposed Project would not impact transportation. There would be a negligible increase in construction
traffic.
Natural Features – No Critical Environmental Areas would be affected by the Project.
No unique or unusual landforms are located on the Project site. Therefore, impacts on geological features will
not occur. No regulated wetlands are located on or adjacent to the Project site.
The nearest surface water feature is the Mohawk River located approximately 200 feet northeast. While the
proposed well is only 200 feet from the Mohawk River, it is not expected to require testing for Ground Water
under Direct Influence of surface water (GWUDI); however, the plans and specifications for the well have
been submitted to NYSDOH for review. BMPs will be implemented to avoid disturbance of the surface water
feature during construction, especially in the form of excavation or fill.
The Project site is located within a DEC-regulated principal and primary aquifer. It is also located within an
Environmental Protection Agency sole source aquifer, the Schenectady-Niskayuna Sole Source Aquifer.
However, the proposed Project will not adversely impact the groundwater or existing wells at the Rotterdam
Water District #5 wellhead facility. The purpose of the construction of Well #5 is to ensure that the Rotterdam
Water District #5 will have potable water during flood events, and it will be constructed two to five feet above
the 500-year-floodplain and at least three feet above the flood-of-record elevation to avoid such occurrences.
It will be installed in accordance with American Water Works Association (AWWA) AI 00 "Standard for
Water Wells" and with the New York State Sanitary Code. The annular space between casing and soil would
be grouted with cement/bentonite, according to AWWA standard Al 00-06, thereby preventing surface runoff
from entering the borehole and reaching the aquifer. In addition, consultation with the EPA on December 1,
2015, determined that the Project satisfies the requirements of Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water
Act (SDWA). The Project is within Wellhead Protection Zone I, and would be consistent with the regulations
for the Project zone. In addition, safety precautions on the imported fill material will be implemented, which
will require offsite testing of the soil materials prior to being transported to the site.
The Project site is within SFHA Zone AE (areas of 100-year flood where base flood elevation have been
determined), as indicated on the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) Community Panel Number 36093C0153D, dated January 8, 2014. Areas designated as an SFHA are
those subject to inundation by the 1 percent annual chance flood (e.g., a 100-year flood), also known as the
base flood. The Project site is also within the 500-year floodplain. The casing of the new well would be
elevated between two and five feet above the 500-year floodplain and at least three feet above the flood-ofrecord elevation. The direct and indirect impacts associated with the development within the floodplain would
be minimal because the area that would be permanently affected would be the area of the structure, which
would be approximately 900 square feet. The Project site is not located within a regulatory floodway.
The NY Natural Heritage Program (NYNHP) has no records of any rare or state-listed species in the Project
area. The US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) online review process, completed in October 2015,
indicated the threatened northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) may occur within the boundary of
and/or may be affected by the Project. The USFWS confirmed that the Project activities “may effect, but is
not likely to adversely impact” the northern long-eared bat.
The Project will not convert farmland to nonagricultural use; will not require preparation of an Agricultural
Impact Statement and Notice of Intent, and is exempt under the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA).
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The proposed Project is classified as a Type I action, and GOSR, as the lead agency, prepared a Long
Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) under SEQRA. The proposed Project is funding the construction of
a new well head and other drinking water infrastructure protected from flooding to ensure uninterrupted supply
of clean, safe drinking water. The Project would help ensure that critical facilities continue to operate during
major storm events through redundant backup systems (e.g., generators, pumps, and connecting supply
waterlines), and as such is not of sufficient scale to result in adverse effects to existing air quality, surface or
groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, or
to create erosion or drainage problems.
The proposed Project would include the following measures to avoid or reduce environmental effects:
•
Implementation of standard best management practices (BMP) would control dust and other
emissions during construction.
•
The casing of the new well would be elevated between two and five feet above the 500-year floodplain
and at least three feet above the flood-of-record elevation, using clean fill at a 3:1 slope. This slope would
ensure the stability of the Project site against erosion.
•
An access road would be constructed prior to the installation of the drinking water supply well. The
road would provide access for the drilling equipment and limit the amount of ground disturbance.
Additional Mitigation Measures:
To the extent practicable, the following mitigation measures recommended by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency would be implemented by the Responsible Entity to minimize
environmental impacts and create a more sustainable project:
•

Clean diesel – implement diesel controls, cleaner fuel, and cleaner construction practices for on-road and
off-road equipment used for transportation, soil movement, or other construction activities, including:
o

Strategies and technologies that reduce unnecessary idling, including auxiliary power units,
the use of electric equipment, and strict enforcement of idling limits; and

o

Use of clean diesel through add-on control technologies like diesel particulate filters and
diesel oxidation catalysts, repowers, or newer, cleaner equipment.

•

Stormwater – utilize low impact development (LID) principles such as minimizing effective
imperviousness to create site drainage, and the planting of native and non-invasive vegetation on the
project site for stormwater management purposes. Other LID practices can include bioretention facilities,
rain gardens, vegetated rooftops, rain barrels, and permeable pavements;

•

Cost-efficient, environmentally friendly landscaping – EPA’s GreenScapes program provides costefficient and environmentally friendly solutions for landscaping;

•

Energy efficiency – energy-efficient technologies should be incorporated into the station house when
possible; and

In addition to the factors considered above, the GOSR considered the following guidance from the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and its implementing regulations and determined that the Proposed Action
would:
i.

Not result in “a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface water quality or
quantity, traffic or noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste production; a substantial increase
in potential for erosion, flooding, leaching or drainage problems;” (§617.7(c)(1)( i ))

ii.

Not result in “the removal or destruction of large quantities of vegetation or fauna; substantial
interference with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species; impacts on a
significant habitat area; or other significant adverse impacts to natural resources;”(§617.7(c)(1)(iii))

iii.

Not result in “the creation of a material conflict with a community’s current plans or goals as officially
approved or adopted;” (§617.7(c)(1)(iv))

iv.

Not result in “the creation of a hazard to human health;” (§617.7(c)(1)(vii))
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v.

Not result in “a substantial change in the use, or intensity of use, of land including agricultural, open
space or recreational resources, or in its capacity to support existing uses;” (§617.7(c)(1)(viii))

vi.

Not result in “the encouraging or attracting of a large number of people to a place or places for more
than a few days, compared to the number of people who would come to such place absent the action;”
(§617.7(c)(1)(ix))

vii.

Not result in “the creation of a material demand for other actions that would result in one of the above
consequences;” (§617.7(c)(1)(x))

viii.

Not result in “changes in two or more elements of the environment, no one of which has a significant
impact on the environment, but when considered together result in a substantial adverse impact on the
environment; or (§617.7(c)(1)(xi))

Therefore, GOSR, acting as Lead Agency, and having prepared a Long Environmental Assessment Form
(LEAF), has determined that the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the environment and a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement will not need to be prepared.

Thomas J. King
Date: February 11, 2016
Assistant General Counsel
Deputy Director – Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment
Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
99 Washington Avenue Suite 1224
Albany, New York 12260
Office: (518) 473-0015

Attachments:
Environmental Assessment Form (Parts, 1, 2 and 3)
Site Location Figure
Aerial and Site Plan
Negative Declaration Distribution List
A copy of this Notice is available at the following web address:
http://www.stormrecovery.ny.gov/environmental-docs
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EAF Mapper Summary Report

Tuesday, July 14, 2015 12:47 PM

Disclaimer: The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist
project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental
assessment form (EAF). Not all questions asked in the EAF are
answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digital data available to
DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a
substitute for agency determinations.

B.i.i [Coastal or Waterfront Area]

No

B.i.ii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area]

No

C.2.b. [Special Planning District]

Yes - Digital mapping data are not available for all Special Planning Districts.
Refer to EAF Workbook.

C.2.b. [Special Planning District - Name]

NYS Heritage Areas:Mohawk Valley Heritage Corridor

E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site Potential Contamination History]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site Listed]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site Environmental Site Remediation Database]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation
Site]

No

E.2.g [Unique Geologic Features]

No

E.2.h.i [Surface Water Features]

No

E.2.h.ii [Surface Water Features]

Yes

E.2.h.iii [Surface Water Features]

Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and
waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.

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

No

E.2.i. [Floodway]

Yes

E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain]

Yes

E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain]

Yes

E.2.l. [Aquifers]

Yes

E.2.l. [Aquifer Names]

Sole Source Aquifer Names:Schenectady-Niskayuna SSA, Principal Aquifer,
Primary Aquifer

E.2.n. [Natural Communities]

No
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E.2.o. [Endangered or Threatened Species]

No

E.2.p. [Rare Plants or Animals]

No

E.3.a. [Agricultural District]

No

E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark]

No

E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area]

Yes

E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area - Name]

Aquifer Area Overlay Zone

E.3.d.ii [Critical Environmental Area Reason]

Conserve, improve, protect natural resources

E.3.d.iii [Critical Environmental Area – Date Date:4-5-85, Agency:Rotterdam, Town of
and Agency]
E.3.e. [National Register of Historic Places]

Yes - Digital mapping data for archaeological site boundaries are not
available. Refer to EAF Workbook.

E.3.e.ii [National Register of Historic Places - Enlarged Double Lock No. 23, Old Erie Canal, Enlarged Erie Barge Canal
Name]
Nominated by NPS (2014)
E.3.f. [Archeological Sites]

Yes

E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor]

No
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Agency Use Only [If applicable]
Project :
Date :

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency=s reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered 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.
If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
with this assessment.
Tips for completing Part 2:
• Review all of the information provided in Part 1.
• 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 question.
• 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 Awhole 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
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 2.

 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES
✔

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is
less than 3 feet.

E2d

✔
9

9

b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater.

E2f

✔
9

9

c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.

E2a

9
✔

9

d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons
of natural material.

D2a

9
✔

9

e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year
or in multiple phases.

D1e

✔
9

9

f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).

D2e, D2q

✔
9

9

g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area.

B1i

✔
9

9

9

9

h. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

Page 1 of 10

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, dunes,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c. If “No”, move on to Section 3.

 NO
✔

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: ________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

E2g

9

9

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

E3c

9

9

9

9

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - l. If “No”, move on to Section 4.

✔
 NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may create a new water body.

D2b, D1h

9

9

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 of water.

D2b

9

9

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

D2a

9

9

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.

E2h

9

9

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion,
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.

D2a, D2h

9

9

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal
of water from surface water.

D2c

9

9

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge
of wastewater to surface water(s).

D2d

9

9

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.

D2e

9

9

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or
downstream of the site of the proposed action.

E2h

9

9

j. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or
around any water body.

D2q, E2h

9

9

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing,
wastewater treatment facilities.

D1a, D2d

9

9
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9

9

l. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. 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.

✔
 YES

 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand
on supplies from existing water supply wells.

D2c

✔
9

9

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source: ________________________________________________________

D2c

9
✔

9

c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and
sewer services.

D1a, D2c

✔
9

9

d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater.

D2d, E2l

✔
9

9

e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated.

D2c, E1f,
E1g, E1h

✔
9

9

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

D2p, E2l

✔
9

9

g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources.

E2h, D2q,
E2l, D2c

✔
9

9

9

9

h. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding.
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, move on to Section 6.

 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES
✔

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway.

E2i

✔
9

9

b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain.

E2j

✔
9

9

c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain.

E2k

✔
9

9

d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage
patterns.

D2b, D2e

✔
9

9

e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding.

D2b, E2i,
E2j, E2k

9
✔

9

f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair,
or upgrade?

E1e

✔
9

9
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g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

9

9

6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source.
(See Part 1. D.2.f., D,2,h, D.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No”, move on to Section 7.


✔ NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

D2g
D2g
D2g
D2g
D2g

9
9
9
9
9

9
9
9
9
9

D2h

9

9

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 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 may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU=s per hour.

D2g

9

9

D2f, D2g

9

9

d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”,
above.

D2g

9

9

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

D2s

9

9

9

9

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 (CO2)
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N2O)
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

7.

Impact on Plants and Animals
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 8.
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 NO
✔

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact 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 York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

E2o

9

9

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 New York State or the federal
government.

E2o

9

9

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

E2p

9

9

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 listed by New York State or
the Federal government.

E2p

9

9
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.

E3c

9

9

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

E2n

9

9

E2m

9

9

9

9

9

9

9

9

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest,
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source: ______________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

E1b

i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of
herbicides or pesticides.

D2q

j. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

8.

Impact on Agricultural Resources
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 9.
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

✔
 NO

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the
NYS Land Classification System.

E2c, E3b

9

9

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

E1a, Elb

9

9

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of
active agricultural land.

E3b

9

9

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

E1b, E3a

9

9

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land
management system.

El a, E1b

9

9

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development
potential or pressure on farmland.

C2c, C3,
D2c, D2d

9

9

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland
Protection Plan.

C2c

9

9

9

9

h. Other impacts: ________________________________________________________
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9.

Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, go to Section 10.

✔
 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local
scenic or aesthetic resource.

E3h

9

9

b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.

E3h, C2b

9

9

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)
ii. Year round

E3h
9
9

9
9

d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed
action is:
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities

E3h

E1c

9
9

9
9

e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.

E3h

9

9

f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed
project:
0-1/2 mile
½ -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile

D1a, E1a,
D1f, D1g

9

9

9

9

E2q,

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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

 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES
✔

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact 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 on or has been
nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or
National Register of Historic Places.

E3e

9
✔

9

b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.

E3f

9
✔

9

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source: ____________________________________________________________

E3g

✔
9

9
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d. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

9

9

9

9

9

9

9

9

e. If any of the above (a-d) are answered “Yes”, continue with the following questions
to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.

The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part
of the site or property.

E3e, E3g,
E3f

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or
integrity.

E3e, E3f,
E3g, E1a,
E1b
E3e, E3f,
E3g, E3h,
C2, C3

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting.

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
municipal open space plan.
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E.1.c., E.2.q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 12.

 NO
✔

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat.

D2e, E1b
E2h,
E2m, E2o,
E2n, E2p

9

9

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource.

C2a, E1c,
C2c, E2q

9

9

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area
with few such resources.

C2a, C2c
E1c, E2q

9

9

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

C2c, E1c

9

9

9

9

e. Other impacts: _____________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c. If “No”, go to Section 13.

 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES
✔

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.

E3d

9
✔

9

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.

E3d

✔
9

9

9

9

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.
(See Part 1. D.2.j)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, go to Section 14.

✔
 NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network.

D2j

No, or
small
impact
may occur
9

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

D2j

9

9

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access.

D2j

9

9

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

D2j

9

9

e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods.

D2j

9

9

9

9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.
(See Part 1. D.2.k)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 15.

 NO
✔

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur
9

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

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

D2k

9

9

b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a
commercial or industrial use.

D1f,
D1q, D2k

9

9

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

D2k

9

9

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: ________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________

D1g

9

9

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light
The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.
(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and o.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No”, go to Section 16.

 NO
✔

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur
9

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur
9

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

D2m

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

D2m, E1d

9

9

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day.

D2o

9

9
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties.

D2n

9

9

e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing
area conditions.

D2n, E1a

9

9

9

9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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 1.D.2.q., E.1. d. f. g. and h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - m. If “No”, go to Section 17.

✔
 NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No,or
small
impact
may cccur

Moderate
to large
impact 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 community.

E1d

9

9

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation.

E1g, E1h

9

9

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.

E1g, E1h

9

9

d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the
property (e.g., easement or deed restriction).

E1g, E1h

9

9

e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.

E1g, E1h

9

9

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

D2t

9

9

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste
management facility.

D2q, E1f

9

9

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste.

D2q, E1f

9

9

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of
solid waste.

D2r, D2s

9

9

j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste.

E1f, E1g
E1h

9

9

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill
site to adjacent off site structures.

E1f, E1g

9

9

l. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the
project site.

D2s, E1f,
D2r

9

9

m. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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17. Consistency with Community Plans
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(See Part 1. C.1, C.2. and C.3.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, go to Section 18.

 NO
✔

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

 YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s).
b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town 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 regulations.

C2, C3, D1a
E1a, E1b
C2

9

9

9

9

C2, C2, C3

9

9

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

C2, C2

9

9

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

C3, D1c,
D1d, D1f,
D1d, Elb
C4, D2c, D2d
D2j

9

9

9

9

C2a

9

9

9

9

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure.
g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or
commercial development not included in the proposed action)
h. Other: _____________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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

 NO
✔

 YES

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas
of historic importance to the community.

E3e, E3f, E3g

9

9

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g.
schools, police and fire)

C4

9

9

c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where
there is a shortage of such housing.

C2, C3, D1f
D1g, E1a

9

9

d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized
or designated public resources.

C2, E3

9

9

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and
character.

C2, C3

9

9

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape.

C2, C3
E1a, E1b
E2g, E2h

9

9

9

9

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance
Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for every question
in Part 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to explain why a particular
element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental impact.
Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an 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:
x 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.
x 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.
x The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes.
x 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.
x Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact
x 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.
x Attach additional sheets, as needed.
1. Impact on Land: The construction is anticipated to last less than one year (approximately 11 months), and the proposed Project is only to physically disturb less than 1 acre of
land. In addition, the proposed location of the well has been previously stripped of its topsoil, likely in association with the historic gravel mining to the east and/or to use as fill for
the construction of the adjacent well head facility. Therefore, impacts on land associated with construction activities were determined to be minor.
2. Impact on Groundwater: While to proposed location of the new well is located within DEC principal and primary aquifers, and an EPA-regulated sole source aquifer, adverse
impacts to the groundwater or existing wells at the adjacent well head facility are not anticipated. The purpose of the new well is to ensure that the Rotterdam Water District will
have potable water during flood events. The construction of the new well will not increase or create a new demand for water. In addition, the Project will be installed in
accordance with American Water Works Association (AWWA) Al "Standard for Water Wells" and with the New York State Sanitary Code. Consultation with the EPA on
December 1, 2015, determined that the Project satisfies the requirements of Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA).
3. Impact on Flooding: The Project is located within a designated floodway associated with the Mohawk River, a 100-year floodplain, and a 500-year floodplain. However, the
well will be constructed 2 to 5 feet over the 500-year-floodplain and at least 3 feet above the flood-of-record elevation, and will not result in an increase in the potential for
erosion, flooding or drainage problem. The casing of the new well would be elevated between two and five feet above the 500-year floodplain and at least three feet above the
flood of record elevation. The direct and indirect impacts associated with the development within the floodplain would be minimal because the area that would be permanently
affected would be the area of the structure, which would be approximately 900 square feet.
4. Impact on Historic and Archaeological Resources: While the Project is located within 0.25 miles of two NRHP-listed historic sites, the Enlarged Lock No.
23 Old Erie Canal, and the New York State Barge Canal District, no cultural resources were identified on the Project site during a Phase IB Archaeological Survey field
investigation. In addition, the Project area was determined to have a low sensitivity for the presence of prehistoric and historic cultural remains. Consultation with the New York
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) was initiated in order to review the proposed Project and determine if the proposed location encompasses
historic properties of religious or cultural significance. A response was received on December 21, 2015, which confirmed that no historic properties will be affected by the
proposed Project. Consultation requests for the proposed Project was sent to the Tribal Historic Preservation Office for the Delaware Tribe of Indians, Mohawk Nation, Saint
Regis Mohawk Tribe, and the Stockbridge-Munsee Mohican Tribe. The Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe and the Stockbridge-Munsee Mohican Tribe determined that their Tribes do
not have cultural properties of concern within proposed Project area. No response was received from the other two Tribes.
5. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas: While the Project is located within a Critical Environmental Area, an Aquifer Area Overlay Zone, the proposed activities are not
anticipated to result in a reduction in the quantity or quality of the resource characteristic which was the basis for its designation as less than 1 acre of land is proposed to be
physically disturbed.

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions
SEQR Status:


� Type 1

 Unlisted

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: 
� Part 1


� Part 2


� Part 3

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 the
as lead agency that:


� 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.
 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.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 of Action:

Negative Declaration

Name of Lead Agency:

New York State Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR)

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:
Title of Responsible Officer:

Thomas J. King, Esq.

Director, Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment; Assistant General Counsel and Certifying Officer

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:

Date: 02/09/2016

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer)

Date:

For Further Information:
Contact Person: Thomas J. King
Address:

Governor's Office of Storm Recovery, 99 Washington Avenue, Suite 1224, Albany, New York 12260

Telephone Number: (518) 473-0015
E-mail: Thomas.King@StormRecovery.NY.Gov
For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to:
Chief Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (e.g., Town / City / Village of)
Other involved agencies (if any)
Applicant (if any)
Environmental Notice Bulletin: http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb/enb.html

PRINT FULL FORM
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Negative Declaration Distribution List
Rotterdam District #5 Wellhead Facility
In accordance with 6 NYCRR 617.12(b)(1), the Negative Declaration for the above-mentioned
project has been sent to the following parties for filing:
INVOLVED AGENCIES
Steven A. Tommasone, Supervisor
John F. Kirvin Government Center
1100 Sunrise Blvd
Rotterdam, New York 12306
William J. Clarke, Regional Permit Administrator
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Region 4 Office
1130 North Westcott Rd
Schenectady, NY 12306-2014
Phone: (518) 357-2069
Sam Zhou, P.E., Regional Director
New York State Department of Transportation
Region One
50 Wolf Road
Albany, NY 12232
Roger C. Sokol, Ph.D., Director
NYS Department of Health
Bureau of Water Supply Protection
Empire State Plaza
Corning Tower Rm. 1110
Albany, NY 12237
Michael J. Montysko, P.E., Chief
NYS Department of Health
Bureau of Water Supply Protection, Design Section
Empire State Plaza
Corning Tower Rm. 1110
Albany, NY 12237

Ruth Pierpont, Deputy Commissioner for Historic Preservation/ Deputy SHPO
New York State Historic Preservation Office
Peebles Island Resource Center
P.O. Box 189
Waterford, NY 12188-0189
Mr. Richard Lord
Chief of Mitigation Programs & Agency Preservation Officer
NYS Division of Homeland Security & Emergency Services
1220 Washington Avenue
Bldg 7A, Floor 4
Albany NY 12242
MUNICIPAL EXECUTIVES
Rick Lamour, Town Council
John F. Kirvin Government Center
1100 Sunrise Blvd
Rotterdam, New York 12306
Phone: (518) 355-7575, Ext. 401
John Denny, Chairman
Town Planning Commission
John F. Kirvin Government Center
1100 Sunrise Blvd
Rotterdam, New York 12306
Joseph Villano, Town Council
Town Board
John F. Kirvin Government Center
1100 Sunrise Blvd
Rotterdam, New York 12306
Samantha Miller-Herrera
Town Board
John F. Kirvin Government Center
1100 Sunrise Blvd
Rotterdam, New York 12306

INTERESTED AGENCIES

Peter Comenzo, Senior Planner
Town of Rotterdam
1100 Sunrise Boulevard
Rotterdam, NY 12306
Joanne Cocozzoli, R.N., M.S., Director of Public Health
Schenectady County Department of Public Health Services
107 Nott Terrace
Schaffer Heights
Schenectady, NY 12308
Ray Gillen, Commissioner
Schenectady County Economic Development and Planning
Schaffer Heights Suite 303
107 Nott Terrace
Schenectady, NY 12308
Jason Pelton
Schenectady County Groundwater Management Planner
Schenectady County Economic Development and Planning Department
107 Nott Terrace, Suite 303
Schenectady, New York 12308
Mickey Maher
Town of Rotterdam Building Department
1100 Sunrise Boulevard
Schenectady, New York 12306
Public Works
Town of Rotterdam
John F. Kirvin Government Center
1100 Sunrise Blvd
Rotterdam, NY 12306

