NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD, NY
LOCAL LAW INTRODUCTORY “A”/”B” OF 2012

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Town Board of the Town of New Hartford, New
York has introduced a local law designated Local Law Introductory “A”/”B” of 2012,
entitled as A LOCAL LAW TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE TOWN OF NEW
HARTFORD, CHAPTER 118 THEREOF ENTITLED ZONING, AND MAP
COINCIDENTAL THERETO, AS IT PERTAINS TO PROPERTY DESIGNATED
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PARK DISTRICT (PDP) LOCATED ALONG
WOODS HIGHWAY IN THE TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD, A DESCRIPTION
OF WHICH IS SET FORTH IN SECTION 2, AND CHANGING THE
DESIGNATION OF PROPERTY FROM PDP TO PLANNED HIGHWAY
BUSINESS (PHB) AND FROM PDP TO PLANNED DEVELOPMENT MIXED
USE (PDMU). If adopted, said Local Law Introductory (Part “A”) shall change
approximately 30.5 acres, more or less, fronting on Seneca Turnpike, as identified
hereafter, from PDP to PHB: 328.000-3-1; 328.000-3-4 thru 3-7; 328.000-3-10.1 thru
10.3; 328.000-3-11 thru 3-13; 328.010-2-1 thru 2-3; 328.010-2-5 thru 2-7. Further, if
adopted, said Local Law Introductory (Part “B”) shall change the designation of
approximately 216 acres, more or less, identified as Tax Map Parcels #328.000-3-1 thru
3-3; 328.000-3-7; 328.000-3-8; 328.000-3-10.1 thru 10.3; 316.000-2-21; 316.000-2-32.1
thru 32.4 and 316.000-2-41.1 from PDP to PDMU. Local Law Introductory “A”/“B” is
on file in the New Hartford Town Clerk’s Office, 48 Genesee Street, New Hartford, NY
where it is available for public inspection during regular business hours, or by visiting
www.newhartfordtown.com.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a Public Hearing upon said Local Law
Introductory will be held at Butler Memorial Hall, 48 Genesee Street, New Hartford, NY
on the 14" day of March 2012 at 7:00 P.M., or as soon thereafter as reached in the
regular course of business, and that an opportunity to be heard in regard thereto will then
and there be given. Butler Memorial Hall has a barrier-free access for the physically
handicapped and any such handicapped person seeking transportation to said Public
Hearing may contact Town Supervisor Patrick Tyksinski at 733-7500, Ext. 2331 during
regular business hours.

Date: February 8, 2012

Gail Wolanin Young, Town Clerk



State of New York )
County of Oneida D SS.
Town of New Hartford )

[, Gail Wolanin Young, being duly swoin, depose and say that 1 am the duly elected
Town Clerk of the Town of New Hartford; that on the 1st day of March 2012, 1 posted
the foregoing Notice and Local Law Introductory on the Bulletin Board maintained by
me pursuant to Section 30(6) of the Town Law.

<

v, ) . * _
Gl LOoba run
Gail Wolanin Young, TownL lerk

f

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this Jgd-day of)S?LA/M , 2012,

@LM////W

NOTARY PUBLIC /

ANDREA K. TOOMEY
Notary Public, Siaie of New Yor
a Hﬁg' ;# 06 104828629
ualified in Oneida Gount
My Commiission Expires Sept. 30¥ 20 @




TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD, NY
LOCAL LAW INTRODUCTORY “A” “B” OF 2012

A Local Law to Amend the Code of the Town of New Hartford, Chapter 118 thercof
entitled ZONING, and map coincidental thereto, as it pertains fo property
designated Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartford, a description of which is set forth in Section
2, and changing the designation of property from PDP to Planned Development
Mixed Use (PDMU) and from PDP to Planned Highway Business (PHB).

Section 1. Chapter 118 of the Code of the Town of New Hartford, Section 118-8 and
particularly the map coincidental thereto and made a part thereof, is hereby amended as
follows:

(Part “A”)
Change the designation of approximately 30.5 acres, more or Jess, fronting on Seneca
Turnpike identified as the following Tax Map Parcels or portions thereof and owners

from PDP to PHB:

#328.000-3-1 - Karen Szymanski/David Tadanza
#328.000-3-4 - James & Linda Radlo
#328.000-3-5 - Kim & James Marscher
#328.000-3-6 - New Hartford Office Group, LLC
#328.000-3-7 - New Hartford Office Group, LLC

#328.000-3-10.1
#328.000-3-10.2 Par Tech Corp.
#328.000-3-10.3 Par Tech Corp.

#328.000-3-11 - Norman & Rosemary Ruzinsky
#328.000-3-12 Par Tech Corp.

#328.000-3-13 Seneca Tumpike, LLC

Par Tech Corp.

#328.010-2-1 - Mary & Terrance Tupaj
#328.010-2-2 - Mary & Terrance Tupaj
#328.010-2-3 - Girolamo & Michele Tavolante
#328.010-2-5 - Tim & Kathryn Maine
#328.010-2-6 - Norma Deep
#328.010-2-7 - Fred Grimaldi

and

(Pa_ft “B!))

Change the designation of approximately 216 acres, more or less, identified as the follow
Tax Map Parcels for portions thereof and owners from PDP to PDMU:

#328.000-3-1 - Karen Szymanski/David ladanza
#328.000-3-2 - Amn & Daniel Rieben
#328.000-3-3 - Samuel & Margaret Silverman



#328.000-3-7 - New Hartford Office Group, LLC

#328.000-3-8 - Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.
#328.000-3-10.1 - Par Tech Corp.
#328.000-3-10.2 - Par Tech Corp.
#328.000-3-10.3 - Par Tech Corp.

#316.000-2-21 - Michael Paladino
#316.000-2-32.1 - Woods 840 LLC
#316,000-2-32.2 - James & Michelle Henderson
#316.000-2-32.3 - David Wargo

#316.000-2-32.4 - Crown Atlantic Company, LLC
#316.000-2-41.1 - AXNY Office, LP;

Section 2. The boundaries and description of the PHRB District, as revised, are shown on
the drawing attached as Exhibit B, and described as follows:

PROPOSED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED
“«PLANNED HIGHWAY BUSINESS DISTRICT”
“pPARCEL #1 —5.24/- ACRES”

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND SITUATE IN THE TOWN OF NEW
HARTFORD, COUNTY OF ONEIDA AND STATE OF NEW YORK BOUNDED
AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: ‘

Beginning at a point on the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5
(State Highway Number 9205) (Seneca ‘Turnpike), said point standing at the intersection
of the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route S with the division line
between the westerly boundary of Herbert and Ida Robinson (Now or Formetly) on the
west (Tax Parcel 328.006-3-17) (Liber 2706 of Deeds at Page 682) and the property of
Karen Szymanski, Etal. (Now or Formerly) on the east (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-1) Liber
2359 of Deeds at Page 148); said point of beginning being approximately 120 feet
easterly of the southeasterly corner of Lexington Boulevard; thence northeasterly a
distance of approximately 195 feet along said aforementioned division line to a point;
thence easterly a distance of approximately 147 feet and through the property of Karen
Szymanski, Etal. to the notthwesterly corer of lands of Terrence Tupaj (Reputed Owner)
(Tax Parcel 328.010-2-1); thence easterly a distance of approximately 219 feet along the
northerly boundary of Terrence Tupaj and then along the northerly boundary of lands of
Terrence Tupaj and Mary Tupaj (Reputed Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-2) to the

. northeasterly corner of Terrence Tupa] and Mary Tupaj; thence northeasterly a distance
of approximately 85 feet through the property of Karen Szymanski, Etal. to the
northwesterly corner of lands of Girolamo Tavolante and Michele Tavolante and Michele
Tavolante (Reputed Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-3); thence casterly a distance of
approximately 605 feet along the northerly boundary of Girolamo Tavolante and Michele
Tavolante, the northerly boundary of Timothy Maine and Kathryn Maine (Reputed
Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-5), the northerly boundary of Norman Deep (Reputed
Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-6) and then along the northerly boundary of Fred B.
Grimaldi (Reputed Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-7) to a point; thence continuing along



the northerly boundary of Fred B. Grimaldi in an easterly direction a distance of
approximately 70 feet to the westerly highway boundary of W oods Road; thence
southerly a distance of approximately 230 feet along the westerly highway boundary of
Woods Road to the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5; thence
westerly along the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5 a distance of
approximately 1189 feet to the point and place of beginning,

The above described parcel containing 5.2 acres of land, more or less.
Subject to any easements, covenants or restrictions of record,

“PARCEL #2 — 25.3+/- ACRES”

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND SITUATE IN THE TOWN OF NEW
HARTRORD, COUNTY OF ONEIDA AND STATE OF NEW YORK, BOUNDED
AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

Beginning at a point on the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5
(State Highway Number 9205) (Sencea Turnpike), said point standing at the intersection
of the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5 with the division line
between the easterly highway boundary of W oods Road on the west and the property of
the New Hartford Office Group, LLC (Now or Formerly) on the east (Tax Parcel
328.000-3-7) (Instrument Number 2005-025875); thence northerly a distance of
approximately 309 feet along the easterly highway boundary of W oods Road to appoint;
thence continuing northerly a distance of approximately 875 feet along the easterly
highway boundary of Woods Road to a point standing on the southerly highway
boundary of a 60 ft. wide Town Highway (Road “A”) (Instrument Number 2010-
016652); thence easterly a distance of approximately 758 fect along the southerly
highway boundary of a 60 ft. wide Town Highway (Road “A”) to a point standing on the
northerly extension of the division line of the lands of the New Hartford Office Group,
LLC on the west and Par Technology Corporation (Now or Formerly) (Liber 2166 of
Deeds at Page 61) (Tax Parcel 328.00-3-10.1) on the east; thence southerly a distance of
approximately 878 feet along the northerly extension of the division line of the lands of
the New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the west and Par Technology Corporation on the
cast and then along the division line of the lands of the New Hartford Office Group, LLC
on the west and Par Technology Corporation on the east to a point; thence southwestetly
a distance of approximately 149 feet continuing along the division line of the lands of the
New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the west and Par Technology Corporation on the
cast o the division line of the lands of the New Hastford Office Group, LLC on the south
and Par Technology Corporation on the north; thence easterly a distance of
approximately 131 fect along the division line of the lands of the New Hartford Office
Group, LLC on the south and Par Technology Corporation on the north and then along
the northerly boundary of Norman Ruzinsky and Rosemary Ruzinsky (Now or Formerly)
and continuing along the easterly extension of the northerly boundary of Norman
Ruzinsky and Rosemary Ruzinsky through the lands of Par Technology Corporation to a
point thence eastetly at an exterior angle of approximately 166 degrees a distance of



approximately 175 feet through the lands of Par Technology Cotporation to a point;
thence northerly at an exterior angle of approximately 104 degrees a distance of
approximately 35 feet through the lands of Par T cchnology Corporation to point; thence
easterly at an interior angle of approximately 90 degrees a distance of approximately 564
feet through the lands of Par Technology Corporation (Tax Parcel 328.00-3-10.1) (Tax
Parcel 328.00-3-10.2) (Tax Parcel 328.00-3-10.3) to the division line between the
property of Par Technology Corporation (Tax Parcel 328.00-23-10.3) on the west and the
property of Southside Land Associates, LLC (Now or Formerly) (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-
14) on the east; thence southetly along said aforementioned division line a distance of
approximately 300 feet to a point standing on the northerly highway boundary of New
York State Route 5; thence northwesterly along the northerly highway boundary of New
Vork State Route 5 a distance of approximately 1403 feet to the point and place of
beginning.

The above described parcel containing 25.3 acres of land, more or less.
Subject to any casements, covenants or restrictions of record.

Section 3. The boundaries and description of the PDMU District as revised are shown on
the drawing attached as Exhibit A, and described as follows:

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND situate in the Town of New Hartford,
County of Oneida, State of New York and more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a Point on the northerly boundary of N.Y. State Route 5, State Highway
number 9205 at its intersection with the division line between the property of Herbert and
Ida Robinson on the west, (Tax Parcel) 328.006-3-17, Deed Book 2706 Page 682) and
the property of Karen Szymanski EtAL on the east, (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-1, Deed Book
2359, Page 148), said point also being approximately 120 feet casterly of the
southeasterly corner of Lexington Boulevard; thence northeasterly approximately 1100
feet along said division line to an angle point; thence through the property of Karen
Szymanski EtAL along a northerly bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle
of approximately 174 degrees from the back tangent or previously mentioned division
line and a distance of approximately 480 feet to an angle point on the division line
between the property of Frank and James Paladino, (Tax Parcel 316.000-2-21, Deed
Book 2681 Page 675), on the northeast and the property of Karen Szymanski, EtAL on
the southwest; thence along said division line on a southeasterly bearing having an
exterior clockwise deflection angle of approximately 274 degrees from the back tangent
and a distance of approximately 876 feet to an angle point in the center of existing W oods
Road, a Town highway; thence along a northwesterly bearing having an exterior
clockwise deflection angle of approximately 76 degrees from the back tangent and a
distance of approximately 520 fect to a point, (the last mentioned course and distance
fronting approximately 420 feet of the Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation parcel of
land, Tax Parcel 328.000-3-8), said point being a point on the division line between the
property of John and Rose Wargo on southwest, (Tax Parcel 316.000-2-32.1, Deed Book
2085 Page 460) and the property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on the northeast, (Tax Parcel



328.000-3-7, Deed Book 1763 Page 392); thence continuing northwesterly along the last
mentioned bearing and along said division line approximately 1200 feet to an angle point
on the division line between the property of John and Rose Wargo on the northwest and
the property of Frank Beckerman, FtAL on the southeast; thence northeasterly along
said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the
back tangent of approximately 270 degrees and a distance of approximately 300 feet to an
angle point on the division line between the property of John and Rose Wargo on the
southwest and the property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on the northeast; thence
northwesterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise
deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 97 degrees, a distance of
approximately 1350 feet to a point on the corporation line between the TOWN OF
WHITESTOWN on the northwest and the TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD on the
southeast, said point also being on the northerly property line of Frank Beckerman EtAL
(Deed Book 1763 Page 392); thence northeasterly along said property line on a bearing
having an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately
263 degrees and a distance of approximately 200 feet to an angle point on the division
line between the property of Jon E. Yager EtAL on the northeast, (Tax Parcel 316.000-2-
33, Deed Book 2753 Page 276) and the property of Frank Beckerman, EtAL on the
southwest, (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-7, Deed Book 1763 Page 392); thence southeasterly
along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle of
~ approximately 272 degrees from the back tangent and a distance of approximately 800
feet, (approximately 265 feet along Jon E. Yager, EtAL westerly property line, (lax
Parcel 316.000-2-36), to an angle point on the division line between the property of
B.O.CLES. on the northwest and the property of Frank Beckerman, EtAL on the
southeast; thence northeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior
clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 87 degrees and a
distance of approximately 1230 feet to an angle point on the division line between the
property of B.O.C.E.S. on the northeast and the property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on
the southwest; thence southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an
exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 271 degrees
and a distance of approximately 950 feet, (i.e. approximately 870 feet along B.O.C.E.S.
westerly property line and approximately 80 feet along Elmer McCubbin and Wife
westerly property line (Tax Parcel 316.000-2-41.1, Deed Book 1410 Page 567), to an
angle point on the division line between the property of Jon E. Yager EtAL, on the
southeast, (Tax Parcel 316.000-2-42, Deed Book 2753 Page 276) and the property of
Frank Beckerman, E{AL (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-7) on the northwest, thence
southwesterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise
deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 270 degrees and a distance of
approximately 610 feet to an angle point on the division line between the property of Jon
E.Yager EtAL on the northeast and the property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on the
southwest; thence southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior
clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 90 degrees and a
distance of approximately 920 feet to an angle point on the division line between the
property of Jon E. Yager EtAL on the northeast and the property of Par Technology
Corporation (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9) on the southwest; thence southeasterly along said
division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back



tangent of approximately 102 degrees and a distance of approximately 640 feet to an
angle point, on the division line between the property of Par Technology Corporation on
the southwest (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9), and the following four properties on the

northeast:

1) Jon E. Yager, EtAL — Tax Parcel 3 16.000-2-42, Deed Book 2753 Page 276
2) Fifth Garden Park — Tax Parcel 328.000-3-20.2, Deed Book 2327 Page 17
3} John M. Coyne — Tax Parcel 328.000-3-18, Deed Book 2371 Page 57

4) Sacred Heart Cemetery — Tax Parcel 328.000-3-17;

thence southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise
deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 257 degrees and a distance of
approximately 1610 feet to an angle point on the division line between the property of
Loomis and Richard Grossman on the southwest (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-16.1, Deed Book
2713 Page 498) and Par Technology Corporation on the northeast, (Tax Parcel 328.000-
3-9); thence northwesterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior
clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 283 degrees and a
distance of approximately 200 feet to an angle point on the division line between the
property of Loomis and Richard Grossman on the northeast and the property of Par
Technology Corporation (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9) on the southwest; thence southeasterly
along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle from
the back tangent of approximately 78 degrees and a distance of approximately 430 feet to
an angle point, on the division line between the property of Par Technology Corporation
(Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9) on the northeast and the following two (2) properties on the
southwest:

1) Lawrence R. Adler and Craig G. Delasin, Tax Parcel 328.000-3-15, Deed Book 2808
Page 1

2) Frank and Beatrice Marn, Tax Parcel 328.000-3-14, Deed Book 1888 Page 661,

thence northwesterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior
clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 283 degrees and a
distance of approximately 198 feet to an angle point on the division line between the
property of Frank and Beatrice Marn on the northeast and the property of Par Technology
Corporation on the southwest (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-10, Deed Book 2166 Page 61);
thence southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise
defiection angle from the back tangent of approximately 78 degrees and a distance of
approximately 300 feet to a point on the northerly highway boundary of the aforesaid
New York State Highway, State Highway Number 9205 also know as SENECA
TURNPIKE; thence northwesterly along said northerly highway boundary on a bearing
having an exterior clockwise deflection angle of approximately 283 degrees and a
distance of 2720 feet to the point of beginning, containing approximately 197 acres of
land, more or less.



Section 4. This local law eliminates the PDP previously established as the “New Hartford
Business Park” on Woods Road as referenced in Sections 118-7R and 118-39 and
changes the boundaries of the Town of New Hartford Zoning Map to replace the PDP
with PDMU or PHB as stated above.

Section 5. All other provisions of Chapter 118 of the Code of the Town of New
Hartford, and amendments thereto, are hereby affirmed except to the extent that this
Local Law shall modify or amend.

Section 6. This Local Law shall become effective immediately upon its filing with the
Office of the Secretary of State.



STATE OF NEW YORK R CRIVED
COUNTY OF ONEIDA A _}?;3- g b [5( ‘h
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD e i v ( '} :
R L AN RN}
VNN CLERE) ]

PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE X1V OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODE

fhe undersigned Petitioners who fogether own more than fifty percent (50%) of the
included wilhin the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located atong Woods
v Hartford, hereby Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning
arlford to re-designate approximately 235 acres of the PDP  as
Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMU) as shown on exhibit A and as described by metes and
bounds on exhibit B. The Pelilioners inoreover further Petition the Town Board to amend the
Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford 1o re-designate approximalely 17 acres of the PDP as
Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C and as described by meles and bounds

on exhibit D,

property
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Map of the Town of New H

¢ of the requested Zoning Map amendment is to bring the Town ol New
with the Town of New Hartford Comprchensive Plan.
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of a} reducing the number, types, and avaitabilily
of Planned Development Districts in the Town and, b) providing a transitiopal Planncd Highway
Business (PHI3) zone along Seneca ‘Turopike. The amendment will also encourage cconomic
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> FATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF ONEIDA
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD

PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE XIV OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODIE

The undersigned Petitioners who fogether own more than fifty pereent (50%) of the
property included within the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartford, hereby Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning
Mayp of the Town of New Hartlord (o re-designate approximately 235 acres of the PDP  as
Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMUY) as shown on exhibit A and as described by meles and
bounds on exhibit B. The Petitioners moreover further Petition the Town Board to amend the
Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designale approximately 17 acres of the PDP as
Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C and as described by metes and bounds

on exhibit D,

The purpose of the requested Zoning Map amendment is to bring the Town of New
Hartord Zoning into compliance with the Town of New Hartford Comprehensive Plan,
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of a) reducing (he number, types, and availability
of Planned Development Dislricts in the Town and, b) providing a transitional Planned Highway
Business (PHB) zone along Sencea Turnpike. The amendment will also crcourage ceonomic

growih,

STATE OF NEW YORK )
R

COUNTY OF _ONeE 1A )

Onthe /% day of _Jomuan,  inthe year 2042 before me, the undersigned,
personally appeared Fenafd Y&y kzown lo me or proved to me on the basis of satislactory
evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed io the within instrument and
acknowledged lo me thal he exceuted the same in his capacity, and that by his signature on the
mstrument, the individual, or the person upen behalf of which the individual acted, executed the

ins{rument.
K/QQ.QZEL;Q_.&J&}'LML—-

otary Public
DEBBIE VEAMINSHKI
Notary Fublio, State of New Yorl
Appolntad in Onelda County
a{). No, 01VEGD24704 /
Commlgsion Explras March 14, eﬁmfé
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STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF ONEIDA
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD

PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE X1V OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODE

The undersigned Petitioners who together own more than fifty percent {50%) of the
property included within the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartlord, heteby Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning
Map of the Town of New Harlford to re-designate approximately 23S acres of the PDP as
Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMU) as shown on exhibit A and as described by meies and
bounds on cxhibit B. The Petitioners morcover further Petition the Town Board o amend the

Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate approximately 17 acres of the PDP as
Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C and as described by metes and bounds

on cxhibit I,

The purpose of the requested Zoning Map amendment is {o bring the Town of New
Hartford Zoning into compliance with the Town of New Hartford Comprchensive Plan.
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of @) reducing the number, types, and availability
of Platmed Development Districts in the Town and, b) providing athnsitional Planned Highway
Business (PI1B) zone along Sencca Tumpike. The amendmeny/wifl also encourage economic

growih,

- STATEOF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF {0 fe00)

ol ;
On the o - day of Aty in the year 20 _1:.before me, the undersigned,
personally appea:ed Ll personally F\nown to me or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and

acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that by his signalure on the
instrument, the individual, or the person upon behalf of which the individual acted, excculed the

instrument,
MICHAEL A CUNNIFF A s S
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF NEW YORK A "r‘ AR t e
NO. D1CURBI0T 16 Notazy Publ:c o

QUALIFIED IN ONONDAGA COUNTY
COMMISSION EXPIRES 07/28/20:12

tocme s 2ad sellirgstlanydestioptptition for zoning amendment 11 16 11.docx
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JANUARY 11, 2012 TOWN BOARD MINUTES (Excerpt)

Zone Map Amendment Application — New Hartford Office Giroup (Lawrence Adler), et
al

The Town Attorney reviewed with the Town Board the petitions and map submitted on
January 9, 2012 and January 11, 2011 by Lawrence Adler in behalf of various property
owners requesting that a portion of the Business Park be rezoned from Planned
Development Park (PDP) to Planned Highway Business (PHB), which would be
consistent with the zoning along Seneca Turnpike, and that the back part of the Business
Park be rezoned from Planned Development Park (PDP) to Planned Development Mixed
Use (PDMU). Other petitioners include Karen Szymanski, New Hartford Office Group,
PAR, Palladino and Wargo and he referred to a list of property owners and tax map
numbers. The Town needs to receive the metes and bounds description for each zoning
reclassification, the required SEQR form and application fee before referring this matter
to the Town and County Planning depariments and for SEQR review by various statc and
local agencies/departments. Further, Town Board consensus was that the boundary lines
for the rezoning classifications should follow the back lot lines of the Seneca Turnpike
propetties. Thereafter, Councilman Reynolds introduced the following Resolution for
adoption, seconded by Councilman Woodland:

(RESOLUTION NO. 17 OF 2012)

RESOLVED that the New Hartford Town Board does hereby accept the Petition(s)
submitted by Lawrence Adler in behalf of various property owners within the Business
Park zone to rezone certain parcels from PDP to PHB and to rezone certain parcels from
PDP to PDMU; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Town Board does hereby declare itself as Lead Agent
in the matter of the Zone Map Amendment application(s) submitted by New Hartford
Office Group (Lawrence Adler), et al, to change the zoning classification of the Business
Park from Planned Development Park (PDP) into two (2) different zone classifications;
namely, Planned Highway Business (PHB) and Planned Development Mixed Use
(PDMU); and

BE IT YET FURTHER RESOLVED that the Town Board does hereby authorize and
direct the Town Clerk to refer said Zone Map Amendment application(s) to the New
Hartford Town Planning Board and the Oneida County Planning Department for their
review and written recommendation in accordance with General Municipal Law and the
Town Zoning Law, and to also forward copies of said Zone Map Amendment
application(s) to all interested and/or involved agencies for SEQR review, with the
stipulation that such referrals do not occur until Mr. Adler provides the required metes
and bounds descriptions for each of the proposed PHB and PDMU districts, the required
SEQR form and fees, and that the map be amended to reflect that the PHB district would
run along the back property lines of the Sencca Turnpike properties.

A roll call vote then was held and resulted as follows:

Councilman Miscione - Aye



Councilman Woodland - Aye
Councilman Backman - Aye
Councilman Reynolds - Aye
Supervisor Tyksinski - Aye.

The Resolution was declared unanimously carried and duly 4DOPTED.
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STATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNTY OF ONEIDA R IE ur w!; L[\l; rurl
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD TOE GLEr

AMENDED PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE XIV OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODE

The undersigned Petitioners who together own more than fifty percent (50%) of the
property included within the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartford consisting of parcels identified on Exhibit 1, hereby
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 216 acres of the PDP as Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMU) as shown on
exhibit A and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit B. The Petitioners moreover further
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 30.5 acres of the PDP as Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C
and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit D.

The purpose of the requested Zoning Map amendment is to bring the Town of New
Hartford Zoning into compliance with the Town of New Hartford Comprehensive Plan.
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of a) reducing the number, types, and availability
of Planned Development Districts in the Town and, b) providing a transitional Planned Highway
Business (PHB) zone along Sencca Turnpike. The amendment will also encourage economic

growth.

_By
Its: Mae dae Pay N O
STATE OF NEW YORK )
) ss
COUNTY OF OjziD¥d )
On the | oﬂ"’? day of JQhuary in the year 20 /2before me, the undersigned,

personally appeared [¥)ichige ] Prliolinp , personally known to me or proved to me on the
basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that by his
signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon behalf of which the individual

acted, executed the instrument. V
M.@ LO/(/WLml,d,éu

Notary Public

¢ DERBIE VERMINSKI _
' Notary Public, State of New York-
Appointed in Oneida County
Re

. No. 01VES024704
Gommissiogn Expires March 14, 20_)_1
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STATE OF NEW YORK T \nm m J\:I/; Lol
COUNTY OF ONEIDA FOYIN CLERK
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD

AMENDED PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE X1V OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODE

The undersigned Petitioners who together own more than fifty percent (50%) of the
property included within the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartford consisting of parcels identified on Exhibit 1, hereby
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 216 acres of the PDP as Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMU)} as shown on
exhibit A and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit B. The Petitioners moreover further
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 30.5 acres of the PDP as Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C
and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit D.

The purpose of the requested Zoning Map amendment is to bring the Town of New
Hartford Zoning into compliance with the Town of New Hartford Comprehensive Plan.
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of a) reducing the number, types, and availability
of Planned Development Districts in the Town and, b) providing a transitional Planned Highway
Business (PHB) zone along Seneca Turnpike. The amendnrent will also encourage cconomic

growth.
B 7 / /MMAM (@an}mf) w;«ﬁj
C/ LOoads g4, LLC

STATE OF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF ONé&EInn % N

On the [ﬂ[ N day of January in the year 2072 before me, the undersigned,
personally appeared Rongld T, Wars a personally known to me or proved to me on the
basis of satisfactory evidence to be tht individual whose name is subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that by his
signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon behalf of which the individual

acted, executed the instrument. ,

Notary Public

DEBBIE VERMINSKI
Notary Public, State of New York
Apaointed In QOneida County
eq. No. 01VES024704
Commission Explres March 14, 201Y

e\documents and settingsamy\desktoplamend. petitien for zoning amendment.docx
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STATE OF NEW YORK N JAN 15 201
COUNTY OF ONEIDA e
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD

AMENDED PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE XIV OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODE

The undersigned Petitioners who together own more than fifty percent (50%) of the
property included within the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartford consisting of parcels identified on Exhibit 1, hereby
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 216 acres of the PDP as Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMU) as shown on
exhibit A and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit B. The Petitioners moreover further
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 30,5 acres of the PDP as Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C
and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit D.

The purpose of the requested Zoning Map amendment is to bring the Town of New
Hartford Zoning imto compliance with the Town of New Hartford Comprehensive Plan.
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of a) reducing the number, types, and availability
of Planned Development Districts in the Town and, b) providing a {ransitional Planned Highway
Business (PHB) zone along Seneca Turnpike. The amendment ]l also encourage economic

growth,

_By
s A MAETrorD 0PACE GeALPE 4 ¢
L) Crloine LH+C

Laeey AILEN ~ MEMEER_

STATE OF NEW YORK )

}: ss
COUNTY OF ONEDE )
On the [5}5’/”’ day of U Ghuary in the year 20/2before me, the undersigned,
personally appeared Loy Adleyr ", personally known to me or proved to me on the

basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that by his
signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon behalf of which the individual

acted, executed the instrument, .
Qe Vool

DEEBIE \&EF:MH}ISNI’SW Vork Notary Public

tary Public, State ©

N?&pwointed in Onelda County Nota PubB||E VERMINSKI
Rag. No, 01VEE024704 ;[ Apg’oi il

Commission Expires March 14, 20— pointe ,("53 o
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STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF ONEIDA y o
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD JAN 1y T

PUbeE L

AMENDED PETITION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE X1V OF THE
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD ZONING CODE

The undersigned Petitioners who together own more than fifty percent (50%) of the
property included within the Planned Development Park District (PDP) located along Woods
Highway in the Town of New Hartford consisting of parcels identified on Exhibit 1, hereby
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 216 acres of the PDP as Planned Development Mixed Use (PDMU) as shown on
exhibit A and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit B. The Petitioners moreover further
Petition the Town Board to amend the Zoning Map of the Town of New Hartford to re-designate
approximately 30.5 acres of the PDP as Planned Highway Business (PHB) as shown on exhibit C
and as described by metes and bounds on exhibit D.

The purpose of the requested Zoning Map amendment is to bring the Town of New
Hartford Zoning into compliance with the Town of New Hartford Comprehensive Plan,
Specifically it will help accomplish the goals of a) reducing the number, types, and availability
of Planned Development Districts in the Town and, b) providing a transitional Planned Highway
Business (PHB) zone along Seneca Turnpike. The amendment will also encourage economic

growth, ‘
_By % W‘/’v"/// [3/"“"1 e

Its: v

STATE OF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF @b’lﬁz‘& - ):i

i
On the ,41 ! day of. ,&L{"L%i{ng{ in the year 20 1Z-before me, the undersigned,
personally appeared Tonali T. Caceidan, personally known to me or proved to me on the
basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within

instrument and acknowledged to me that he exccuted the same in his capacity, and that by his
signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon behalf of which the individual

acted, executed the instrument.
&«//9/& </\]1 ,&Ofu@fmw

_ Notaty Public
C HOLLY A. GAETANO
T Notary Publie, State of New York
/20 15

: - : Qualified In Oneida Co
. \ My Commission Explres

c\documents and seltings\lamydesktoplamend. petition for zowi BE ame nd menti.docx



PARCEL NO._
#328.000-3-1
#328.000-3-2
#328.000-3-3
#328.000-3-4
#328.000-3-5
#328.000-3-6
#328.000-3-7
#328.000-3-8
#328.000-3-10.1
#328.000-3-10.2
#328.000-3-10.3
#328.000-3-11
#328.000-3-13
#328.010-2-1
#328.010-2-2
#328.010-2-3
#328.010-2-5
#328.010-2-6
#328.010-2-7
#316.000-2-21
#316.000-2-32.1
#316.000-2-32.2
#316.000-2-32.3
#316.000-2-32.4

#316.000-2-41.1

EXHIBIT1 - PROPERTIES |N THE PDP ZONE

NAME

Karen Szymanski/David Ladanza
Ann & Daniel Rieben

Samuel & Margaret Silverman
James & Linda Radlo

Kim & James Marscher

New Hartford Office Group, LLC
New Hartford Office Group, LLC
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.
PAR Technology Corporation
PAR Technology Corporation
PAR Technology Corporation
Norman & Rosemary Ruzinsky
Seneca Turnpike, LLC

Mary & Terrance Tupaj

Mary & Terrance Tupaj
Girolamo & Michele Tavolante
Tim & Kathryn Maine

Norman Deep

Fred Grimaldi

Michae! Paladino

Woods 840, LLC

James & Michelle Henderson
David Wargo

Crown Atlantic Company, LLC

AXNY Office LP

JAN 1§ 2012

Towee U g ey e
TN L M e O

FOVN CLERK

AGREAGE
48.6
0.34
0.34
0.34
2.56
0.28
78.51
6.99
31.03
523
2.40
0.49
0.19
0.46
0.54
0.80
0.92
0.37
1.30
28.10
18.50
1.49
0.47
1.50

15.02

246.77



28.2A(C)
DORMITORY AUTHORITY OF THE
STATE OF NEW YORK

)"

MR-1765
10.1

un-108t
DISTRICT (PDM

" NEW HARTFORD CENTRAL SGHOOL DIST.
SPLIT FROM 328.00~3~7

73
|
4
O
<
3

1)
0
=
]
35
=
=
o
=
L
£
mm
W.._“
w
a
w.D
4 WL
=
K

,M.flulr'u...:;...l. i=8 L.

AL ] S
Jmﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁm 1
AR e il

S
eeizzpatona

DI

Sy &.ww...ww..mwa : ‘. o i
s R T
S LTy =
i -

e, SELRERRREY,

it A A

&m&&%ﬁuﬁﬁﬁ_ﬁ




ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND situate in the Town of New
Hartford, County of Oneida, State of New York and more particularly
described as fellows:

Beginning at a Point on the northerly boundary of N.Y.State Route
5, State Highway number 9205 at ite intersection with the divigion
line between the property of Herbert and Ida Robinson on the west,
[Tax Parcel 328.006-3-17, peed Book 2706 Page 682] and the property
of Karen Szymanski EtAL on the east, [Tax Parcel 328.000-3-1, Deed
Book 2359, Page 148), said point also being approximately 120 feet
easterly of the southeasterly corner of Lexington Boulevard; thence
northeasterly approximately 1100 feet along said division line to
an angle point; thence through the property of Karen Szymanski EtAL
along a northerly bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection
angle of approximately 174 degrees from the back tangent or
previously mentioned division line and a distance of approximately
480 feet to an angle point on the divieion line between the
property of Frank and James Paladino, [Tax Parcel 316.000-2-21,
Deed Book 2681 Page 675), on the northeast and the property of
Karen Szymangki, EtAL on the southwest; thence along said division
line on a southeasterly pbearing having an exterior clockwise
deflection angle of approximately 274 degrees from the back tangent
and a distance of approximately 876 feet to an angle point in the
center of existing Woods Road, @& Town highway; thence along a
northwesterly bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle
of approximately 76 degrees from the back tangent and a distance of
approximately 520 feet to & point, [the last mentioned course and
distance fronting approximately 420 feet of the Niagara Mohawk
power Corporation parcel of land, Tax Parcel 328.000-3-8}, said
point being a point on the division line between the property of
John and Rose Wargo on southwest, [Tax Parcel 316.000-2-32.1, Deed
Rook 2085 Page 460] and the property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on the
northeast, ([Tax Parcel 328.,000-3-7, Deed Book 1763 Page 392];
thence continuing northwesterly along the last mentioned bearing
and along said division line approximately 1200 feet to an angle
point on the division line between the property of John and Rose
Wargo on the northwest and the property of Frank Beckerman, BEtAL on
the southeast; thence northeasterly along said division line on a
bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back
tangent of approximately 270 degrees and a distance of
approximately 300 feet to an angle point on the division line
between the property of John and Rose Wargo on the southwest and
the property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on the northeast; thence
northwesterly along said division line on a bearing having an
exterior clockwise deflection angle from



the back tangent of approximately a7 degrees, a distance of
approximately 1350 feet to a point on the corporation line between
the TOWN OF WHITESTOWN on the northwest and the TOWN OF NEW
HARTFORD on the southeast, said point also being on the northerly
property line of Frank Beckerman EtAL (Deed Book 1763 Page 392);
rhence northeasterly along said property line on a bearing having
an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of
approximately 263 degrees and a distance of approximately 200 feet
to an ahgle point on the division line between the property of Jon
E. Yager EtAL on the northeast, [Tax Parcel 316.000-2-33, Deed Book
2753 Page 276} and the property of Frank Beckerman, EtAL on the
southwest, [Tax Parcel 328.000-3-7, Deed Book 1763 Page 392];
thence southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having
an exterior clockwise deflection angle of approximately 272 degrees
from the back tangent and a distance of approximately 800 feet,
[ {approximately 265 feet along Jon E. Yager, EtAL westerly property
line and approximately 535 feet along B.O.C.E.S. westerly property
line, {Tax Parcel 316.000-2-36)), to an angle point on the division
1ine between the property of B.O.C.E.S. on the northwest and the
property of Frank Beckerman, EtAL on the southeast; thence
northeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an
exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of
approximately 87 degrees and a distance of approximately 1230 feet
to an angle point on the division line between the property of
B.0.C.E.S. on the northeast and the property of FPrank Beckerman
EtAL on the southwest; thence southeasterly along said division
1ine on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle
fyom the back tangent of approximately 271 degrees and a distance
of approximately 950 feet, [(i.e. approximately 870 feet along
B.0.C.E.S. westerly property iine and approximately 80 feet along
Elmer McCubbin and Wife westerly property line (Tax Parcel 316,000~
2-41.1, Deed Book 141G Page 567)), to an angle point on the
division line between the property of Jon B. Yager EtAL, on the
southeast, {(Tax Parcel 316.000-2-42, Deed Book 2753 Page 276) and
the property of Frank Beckerman, EtAL (Tax parcel 328.000-3-7) on
the northwest, thence southwesterly along said division line on a
bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back
tangent of approximately 270 degrees and a distance of
approximately 610 feet to an angle point on the divigion 1line
between the property of Jon E. Yager EtAL on the northeast and the
property of Frank Beckerman EtAL on the Southwest; thence
coutheasterly along said division line on a bearing having an
exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of
approximately 90 degrees and a distance of approximately 920 feet
to an angle point on the division line between the property of Jon
E. Yager EtAL on the northeast and the property of Par Technology
Corporation (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9) on the southwest; thence



southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having an
exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of
approximately 102 degrees and a distance of approximately 640 feet
to an angle point, on the division line between the property of Par
Technology Corporation on the southwest {(Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9),
and the following four properties on the northeast:

1) Jon E. Yager, EtAL - Tax Parcel 316.000-2-42, Deed Book 2753
Page 276

2) Fifth Garden Park - Tax Parcel 328.000-3-20.2, Deed Book 2327
Page 17

3) John M. Coyne - Tax Parcel 328.000-3-18, Deed Book 2371 Page 57

4) Bacred Heart Cemetery - Tax Parcel 328.000-3-17;

thence southeasterly along said division line on a bearing having
an exterior clockwise deflection angle from the back tangent of
approximately 257 degrees and a distance of approximately 1610 feet
to an angle point on the division line between the property of
Loomis and Richard Grossman on the southwest {Tax Parcel 328.000-3-
16.1, Deed Book 2713 Page 498) and Par Technology Corporation on
the northeast, (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9); thence northwesterly along
said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise
deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 283 degrees
and a distance of approximately 200 feet to an angle point on the
division line between the property of Loomis and Richard Grosgsman
on the northeast and the property of Par Technology Corporation
(Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9) on the southwest; thence southeasterly
along said division line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise
deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 78 degrees
and a distance of approximately 430 feet to an angle point, on the
division line between the property of Par Technology Corporation
(Tax Parcel 328.000-3-9) on the northeast and the following two (2)

properties on the southwest:

1) Lawrence R. Adler and Craig G. Delasin, Tax Parcel 328.000-3-
15, Deed Book 2808 Page 1

2} Frank and Beatrice Marn, Tax Parcel 328.000-3-14, Deed Book
1888 Page 661; thence northwesterly along said division
line on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection
angle from the back tangent of approximately 283 degrees
and a distance of approximately 198 feet to an angle point
on the division line between the property of Frank and
Beatrice Marn on the northeast and the property of Pax

Technology Corporation on the southwest (Tax Parcel 328.000-



3-10, Deed Book 2166 Page 61); thence southeasterly along
said division line on a bearing having an exteriox clockwise
deflection angle from the back tangent of approximately 78
degrees and a distance of approximately 300 feet to a point
on the northerly highway boundary of the aforesaid New York
State Highway, State Highway Number 9205 also known as SENECA
TURNPIKE; thence northwesterly along said northerly highway
boundary on a bearing having an exterior clockwise deflection
angle of approximately 283 degrees and a distance of 2720
feet to the point of beginning, containing approximately 1397

acres of land, more or less.
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AB73I NYS Route 5
Varnon, NY 13476
Tel: 315.953.4200
Fax: 315.853.4202

January 19,2012

PROPOSED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED

“PLANNED HIGHWAY BUSINESS DISTRICT”
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD

«pARCEL #1 - 5.2+/- ACRES”

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND SITUATE IN THE TOWN OF NEW
HARTFORD, COUNTY OF ONEIDA AND STATE OF NEW YORK, BOUNDED AND

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

Beginning at a point on the nottherly highway boundary of New York State Route 5 (State
Highway Number 9205) (Seneca Turnpike), said point standing at the intersection of the northerly
highway boundary of New York State Route 5 with the division line between the westerly
boundary of Herbert and Ida Robinson (Now or Formerly) on the west (Tax Parcel 328.006-3-17)
(Liber 2706 of Deeds at Page 682) and the property of Karen Szymanski, Etal. (Now or Formerly)
on the east (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-1) (Liber 2359 of Deeds at Page 148); said point of beginning
being approximately 120 feet easterly of the southeasterly corner of Lexington Boulevard; thence
northeasterly a distance of approximately 195 feet along said aforementioned division line to a
point; thence easterly a distance of approximately 147 feet and through the property of Karen
Szymanski, Etal. to the northwesterly corner of lands of Terrence Tupaj (Reputed Owner) (Tax
Parcel 328.010-2-1); thence easterly a distance of approximately 219 feet along the northerly
boundary of Terrence Tupaj and then along the northerly boundary of lands of Terrence Tupaj and
Mary Tupaj (Reputed Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-2) to the northeasterly corner of Terrence
Tupaj and Mary Tupaj; thence northeastetly a distance of approximately 85 feet through the
property of Karen Szymanski, Etal. to the northwesterly corner of lands of Girolamo Tavolante and
Michele Tavolante (Reputed Owner) (Tax Parcel 328.010-2-3); thence ecasterly a distance of
approximately 605 feet along the northerly boundary of Girolamo Tavolante and Michele
Tavolante, the northerly boundary of Timothy Maine and Kathryn Maine (Reputed Owner) (Tax
Parcel 328.010-2-5), the northerly boundary of Norman Deep (Reputed Owner) (Tax Parcel
328.010-2-6) and then along the northerly boundary of Fred B. Grimaldi (Reputed Owner) (Tax
Parcel 328.010-2-7) to a point; thence continuing along thé northerly boundary of Fred B.
Grimaldi in an easterly direction a distance of approximately 70 feet to the westerly highway
boundary of Woods Road; thence southerly a distance of approximately 230 feet along the
westerly highway boundary of Woods Road to the northerly highway boundary of New York State
Route 5; thence westerly along the nottherly highway boundary of New York State Route 5 a
distance of approximately 1189 feet to the point and place of beginning.

The above described parcel containing 5.2 acres of land, more or less.

Subject to any easements, covenants o restrictions of record.

- “Wh are a seamless extension of our clients’ organizations”



4873 NYS Route 5

Veraon, NY 13476

Tet: 315.653.4200

Fax: 316.953.4202

Websile: www.dellaengineers.com

January 19, 2012

PROPOSED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED

“PLANNED HIGHWAY BUSINESS DISTRICT”
TOWN OF NEW HARTFORD

“PARCEL #2 - 25.3+/- ACRES”

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND SITUATE IN THE TOWN OF NEW
HARTFORD, COUNTY OF ONEIDA AND STATE OF NEW YORK, BOUNDED AND

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

Beginning at a point on the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5 (State
Highway Number 9205) (Seneca Turnpike), said point standing at the intersection of the northerly
highway boundary of New York State Route 5 with the division line between the easterly highway
boundary of Woods Road on the west and the property of the New Hartford Office Group, LLC
(Now or Formerly) on the east (Tax Parce! 328.000-3-7) (Instrument Number 2005-025875);
thence northerly a distance of approximately 309 feet along the easterly highway boundary of
Woods Road to a point; thence continuing northerly a distance of approximately 875 feet along the
casterly highway boundary of Woods Road to a point standing on the southerly highway boundary
of a 60 fi. wide Town Highway (Road “A”) (Instrument Number 2010-016652); thence easterly a
distance of approximately 758 feet along the southerly highway boundary of a 60 fi. wide Town
Highway (Road “A™) to a point standing on the northerly extension of the division line of the lands
of the New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the west and Par Technology Corporation (Now or
Formetly) (Liber 2166 of Deeds at Page 61) (Tax Parcel 328.00-3-10.1) on the east; thence
southerly a distance of approximately 878 feet along the nottherly extension of the division line of
the lands of the New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the west and Par Technology Corporation on
the east and then along the division line of the lands of the New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the
west and Par Technology Corporation on the east to a point; thence southwesterly a distance of
approximately 149 feet continuing along the division line of the lands of the New Hartford Office
Group, LLC on the west and Par Technology Corporation on the east to the division line of the
lands of the New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the south and Par Technology Corporation on the
north; thence easterly a distance of approximately 131 feet along the division line of the lands of
the New Hartford Office Group, LLC on the south and Par Technology Corporation on the north
and then along the northerly boundary of Norman Ruzinsky and Rosemary Ruzinsky (Now or
Formerly) and continuing along the easterly extension of the northerly boundary of Norman
Ruzinsky and Rosemary Ruzinsky through the lands of Par Technology Corporation to a point;
thence easterly at an exterior angle of approximately 166 degrees a distance of approximately 175
feet through the lands of Par Technology Corporation to a point; thence northerly at an exterior
angle of approximately 104 degrees a distance of approximately 35 feet through the fands of Par
Technology Corporation to point; thence casterly at an interior angle of approximately 90 degrees
a distance of approximately 564 feet through the lands of Par Technology Corporation (Tax Parcel

W are a seamless extension of our clients’ erganizations”  ——————




328.00-3-10.1) (Tax Parcel 328.00-3-10.2) (Tax Parcel 328.00-3-10.3) to the division line between
the property of Par Technology Corporation (Tax Parcel 328.00-23-10.3) on the west and the
property of Southside Land Associates, LLC (Now or Formerly) (Tax Parcel 328.000-3-14) on the
cast; thence southerly along said aforementioned division line a distance of approximately 300 feet
to a point standing on the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5; thence
northwesterly along the northerly highway boundary of New York State Route 5 a distance of
approximately 1403 feet to the point and place of beginning.

The above described parcel containing 25.3 acres of land, mote or less.

Subject to any easements, covenants ot restrictions of record.
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Appendix A ; e
State Environmental Quality Review JAN 13 2012
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM iy

Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencles determine, in an orderly manner, whether a praject or action may
be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequently, there are aspects of
a project that are subjective or unmeasurable. It is also understood that those who determine significance may have littie or no formal
knowiedge of the environment or may not be technically expert in environmental analysis. In addition, many who have knowledge
in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting the question of significance.

The full EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination process
has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible enough to allow intraduction of information to fit a praject or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

~ Part1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project data, it assists
a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. it provides guidance
as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-targe impact. The
form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the impact is
actually important. .

THIS AREA FOR LEAD AGENCY USE ONLY

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE -- Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: D Part 1 I:] Part 2 [-_-IPart 3
Upen review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting information, and
considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the lead agency that:

I:I A. The project will not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is on¢ which will not have a
significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration will be prepared.

D 8.  Although the project coutd have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required, therefore

a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.*

C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact on the
environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared.

*A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions

Re2n NG AF PDP 1 Py + PUB

Name of Action

NEW Hapr oo TDWR RAORD

Name of Lead Agency

PRIUCE TY SN Ty n)_SOFER /I SOR,
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (I different from responsible officer)
website Date
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- Location of Action (include Streel Address; Municipality and County) -

PART 1--PROJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor

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

will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

ted that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not invoive new studies,

Itis expec
on. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify each instance.

research or investigat

Name of Action RE?Q\) l f\) G

DongrZiy. LOCATED A LoNG SEeea TRE + boooes H (G AL AT, NEby g
Name of Applicant/Sponsor ___ L-fQ2/2Y Il P

Address_froc? Frun LAees R ST (0O

Ciy/PO  f5 . SLALUSE state /N7 ZipCode (3057

Business Telephone 3T~ 3G~

Name of Owner (if different) Lgff Pm"ﬂno rJ F7ort Omlﬂz Pﬂ(}%’ i)U)/\/?:’YL 3 P[Z].E
NG REL.oNING

Address

State Zip Code

City/ PO

Business Telephone

Description of Action:

REZONING  (of- TOML & RAPPROK, KASD AU
Praom  PLANMD DOV e (P or) Jry R

DEVELOOMENTT Mixen Use C?DHLD AND  FLANNED
}3] G HwWAYy BUSINERS (WB) e PrO@RTY LOED
Arorse S TTORNPHE 1 W) OODS G LAY,
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Please Complete Each Question--Indicate N.A. if not applicable

A. SITE DESCRIPTION

Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.

1.

8.

9.

Present Land Use: D Urban D Industrial E Commercial E Residential (suburban) [j Rural (non-farm)

[ JForest [] Agriculture Eomer ALANTDMDD SR CU (DI

Total acreage of project area&i@ acres,

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE

Meadow or Brushiand (Non-agricultural) Q 35 acres & %4 (;cres

Forested O acres acres
Agricultural (includes orchards, cropland, pasture, efc.) D acres acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidai as per Articles 24,25 of ECL) @ acres —_— . acres
Water Surface Area f )} acres acres
Unvegetated {Rock, earth or fill) ) acres acres
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces lé acres Z S acres
Other (indicate type) ‘ ___acres . acres

What is predominant soi! type(s) on project site? KMDA
a. Soll drainage: DWeII drained % of site moderately well drained SO % of site.
E;oorly drained S 1) % of site

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land
Classification System? _L\_“ZUA__ acres {see 1 NYCRR 370).

Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? D Yes E No
a.  What is depth to bedrockg - Q (in feet)
Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes:

Klo-1oubow [l 15%

Is project substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or National Registers of
Historic Places? [Yj Yes E No

% D 15% or greater %

is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Ltandmarks? D Yes ENO
53— %
What is the depth of the water table? 5"' (in feet)

Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? DYes E]No

10. Do hunting, fishing or shel! fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? D Yes ?ﬁ No

Page 3 of 21
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11. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal fife that is identified as threatened or endangered? DYes ﬂNo

According to:

(a4 Bpsis Fole &S

Idéhtify each species:

12. Are there any uﬁiqde or unusual land forms on the 'projéct site? (i.e.; Cliffs, dunes, other geo!bgicaluformatio'hs?

Yes E No

"~ Describe:

13. Is the project site presently used by the cormmunity or neighberhood as an open space or recreation area?

D Yes mNo

if yes, explair:

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area:

N

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

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

N/#

b, Size (in acres):
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17.

18.

19.

_ 20,

Is the site served by existing public utilities? g Yes D No
a. If YES, does sufficient capacity exist to allow coennection? ,EYes D No

b. If YES, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? DYes ENO

Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and
3042 []ves ENO

is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Asticle 8 of the ECL,
and 6 NYCRR 6177 [_|Yes J&]No

Has the site ever been used for the disposal of sofid or hazardous wastes? [ lves ENO I
Project Description - 3

: plon 06 2 G OAILY
Physical dimensions and scale of project {fill in dimensions as appropriate).

- So ™"

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor: acres,
b. Project acreage to be developed: acres initially: 925 D acres ultimately,
¢. Project acreage to remain undeveloped: 1:2 acres.
d. Length of project, in miles: NZ 3 (if appropriate)
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed. %
f.  Number ﬁf off-street parking spaces existing : proposed
g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour: (upon completion of project)?

h. If residential: Number and type of housing units:

One Family Two Family Muitiple Family Condominium

Initially

Ultimately

i, Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: height; width; length.

j. Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? ft.

How much natural material (i.e. rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the site? O tons/cubic yards.

Will disturbed areas be rectaimed Yes ENO N/A

a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed?

b. Wilt topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? [:] Yes E No
¢. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for rectamation? DYes m No
How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? __& acres.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project?

D Yes XI No

If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction: months, {including demolition)

If multi-phased: R&/ Z-ONINE ONLT

a. Total number of phases anticipated ’ {number)

b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 month year, (including demolition})

c. Approximate completion date of final phase: month year.

d. s phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? I:] Yes D No

" Will blasting occur during construction? e

Number of jobs generated: during construction : after project is complete
Number of jobs eliminated by this project O
Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? D Yes &No

if yes, explain:

Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? D Yes mNo

a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc) and amount

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

Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? Yes No  Type
P

Wil surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? DYes ENO

If yes, explain:

Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? D Yes MNO
Will the project generate solid waste? D Yes &;No :i‘;?g ZOMNING NS

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

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

c. If yes, give name ; location

d. Wil any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? DYes D No
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e. if yes, explain:

17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DYes ENO

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

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years.

18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? DYes ENO

19. Will project routinely produce odors {more than one hour per day)? DYes Q'No

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? DYes ENO
21. Wil projeqt result in an increase in energy use? D Yes No

If yes, indicate type(s)

22, if water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity Nz'é gallons/minute.

23. Total anticipated water usage per day gallons/day.

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? D Yes E'No

if yes, explain:

Page 7 of 21



25, Approvals Required:

Type Submittal Date
City, Town, Village Board EYes D No .
Mg -

TDweEd NEID/ N &L

City, Town, Village Planning Board DYes E:l No

City, County Health Department D Yes D No

Other Local Agencies Yes No

Other Regional Agencies I:I Yes D No

State Agencies Yes D No

Federal Agencies ':l Yes l:l No

C. Zoning and Planning Information
1. Does proposed action involve a planning of zoning decision? E‘\(BS EI No

If Yes, indicate decision required:
EZoning amengment D Zoning variance D New/revision of master plan E] Subdivision

D Site plan D Special use permit D Resource management plan D Other
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™

7.

Vv

8.

9.

What is the zoning classification(s) of the site?

P asoner  DENvELORmendi b ( PD/"';)

What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?

UNCHONEED Y REROp NG

What is the proposed zoning of the site?

Py DEVELedr _MIRED LSEL YL
P LAwNED e Gai s BO=M2s

What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposedﬁﬂng‘?

Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? &es D No

Cor¥boms JTD TOLIN)  COnARREH NS Hiars.

What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a ¥ mile radius of proposed action?

| W

> ComMnzes A , MA BIOPACTLRING, 2pran =
PEZ 1 DprsT 16 C

Lowne> T Y Lo e P Devier serend— M e OSE‘ (PDMLD
— PrareonaZD L ganreay s 28 CP?’\UB)

Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses with a ¥a mile? EYes D No

If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? A /A

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed?
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10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? D Yes E No

11. Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police, fire protection?

D Yes B No

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? E] Yes E’ No
12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? D YesE No
a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic. DYes D No

D. Informational Details

Attach any additional Information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse impacts
assoclated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or avoid them.

E. Verification

| certify that the informatio

N LI pLIR

Applicant/Sponsar N

ovided above is true to the best of my knowledge. y
Date /// 7 / Z—
7

Signature

Title

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a stale agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form bofore proceeding with this

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

General Information (Read Carefully)
1 In completing the form the reviewer shouid be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been

reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst.
| The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of Impacts and wherever possible the threshold of

magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and for
most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples and/or jower thresholds may be appropriate fora
Potential Large Impact response, thus requlring evaluation in Part 3.

1 The impacis of each project, on each site, in each localily, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and have been
offered as guidance. They do not constilule an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question.
! The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each quesfion.

L in identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumulative effects.

" Instructions (Read carefully} - )
a. Answer each of the 20 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.
€. If answering Yes lo a question then check the appropriate box{column 1 or 2}jto indicate the potential size of the impact. if

impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. if impact will occur but thresheld is lower than

example, check column 1.
d. identifying that an Impact will be potentially farge {column 2) does nol mean thal it is also necessarlly significant. Any
large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. identifying an impact in column 2 simply asks that it

be locked at further.
e. if reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed lo PART 3.

if a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in the projecttoa small io moderate
impact, also check the Yes box in colurnn 3. A Noresponse indicates that such a reduction Is not possible. This must be
explained in Part 3.

el

1 2 3
Small to Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
Impact Impact Project Change

Impact on Land

1. Wil the Proposed Aclion resultina physical change fo the project

site?
NO {j YES Ij

Examples that would apply to column 2
¢ Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot

rise par 100 foot of length), or where the general slopes
in the project area exceed 10%.

u
m
.

Ij Yes EjNo
DNO

. Construction on land where the depth lo the water table
is less than 3 feel.

O O O
]
3

. Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more
vehicles.
. Construction on land where bedrock is exposed of [j Yes ENO

generally within 3 feet of existing ground surface.

EjNo

[
U
)

. Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or
involve more than one phase or stage.

O oo oo o

[
_<

3

Il
g

. Excavation for mining purposes that would remove
more than 4,000 tons of natural material (i.e., rock or
soil) per year.
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+  Construction or expansion of a santary landfill.
+  Construction in a designated oodway.

«  Otherimpacis:

1
Smallio
Moderate
impact

]
]
1

2
Potential
Large
Impact

]
[

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change
[Ives [no
[Cves Tno

Yes No

- Willihere be an effect to any unique or unusua! land forms found on

the slte? {i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, ete.)
E]NO EjYES

+  Specific land forms:

E]Yes No

Impact on Water

Will Proposed Aclion affecl any water body designated as protected?
{Under Agticles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law,
ECL)

BNO El YES

Examples thal would apply to column 2
+  Developable area of site contains a protected water body.

+  Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of materiai from channel of
a protected slream.

. Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protecled waler
body.

«  Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal welland.

«  Other impacts:

N

oo O

OO O Od

[Jves [Ino
Yes DNO

[tes E]No

DYes r:lNo
Yes E]No

Will Proposed Action affect any non-protected existing o new body of
water?

[(Jno DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2
. A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of
water or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

+  Construction of a body of waler that exceeds 10 acres of surface
area.

+  Other impacts:

0 O

] O

DYes DNO
DY&S DNO
Ites DNO
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5. Wil Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater quality or
quantity?

DNO DYES

Examples thal would apply 1o coluimnn 2

.

Proposed Action wili require a discharge permit,

Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not
have approval to serve proposed (project) action.

Proposed Action reqlilres water sUpply from wells' withgrealer

than 45 gallons per minute pumping capacity.

Construction or operatton causing any contamination of a water
supply system,

Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater.

Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which
presently do not exist or have inadequale capacily.

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

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

Proposed Action will require the slorage of pelroleum or
chemical producis greater than 1,100 gallons.

Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without
waler andfor sewer services.

Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses
which may require new or expansion of existing waste treaiment
andfor storage facillties.

Other impacts:

1
Small to

Moderale
Impact

O ooOQO OOO0o0o o0

2
Potential
l.arge
impact

O OO0 ooOooooo g

3

Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

D Yes
I:' Yes

) DYes
[j Yes

E‘Yes
DY&S

D Yes
D Yes

EI Yes
I:] Yes
D Yes

DYes

No

e
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6. Will Proposed Action alter drainage flow or patlerns, or surface water
runoff?

DNO DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed Action would change flood waler flows

Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion.

Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns,

Proposed Aclion will ailow development in a designated
floodway.

Other impacts:

4

Smalito

Moderate
Impact

ooog

2
Potential
Large
Impact

0000

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DYes DNO
DYes DNO

[Cyes [Ino

DYes DNO
DYes DNO

IMPACT ON AIR

7. Will Proposed Action affect air quality?

DNO EjYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

*

Proposed Actlon wili induce 1,000 or more vehicle irips in any
given hour.

Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton
of refuse per hour.

Emission rate of lotal contaminants will exceed 5 Ibs. per hour
or a heat source producing more than 10 million BTU's per
hour.

Proposed Action will allow an increase in the amount of land
committed to industrial use.

Proposed Action will allow an increase in the density of
industrial development within existing Industrial areas.

Other impacts:

OO o Oo0oad

OO0 o Ogadd

DYes D No
DlYes DNO
DYes I_:—J No

Yes DNO
DYes DNO
DYes DNO

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS

8. Wil Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered specles?

lj NOQ EYES

Examples that would apply o column 2

Reducilon of one of more species listed on the New York or
Federal lisi, using the site, over or near
ihe site, or found on the site.
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i 2 3

Smallto Potential Can Impaci Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
Impact Impact Project Change
«  Removal of any portion of a criticat or significant wildlife habitat. D D r:l Yes Ij No
+  Application of pesticide or herbicide more than lwice a year, I:I D D Yes DNo

other than for agricultural purposes.

«  Other impacts: _ Yes DNO

- 9. Will Proposed-Action substantially affect non-threatened ornon- -~ - I I
endangered species?

['_"l NO [j YES

Examples that would apply to column 2
«  Proposed Action would substantially Interfere with any resident
or migralory fish, shellfish or wildlife species.

0 O
O 0O
alis
2 8
JC

+  Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres of
malure forest {over 100 years of age) or other locally important
vegetation.

»  Otherimpacis: D D D_Yes DNO

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES
10. Will Proposed Action affect agricultural land resources?

[T]no [T]yes

Examples thal would apply to column 2 .

+  The Proposed Action would sever, ¢ross of limit access lo Ij D Yes No
agricultural fand (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard,
orchard, elc.)

DYes EI No
DYes EINO

L]
N

. Conslruction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of
agricultural land.

L
O

+  The Proposed Aclion would irreversibly convert more than 10
acres of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultural District,
more than 2.5 acres of agricultural Jand.
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The Proposed Action would disrupt or prevent installation of
agricultural land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain
lines, outlel ditches, strip cropping); or create a need for such
measures {e.g. cause a farm field to drain poorly due {o
increased runoff),

Other impacts:

1
Small to
Moderate

Impact

[]

[]

2
Potential
Large
impact

]

]

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

Yes DNO

Yes DNO

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES

1. Will Proposed Action affect aesthetic resources? (If necessary, use
the Visuat EAF Addendum in Section 617.20, Appendix B.)

[Ino [Jyes

Examples that would apply to column 2

.

Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different
from or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use
patterns, whether man-made or naiural,

Proposed land uses, or profect components visible 1o users of
aesthetic resources which will eliminale or significantly reduce
their enjoyment of the aesthelic qualities of thal resource.

Project components that will resull in the elimination or
significant screening of scenic views known to be important {0
the area.

Other impacts:

O O 0O O

O O O 0O

DYes [j No

ives DNO

[tes leo

DYes No

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

12. Will Proposed Aclion impact any sile or struclure of historic,
prehistoric or paleoniological importance?

Ij NO DYES

Examples that would apply to colurnn 2

Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or
substantially contiguous to any facility or sile listed on the Stale
or National Register of historic places.

Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located wilhin
the project site.

Proposed Action will ocgur in an area designated as sensitive
for archaeological sites on the NYS Site inventory.
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+  Other impacts:

1

Small to
Moderale
Impact

[]

2

Potential
Large
Impact

]

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

EIYes.leo

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION

13. Will proposed Action affect the quanlity or quality of existing or future

14,

open spaces or recreallonal opporiunities?

Orve [

Examples that would apply o column 2
+  The permanent foreclosure of a fulure recreational opportunity.

+ A major reduction of an open space important fo the community.

+  Other impacts:

OO0

DYes DNO 77

Yes No
Ites IjNo

IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS

Will Proposed Action impact the exceptional or unique
characteristics of a critical environmental area (CEA) established
pursuant to subdivision SNYCRR 617.14(g)7

DNO DYES

List the environmental characteristics that caused the designation of

the CEA.

Examples that would apply to column 2
+  Proposed Action to locate within the CEA?

+  Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quantity of the
resource?

+  Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the qualily of the
resource?

+  Proposed Action will Impact the use, funclion of enjoyment of the
resource?

+  Other impacis:

O 0O 0O 0

O O

O O

DYes DNO
Yes DND

DYes DNO
DYes leo
DYes DNOI
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IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATICN

15. Will there be an effect lo existing transportation systems?

16.

17.

D NG lj YES

Examples that would apply fo column 2
+  Alteration of present pallerns of movement of peopfe andfor

goods.

+  Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems.

+  Other impacis:

1
Smallio
Moderate
Impact

miw

2
Potential
Large
Impact

0

3
Can Impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DYes DNO
Cves [Clo

Clves Clvo

IMPACT ON ENERGY

Will Proposed Action affect the community’s sources of fuet or
energy supply?

NO |jYEs

Examples thai would apply to column 2
+  Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the
use of any form of energy in the municipality.

+  Proposed Action will require the creation or extenslon of an
energy fransmission or supply system lo serve more than 50
single or two family residences or to serve a major commaercial
or industrial use.

+  Otherimpacts:

DY@S DNO
Mves [“no

Clves [lno

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACT

will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a resuil of
the Proposed Action?

[[no [Jves

Examples that would apply to column 2
+  Blasting within 1,500 feel of 2 hospital, schoot or other sensitive
facility.

«  Qdors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day).

+  Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the
local ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures.

«  Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a
noise screen.

»  Other impacts:

OO O

N

O 0O o0 o

[(Oves [no

Cves [ino
DYes BNO

DYes ElNo
DYes DNo
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18,

19.

IMPACT ON PUBLIGC HEALTH

Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety?

D NO DYES

Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of
hazardous substances {i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicais, radiation,
etc.) in the event of accident or upset conditions, or there may be
a chronic low level discharge or emission.

Proposed Aclion may result in the burial of *hazardous wastes”
in any form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highy reactive, radioactive,
irritating, infectious, etc.)

Storage facilities {or one million or more gallons of liquefied
natural gas or other flammabte liquids.

Proposed Action may result in the excavation or other
disturbance within 2,000 feet of a sile used for the disposal of
solid or hazardous waste.

Other impacts:

1
Smali to
Moderale
Impact

U

O oo o

2
Potential
Large
Impact

O

O 0O 0O

3

Can impact Be
Mitigated by
Project Change

DYes

[Cves

DYes
Yes

DYes

DNO

[CIno

DNO
DNO

DNO

IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD

Will Proposed Action affect the character of the existing community?

DNO DYES

Examples that would apply to column 2

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

The municipal budget for capilal expenditures or operating
services will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of
this project.

Proposed Action will conflict with officially adopted plans or
goals.

Proposed Action will cause a change in the density of land use.

Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities,
structures or areas of hisloric imporiance to the community.

Development will create a demand for additional community
services {e.g. schools, police and fire, elc.)
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DYes
E'Yes

DNO
DNO

DNO

DNO
DNO

DNO




1 2 3

Smalito Polential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
Impact impact Project Change
+  Proposed Action wili sel an important precedent for future D D D Yes No
projects.
«  Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. D DYes m No

»  Other impacts: Ites [jNo

= a0, Is'there; ot Is there likely to'be; public controversy related to potential e

adverse environment impacis?
[Jno [Jves

If Any Actlon in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potentlal Large Impact or If you Cannot Determine the Magnitude of
Impact, Proceed to Part 3
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Part 3 - EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS

Responsibility of Lead Agency

Part 3 musl be prepared if one or more impaci(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impacl{s} may
be mitigated.

Instructions (If you need more space, aitach additional sheets)
Discuss the following for each impact identHied in Column 2 of Part 2:
1. Briefly describe the Impacl.

2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by
project change(s).

3. Based on the information avallable, decide if it is reasonable {o conclude that this impact is important.
To answer the question of imporiance, consider:

1 The probability of the impact occurring

1 The duration of the impact

| Hs irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value
| Whether the impact can or will be controlled

| The regional conseguence of the impact

I lts potential divergence from locat needs and goals

1 Whether known objections to the project relate to lhis impact.
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