JOHN J. LYNCH
Director

Tel. (845) 878-3480
Fax (845) 878 <6721

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
841 FAIR STREET ~ CARMEL, NEW YORK 10512

October 21, 2002

Hon. Frank DelCampo, Supervisor
Town of Carmel

60 McAlpin Avenue
Mahopac, NY 10541 Re: SEQR —PIN 8806.97

Dear Supervisor DelCampo:

Putnam County, through the County Legislature, intends to declare itself lead agency for the
-above-referenced project for purposes of Environmental SEQR review and processing. We have added
three additional sites to the five we already presented at a previous meeting on April 17",

Enclosed please find materials for the SEQR review of our Commuter Parking Lots Project
which is referenced as PIN 8806.97 on all documents. The firm of Charles H. Sells is the engineering
consultant preparing the design documents. Attachments in this package include: ,

1. SEQR Short Assessment Form for Unlisted Actions
2. Set of color photographs of the seven parking sites
3. Set of project location maps of the seven sites

4. Set of preliminary plans of the seven sites

Please address any comments you may have on this transportation project, or our declaration of
lead agency status within 30 days to: ' : ’

John M. Pilner, Transportation Planner

Putnam County Division of Planning & Development
841 Fair Street :

Carmel, NY 10512

Thank you for your participation in this review.

Planning & Pevelopment

JJL:cad
Encs.
cc: Harold Gary, Commissioner of Highways & Facilities



OFFICE OF THE TOWN ENGINEER

JOHN KARELL Jr,, PE. Town Hall g&m 628-1500
Town Enginecr Mahopac, New York 10541 B4S) 628-2087
Fax (845) 628-7085

December 19, 2002

John Piiner
Putnam County Division of Planning

841 Fair Stree{
Carmel, NY 10541

Re: SEQR Pin 880897
Commuter Parking Lot
Mt. Hope Road, Route 6
Carmel (T)

Dear Mr. Pilner;

Please be advised that we have reviewed the materials forwarded along with your
10/21/02 letter regarding the captioned matter and have comments as follows:

1. We have no objection to your declaration of lead agency.
2. This project is tributary to the drainage course that is located between the new
" library and the church. This drainage course discharges under McDonalds
Marina.

The stormwater discharging off the new impervious surface created by the
parking area will add stormwater to an already unacceptable situation in the
existing drainage course.

The County, inconjuction with this project should address this drainage probiem,
abandon the pipe under McDonalds Marina and relocate such pipe in East Lake
Blvd. to discharge to the east of the Marina.

Consideration should be given to obtaining the necessary DEP approvals to pipe
the entire drainage course between the library and the church.

3. The Town requests copies of final engineering plans for this project for our
review,



4, How wiil this project atfect the bike path?
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

John Karell, Jr., P.E.
Town Engineer

/vb

cc; F. Del Campo
M. Simone
M. Rosa, PCDH



JOHN . LYNCH

Director

Tel. (845) 878 -3480
Fax (845) 878 -6721

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
841 FAIR STREET ~ CARMEL, NEW YORK 10512

MEMORANDUM
TO: Donna C. McMahon
;A i/
FROM: John M. Pilner //477
L/
RE: SEQR - Commuter Parking Lots
DATE: February 2, 2004

We will need one more processing of SEQR on the above referenced project (PIN 8806.97).
We are adding one new parking lot site because several others have been deleted for various reasons.
We will need the declaration of “Lead Agency” status resolution, and also a resolution for the
adoption of a Negative Declaration. Both resolutions can be in the same document since 30 days
will have elapsed by 3/2/04 for both Lead Agency and project review.

Our final list of sites totals 5 locations including 1 which has not been covered by a previous
SEQR processing. This one new site is in the town of Southeast at the intersection of Old Route 6,
Old Route 312, and Old Mine Road. It replaces a site on the same road a short distance away that
did receive SEQR review. :

To recount the background on this project’s previous SEQR processing, I have attached the
folowing Resolution history:

1. R-98 5/7/02 declared Lead Agency on 7 sites

2. R-134 7/2/02 Neg. Dec. on 5 sites (7 minus 2)

3. R-289  12/30/02 declared lead agency on 8 sites (5 + 3)
- 4. R-50 2/4/03 Neg. Dec. on all 8 sites

The previous Short EAF was signed by John Lynch on 10/2/02 and by Chairman McGuigan
on 1/22/03. We have since eliminated the 2 sites in Patterson and moved the site in the town of
Southeast further west on the same road. I have attached a new Short EAF (signed by John Lynch
1/27/04) for the one new site, and a sample Resolution for both Lead Agency status and Negative

Declaration.

Please schedule this matter for the next Physical Services Committee meeting on 2/19/04.

IMP:re
Attachments



John J. Lynch

Commissioner

Putnam County Department of Planning,
Development & Public Transportation

841 Fair Street
Carmel, NY 10512

Documentation: Commuter Parking Lots — PIN 8806.97

JMP:rc
3/16/09

Public Hearing Notice — Courier newspaper
John Karell letter — comment on plans

Town Supervisor letter — environmental review
Resolution #98 (Lead Agency) for SEQR
Resolution #134 (Neg. Dec.) for SEQR

Recalition #7220 (T and A sency) for
Resolution #289 (Lead Agency) for SEQR

Resolution #50 (neg Dec.) for SEQR
Resolution #55 (Lead Agency) for SEQR

10/31/02
12/19/02

110/21/02

5/7/02

- 7/2/02

1 /20/07
WLV /AV S

2/4/03
3/2/04

Phone: (845) 878-3480

Fax:

(845) 878-6721



s D
P

THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

Resolution # 289 F.’.ﬁm'% ;'Q,Q‘ Meeting

Vincent Tamagna on b/h 0
Introduced by Legislator:Physical Services Committee Regular

Seconded by Legislator:  Sam Oliverio, J@B JRN 10 A0 29 Special ‘Y.ear-}znd 12/30 /02

WHEREAS, the County of Putnam has embarked on a Commuter
Parking Lots Project (referred to internally as “PIN 8806.97), which
proposes to construct a total ofleigh'r (8) commuter parking lots fin
various locations in eastern Putnam County for the stated purpose of
alleviating traffic congestion along Routes 6, 84 and 684; and

WHEREAS, ‘these parking lots will provide parking for carpoolers,
Bee Line bus riders and uses of the Putnam Bikeway; and

WHEREAS, this project was previously ushered through the
SEQRA process as a set of seven sites; which number was subsequently
reduced to five sites as a result of two sites (i.e., a site at Route 311
in the Town of Patterson and another near the Mahopac Firehouse) being
withdrawn from consideration; and S

WHEREAS, a part of the Project, the County's Division of Planning
and Development has now proposed three additional parking sites (in
addition to the five parking sites previously processed and approved) to
be located at the following locations throughout the County: one near

. the corner of Route 6 and Mt. Hope Road, Mahopac, New York, and two
others dlong Roufe 164 in Patferson, New York; and "

Vote:
State Of New York
SS:

- County Of Putnam

I hereby certify that the above is a true and exact copy of a resolution
‘passed by the Putnam County Legislature while in session on :

Dated:

Signed;

Donna C. MéMahon
Clerk Of The Legislature Of Putnam County



THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

neselution # 289 (contdinued) Meeting.
Introduced by Legislator: ~ Regular
Seconded by Legislator: - Special

WHEREAS, the design and construction of the Project are being
covered by a 100% reimbursement grant through the New York State_
Department of Transportation, which includes 80% federal funds and
20% state funds; and |

~ WHEREAS, the County of Putnam, the Town of Carmel, the Town’
of Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP are the only agencies
responsible-directly or indirectly-for either the funding, approval and/or

undertaking of the Project; and

WHEREAS, on or about October 21, 2002, in accordance with the
requirements of SEQRA, the Town of Carmel, the Town of Patterson,
NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP were provided with copies of the
SEQRA Short Assessment Form for Unlisted Actions, which was
prepared at the behest of the County in anticipation of the above
referenced Project; and

- WHEREAS, on or about October 21, 2002, the County of Putnam
duly notified each of the other “involved” agencies-i.e., the Town of
Carmel, the Town of Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP-of its
willingness and intent to act as Lead Agency in this matter; and

Vote:
State Of New York
(3

County Of Putnam

I hereby certify that the above is a true and exact copy of a resolution
passed by the Putnam County Legislature while in session on -

_Dated:

Signed:

_ Donha C. McMahon
Clerk Of The Legislature . Of Putmam County




THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

Mo mded on

RESO]U_t'iOh # 289 (continued) MEETING
Introduced by Legislator: ‘ » Reguiar
Seconded by Leg1s1ator Special

Vote:

State Of New York

County Of Putnam

WHEREAS, more than 30 days has elapsed since Pu‘rnam Coun'ry
notified the other involved agencies (the Town of Carmel, the Town of
Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP) of the Putnam County
Legislature's willingness to act as Lead Agency in this matter; and

WHEREAS, the County of Putnam, either through the Putnam
County Legislature or the Division of Planning and Development, has
received no objection from any of the other involved agencies( the Town
of Carmel, the Town of Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP) J

- with respect to such designation; now therefore be it .

- RESOLVED, that pursuant to the provisions of the State
Environmental Quality Improvement Act, the Putnam County Leglsla'rur-e ‘
hereby determines for the purposes of review and compliance with
SEQRA, that the Putnam County Legislature, the agency responsible for
funding, approving and undertaking the proposed action, hereby declares
itself as "Lead Agency” as defined in 6 NYCRR Part 617.2 (u).

BY POLL VOTE: SIX AYES, LEGISLAT
AND NORDSTROM WERE ABSENT

$§:

I hereby certify that the above is a true and exact copy of a resolution

passed by the Putnam County Legislature while in session on

Dated: —~

&gned)%{/mzjﬁ InS b

(V Donna C McMahon
Cl Of The Legislature Of Putnam County
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14.16-4 (9/95)—Text 12
PROJECT L.D. NUMBER 617.20 SEQR

8806.97 Appendix C
State Environmental Quality Review

NVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORA
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only
PART |—~PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor)

n

1. APPLICANT /SPONSOR 2. PROJECT NAME
Putnam County Commuter Parking Lots
3. PROJECT LOCATION: Patterson
Municipality Towns of Southeast, Kent & County Putnam County

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road Intersectlons; prominent iandmarks, etc., or provide map)

fFivg_fi commuter parking lot locations as shown on the attached project location maps.

o
-

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: .
@ New Expansion @ Modificatlon/alteration
6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: . .
This project imvolves the creation/expansion/rehabilitation of five commuter parking
lots in three towns located in eastern Putnam County along the I-84/I-684 .corridor.
Three new commuter lots will be created, one existing commuter lot will be expanded
and one existing commuter lot will be rehabilitated. '

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: - - )
Initiatly 3 .40 acres Ultimately 3.40 acres

8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE-RESTRICTIONS?
(Hves ONo  1f No, describe briefly

8. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? ] '
D Residential D Industrial E Commercial D Agricuiture D Pari/Forest/Open space D Other
- Describa: L : ‘

s

The ”fivel parking lots are located in primarily light commercial aréass: .-
10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL,
STAT OR LOCAL)? ) ) .
Yes D No I yes, list agency(s) and permit/approvais

Design Approval from NYSDOT

11.  DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
D Yes E No  'lf yes, list agency name and.permit/approval

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?
Oves No~

| CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE. BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

Date: 67.// z/oz’/ ‘

A Putnam County

If the action Is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment

OVER
1




'PART ll—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Agency)

A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN 8 NYCRR PART 617. 42 It yes, coordlnai’e the revlew process and use the FULL EAF,

DYes ' .No

B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR, PART £17.67 It No, a negative-declaration

may be superseded by another Invoived agenay.

IZI Yes D No

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, if legible)
C1. Existing alr quality, surface or groundwater qualilty or quantity, noise lavels, existing trafflc pattarns, solld waste productlon or dlsposal

potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly:
e

No, this action will improve the air quality by promoting rxdesharmg thus reducmg automoblle-generated pollution,,
e ———

c2. Aesthetlc agricultural archaeologlcal historic, or other natural or culturai-resources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly:

No, this action will not have an adverse effect on any natural or cultural resources.

C3. Vegstation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wlidlife species, slgnificant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain briefly:

-@urﬂes are known to exist in the vicinity of the project areas as identified bu NYSDEC and USDOI. The effectof
action on this species is currently under review by NYSDEC Fish and Wildlife Division. lssue pending.

C4. A community’s existing plans ar goals as officlally adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of Iand or other natural resourcea? Explain briefly
No, this action will complement plans to convert existing abandoned railway lines into bikeway trails by provxdmg

parking facilities adjacent to the proposed trails.
C5. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities llkely to. be induced by the proposed action? Explaln briefly.

No, this action will not stimulate the development of lands for commercial or residential use.

Cé. Long term, short term, cumuilative,.or other effects not identified in C1-C5? Explain briefly.
No, this action‘will.not have any long or short term ad_verse impacts.

C7. Other impacts {including changes in use of elther quantity or type of energy)? Explain brleﬂy
No, energy consump’non would be rediiced by stimulating carpoollng and mass transit actlvmes

D WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPAGT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF.A CEA?

D Yes . No

E. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS?
[Oves ¥INo -1 Yes, explain briefly

PART ill—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect Identified above, determine whether it is substantlal, large, important or otherwise significant.
Each effect should be assessed In connection with Its (a) setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability-of .occurring; (c) duration; (d)
irreversibility: (e) geographic scope; and {f) magnitude. !f necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficient detall to show that all relevant adverse impacts have been identified and adequately addressed. if
question D of Part il was checked yes, the determination and significance must evaluate the potentsal impact of the proposed action

~on the environmental. characterlsﬂcs of the CEA

[ Check this box if you have identified one or'more potentially Iakge or signlflcant adverse impacts’ which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.

[] Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above .and any supporting
documentatlon, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supportlng this determination:

Putnam County Leglslature
Name of Lead Agency

Robert Pozzi o Chairman
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency g itle-a

Signature of Responsible Otficer in Lead Agency.
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C 14,16-4 (11/95—-Tex1 12’ = ) ) L R - E )
“PROJECT LD NUMBER . e 817. 20 ' _— S SEQR
. 8806 97 " o o , Appendlx c :
. - Stata- =nvlronmanial Guality Review =
SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
: .- .For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only S
pART I—-PHDJECT !NFORMATION (T 0-be cempleted by Appllcant or Project spongor):
| T AFPLICANT SPONSOR . - . T 2. PROJECT NAME - -
putnam County ‘ S : . Commuter Parklng Ldts

3. PROJECT LOCATION:
qunty Putnam CDLmty

Town of Southeast

) Munlalpallty
7. PAECISE LOCATION (5tre
_One commuter PAr
Mine '.Road in’ Tilly Foster are

elq, Ol prevlde magp)

at address and road Iritarsections, prominent ‘landmarks,
te'6 & Old Route 312 & 01ld

king lot at intersection of 01d Rou
a of Town of Southeast

"5, IS PHDPOSED AGTION:

« gcorridor. The SEQR Review of four of these lgts was iomp
t

. WILL: PHOPOSED AGTION OOMPLY WITH EXIST] ENG ZONING QR DT

Enew: DExpanelon . DModlﬂoaﬂornlalteratlon
5. DESGRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY. - ' ‘ .
‘This project involves the creation/ expans:.on/rehabllitation of five commuter lots
~me +he T—84/T<684 .

| e hmgme

 {#i three town ly along the l-oca/l

s- located in eastefn Putnam County general
leted prev‘iously and the -
o Jul; 2 200 . 4,20

ne new

Bagman, CRREty Lepisetu™s pEeoRl.E i faT: EAnEE Beln fddod to 092.% fehy
7. AMOUNTQF ZI.SNDAFFEGTED another 11ily . y ly reviewed under SEQR.

lnltlall.__,_-_._._____-——.—- .goree - Uiiimately”

m Yes Ereo Mo, deséribe brisfly

The three parklng lots are located in prima

1 10, DDES AGT 10N INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, GR FUNDING,

i 11'.

8, WHAT s PHESENT LAND ‘UBE IN ViGI‘NITY OF FROJECT? '

] Residentlal . Dlndua’trla! - -commarelﬁl EAgrloulture . E]PerleoresUOpen spaoe . [ athsr
Describei . o

rlly llght commercial and resndentlal areas

NOW GR ULT!MATELY FROM- ANY oT HER GDVERNMENTAL AGENOY (FEDERAL.

STATE OR LOGAL)? : .
.Yae .' DNO !f yes, st egenayls! and- gemlt/approvals .

¥ Design Approva{ from NYSUOI Appreval frar-, Y"D

‘DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE AOT 10N, HAVE A GURREN‘T LY. VALID. PERMIT OR APPROVAL?

' UY_:& le No - If yes, llat agenoy name and permlilapprbval
12, 'AB A+ HESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL E.XISTING PERMITIAPPROVAL REQUIRE M.ODIFIGATIbbi? o : .
[ ves - No SR

1 GERT{FY THAT THE INF‘ORMATION Paovmse ABOVE I8 TRUE 'TO THE EEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE e

. Putnaya—C\OUmY o :'. _ osei //\37/017[

lf the acflon is In the Gaastal Area and- you are a e’:ate agency, completa the .
' coastal Assessment Form before proceed!ng with. thls assessment .

'OVER-
1
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PART Il —ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Agency)
A, DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD JN 6 NYCRR PART 617 47~ |f yes, eoordlnat’e the review pfoceés and vse.the FULL EAF.
D Yes @ No . '
B, WiLlL ACTION REGEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRH PART 617.67
may be supereadsd by another tnvoived agency
!ZI Yes D No

C. GOULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwriften, If leglbte)
C1. Exlisting air quallty, surface or groundwater quallty-or quantlty, nolse levels, existing traffic patterns. solid waste production or disposal,

potantial for aroslon, drainags or flooding problemg? Explain brisfly: ‘
-No, this action will improve the a{rr quality by promotmg ridesharing thus reducing automobite-generated poHution\.

If'No, a negative-declaration

’

Cc2. Aesthetlc agrlcultural archaaologlcal historlc, or other natural or cultural resourcas; or community or netghborhood character? Exptaln brlefly

Nb, thts action Wl” not have an adverse effect on any natural or cultural resources.

cs vegetatton or fauna, fish, shellfish or wiidiife species, algniticant habitats, or threataned or endangered species? Explaln bristly:
Coordination with the_ NYSDEC and USDO! to determine the possrbte effects of this action is currently underway.

"Issue pending. : ,
C4. A community's -existing plans or goals as offlclalty adopted or a change in.use or tntanslty of use of land or other natural resourcas? Explatn briefly

No, this action will complement plans to convert existing abandoned railway lines into brkeway trails by providing
parkmg facilities adjacent to the proposed trails. : ' . : :

No thrs action wrll not strmutete the development of lands for commermal or resrdentrat use.

Ga Long term, short term, x’:umulatlver or other effects not identified in C1. C57 Exptaln brleﬂy
No, thrs actlon will not have any Iong or short term adverse rmpacte

7. Other lmpacts (lncludtng changes ln use of sither quantlty or type of anergy)” Explaln brisfly.

1. No, energy consumptron would be reduced by sttmuletmg carpoohng end mass transrt actrvrtree

D WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPAGT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE'_ESTABUSHMENT OF-A CEA?7

Oves - .No . - :

. E. IS THERE, OR 18 THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY HELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE -ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS? -
D Yas’ . SiNo. If Yes, explaln brleﬂy S

PART ii}—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by ‘Agency) -
INSTRUCTIONS: 'For each adverse sffect. identified above, determine whether It s substantial, large, rmponant or otherwise srgmﬂcant
Each effect should'be assessed In connection -with' its {(a): -selting (Le. urban or rural); (b) probabiiity- of. oceurring; (e} duration; (d)’
. Irraversibllity; () geographic scope; and {f) magnitude. I necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensurs that
explanations eontain sufficlent: detall to show that all relevant adverse impacts have been identlified and adequately. addressed.’ Jf
question D-of Part Il was checked yes; the determination and slgniﬂcance must evaluate the potentral Impact of ‘the pruposad actlon

. on the envtronmental charactertstics of the CEA.

[J check this box If you have identified one or ‘inore potentlally large or slgntﬂcant adverse impacts whloh MAY
oceur, Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF -and/or prepare a posltive declaration.

O Check this box if you have ‘determined, based on the information and analysls above and any supporﬂng
documentation, that the proposed actlon WILL NOT resuit in any significant adverse envlronmentat impacts
AND provlde on attachments as neoessary, the reasons supporting-this: determlnatlon. : -

Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Mame of Responsible Officer Lead Agency Title of Responsible Otﬁ.cer

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agancy. Signature of Preparer (I different from responsible officer)

Date




PART Il—~ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Agency)

A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR PART 617.4? it yes, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF.
[ves No )
8. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.67 If No, a negative-declaration
may be superseded hy another invelved agency.
Yes D No

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, if legibie)
C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal,
potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly: :

No, this action will improve the air quality by promoting ridesharing thus reducing automobile-generated pollution..

,

C2. Aesthetic agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cuitural fesources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefiy:

No, this action will not have an adverse effect on any natural or cultural resources.

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shelifish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Expiain briefly:

Coordination with the NYSDEC and USDOI to determine the possible effects of this action is currently underway.

Issue pending.
C4. A community's existing plans or goais as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain briefly

No, this action will complement plans to convert existing abandoned railway lines into bikeway trails by providing
parking facilities adjacent to the proposed trails.

C5. Growth, subsequent developmenl, or relaled activities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly.

No, this action will not stimulate the development of lands for commercial or residential use.

C6. Long term, short term, cumulative, .or other effects not identified in C1-C57 Explain briefly.

No, this action will not have any long or short term adverse impacts,

C7. Other impacts (inciuding changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly.

No, energy consumption wouid be reduced by stimulating carpooling and mass transit activities.

D. WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL GHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF .A CEA?

D Yes E No

E. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONWENTAL IMPAGTS?
[ves EINo 1 Yes, explain briefly R

PART Hi—DETERMINATION OF SIGNiFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or otherwise significant.
Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a} setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; (c) duration; (d)
irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and {f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse impacts have been identified and adequately addressed. |f
question D of Part Il was checked yes, the determination and significance must evaluate the potential impact of the proposed action
on the environmental characteristics of the CEA.

O Check this box if you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF andior prepare a positive declaration.

[J Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination:

Putnam County Legislature
Name of Lead Agency

_Robert McGuigan Jr. Chairman
vht gf Tyfe Hamg of Ke; sihe @ffieer in Leaf Agency it!
Signature of Res’bnsible OfficeVlLea ) " / /Signature of F}eﬁarer (17 ditjfrent from responsible officer)
@gf 3 7\ 0 5
' / [ Date

2




PART H—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be complieted by Agency)
A.-DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN-6 NYCRR PART 617.4? {f yes, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF.
D Yes No
D, WILL ACTION RECEIVE COCRDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS iN § NYCRR, PAR
may be superseded by another involved agency.
IZ} Yes D No

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, If leglble)
C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal,

potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly: .
No, this action will improve the air quality by promoting ridesharing thus reducing automobile-generated poflution..

i7.87 if No, a negaltive-deciaration

’

G2. Aesthetic agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or neighborhood character? Explain briefly:

No, this action will not have an-adverse effect on any natural or cultural resources.

C3. Vegelation or fauna, fish, shelifish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain brietfly:

Coordination with the NYSDEC and USDOI to determine the possible effects of this action is currently underway.

Issue pending.
C4. Acommunity's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain briefly

No, this action will complement plans to convert existing abandoned railway lines into bikeway trails by providing
parking facilities adjacent to the proposed trails;

d agtivities tikely lo. be induced by the proposed action? Expiain briefly.

No, this action will not stimulate the development of lands for commercial or residential use.

C6. Long term, short term, cumulativé, .or other pffects not identified in C1-C57 Explain briefly.
No, this action will not have any long or short term adverse impacts.

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly.

No, energy consumpﬁon would be reduced by stimulating carpooling and mass transit activities.

D. WILL THE PROJECT HAVE AN IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT CAUSED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF.A CEA?

D Yes E No

E. IS THERE, OR I8 THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS?
D Yes @ No  “If Yes, explain briefly -

PART Ill—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)
INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, jarge, important or otherwise significant.
Each effect shouid be assessed in connection with its (a) setting (i.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of .occurring; () duration: (d)
irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or reference supporting materials. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all reievant adverse impacts have been identified and adequately addressed, If
question D of Part Il was checked yes, the determination and significance must evaluate the potential impact .of the proposed action
on the environmental characteristics of the CEA.

[0 Check this box If you have identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.

[0 Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental impacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination:

Putnam County Legislature
Name of Lead Agency

obert McGuigan Jr. : ‘Chairman

it of Tyhe Yamg of Ke; sipie Pffieer in Lepll Agency of Respomiible Officer
Signature of Resﬂ)nsible Ofﬁce‘VlLea gency. / /‘ ¥rent from responsible officer)
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' / [ Date
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THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

Resolution # 98 o Meeting
Introduced by Legislator: _ Arne Nordstrom:y 15 LisRdea Regular May 7, 2002
Seconded by Legislator: Michael Semo, Jr. Special

WHEREAS, as part of the county's Transpor'fahon Improvement
Program, the County of Putnam intend to construct 59_\_/_«31 different sites
for commuter parking in strategic locations around eastern Putnam
County: and

WHEREAS, the State has provided a 100% reimbursable grant
(80% federal, 20% state) for the development of these parking lots:
which covers the necessary costs for design, construction, ROW
acquisition, and inspection; and

WHEREAS, the other involved agencies include: NYSDOT,
NYSDEC, NYCDEP, and USCOE: and those agencies have consented to
the Putnam County Legislature acting as Lead Agency in this matter; and
| WHEREAS, pursuant to Part 617 of title 6 NYCRR, the Putnam
County Legislature heretofore served notice of its intent to declare lead
agency status for SEQR review of the commuter Parking Lots project
(PIN 8806.97) upon all interested and/or mvolved agencies, as previously
mentioned; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, that pursuant to the provisions of the State
Environmental Quality Review Act, the Putnam County Legislature hereby
determines for the purposes of review and compliance with SEQRA, that
the Putnam County Legislature, the agency responsible for undertaking
the proposed action (design, ROW acquisition, and construction), hereby
declares itself as “Lead Agency” as defined in 6 NYCRR Part 617.2 V).

Vot BY POLL VOTE: ALL AYES, CARRIED UNANIMOUS
ote:

State Of New York
SS:

County Of Putnam

I hereby certify that the above is a true and ex y of a resolution

passed by the Putnam County Leg1s]ature while in session on
May 7, 2002

Dated: —May 8, 2002 ey
sianes: 8t (o JEDUahrn
é ) Donna C. McMahon
Clerk Of The Legislature Of Putnam County




THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

Resolution # _289 Meeting

Vincent Tamagna on.b/h &F the’

Introduced by Leg‘:s?ator Physical Services Commifttee Regular

83 JN 10 A0 29

* Seconded by Legislator: - Sam Oliverio, Special Year-—End 12/30 /02

_ WHEREAS, the County of Pufnam has embarked on a Commuter
Parking Lots Project (referred to internally as “"PIN 8806.97), which

proposes to construct a total of eight (8) commuter parking lots in
~varios locations in eastern PuTnam County for the stated purpose: of

alleviating traffic congestion along Routes 6, 84 cmd 684; and

WHEREAS, ‘these parking lots will prowde parking for carpoolers,
Bee Line bus riders and uses of the Putnam Blkeway and

WHEREAS this project was previously ushered through the
SEQRA process as a set of seven sites; which number was subsequently
reduced to five sites as a result of two sites (i.e., a site at Route 311
in the Town of Patterson and another near the Mahopac Flrehouse) being
withdrawn from consudemﬁon,nnd :

WHEREAS a par'f of the Project, the Coun‘rys Division of Planning
and Development has now proposed three additional parking sites (in
addition to the five parking sites previously processed and approved) to
be located at the following locations throughout the County: one near

- the corner of Route 6 and Mt. Hope Road, Mahopac, | New York, and two
‘others along Route 164 in Patterson, New York and

C——

e ———

Vote:
State Of New York
SS:

- County Of Putnam

I hereby cert1fy that the above is a true and exact copy of a reso'lutmn
-passed by the Putnam County Legislature while in session on

Dated:

Signed;

.Donna C, McMahon
Cletk Of “The Legxslature Of Putnam County



THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

Resoiution # _ 289 {(continued) Meeting
Introduced by Legislator: ~ Regular '
seconded by Legislator: - . Special

WHEREAS, the design and construction of the Project are being
covered by a 100% reimbursement grant through the New York State
Department of Transportation, which includes 80% federal funds and
20% state funds. and

WHEREAS, the County of Putnam, the Town of Carmel, the Town
of Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP are the only agencies
responsible-directly or indirectly-for either Tne funding, approval and/or
undertaking of the Project; and

WHEREAS, on or about October 21, 2002, in accordance with the
requirements of SEQRA, the Town of Carmel, the Town of Patterson,
NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP were provided with copies of the
SEQRA Short Assessment Form for Unlisted Actions, which was
prepared at the behest of the County in anﬂcnpaﬂon of the above
referenced Project; and ‘

- WHEREAS, on or about October 21, 2002, the County of Putnam
duly notified each of the other “involved” agencies-i.e., the Town of
Carmel, the Town of Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP-of its
willingness and intent to act as Lead Agency in this matter; and

Vote:
State Of New York
55

County Of Putnam

I hereby certify that the above is a true and exact copy of a reso]u’mon
passed by the Putnam County Legislature while in session on

Dated:

Signed:
- Domna C. McMahon
Clerk Of The Legislature . Of Putnam County



THE PUTNAM COUNTY LEGISLATURE

Reso] 'tioh-# 289 (continued) : - Meeting
Introduced by Legislator: _ Regular
Seconded by Legislator: ) Special

Vote: :
State Of New York

‘County Of Putnam

WHEREAS, more than 30 days has elapsed since Putnam County
notified the other involved agencies (the Town of Carmel, the Town of
Patterson, NYSDEC, NYSDOT and NYCDEP) of the Putnam County
Legislature's willingness to act as Lead Agency in this matter; and

.WHEREAS, the Coun‘ry of Putnam, either through the Putnam
County Legislature or the Division of Planning and Development, has
received no objection from any of the other involved agencies( the Town

af Carmel +he Town of Paotderson NVSED C NVYSDOT and NVeDEDY

Vi enrinnmsr, i PUWEL V] TUTIRITSVIE, IN7TQULCL, INTOWUW T Ui INT LT

- with respect to such designation; now therefore be it

k RESOLVED, that pursuant to the provisions of the State .
Environmental Quality Improvement Act, the Putnam County Legislature -

_hereby determines for the purposes of review and compliance with

SEQRA, that the Putnam County Legislature, the agency responsible for
funding, approving and undertaking the propesed action, hereby declares
itself as "Lead Agency” as defined in 6 NYCRR Part 617.2 (w).

Ss:

I hereby certify that the above is a true and exact copy of a resolution

passed by the Putnam County Legislature while in session on

Dated N

S1gnedM1/Mt)£ Fnd i

Donna C McMahon
Cle: Of The Legislature Of Putnam County
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PROJECT LOCATION
PUTNAM COUNTY COMMUTER LOTS
PIN 8806.97 o

LOT #6 ROUTE 6 AND MOUNT HOPE ROAD
TOWN OF CARMEL
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