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RASOLUfiON 2009 # 4

RE: AUTHORIZING THE SUPERVISOR TO SIGN PAOES I AND 5 OF THB
SI'ATE ENVIRONMENTAT QUATITY REVIEW FULL ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT FORM

On a motion of Cqpncilwo.man-Mjcki Snpwinski, seconded by eo.uncilryag Hany
Cplgan, moved to accept the resolution as read.

Adopted Ayes 5 Crans, Ross, Strawinski, Colgan, McKeon
Nays 0

Copy Attrach€d

January 13,2009
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Appendix A
Slale Envlronmsnhl Quallty RevlEw

f Ut [ "E]lv. tRG ]lME]tTAt AsS ES$AAEFIX FORi,l
?urpote: The ful'EA.F b designed to he{p'dppiicon.fs snd cgencier deiennine, ln.on ordorly msnner.-wheiher.o proiect or
action rnqy b€ slgniiiconf . The quesllon of whefhet on oction nny bFgigtllflcont ls noi glways €ssy looRfw€r. ffequently:' lher€ dr€ ospects of. c prciecl thql sre 'subjecfive or unrnoosurf,bt€. li is oFo,underslooci.thoi tho:e .who deiennhrc
signiffconce moy hove litlF ot no fomol knowledge of the environrnenl or may.not be technics$y exper| in envkcnrnenk:l
onolysis. ln oddilion, mony who hove knowledge in one porflculor oreo moy noi be ow{re of the troqder ccncems
offacting the gueslion of sftniticonco.

The fufi €AF is hlended to ptovide o method whereby opplbonts ond cgencies con bo cssured thct the
delerminoticn ptocess hos been orderty, comprehensive ln nature. yat flexible to ollow introduclicn of informotion to fit o
proJect or elion.

fun EAF Componenfu: Ihe ful| EAF is comprised of lhree porfs:
Fort l; Provides objective dofc ond informction oboul o glven proiect ond ils rfte. 8y identify?rg bosi* proj*ct

doto, it ossisfs o reviawer in the ord!6ir thoi tokes pkrce in.Ports 2 md'3.
Farf 2j Focuses on idb'nriffing fhe ronge of'posblb irnpoctr ihot mcy occur frorn a project or oction. tt provides

- Suldonce os to whether cn irnpccf iE fikely to be conskiar€d srncll fo moderote or whelher it ir q
pctenfidly-hrge lmpocf. the forrn obo Henfifies whelher on irnpoct con be miligoted or reduced,

?trl 3: li qny t$pocl tn Pcrl 2 il Henttfied cs pcfenliolly-brga, fhen Port 3 is used lo evqluole wheiher or nof fhe
impccl ir dctually l"npodant.

OflEnffiHAIION Of SIGNIFICAI{CE*Type I snd Unllcl€d Acfions

ldenllty ltra Fortlonr of EAF comptehd k this pmfeeh fil eo* I Hl pqrt 2 F f od S
Upon rev'ew of the hfonncfion recoded on lhis EAF tPdt-"is I qnd 2 ond 3 if opFrofiotel, fid ony oih6r suppoding
infonnotlon, ond considering bofh the mogrnitude crrd impodonce of ecch impoci, it b reconqbty delennined by the lead
ogencf that:

n A. The project will not resull in ony lorge and imporfont impoctlrf snd, thereforg, is one which yll nol.hove
o s@nificcnl irnpocl on the envhonmenf, theref€re o nagdlvr declorafbn wtl ba praporud,

n 8. Atthaugh the projact could hove c signlficord Effecl on fhe environmsrf, lhers will not be o Cgrrificont
effecf lor this Unlisted Aciiod bscouse the mitQolion rneosures descrhed in PAR'[ 3 hovp been raquired.
iherefore o GONDf|IOHED negullve declorEilon rrill be prepcrad..

m C. The project moy resuli in ona or mor6 ldrge dld importcnt impocfs thdt moy hcve o slgniticont impocl
on the envirqrrnent. theretore c porilivo daclcrdon wlll br prepcred.

' A Condilioned |iegotive Deckrration is only votid for Unlisled Acflons

Adoltbr ofArendmeotrto Cfipbr 143 of tLs Codeof tlaTowu ofRed Eook euddef trnlng,(lrrpcr 120
of tf,e f.ndc of thr Tosa ef Rcd IIml,

Nome of Leod Agencry

Sur T. Cranc Srpcniror

Prfnt or lype hloma of Rerporrible Officer in Leod Agency .r'\ litle of Ferponglhle Offcer

Sigrloiure of Respon$bl€ Offfcer in leod Agency $ignofur€ ot Prepqfer ilf dtferent Fom responsible olflcer)

,, ,, ,,., J+uery 13,29,09, _ - .,-, _.--, -,..D(rto
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PAii,i 't . PROJECT tNfOR^nAItON

Prepored by Project Sponsor
NOTICE: This documenf is designed lo ossisl in delermining whelher lhe ocfion propose<! moy hove o significonl effect on
llre environmenl. Pleose complele lhe enlire form, Pqrts A through F. Answers lo lhese questicns wil l be considered cs port
cf the opplicoiion for opprovol ond moy be subjecl lo furlher verif icqlion ond public review. provide ony ocJditionol
:nformotion you believe wil l be needed to cornplefe Ports 2 ond 3.
i l  is  expecled thoi  ccmplet ion of  the fu l l  EAF wi l l  be dependenl  on informol ion curreni ly qvoi loble ond wi l l  not  invotve new
sludies, reseorch or invesligoiion. lf informotion requiring such additionol work is unovoiloble. so indicote ond specifv eoch
insfonce.
NAME OF ACTION
Atlopt ion of  Amendtnents to Chapter 143 of  thcCodeof theTown of  l led l look ent i t led Zoning, Chnpier I20 ol ' thc Coclc of  thc ' lorvn of  l ler l
l look ent i l led Subdiv is lon of  l ,and, snd lhe Conrprehensive Plan
LOCAIION OF ACIION {lnclude Sireel Addres5, Municipol i iy ond Counfyi
I 'own ot ' l ler l  l look. I lutchess Counfv
NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR
'l 'orvn l loard of ' lhe ' l 'ow,n ol 'Red l look

BUSINESS TEIEPHONE
{84s1 758-4tt00

AD)R[5S
7340 South I l roadwav
a trv lDa\

I tcd l look
STAIE
NY

ZIP CODE
r2s7l

NAME OF OwNER { l f  d i f ferent} BUSINESS IELEPHONE
{

^DDRESS

CgY/PO STAIE ZIF CODE

)ESCRIPI1ON OF ACIION: ' l 'hc proposcd act ion is the adopt ion of  nnrcndnrcnls to lhc ' l 'orvn ol ' t lcd l look Zoning l -aw, Subdiv is ion l . ,ar t  und-
Conrprchecsive Plnn lo inrplcmcnl the proposcd Centers nntl  crccrspaccs Plan. ' l 'he anrcndnrcnls wil t  rrcslc t tvo norv irorr ing distr icts (the
i \gr ieul lurnl  l lusincss l l is l r ic t  and thc ' l ' racl i t ionnl  Ncighborhood
subdir, ision rrgulnt ionr rvi th provisions for conscrvation subdivisions, {nd wil l  add a nc}v sctt lon on opco sprcc incenl ive roning, in tddit lon
toother incidcntol  changesneccssi tatet lbyiheseRnrtndmcnls,  Inorder locneourogevi l loge-sct lcdcnsi tyrv i th inthe' I ' radi t iont l
Ncighbrrhood Dcvelopncnt Di$tr ict,  lhc larv el lnr inates the dcnsi ly houus for provision of ccnfral w{lsr in thc Rl nnd I l l ,5 l) istr icts. I 'he
rrrrcndnrents are designcd to protect the henlth, safety tnd rvelfare of ' l 'orvn residenls, to bring thc' l 'orvnrg Zanlng Law and Subdivision Larv
inlo confornranee rvith the'folvn's Comprehensive Plan, Grecnway Connectisns; Greenrtay Compact Pragram and Guides for l lutchess
Countl ,  Conrmunit ies pursurnt tc Chapter |  7-J ol ' thc ' l 'own Code, and rvith rccent changes fo New York Stnte Jirwn t-arv. ' l 'hr proposerl
i lnrendrrrcnts sre bssed on the prcf 'ercnces ancl priori t ics of torvospeoplc as dctermined through l ive communlty nrcct ings, trvo nrcetings hclr l
specif i tr l ly for landowners ln the prop<lsed Agricultural l lusiness l) lstr lc{,  nurnerous nrectings rvith inr l ividunl st*keholders represenling
vtr ious interests in ths communlly, and more thsd 200 mcetings of t l re lolernrrnlcipal ' l 'ask Force, including mrctings rvith -forvn and
Vi l late $osrds.  conrmif iees and orgsnizr l ionc to sol ic i t  thclr  innrr t .

Pleose Complete Eqch Question * lndlcote "NA" if not opplicoble,

A. Sile Descripfion
i'hysicol setl ing of overoll pro.iecl,
l .  Presenl  iond use: XJ Urbon

fiiForest
2. Io lo l  Acreoge of  projecl  oreo:

APPROXIMATE ACREAGF

both develoDed ond undeveloped oleqs.
f f i  Industr iol  El  Commerciol  X Residenf iol{suburbon}
ffl egricullure [l Otnet Irlstifutiq!.r.al. uu[icjnul. a,nrl vqcjlt tanrl
&iJ!l!3!ocres,

ffi Rurol{non-fcrm}

AFTER COMPLETiON
fteodow or Brushiond {Non-ogricultural}
Foresled
Agricul lurol  f  lncludes orchords,  croplond, poslure,  ef  c.)
wetlond {Freshwoter or t idol os per Arlicles 24,25 o{ ECLI
Woter Su.foce Areg
Unvegetoled (Rock, eorth or f i l l)
Roods. buildings ond other poved surfoces
Oiher { lndicote }ype}

3. Whol is predominont soil fype(s) on proieci siie? Ysr:iqr ttr:SUglrltr$lrj Tglyg
o. Soil droinoge: n well droirred % ol site I Moderotely well droined - % of site

f, Poorly dr,:ined -% of site N,..\
C'. if cny ogricuilurol lond is involved, how mony ocres of soil cre clossified wiihin soil group I lhrough 4 of lhe NYS Lond

Clqssi i icot ion Syslern? ccres.  {See I  NYCRR370),  ! i4

PRESTNTLY
N4 ocres
NA ocr€s
NA ocres
l\A ccres
NA ocres
NA ocres
j\i4 ocres
NA ocres

NA ccres
!i! ocres
N4 ocres
NA ocres
N4 ocres
i.r-4 Oc.es
i\A ocres
N4 ocres
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A.e ihere bedrock oulcroppings on proji : sire? ff i ves [J lo v*ric.s tJr*9ur:h1l:.,:, r l]t,.t.orrg
o, Whai is depth to bedrock? {in feet) rj.nrieqtlrouglrptt!_lhcJlptu
Approxlrnale percenfoge of  proposed projecl  s i is  wi lh s lopes: l f  O-tOZ _% [  tO-rSf"

I rs% o'?ilG *" %

IJ

t6

17

_%
)ra rils'f {lW rl,}r-!r! c

:: qr^:i:*:-^bsioniioliy contiguous io, or conlo.in o.*building, site, or dislricr. tisred on ihe Stcte or f he Norionol Regisfers orHislor ic Plcces? ffi ves DNo coni.ains a Nn k llist iv idtro..rJ, lllcr $ I q ! e { I d..N,q { irl$ g I ltrrsis{glq
I  lc  nrniant c '  'hctnnt is | ly  cont iguot.rs lo o s i te l is ted on lhe Regisfe; 'o i  Naf ioncr l  Nctural  Londmorks? ' f  ves X No
B. whot is ihe depth of  the woler ioble? var i f$.rhrqushgut the'{or! !  { in f  eet)
9 ts sile locaied over o primgry, principci, or sole source oquiier? ffi ves fJ No Sss-gJltrg$Ie"$I.gJh,g
;0.  Do hunt ing.  f ishing oI  shel l  f ishing oppor luni l ies presenl ly exis i  in lhe projecl  oreo? I  ves i l  r . ro
I  i  nnnt nrniae t  c i ro r661fgi1 ony species of  p lont or onimcl  l i fe thot  is  ident i f ied os threclened oi  enciongered?

ffi ves f] r'to According fo N,Y$..|].[p Nlq4!'$!-llerit$ss ll]:tursm g.rut us rrish 8nd witdtifs servjggrggggglg
tl.g_ciclJ f con s r:rv* l-iqn cqtt !:ern,in tt g J'qlY$

ldentify eoch species nunrgrous glgnt nqd aUinral,pqe.c.i-cg
I2.  Are there ony unique or unusuol  lond forms on lhe project  s i ie? { i .e.  c l i f fs ,  dunes, of  her geotogicoi  formot ions}

I ves K ruo Describe

]A

l< !ho nrniar i  < i ra nrocapt ly used by the community or neighborhood os on open spoce or recreol ion oreo?'- . , 'v  ts,

ffi ves I rto lf ves, explain. Yill.Fge.'l]o'rl,$lgtr:,*llrl.ntiy.fl.lqly g]vtr.gd-lccrqgtio,n Lnp.tJiliss ar:g.Jo-cntra il.-the'l'orl,n

Dces lhe presenl  s i ie include scenic v iews known io be imporioni  tc the community?
fi Ves [ ruo As i4entil'icrl.j3 rtre..t'grvn,sColr.tufh.ensivp.tflilry

Slreorns wilhin or coniiguous to projecl oreQ: Snlvkil l  l l iver. Sronv Kitl. trF.h.$ Kil l, j l l l .d.d.qlkil l
o-  Ncme of s i reom ond nome

Lokes, pcnds, wei lond orecrs wi th in or coni iguous lo project  oreo:
o. Norne lakcs. ryeilards, rrpq4,s., b, Size (ln ocres) vsrics

ls lhe sile served by exisiing pubiic uti l i t ies? fJ yes X tto X Xle
o) i{ Yes, does sufflcient copocity exist io otlow connecilon? f, Ves I ruo
b) lf Yes, wil i improvernenls be necesscry to ollow connecfion? f, Ves f] fVo

18. ts the s i ie locoied in on ogr icul fural  d is i r ic t  cer i i f  ied pursuont lo Agr icul lure cnd Mcrkels Low, Ar l ic le 25.AA. Sect ion 303
ond 304? F yes [J No *gtlp-*lrurall) isff jclzg

l9 Is ihe s i le locoled in or subslcnt io l ly  conl iguous 1o o Cr i t icol  Fnvironmenlol  Areo designcled pursuont fo Ar l ic le g of  the
ECL, ond 6 NYCRR 6 ] /? f l  ves f f i  t ro

20, f-ros lhe site ever been used for the disposol of solid or hozordous wosles? [ Ves [J No NA

B. Project Descripfion N4
l. Physicol  d imensions ond sccle of  projecf  { f i l l  in dimensions os oppropr iote}

o. Totol conliguous ocrecge owned or controlied by projeci sponsor ocres.
b.  Projecl  ocreoge lo be developed: _ ocres in i l ia l ty; ccres ul t lmoleiy.
c.  Prcject  ocreoge lo remoin undeveloped _ ocres.
d.  Length of  project ,  in mi ies:  { l f  opproor iof  e}
e.  l f  the project  is  on expcnsion. indicole percenl  of  exponsion proposed _%.
f  .  Numtrer of  of f -street por i<;ng spoces exis l ing _;  prcposed
g Maxirnum vehrculor l r ips generoted per hour _ (upon ccmptel icn of  proiect)?
n. l i  resident io l :  Nurnber ond type of  housing uni ts:

One Fornily Iwo Fomlly Multiple Fornily
in i t i ( ] l !y

l .Jl i i rnctely

Dimensions { in feet}  of  lcrgesl  proposed structure heighi ;
l ineqr feel  of  f rontoge olong o publ ic f  horoughfore project  wi l l  occuny is?

3

i l ,

wiClh; lpnnth

Condorninium



. i . .  1. . . .
'  2. How much nolutql moteriol (i.e. rock. ec,,,,., etc.] wlll be rernoved from lhe silea ,, i.,:i 'f] tons fcubic yords

3. vvi l ld isfurbed oreos be reclcimed? f ]  Ves [  ruo I  Nle
o. l f  yes.  for  whot intended purpose is the s i te being recloimed?
b. Wil l fopsci lbe stockpi ied for reclomol ion? f ,  ves I  r ' , to
c. Wil l  upper subsoitbe stockpited for reclomoi ion? [  yut f  No

4. l tow mony ocres of vegelot ion f  t rees. shrubs. ground covers) wi l l  be removed from si te? _ ocfes,
-{ t?vili ony molure foresl f over i00 yeors old} or other lccoliy-imporlont vegelclion be removed by f his prcjeci?

I yes f r'.io
5. i f  s ingle phose projecl :  Ant ic ipoted period of conskuct ion _ months, { including demoti t ion}
7. l l  mul t i -phcsed:

o.  Tcf  o l  number of  phoses cnt ic ipoled (number] .
b.  Anl ic ipcted dote of  commencemenl phcse I  **-  monlh yecr.  { inctuding demoti t ion}
c.  Approximote complei ion dste of  f ino!  phose monlh -*  yeaf .
d,  is phase I  funct ional ly dependenf on subsequenl phoses? [  Ves i l  r . to

8. Wil t  blosl ing occur during conslruci iona n yes I  No
9. Number of  jobs generoled: dur ing construct ion _:  of ier  projeci  is  complele
10. Number of  jobs el iminoied by th is projecf
1 l. Will projecl require relocotion of ony projecls or focil i l ies? f] Ves i l I ' to lf yes, explcln 

-i?, ls surfcce l iquid woste disposol involved? ! yes i l ruo
o. l f  yes,  indicote type of  wosle (sewoge, indusir io l ,  e ic.J ond omounl
b. Nome of woier body inio which effluent wil l be dischorged

13. ls subsurfoce l iquid woste disposol  involved? D yes I  so Type . . . .  .  - .
14.  wi l l  sur ioce creo ol  on exis l ing woter body increose or decrecse by proposcl? fJ Ves f  So

Exploin
I 5. ls proleci or ony portion of projeci locoted in q lC0 yeor ftood ploin? f] yes f} ruo I rufn
16. w; l i  lhe projectgenerote sol id wosle? [  Ves [  ruo D Nla

o. lf yes, whot is ihe omount per rnonlh tons --
b, i l  yes. wil lon existing solid wosle fccil i ty be used? [] yes i l ruo
c.  1 l  yes,  g ive nome -*;  locot ion
d. Will any wosies not go inlo o sewoge disposol system or inlo o sonitcry landfi l i? D yes i l r.to
e.  l f  Yes, exploin _.

i7.  Wi l l  lhe projeci  involve lhe disposoioi  sol id wosle? f  Ves I  rVo i l  r . r fe
o.  l f  yes,  whol  is  lhe ont ic ipoled rote of  d isposol? fons/month
b. l f  yes.  whol  is  the onl ic ipoied si ie l i fe? _ yeors,

i8.  Wi l l  lhe projecl  use herbic ides or pesf ic ides? f ]  Ves D to I  rv l l
1 9. w;i i lhe projecl routinely produce odors (more lhon one hour per dcy) ? f] Ves t f.ro f r.rln
20 wll l ihe project produce operoting noise exceeding lhe locol ombienf noise ievels? f, yes f So
2 .| . wil l project result in on lncreose in energy use? I Ves f ruo [J ui,q

l f  ye: ,  indiccie iype(s)
22. l f  woier supply is f rom wel ls,  indicoie pumping copoci iy gcl lons/minute
23. iotcll onficipoied woter usoge per doy-.* gollons/doy.
?4. Does prcject involve Locol. Slale or federol I 'unding? [ Ves I f.ro

l f  yes,  exoloin _.



Jan 2? O1:55p Red l look Toqn Cl erkos 845?5S04Se p, +
i

tYpc 3ubmlltol Ooie
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rpna{hc Zonlnc ral_
litbCfid*; t*i. tF'f
ColdDflt.drcFlrr

rurdEttr{r

Rph; f,econncrdatlolr

2f. Agcncy lfryrovoli legufcd:

Tch/n Boord EvesE t-to

Town Prcnning Soord I Vgg E Ns
Iswn toning Bo<:rd H Ves El tto
Dutches Counfy Heolth Deporfment E yes Et tto
Othcr Locai Agencies il Vac El No
legionol Agdnci6s Dstclrrr County Ptranhg E Vec 8l Xo
stote Agefictes F ves8l Ho
federcn Aqencias il Ves 8l Xo

C, Zcnlng E{rd Flonnlng ldormafion
l. Doer prdposed ocllon involvo o plar'ning orronhg docbbn?

$Yes, hdccle deq'siofi requirad:
fit zonrfg omgndment ff zsring vsdonce il sp€ct(X tre permii il subdivbhn
El nerry/revlsion of compreherusivo phrn fl rsso..rce nrano€Ffteft Fbn El ottrer

O*cpton

2. whof Slftdlonlgclo:siflcotlrnl5lof lhtsil€? Rl.,r|+1p6..$t LDrleg.qll-pt-,U,rp{Ipqlrp|ddrfi-
3. lthcf b lha mcD(imrrn polenlid devolopmenl of lhe Se tr cle'roloFrd cF ponnttlgd by lha prflrnt ronino? NA,
it. Whalislhgptoporedanirgolfhe*te? ltscrrqtbrol$r.dr{arltr||lBr*qDittFtrr{Tnebd,ltr!*borlcorl

D{dr}[+t {frqJg[,ts rldq{r o fdrfullr ,rlt
5. Whal is th€ mdiinwn poienllol developrnent ot lhe SB lf devdoped ct p€mfrled by the pr@olod ronfig? !4,
6. lilhe propcsad oclbn csrsislent wilh f he recornmen&d u:er in odopt€d hco! lqnd (F0 plond? filYes. loitefto

orerftat rdrptbr of r .irlprrtLr uEdnrrt t ltr CdFftbrlrlvc Phr D tto
7. whot or€ lha predom;nont hnd IJlefs) dnd tonhg ciolCffcoliorr wilhh o % rfiile rodius of propor€d action?

Sc* At}lor,nr+r2 of.tbr,EAF n{ C{fr?,ure t rf tr EA}..
E. h'lhe p,roposed dsflon cornpqtlbl€ wlih o{ohhg/$ffoundh€ t{,nd uscs wilnin % mi|e? il vec E No !i&
t. lf th6 p.oposed dcllon b the subcir,rkion of lrnd. how mcny bh (!E popos€d? YA.

(r. Wirot ls tfll!mloimrmlotste p6po3gd? #
I O. wil o(opolsd ocllon r€quks cry authorLotlon(s| lor th€ tofinoiion of wot€r or !s#er dblFicls? E ver H No El N1,..
I l. Wil lhe propo66d oqtion cteqte a clemond for ony comnrrfly provlded ssvicot irecreslion. aducotlon, poib6.

flrs prot€.lion)? fl Yes El t'ro
d. tr yei. h cxbihrg copacity sulfickrnt to hondl€ prorecied demand? E yes D Ho

I2. WIX lhe propo!6d ocllon re{ull In lh6 gencrolbn of tro6c rEniliccnlty obova presenl bvab? El yso E Ho
o. lf yes, b the e*:lhg rood nelwrk odgquqle io hqtde lhe odcfrfio/$l'lratilc9 E yas F No

D. ldormullondl Dstcllr
Attocfi ony oddition<* infonnolion os rnoy be neodsd to chrify yor,t project lf there ore or moy be <rny

odv€rse lnpoclr ossocioied wlth your proposot ploosa dscw! such impocls ond lhe maosufes which you
ptopoic to miligote or woidthem.

E. VEdlesllon
I certiVthqt the infoinofbn ptovlded obove b true io fhe best of my knowledqs.

Applccn-/sponsorNom@ Do+e U?/Oq

It lh* ocfoo h h lhr Co&A &rq gnU pu or o $otr ogancy, cornpl+lr ttr. Coord Ar*:rncrd toilr befora pfocErdng
r+thlhb orrcgrncnl

'8l -vss E uo

RSSOLUTION 200t#5
DD, l  t  r r r r^_'



PInT 2 - PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General lnformatlon (Read Carefully)
t  ln complet ing the form the reviewer should be guided by the quesl ion:  Have my responses and determinal ions been

reasonable? The reviewer is nol expected to be an expert environmental analyst,
1 The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing lypes of impacts and wherever possiblo the threshold of

magnitude thal  would t r igger a response in column 2.  The examples are general ly appl icable throughout the Stale and for
most situations. But, for any specific project or site olher exarnples andlor lower thresholds may be appropriate for a
Potenlial Large lmpact response, lhus requiring evaluation in Part 3.

! The impacts of each project, on each site, in eech locali ly, wil l vary. Therefore, the exarnples are i l lustrative and have been
olfered as guidance. They do nol consti lute an exhauslive i ist of impacts and thresholds lo answer each question.

1 The number of  examples per quest ion does not indicate the imporlance of  each quesl ton.
! In identifying impacts. consider long term, short term and cumulative effects.

lnstf uctions (Read carefully)
a. Answer each of the 20 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there wil l be any impact.
b. Maybe answers shouid be considered as Yes answers,
c. lf answering Yes to a question then check the appropriale box(column 1 or 2)to indicate lhe potential size of the impact. lf

impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2, lf impact wil l occur but throshold is lower lhan
example,  check column 1.

d, ldentifying thal an lmpact wil l be potenlially large {column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant. Any
large impact musl  be evaluated in PART 3 to delermine signi f icance. ldent i fy ing an i rnpact in column 2 s imply asks that i t
be looked at further.

e. lf reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potenlially large and proceed lo PART 3.
f. tf a polentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in lhe projecl to a small lo moderale

'mpact,  
a lso check lhe Yes box in column 3.  A No rosponse indicates lhat  such a reduct ion is not possible.  This must be

explained in Part 3.

Small to Potential Can Impact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
lmpact lmpact Projecl Change

lmpact on Land

1. Will the Proposed Action result in a physical change to the project
si te? Noi l YES n

Examples that would apply to column 2
C Any construction on slopes of 1 5olo or greater, (1 5 foot

rise per 100 foot of lenglh), or where the general slopes
in lhe project area exceed 1070,

I ves f]*o

fJ ves fl*o

f vuu f]*o

ff v"" il*o

I v"' [J*o

C Construction on land where the depth to the water table t]
is less than 3 feet ,

I Construction of paved parking area for 1.000 or more
vehic les.

C Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or
generally within 3 feet of existing ground surface.

C Construciion that wil l continue for more than 1 year or
involve more than one phase or stage.

C Excavation for mining purposes thal would remove
more than 1,000 tons of natural material (i.e., rock or
soil) per year.

fl ves fl*o
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G Construction or expansion of a sanlary landfill

I Conslruclion in a designated floodway.

I Other impacts:

2, Will there be an effect to any unique or unusual land forms found on
the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, elc.)

E*o nYES
C Specific land forms:

lmpact on Water

3. Will Proposed Action affect any water body designated as prolected?
(UndorArticles 15,24,25 of the Environmenlal Conservation Law,
ECL)

N NO E'] YES
I I  r ' . l

Examplee thal would apply to column 2
C Developable area of site contains a prolected water body.

C Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of
a protected stream.

C Exlension of util ity distribution facilities through a prolecled waler
body.

G Construction in a dosignaled freshwater or tidal wetland.

C Other impacts:

4. Will Proposed Action affecl any non-protected existing of new body of
waler?

Ero flves
Examples lhat would apply lo column 2
C A 10olo increase or decrease in lhe surlace area of any body of

water or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease.

ft't'

Small to Potenlial Can lmsacl Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by
lmpact lrnpacl ProJect Change

fllves ff 'uo
f*-lv"' fltuo
fllv*s [JNo

I-lvu* fl,uo

[vu. f  *o

[v", f] *o

f ves fJ *o

ff vu" fJ *o
[v"* il *o

fJvu, il*o

flv"' f]*o
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C Construction of a body of water that exceeds J0 acres of surface n
area.

6 Other impacts:
t-]
l_f Yes f lNo
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5. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater quality or
quantity?

il*o ffivrs
Examples that would apply to column 2
C Proposed Act ion wi l l  require a discharge permit .

$ Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does nol
have approval to serve propcsed {project) aclion.

t Proposed Aclion requires waler supply from wells wilh greater
than 45 gal lons per minute pumping capaci ty.

I Construclion or operalion causing any contamination of a waler
supply syslem.

I Proposed Action wil l adversely affecl groundwater.

0 Liquid efff uent wil l be conveyed off lhe site to facil i t ies which
presently do not exist or have inadequate capacity.

I  Proposed Act ion would use water in excess of  20,000 gal lon$
per day.

C Proposed Aclion wil l l ikely cause siltation or other discharge into
an existing body of water to the extent ihat there wilt be an
obvious visual  contrast  to natural  condi t ions.

6 Proposed Action wii l require the storage of petroleum or
chemical  products greater than 1,100 gal lons.

C Proposed Action wil l allow residantial uses in areas without
water and/or sewer services.

C Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses
which may require new or expansion of exisling waste lreatmenl
and/or storage facil i t ies.

I  Other impacls:

nn
u
u
a
n
il
u

nu
il
u
n
il
u
n

Small  to Potent ia l  Can tmpact ge
Moderate Large Mitigaled by

lmpact lmpact projecl Chance

I v"' f] *"
fJ""u ilro

fv"" il*o

flv.u ilto

fv", ilro
I vu, fJ *o

I v** f] *o

ftu,  i l *o

[vu, fJ ro

ilt". t]*o

fJv", fl'o

[vu, fJ *o



1
Smal l lo
Moderate
lmpact

I

Potential
Large
lmpact

Can lmpact Be
Mitigated by

Project Change

Wi'l Proposed Action alter drainage flow or palterns, or surface waler
runoff?

Ero tyES
Examplas lhatwouid apply to column 2
e Proposed Action would change ilood water flows

C Proposed Act ion may cause substant ial  erosion,

C Proposed Act ion is incompatible with exist ing drainage patterns,

C Proposed Aclion will allow developmenl in a designated
floodway.

0lher impacts:

IMPACTON AIR

Will Proposed Action affect air quality?

n*o
Examples lhat would apply lo column 2
C Proposed Act ion wi l l  induce 1,000 or more vehicle tr ips in any

given hour.

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

Emission rate of total conlarninants wil l exceed 5 lbs. per hour
or a heat sourc€ producing more than 10 mi l l ion BTU's per
nour.

Proposed Act ion wi l l  a l low an lncrease in the amounl of  land
commit ted to industr ia l  use.

Proposed Action wil l allow an increase in lhe density of
induslr ia l  developmenl wi th in exist ing industr ia l  areas.

Other imoacts:

n
u
nu
I]

u
n
nu
u

u
r
un
u

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

u
il
il
rl
tl

YES

flvu. fJro

fJvu" f]*o

fltu, fln,o

f]r", flro

f]v"' ["o

flt,. fl*o

wil l

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS

Action alfect any lhreatoned or endangered species?
YES

Examples that would apply to column 2
C Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or

Federal lisl, using the site, over or near
the site, or found on the sile.

Proposed

fJ *o

fJv", fl'o



fJv., fl*ouu
H

I
I

Small to
Moderale

lmpacl

u
t-lI I

r-1
ll

Iccm

a

Potential
Large
tmpact

?
Can lmpact Be

Mitigaled by
Project Change

Rernoval of any porlion of a critical or significanl wildlife habital,

Application of peslicide or herbicide more than twice a year,
other than for agr icul tural  purposes.

Other impacls:
Proposcd irclion mily impnct planl antl animal i-pecies of conscrvation ccr

Will Proposod Aclion substantially affect non-threatened or non-
endangered species?

H*o YES

Examples thal would apply to column 2
C Proposed Action would substantially Interfere with any resident

or migratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species.

Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres o{
malure foresl (over 100 years of age) or other tocally importanl
vegetation.

Other imoacts:

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES
Will Proposod Action affect agricultural land resources?

I *o fiJvrs
Examples lhat would apply to column 2
0 The Proposed Action would sever, cross or limit access to

agricultural land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard,
orchard, elc.)

Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile ol
agricultural land.

The Proposed Aclion would irreversibly convert more lhan 10
acres of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultural Dislrict,
more than 2.5 acres of agricultural land.

f,v", fl*o

L_lYes I  lNo

f, ve" f] *o

I--lves flto

flr"" fl*o

10,

fl vu, fJ "o

fl v*' f] ro

flv"' fJ *o
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E The Proposed Action would disrupt or prevenl installation of
agricullural land management systems (e.9,, subsurface drain
lines, outlet ditches, slrip cropping); or creale a need for such
measures (e.9. cause a farm field to drain poorly due to
increased runoff),

Examples that would apply to column 2
C Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different

from or in sharp conlrast to currenl surrounding land use
patterns, whether man-made or natural.

I Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of
aosthetic resources which wil l eliminate or significantly reduce
their enjoyment of the aesthetic qualit ies of that resource.

C Project components that wil l result in the elimination or
signi f icant screening of  scenic v iews known lo be importanl  to
lhe area.

C Other impacts;

IMPACT ON HISTOBIC AND AFCHAEOIOGICAL RESOURCES

12. Will Proposed Aclion impact any site or slruclure of historic,
prehistoric or paleontological irnporta nce?

l*l r.lO l-Jlves
[.J I_J

Exampfes thal would apply to column 2
0 Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or

substantially contlguous to any facil i ty or site l isted on the Slate
or National Register o{ hisloric places.

I Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located within
lhe project site.

I Proposed Action wil l occur in an area designated as sensitive
for archaeological siles on the NYS Site Inventory.

1
Small  to
Moderate
I|,npact
r'1
LJ

Potenlial can lmpact Be
Large Mitigated by
lmpact Project Change

[vu. il *o

fJr*, [*o

[vu. f  to

f1"", fl *o

flv", ff ro

fJvu, fl "o

f l ruu fJ*o

flvu, il to

C Other irnpacts: n
Proposed action may havc bcneficial impacts on protection of ngricultural lands.

IMPACT ON AESTHET1C RESOURCES

1 1. Wii l  Proposed Act ion affect aesthel ic resources? ( l f  necessary, use
the Visual EAF Addendurn in Section 617.2A, Appendix B.)

[ilr.ro l*lvrslrt-J

f,v"* i l*o
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1
Smal l to
Moderate
lmpact

n

Polential
Large
lmpact

Can lmpact Be
Mitigated by

Project Change
Other impacts:

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATTON

13. Will proposed Action affecl the quantity or quality of exisling or fulure
open spaces or recreational opporlunilies?

lTl ruo f-lvesrtl-J

Examples that would apply to column 2
f Tho permanent foreclosure of a future recrealional opportunity.

C A major reduction of an open space important to the community.

C Other impacts:

IMFACT ON CRTNCAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS

14. Will Proposed Action impact the exceplional or unique
characleristics of a crit ical environmental area (CEA) eslablished
pursuanl  to subdiv is ion 6NYCRR 617,1a(g)?

NO YES

Lisl lhe environmenlal characteristics that caused the designation of
the CFA.

Examples that would apply lo column 2
C Proposed Action to locale within the CEA?

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

Proposed Action will resull in a reduction in the quality of the
resource?

Proposed Action will impact the use, function or enjoymenl of the
resource?

Olher impacts:

un
n

n
rl
n

f] v** fl *o

f]ves fJro
fvu' f*o
[v*. fJto
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f]r'es fJ*o
fl v"* fl*o

f] vu' il*o

flt", fJ*o

fJvu, flro



1
Smal l  to
Moderate
lmpact

L

Potenlial
Large
lmpacl

J
Can lrnpact Bo

Mitigated by
Project Change

f ivuu f]*o

[v** fJ *n
iltu, fl*o

il"*" f] to

15. Wil l  there be
NO

Examples thal  would apply to
I  Blast ing wi th in 1,500 feet

facility.

IMPACT ON TFANSPORTATION

an effect to existing transportation systems?

u YES

il
il
il

F

T

Examples that would apply to column 2
C Alteration of present patterns of movement of people andlor

goods.

Proposed Action wil l result in major lra{fic problems.

Other impacts:
Proposcd action may alter traffic volumss.

Will Proposed Action
energy supply?

IMPACTON ENEFGY

aflect the communily's sources of fuel or

[J'o flvrs
Examples that would apply to column 2
C Proposed Act ion wi l l  cause a greater than 5% increase in the

use of any form of errergy in the municipality,

Proposed Action wil l require the creation or extension of an
energy lransmission or supply system to serve more than 50
single or two family residences of to serve a major cornmercial
or industr ia!  use.

Other impacts:

NOISS ANO ODOR 
'MPACT

Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a resull of
the Prooosed Action?

i lro flvrs

u
I
H

16

ilyu* fJ to

fvuu i l*o

17

n
n
t
t
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c

column 2
of a hospi ta l ,  school  or  o lher sensi t ive

Odors wil l occur routinely (more than one hour per day).

Proposed Action wil l produce operating noise exceeding the
local  ambient nolse levels for  noise outside of  s i ructurss.

Proposed Aclion wil l remove natural barriers that would acl as a
noise screen,

Olher impacts;

T
il
t
il
u

f,vu, il*o

fvr, i l*o
fives [J*o

fvu* i l*o

[r*u f] to



IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH

18. Wi l l  Proposed Act ion af fect  publ ic heal lh and saiety?
rl No nYES
tt[_J

C Proposed Aclion may cause a risk of explosion or release of
hazardous substances ( i ,e.  o i l ,  pest ic ides,  chemicals,  radiai ion,
etc.) in the event of accident or upset conditions, or there may be
a chronic low level  d ischarge or emission.

t Proposed Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes"
in any form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive,
irritating, infectious, etc.)

C Storage faci l i t ies for  one mi{ l ion or more gal lons of  l ique{ ied
natural  gas or other f lammable l iquids.

C Proposed Action may result in the excavation or other
disturbance within 2,000 feet of a site used for lhe disposal of
sol id or hazardous waste.

C Other impacts:

IMPACTON OROWTH AND CHARACTEF
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD

19. Will Proposed Action aflect the character of the existing community?
NO HYES

Examples that would apply 1o column 2
e The permanent populalion of the city, lown or vil lage in which the

project is located is l ikely lo grow by more than 5%.

C The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operaling
services wi l l  increase by more than 5% pet year as a resul l  of
this projecl.

C Proposed Action wil l confl ict with officially adopted plans or
goals.

C Proposed Act ion wi l l  cause a change in the densi ty of  land use.

I Proposed Action wil l replace or eliminate existing facil i t ies,
structures or areas of historic importance to the communily,

C Development wi l l  create a demand for addi t ional  community
services (e.9. schools, police and fire, etc.)

Smal l  to Potent ia l  Can lmpact Be
Moderate Large Mitigated by

lmpacl tmpact Projecl Change

fJvu, flro

flv"* f]*o

ttu, [*o

[v.. il*o

tt"u [}*o

Ir". fl"o

[v,* f]*o

tt.. fJ*o

fJro. I*o
f v*' f]*o

u
u
t
u

u
E
n
il fv"s il*o
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Smal l lo
fuloderate
lmpact

flv"* fl *o

flvu' fJ *o
flvu. fJ*o

2
Polenlial

Large
lmpecl

il
r]
n

n
n
n

'l

Can lmpact Be
Mitigated by

Projoct Change

Proposed Action will sel an importanl precedenl for futurs
projects.

C Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment.

C Other impacls;

20. ls lhere, or is lhere likely to be, public controversy relaled to potenlial
advorse environment impacts?

fI *o flves

lf Any Action in Part 2 ts ldentified as a Polentlal Large lmpact or lf you Cannot Determina the Magnitude of
lmpact, Proceed to Part 3



Part 3 - EVALUATION OF THE TMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS

Responsibifity of Lead Agency
Part 3 rnust be prepared if one or moro impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) rnay
be mit igated,

l4struc]lon$ (lf you need more space, attach additional sheets)

Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 ol Parl2

1. Briefly describe the impact,

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

3. Based on lhe information available, decide if i l is reasonable to conclude that this impact is imporlant.

To answer the question of importance, consider:

! The probability of the impact occurring
! The duration of the impact
! lts irreversibility, including permanently losl resources of value
! Whether the impacl can or will be controlled
! The regional consequence of the impact
! lls potential divergence from local needs and goals
! Whether known objections to lhe project relato to this impact.

Potcnti{l impacts and mitigation measures rvill be cvafuatcd in a DCEIS,

c""
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RESOLU"ION 2009 # 5

RE: AUT}IOzuZING THE SUPERVISOR To SICN THE COASTAL
ASSESSMENT TORM

on a mation of cauncilnran Jpme.$ Ross. seconclett by Cauncihvoman Migki
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTT\,ffiNT oF s?AT5
COASTAL MANAGEMSNT PROGRAM

Cqgstql Assessqgnt florgr.

A. E{S_T-,&gCnO}f$ (Flease print or typc a.il answsrs)

1. Stnte agencies shnll complete this CAF for propcsed actisns which ane subject ts part 600 of Title lg
of theNYCRR- This assessment is inrendod to supplen:snt oiher kformadon used by e sta& sg$ricy
in ruaking a detcrminatian of significanss pilrsua$t to tle State Envirarimentat euatity Review Act(seedNYCR&Part61?.Ifitisdeterminedthatapropo*eCactionwilinothaveasignificanreffect
cn the e*virorrtent, this assessmant is intended to assist I state agency in co*:plying with tbe
certification requirements of 19 }{fcRR secrion 600.4

2. If any questian in $ectian C on this forrn is anrwersd "yes", then the proposed asdon may alfect tge
achievernerl ofthe coastal policies.oontaindrn Article 42 af tho Erecutive l"aw. Thus, the action
should be analyd in more detail and, if necessary, sodified priorto either (aJ maki-Bg e cefiificam
of consirtency pulsuant to 19 NYCRR lfft 600 or, {b) making fle findings reqriired under ffiR, 6
}{fCR& Section 677.1I, ifthe action is one br whictr an environmentat impact statsmffit is being
prspfirsd. Ifaa action cannot be certified as cor:sistent rxdth the coastal policies, it shall nct hi
undErtaken.

3- Bcfore answeriag the questions in Section C, the preparer of this form should review the coastal
pclicie.s carfiainsd in 19 N??Rfi" Sectial 600-5. A propcsed action should be waluated as to ils
significant bencficiel and adverse effecfs upon the coastal area-

B. DHSPRffiNO}T.PT PRPPqSF]),AEf]ON

1. Type of state Bgcncy action (check appropriate response): NA

(a) Directly unde*aken {c.g. capitat consfruction, planning activiiy, ag€scy rcgulation" lan{t
tramaction)_

(b)
{c)

Financial assistance {eg. grant loan, subsidy)
P€rmit license, ce*ification

Dssaibe narurs and extenl of aatisn: nre Town Board.hal qtosqsed.+qgpdtrlqts to the Tqwn p"f
Red Hs_pk Zsrdn+ L+lry. $u"bdivinioq,,I,aw,and Cgmp$bffsiys.,p.la$.Js iffi#;r*e,nt G,ffpposed.

4dculhu'ai Bqg$ess,Pistrist and,the T$$irisn&l,l{pighborhood Dereloprnen!-Disq_{cr} and.sIll
repla.ce fie Town's..g.l.rsli+,s cluSler Tesrlatiam )qith..pfcyi$io+s for can$ervation subdivisioqF^
deqjsred tp nore conc.*rredlv.s.rEserve the na.arral.npd qgp$ic* gqdifie-s of optnlpace. Th;
urnendm#.lts w-ill also add q.."nEw,sp9flcn on op€n spasq..ingspdyp rpsrns,-iq addition ro other

witblp &e Trditiona"l Neigbborhoord De.ye&rqqent Disrfisr rh,e^lqnpliF]inaFs-thp {ensir-y bo$u$ fsr
prpvisionofceCItrqltrgterr:lthe&Imd.,Rl.5Disrricts.Tbgqru€r$$prr,Isgts,dpsignedrpuror*grthe
health. safetv".aad q,plfsre o.f Towq rasidenq.md tq.hr,if,g the Town'r_Apnqn$ Lgw sld. Slrbdiyision
[*]ry inio confgrmqnc,q,with,thq Ionvn's-Cgmp.p.hefi.rsive FIEIL Gr*"ntuov coflorar4rons-. Gre*#ruo?
#, e\qeacJ Prpgrd?r qn4,r+rid.s.sJfCI,{ &rc.ftsi{,s Cqryfp Con#g?rfrtg.r p.$Euant to Chagter t t-3 pf the
To.xn code. ard :y:.!h (eqqrl chariges tg'."Nqw.Yqr.k sraie Toyn Lnx-.. To ptrpffe tlle trrsp-g$s{L
anrendmerts. the Town Bqp$. w.orking-rpilhtis Y.iuages of_4e$ Ifook,F$d rivoli. appo*inrqd ar\ l,J -

z"

7'd z6908gLgr8 }|J€ I3 ul t lo l  xr loH p6u dts: IO 60 Le uFr



menbpl fntg#l&rig.ipal TEk, Mgp-..gpme#sed p{ r€pl-essp$Jivw ..fro.m qa$h .of rh* rhtep
rnunicipAli$*s' Plaqniug Eq$ds ffid Zoning Bo&rds qf *ppqsi; qlqns Wirh sddition*J.pppointpes
fum"qach *f S* $mip.ipaiitiql inel+dins oge +e.tnbs;,Fom.4t-e lqplt'+ Coils€rvarisn A,{y,isory
Qommkt*p.,...Fhe Ia*h Forc.e w, S{&d fof.over drr-w vgfff "tq ptwle thp Cg}iers ,end Gres$strF,cqp,f,]an
ed the*prrrl&ffid..pmendmsntg,tp.lhe Zo4ing and $ubdivisiqn-Jdxs. In"pte$,fl.ripg the pmposed
aneldmpn&}k T*sk F.orc#oqehl plir fh+ Rp,fsrsnm.$ ard B,ripdtipf q{fcwrsufoplethrough.five
carnn-uni*.rsectings and wa*slppr.twp mwtinss held Ugecifi.qnllv fu"rlandplvne{s in tbeproppsfd
Agr.icqlft-ral Bqsippss Disrict nu{rtgpu$ psqli$€F withjpdividunl,sjak*qldsn r,gnesn$ingv.trioqq
Ftqfegts in tlrc community".Jmd .qtory 1t#1..200 fesk J'grce rypptiqles--.:r/o.,{hsh,ons.. and forums.
inp.lqdine mp#til€S witi.TosF snd, Villqgp Boads.. pqmni.gtee-q, Fgd ofs4niuatiops to solicit their
isarrt,

3. Locadon of artioru

Drt{,cilresg..fiouuqv TAnfn qf-Ret Hook
Counry City, Town or Village

4. If an appliodioa for the proposed action has bee* filed
information sirsll be proviCed: N4

Townwi<ie
$treet or Site Description

with the stere agency, the following

(a)

(b)

Nanle of applicent:

ffisiliag address:

,/*
./*

(c) TelephoneNumber: AreaCade ( )- -, _." .. _.

(d) Stat+ agency application numben

5. Rill the action be directly undertakeg reqnire fimdirig, or app;oval by a federal agency?

Yes -No-{- ffyes, which fdffal agenry?

C. C.OS.$JAI,. A$SESS]r4F"NT (Check eirher "YE$n or I'NO' for each cfthe follorring questions)

t. \lill the proponed acrior be lpqq{Sd i4 or contigucus to, or have a sien.ificffit effect upon my of
tbo resourcs sreas identified on the coa$tal arsa ffiap:

YSS NO

(a) Si gnifi cant fi sh or wiiillife habitets? ...... ...........
(b) Scenic arers cf statewi de signifi cance? -..."..........
(c) Important e$iultural Iands9..........

2. Will the proposed action have a sig:ti$cant effoct upon:

(a) Conrnercinl or recreaiional use cf fish and wildlife resortrces?.......--
ft) Sccnic quali6' of the coastal environment?..........-......'
(c) Develcpnrat of ftture, or existing water: dependeat uses?...
(d) Openation of &e State's majorports?
(e) Larxl or wekr uses within the Stete's smau hilbars?......--..,...........,-,
(ft Existing or pore*ial public recreation oppo*unitiaB?.......,..-...-.,........

s"d eGrOSsrs!8 }lJe I3 urna I  xooH pau das: l0 60 Le uer
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yEs NO

il*
(g) $trucrt$€s, sites or disticts of historic, archeological or crrltr:ral

signifiencc to the Sraft or nation?,,..

3. Will tle proposcd actioa involye or nf+it in any of the following:

(a) Physical alteration of two (2) acres or m0r6 of land along thc
shorelinc, lacd rmder wateror cs&stal waters?........

(b) Physical altsration of five (5) acres or :rrore of land located
elsewher€ in the cosstal area?.,.....^.,..

(c) Sxpsnsior of *xisting public sersices or in*asffucfure in
undaveloped or low densig areas of the coastal area?..........-.

(d) Energy facility not subject to Article MI or VItr of the Public
Servise Lew?

(e) Mining excavsion, filling or dredging in coastal waters?.-..,......".-..
(S Rednsticnof eristing or poteutial public ae€6$s to or elong the shore?
(g) Sale or change in use of sta&*owred laads locared aa the shoreliue

sr under water?"..--....
ft) Development withir a designeted fload or erosion bazard are*?
(i) Develop'ment on a beach, dune, barrier island or otrter narural

feature tbat provides protection against ftoodiag or erosion?..

4. s,rill the proposed acdor be located in or have a siarifiean{ efftpt upon an area included in an
approved Locel \P*erfront Revitalization Program?

n. suBMlsslox REo{rrnE, h{.FNr$

If any question in Section C is answerfd "Yes", AND either of the fcilowing two conditians is mst:

Section 8.1(a) or 8.1(b) is checked; g
Section S.l(c) is chEcked AND 8.5 is arxwered "Yes",

If,Fl{ane copy ofthe Completed Coastal Assessment Fsrm shall ba submirted to:

New York St*te Deparmenl sf $rerc
Division of Ccastal Resources

41 Sble $t'eet, 8s Floor
Albaury, New Yo* 12231

If assista:ee of further informatian is needed to complete fris form, please call the Department of State at
(518) 474-6000.

D. RE!4AFKS-pR AtrDIII0.NAL.INFQRI|{AH.Qi}$

$ Although t&e proposed actions would apply to lands that are located within the mastal area, they ere
designed ts protect scerric resources, agricultural lands, and historic, archaeological and rultural
resources, and thffefCIrc no significnnt efftct on the identifigd rescrt€$ would occtlr {ts a result of the
action$. Moreover, no development is proposed as part of the actions and therefure no direct impacls
would occur.

t 'd e 6f  oBst"stE )lJaI3 umo,L Ioof{  pau dls: I0 so La uer
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Preparet's Name:

"- /1
L L r-dLrf (.,

:*l n
J' q--'Ld'*-

flease print)

F*'ju',
?r,u,-. r'

ql
.slu(..

, l
\i-r*L

c1' -; / 's^ride: ..-..- -) r: 14 4( v1t51{C-, . Agency: -l c''
I

Telepho*e Number ffi, ?f,t :'*/*.4'ar.-f,ttt",
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State Environmental Qrrality Review Act {$EQR}
Resokrtion Adapting Poeirive Declaratietn

Wh*rea:, the Town Board of rhe Town of Red Hook has proposed arnendrnenrs to
Chapte r 143 of rhe Town Code e ntitl ed Zoning, Chnpter 120 of the Town Code endded
SubCit idon of LanC, and rlre Canrpreheruitc Plr;4 to irnplernent the Gnters and Creenspaces Plan;
and

Whereas, on January 13, 2009, the To,rn Board classified t}-re propcsed acrions as Type I
actiorr$ under SEQRA and adopted a resoludan declaring itself lead agenf,y; and

Whereas, the Board has reviewed the information contained in the EAF and the criteria
for determiaing significance set fcrr} in 6 NYCRR 617.?; and

l#here*r, pursuant to 6 NYCRR 617.10, a generic environmentaj i.rnpactstatement m?y
be used to assess the enviroannental impacts cf significant changes to zaning regulatians and a
Ccmprehensive Plan.

Now ThareJore Se It Resolved, rhat the Town Board of d:e Town of Red Hook hereby
adopts the Posidve Declaration annexed hereto, determining that the propased actions rary result
in one or more significaa; adverse envkonmental iurpaccs and that a haft Generic Environmental
bnpact State:nent will be prepared.

Be It Further Resolved, drat dre Town Board hereby authorhe* the Torxrrr Cierh to file the
Positive Deelaraticn in acccvrdance with 6NYCRR 517.12&) and rs publish notice of the
significance deteradnation in the Environmental Ncdce BuLlerin.

vote of . 5 fo., md *P-agaiast, "nd Q.,. - abs*nt, rhis resolution q,as adopted rn

iFr'r'r *r\,....t3.,..*ri.,, ? -.

Fositive f)ecLaratia:r Resolution Pagc 1



Jan e7 OS O2 r  i lOp

Not:ce

Date:
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61?.? and 6t7.1?
State Environnental pualiby Review {SEQR)

t rosi t ive Seclarat ion
of fntent to Prepar€ a Draft Generj.c Xnv:ronmenbal

Impaci Sbatement (DGEIS)
Determination of Siq:r i f ica:rce

,-Tanua::y 13, 2009

p.?

This noLice ie iesued pursuani to Part 6l-7 of the
inpiement. ing regula:ioas per:taining to Art icle B {State
Envlrcnmental QualiL.y Review Act] of the €nvj.ronmental
Conservation Law-

The Town Board of the Tow$ of Red Hook, ag Lead Agency,
has determined that lhe praposed acbions described below r*ay
have a significant adverse impact on bhe environrnent ani
that a Drait Generic HnvironmenEal Impacb Staiement, wil l  be
prepared.

Nartte of llctione: Adop[ion of Amendnents to Chapter 143 of
Lhe Code of che Town of Red ttcok enli t led
Zoni*g, Chapier L20 of the Code of the Town
of Red Hook enritl*d Subdivision of trand and
t,he Con,prehensive Plan

SEQR Statue: rTrrme T
- i  -v*

Unl isted

Sescription of Actionsl The Tol,n Board has proposed
amendment,s to the ?own of Red Hook Zoni-ng Law, $ubdivision
L,avr and Contprehensive PIan to implernent the proposed Centers
and Greenspaces P1an. The ameadmen:s wil l  creaLe Lwo new
zoning d:str :cfs ( the agr icul :ural  Susiness Distr icL and the
Tradit ionaL Neighborhood Developmen: DisLricb) and wil l
replace the Town's exist i-ng clustev regulab.j-ons wilh
pror. isions for conservation subdivieions, designed to lTlore
concertedly preserve the nalural and scenj c q*al i t ies of
open space. The amendments wil l  also add a new sectlon on"
open space j.nceative zoning, in addit ion Lo oLher incidental
changes necessitated by these amendments. In order to
encourage vi- l iage-scale densi ty wi ih in Lhe Tradi t ional
Neighborhood Deveiopment Dj.str ict, the law el iminaLes the
ciensity bonug for provisio3l of ceatra] waler in bhe Rl and
R1 .5 Distrrcts. Tlre amendrnents are designed tc protect . l"he

mu

Tovn of Rei Hook SEQR Posit i l 'e Dec-aration
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health,  safely and welfare of lcwn residen.Ls and tc br ing
the Town' s Soning Law and Subdivisi.en Law inLo confcrma:1ce
rvith the fown's coroprehe:give Plan. Greenway coltnecrj ons:
G,i:een'*ay Conpact Program and Gurdes fo;- Dutchess Caunty
fonmun.i f jes pursuanL io Chapter l -?-3 of Lhe Towrr Code, and
with recent changes io New York $taLe Town Law. To prepare
the propased arnendmenfs, ihe foi*n Board, working with the
Vii iages of Red Hoak and Tivol i ,  appcinted an 1t--member
rntermunicipal Task Force comprised of representatives from
each of the fhree municipali t i*s'  PlanninE Baards and Zoning
Boards o: Appeals along with addit icnal appointees from each
of the rnunicipali t ies. including one mernber from the Town,s
Conservation Advisory CommiLL.ee, The Task lrorce worked fcr
over three years Lo create tae csnters and Greenspaces Flan
and the proposed arneedrnencs Lo bhe Zor:ing and Subdivision
Laws. In preparing the proposed aruend,rnents, t,he Task Force
sought out the preferences and priorities of t,ovwrspeople
tirrcugh five comnuniLy meet,ings and workshops, L,wo m€etings
held speci: ical ly for landowners in the proposed
Agrrcult.ural Eusiness $isir icL, nl lmerous meetings wiLh
:ndividual stakeholders representing various interest.s in
the communily, and more t.han 200 'I'ask Force meetings.
workshops, and iorums, including rneetings with Town and
Vi l lage Boards, commit t .ees and organiaat icns bo sol ic i t
Lherr  input.

Locatioa: fown oi Red Hock, Dut.chess County New york

Reasons $upport.ing This Determination:
tand IIse and Zoning. The proposed actions would result in
zoning changes that r*ould:  1)  a l low greater densi t iee and
different l-and uses ihan Lhe curren: zoning permite in
specif ie areas of the Tairm deerned appropriate for
pedestrian*or:-ented mixed-use vi l lage-scale development ; and
2', reduce pern:-tt .ed densibies and. al low differenl uses in
the rernainder of the Town to protect agriculture, rural"
characler, nal-ural resource$, scenic beauby, and open space.
?he proposed law wil l  achj-eve this in par: through j-ncentj-ve
zoning, among other techniques.

Socioeconomic Condit ions. The proposed actions may result
in changes in the type and int.enrity of land uses in Lhe
Town and encourage preserrration of the ?ownrs agricult,ural
businesses. The zoning amendmente would add an arsa where
off ice,  i .ndust: : iaL and other forms of  noa-resident ia l
development couid be accornmodated- These charges may have
socj"o*eccaomic impacts on the lax base and ihe s:pply of
af fordable hcusi:: .9.

p.3
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&gricultur* arrd open $pace. ?he propo$ed act.ians may result
i n fhc nrnFonrands, &ue r"'i:1,:;-:5.1.:f33iii,iT:13*?.3nll.ril"ffil",
and agricuitural areas of rhe fo.*m, the use of theconservation sub<ii ' r ision tool^ (develcped pursuant Lo S 2?gof Town L,aw) , and the encouraging of irgriiulture ny
:ncreas:ng econcmic opportunii ies for agriculhural-
Landowners and rernoving regulalory barrfern to such ianduse.

: irs.tural *,escurses, The prclposed aci ions may affecl surface
watgl arrd groundwater resources i::^ ihe area prcposed. for theTradit ianal Neighbo:-hood De..relopment Distr:cL. -

Historic and . lrcbaeologicar Rescur{es. Hisb,oric and
archaeoiogicai resources ir: .  the vicinity of the proposed
Tradlt ional Neigh-borhood Dever-opmeau nisrr icE *"y ni,,
af fected.

Traff ic. The proposed acl, ions may re*; l t  in chanqes in
traf f ic  volumes in the Tcwn-

tra*sit and pedestrianE. The proposed acbions may increase
ridership an the Loop Bus. They may also increasepedest.rian moverftents in the Town. -

cornmunity character. changes in land use and. the physical
landscape could reeult frcm the inrroduct, ion cf greater
development potent iar  in speci f ic  rocacio:rs deemIdappropr:ate for  pedeetr ian-or ienred. v i l laqe*scale
neighborhoods. l i lservhere, the Town' s predomioiniry rural,historic and agriculbural characcer vrould be reLained due toreductions rn development density and oLher planninE tools.
rnfraatructure. The p::oposed actions may increase the
demand for wat.er and/or gewer services, i f  such services aredevelcped, extended or modif ied to serve any or a1l of theproposed ?radit ional Neighborhood Development nistr ict.

Public $coping of the $raft GErs wil l  occur a€ foJ.ror.r*:
The Town Board w:l i  conduct scoping to ouil ine areag ofpotential environmental impacts t, trat wil l  be addressed. in
the Draft Generic Environmental rmpact. statemert. The fowne??Id has prepared a Draft $ccping- Document. such Document
r , r i l1 be forwarded to al i  rnterested agencies (see t ist .
beloror) .  Addi t ionai) .y,  a t 'Nobice of  fcoping, '  wi l l  bepubl lshed in the of f ic ia l  Town newspaper,  w: i r r  be avai lable
on the Inte::net for vj-ew:-ng or downlolding at
wwH.'.Ie4hp-o-Jc.org. The Draft sccping Documeni. wil l  arso beavailable for public revj.ew at th€ ?own of Red l iook Tcwn
Hal1 as wej- l  as at  the Red xook an<i  Tivol i  l ibrar ies.  A

F.4
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For Further

Contacl
Person:
Addrees:

Telephone:

Inf,ar:rration:

Sue T. Crane, $upervisar
'lown Eoa:r:d of the Tom of R^ed
Hook
?340 South Broadwav
Red Hook, l fy 12571
845. ?58.4500

"6 Copy of th. is Hotice Se*t to and Fil"ed Wibb:
Environmental Natice Builet in; ep.hggw,,,dgg., scqge.ny. qq
Supervisor Sue T. Crane
Town Board cf the Town of Red Hook
Town of Red Hook PLanning Board
Town of Red iiaok Zonrng Board of Appeals
Town of Red Hook Torrrn Cierk
Town of Red }Iook Agriculture and Open Space Ad.visory
Conrmittee
Town of Red Hook Conservation Advisa:-y Council
Town of Red Hook Economic Dewelopment Commitbee
Town of Red i{ook Farmland prctection Cammi.rEee
Town of Reci :iook Design Review/Hamlet CommiLiee
Tcwn of Red Hook Greenr,ray and ?rails Com*.:ittee
Tcwn of Re<i Hook Recreation Comnissicn
Town of Red Hosk Water Board
Town of Red Hook Zoning Revj-ew Conmittee
Interrnunicipal Task Fcrce
Vil lage of Red Hcok Baard of Trustee$
746'i  Soutlr Broadway
Red Hook, NY 1257i
Attn. :  David Cohen, Mayor
Vil lage of Tivol i  Board of Trust.ees
1 Tivsl i  Commons
PO Box 39?
Tivol i ,  NY L2583
Attn. :  Tcm Cordi .er .  Mayor

p"5

Public Scoping session wil l  be scheduled. Following Lhepublic comment, period, the To*rn Board wil l  preoare and
disseminate a FinaL $coping Document.

Towr: of Red Hook SEQR positive Decl.aration f,65E :
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Yi l lage of  SaugerLies Board of  Trustees
43 Par l : t ion Slreet
SaugerL:es, !trY L2477
Attn:  Bob Yer ick,  Mayor
Town Board of the Town of Rhiaebeck
80 East Market Streel
Rhinebeck, NY i .2572
Attn. :  i for* ?raudb, Superviscr
Iown Board of the Town of Miiay:
20 Vl i lccx Circ ie
Mi lan,  t l fY : -25?1
ALtn.  :  Richard Bas'ret t ,  Supervisor
Tovrn Bcard of the fown of Clermont.
1795 Route 9
Clermont, NY 12526
Attn. :  Raymond Staats,  Supervisor
Tcvm Board of the Town of Sau.gerl iee
+ High StreeL
Saugert ies,  NY L24?7
Attn, :  Greg L.  HelsrnoorLel ,  $upervisor
Town Eoard of the Tovrn of Ulster
1 Tovm iiall Drive
Lake Katrine, ItrY 12449
AtLn. r Nicry B. I*Ioerner, $upervrsor
Red Hook Central School Dietr ict
?401 S. Broadway
Red Hook, NY L25?l-
Attn. :  Paul  Finch, Super intendent
Red i{ook Public Library
7444 S. Broaduray
Red Hook, NY \257L
Tivoli  Free Librarl '
P.O, Box 400
86 Broadway
Tivol i ,  NY 1-2583
Dutchess County Department of Planriing and Develcpment
2? High Street
roughkeepsie,  NY L2601
Dutchess County Depart,T&ent of Health
38? Main I"1a11
Poughkeepsie, NY 1250:-
Dritchess County Water and Wastewater Aul,horiLy
2? High Street
Foughkeepsie,  NY 12601
DuLehess County Departrnent of Public Works
2? Markeb Street
Poughkeepsie,  NY i260i

p.c
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NYS Department of State (Coasial l4anagemeab aad Local
Governnent )
1-23 ?l i l1 iam $treeL
New York,  NY 10038*3e04
NYS Depalrtelent of ?raasportation
Region B Off ice
4 Burnett Bivd.
Foughkeepeie, I \Ty 12603
NYS Depart,nent of Environmer.:.t,al Conservation
Region 3 Off:-ce
2i $outh Putt Corners Road
Nevr Pal tz,  t {Y : -255L
NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental permit.s
625 Broadway
Albany, Nf 12233
NYS Department of Agriculture and Marjcets
108 Air l ine Dr ive
Albany, NY i2Z3S
$ew York state of f ice of  Far lcs,  Recreat ion and Hist .or ic
Preservation
Peebles Is land
PO Box 189
Waterford,  I fY 12i88
Pace Univereit l '  Land USe Larv Center
78 North Broadwav
White Pl-ains,  Ny 10603
Attn-:  John R. Nolon, Esq.
Hudson River Valley Greenwav
Capitol  Bui ld ing,  Lapi to l  Slat ion,  Rocrn 254
Albany, l fY 12224
Attn. ;  Iv lary I {angione, Execut ive Director
Scenic Hudson
1 Civic Center plaza
Poughkeepsie, Iry 1260:
Attn. :  Ned Sul1ivan, ExecuLlve Direcfor
Hudson River Heri?age
L28 RouLe g
Rhinebeck, Ny i2572
Attn.  :  Chr istopher Lindner,  president
Michele Robinson Greig,  phD, AfCp
GREENPTAF Inc.
302 Pe-1.1s Road
Rhirebeck. NY L2572
Christ ine Chale,  Esq.
Rapport, Meyers, Whitbeck, Shaw & Rod,enhauserr, LLp
Dcoley $quare

p.?
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35 i {a in Street, ,  Sui te 541
Poughkeepsie,  SY iZ60l_

?ovx of Red Hook SEQR posit, ive Declarabion Fage ?



State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR)

FrNer ScoptNc DocurvtENT
Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Proposed Adoption of Amendments to Town zoningl-aw, subdivision Law and
Comprehensive Plan for Centers and Greenspaces plan

Town of Red Hook, Dutchess County, New York

DrscRrprloN oF THE PRoPoSED AcnoNs

The Town Board has proposed amendments to the Town of Red Hook Zoning Law,
Subdivision Law, and Comprehensive Plan to implement the proposed Centers and
Greenspaces Plan. The amendments will create two new zoning districts (the Agricultural
Business District and the Traditional Neighborhood Development District), and will
replace the Town's existing residential cluster subdivision regulations with provisions for
conservation subdivisions, designed to more concertedly preserve the natural and scenic
qualities of open space. The amendments will also add a new section on open space
incentive zoning, in addition to other incidental changes necessitated by these
amendments. In order to encourage village-scale density within the Traditional
Neighborhood Development District, the law eliminates the density bonus for provision of
central water in the R1 and R1.5 Districts. The amendments are designed to protect the
health, safery and welfare of Town residents, to bring the Town's Zoning Law and
Subdivision Law into conformance with the Town's Comprehensive Plan, Greenwal
Connectioru: Greenway Compact Program and Guides for Dutchess Coun4 Communitie.r pursuanr
to Chapter 77-3 o{ the Town Code, and with recent changes to New York State Town Law.

To prepare the proposed amendments, the Town Board, working with the Villages of Red
Hook and Tivoli, appointed an 1l-member Intermunicipal Thsk Force comprised of
representatives from each of the three municipalities' Planning Boards and Zoning Boards
of Appeals along with additional appointees from each of the municipalities, including one
member from the Town's Conservation Advisory Committee. The Thsk Force worked for
over three years to create the Centers and Greenspaces Plan and the proposed amendments
to the Zoning and Subdivision Laws. In preparing the proposed amendments, the Thsk
Force sought out the preferences and priorities of townspeople through five community
meetings and workshops, two meetings held specifically for landowners in the proposed
Agricultural Business District, numerous meetings with individual stakeholders
representing various interests in the community, and more than 200 Thsk Force meetings,
workshops, and forums, including meetings with Town and Village Boards, commitrees
and organizations to solicit their input.

This Final Scoping Document has been prepared bv GREENPLAN Inc. for the Town
Board of the Town of Red Hook, Lead Agency for the SEQR review of the proposed

Final Scoping Document (April 14,2009) Page I



Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and Comprehensive Plan

actions. The Town Board will prepare a Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
(DGEIS) under 6 NYCRR 617.10, the implementing regulations for the State
Environmental Qualiry Review Act. The document will be prepared in a generic format
because adoption of the proposed amendments to the Toning Law, Subdivision Law and
Comprehensive Plan will have a wide application, will affect properties throughout the
Town, and will have generic or common effects.

The proposed amendments to the Zoning Law, Subdivision Law and Comprehensive Plan
have been designed to be consistent with the Dutchess County Greenway Compact
Program guidelines and with the Town's Local.Waterfront ReqtitaLization Program. To
implement the Centers and Greenspace Plan residential densities would be increased in
parts of the Town deemed appropriate for compact, pedestrian-oriented, village-scale
development and decreased in other parts of the Town deemed more appropriate for rural
and agricultural uses. The proposed law will achieve this in part through incentive zoning,
among other techniques. Conservation subdivision design is proposed to be used as a tool
for new residential development in the proposed Agricultural Business District.

DGEIS lNrnooucrloN

The Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS) will assemble relevant and
material facts, evaluate reasonable alternatives, and be analltical but not encyclopedic. It
will also be clearly and concisely written in plain language that can be easily read and
understood by the public. Highly technical material will be summarized and, if it must be
included in its entirety, it will be referenced in the DGEIS and included in an appendix.

The DGEIS will be written in the third person without use of the terms I, we, and our.
Narrative discussions will be accompanied to the greatest extent possible by illustrative
tables and graphics. All graphics will clearly identifi' the subject item. The DGEIS will
group each issue identified into one Existing Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation section to
permit more expedient and efficient review Footnotes will be used as the form of citing
references. A11 assertions willbe supported by evidence. Opinions of the DGEIS authors
that are unsupported by evidence will be identified as such.

The DGEIS may incorporate by reference, in accordance with 6 NYCRR 617.9(bX7), all or
portions of other documents, including EISs that contain information relevant to the
subject DGEIS. Other SEQR documentation will only be referenced if it is available at the
Town Hal l  for inspect ion.

Dnanr GEIS CoNrBNrs
Cover Sheet listing preparers and name of contact person, title of actions, DGEIS
identification, location of actions, Lead Agency, and relevant dates (i.e. date of acceptance,
date of public hearing, final date for submission of comments).

Final Scoping Document (April 14,2009) Page2



Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and Comprehensive PIan

Thble of Contents including listings of tables, figures, maps, charts, and any items that may
be submitted under separate cover (and identified as such).

I. Executive Summary

The Executive Summary will include a brief description of the proposed actions, the public
need and benefits, and a summary of potential environmental impacts, and proposed
mitigation measures. A summary will be provided of the actions required of the Town
Board as well as others, such as the Town Planning Board and the Dutchess County
Department of Planning and Development. Alternatives to the proposed actions will be
summarized here.

U. Description of the Proposed Actions

This portion of the DGEIS provides a description of the proposed actions, including
background and need, location, and identification of appropriate governmental actions.

A. Project Purpose, Need and Benefits

a. Background and history including the planning process, public participation
components and studies completed for the proposed amendments to the
Zoning Law, Subdivision Law and Comprehensive Plan.

b. ProposedAmendments:

i. The Town and surrounding areas will be identified on a map and the
regionai context will be illustrated. Other relevant maps that could
contribute to an understanding of the Centers and Greenspaces Plan will
also be provided, including an illustrative sketch plan of the Traditional
Neighborhood Development District.

ii. The proposed zoning map changes will be identified, described and
mapped. Describe the rationale for the proposed districts.

iii. The proposed Zoningtext amendments will be identified and described.

iv. The proposed Subdivision text amendments will be identified and
described.

v. The proposed Comprehensive Plan text amendments (if any) willbe
identified and described.

c. Public Need and Benefits:

i. The potential consequences of a likely conventional suburban development
scenario of the affected lands (both in the proposed Agricultural Business
District and the Traditional Neighborhood Development District), under
existing Zoning, will be discussed.

n. The public need and potential benefits, including social and economic
considerations, of an alternative development scenario of the Town as
recommended by the Centers and Greenspaces Plan will be discussed.
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Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and comprehensive plan

rii' Decreasing the density of development in the proposed Agricultural
Business District may have an effect on the cost of housing in the
community. To compensate for this potential effect the proposed Zoning
Law amendments include a requirement for a variety of housing types and
an allowance for ancillary apartments in the proposed Traditional
Neighborhood Development District, and the permitting of row or attached
dwelling units in the R1 and H Districts. The effects of these provisions on
housing affordability will be discussed.

B. Location

a. The Town's location in the context of the Hudson River Valley region will be
described.

b. Existing Zoning and Land Uses in the Town and surrounding areas will be
illustrated and discussed.

c. Red Hook is home to a portion of a National Historic Landmark District, State
Scenic Blways, the Mid,Hudson Historic Shorelands Scenic District, Scenic
Areas of Statewide Significance, and a Coastal Zone (Local \Taterfront
Revitalization) area. It is also within the Hudson River Valley National
Heritage Area and the state's Hudson River Valley Greenway, to name just a few
of the designations that have recognized the town's exceptional natural and
cultural characteristics. Red Hook is also a member of the Greenway Compact.
Each of these designations will be discussed together with a discussion of the
proposed amendments to the Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and
Comprehensive Plan's consistency with such designations and their
implications for planning in Red Hook.

C. Implementation

a. SEQR Process

b. Reviews and Approvals

ru. EnvironmentalSetting,Impacts,Mitigation

This section of the DGEIS will include three separate subsections for each topic or impact
issue: an assessment of the existing environmental conditions, future without the proposed
actions, and potential generic impacts of the proposed actions. The future without thr.
proposed dctions section will analyze how the Town will grow and change without any
changes to the current Zoning Law, Subdivision Law and Comprehensive Plan. The
potential irnpacts section will analyze and evaluate potential impacts associated with
implementation of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law, Subdivision Law and
Comprehensive Plan. Any proposed mitigation measures will be discussed, as appropriate,
for each of the major issues identified in this Scoping Document.
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Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and comprehensive plan

A. Land lJse, Zoning, and Public Policy

a. Existing and Potential Land Use, Zoning, and Public policy,

i. Describe existing and potential land use and zoning in the Town. A build,
out analysis of those sections of the Town that will be affected by the
proposed Zoning Law amendments for the Agricultural Business District
will be discussed, both under the current Zoning Law and the proposed
amendments, in order to illustrate the differences that exist between the
current and proposed zoning. The analyses will provide quantitative data
where possible. The Town Board and its consultants have previously
prepared a land use build,out analysis for the affected areas and a fiscal
impact analysis, which will be used as a basis of discussion.

ii. Discuss maximum potential development density (generic build-out) for
proposed land uses in the Town.

iii. Discuss whether proposed land uses are compatible with the rural, scenic,
natural and historic character of the Town. Address the extent to which rhe
proposed amendments will prevent the proliferation of additional suburban
sprawl throughout the Town.

iv. Discuss how the Traditional Neighborhood Development District,
Agricultural Business District, and open space incentive zoning are
consistent with the goals and intent of the existing Comprehensive Plan.
Discuss conformance of the proposed actions with relevant Dutchess
County planning documents including Directions and Greenway
Connections.

v. Discuss potential impacts and appropriate mitigation for the actions.

b. Agricultural Resources

i. Identifu agricultural districts, active agricultural lands, historic agricultural
structures and lands, prime and statewide important agricultural soils, and
other criteria used to define the proposed Agricultural Business District,
and discuss current regulatory requirements and land classifications in the
Town.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation including the proposed actions'
potential impact on the viability of maintaining agricultural land for
agricultural purposes. Include a comparison of the Planning Board review
process for existing and proposed uses in the proposed Agricultural
Business District.

c. Local \Waterfront Revitalization Program

i. Describe the consistency of the proposed actions with the policies of the
Town's Local'Waterfront Revitalization Prosram
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Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and comprehensive plan

B. Water Resources.

a. Ground'Water:

i. Identifu and describe important aquifers in the Town. The groundwater
study of the proposed Tiaditional Neighborhood Development District
prepared for the Town by The Chazen Companies will be summarized.

ii' Discuss potential impacts and mitigation based upon the groundwater study
completed for the Town.

b' Surface \7ater: (wetlands discussed in a separate section)
i. Locate and describe surface water resources in the Town that may be

affected by future development with particular emphasis on the proposed
Traditional Neighborhood Development District area.

ii. Discuss federal and state surface water regulations.

iii. Describe drainage patterns and flooding potential.

iv. Discuss stormwater management including potential impacts on 100-year
floodplains and stormwater quantity and quality.

v. Describe potential impacts to surface water features resulting from increased
stormwater from new development.

C. Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology

a. Vegetation:

i. Identifi, possible presence of unique, rare and,/or endangered, threatened
and special concern species through contact with the New York State
Natural Heritage Program and the US Fish & \rildlife Service.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation.

b. wildlife:

i' Identifii possible presence of unique, rarc and/or endangered, threatened
and special concern species through contact with the New York State
Natural Heritage Program and the US Fish & \x/ildlife service.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation.

c. \)Tetlands'

i. Identifu mapped locations of State and federal wetlands within the
proposed Traditional Neighborhood Development and Agricultural
Business Zoning Districts.

ii. Discuss State and federal compliance requirements for any future land use
development within freshwater wetlands as well as adjoining upland areas.

iii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation.
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Amendmentsto zoninglaw, Subdivision Law, and comprehensive plan

D. Transportation

a. Traffic: Discuss existing traf{ic patterns and volumes in the Town, based upon
recently completed traffic studies and AADT1 counts. \il/here information is
available from such studies, describe physical and operating characteristics.

i. Estimate maximum potential traffic generation rates resulting from the
existing zoning build-out and proposed zoning build,out scenarios based on
the standards developed by the Institute of Tiansportation Engineers. The
potential for reduced traffic congestion in the Town, as a result of reduced
densities, will be discussed.

ii. Identifit intersections of concern in the Village of Red Hook and the Town,
based upon the data from existing traffic studies.

iii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation measures.

iv. Discuss the potential for future traffic improvements, including traffic
calming measures, connections to existing public roads and streets, or other
alternative transportation management methods.

b. Public Transportation:

i. Discuss current and potential public transportation services in the Town
that may be available to serve future development in the Tiaditional
Neighborhood Development District including road-based pubhc ffansir
such as LOOP services.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation.

c. Pedestrian and Bicycle Environment:

i. Discuss the existing and potential pedestrian and bicycle system available to
serve the Town. Address pedestrian and bicycle access, trails and pathways.
Describe potential for dedicated bicycle and pedestrian lanes. Describe the
Town's 1998 Tiails Feasibility Study.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation.

E. Community Services and lnfrastructure

a. Police and Fire,/Emergency Protectionr

i. Describe existing police services and fire/emergency services provided by
the Town and/or Villages.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation.

1 AADTs are collected by county and state agencies and consist of Average Annual Daily Traffic on roads.
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Amendmentsto zoning Law, subdivision Law, and comprehensive plan

b. Utilities:

i. Discuss availability of electric, natural gas, cable, Internet, and telephone
services in the Town.

ii. Discuss potential need for expansion of existing services.

c. 'Water and \Tastewater:

i. Discuss existing and projected future availability and adequacy of water
supply and wastewater treatment based upon studies completed for the
Town by The Chazen Companies and C.T. Male Associates.

ii. Estimate maximum water use requirements and sanitary sewage disposal
requirements based on the existing zoning build,out and proposed zoning
build-out scenarios.

iii. Discuss potential improvements that may be required to serve future
development with and without the proposed amendments and mitigation
measures.

d. Schools,

i. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation measures.

F. Cultural and Historic Resources

a. Historic and Archaeological Resources,

i. identifu the presence of known historic and/or archaeological sites within
the Town based upon the New York State Site Inventory.

ii. Discuss potential impacts and mitigation measures.

G. Community Character

a. Discuss the existing and proposed future character of the Town under both the
existing zoning build-out and proposed zoning build.out scenarios.

b. Describe the potential character of the proposed land use scenarios and how
they will conform to and/or enhance community character.

c. Discuss the use of design standards or guidelines.

d. Discuss the extent to which the proposed Traditional Neighborhood
Development District could lead to or detract from creation of a greenbelt at
the southern gateway (Route 9).

e. Discuss potential impacts of the proposed Traditional Neighborhood
Development District on adjoining residential lands including potential
increased noise, light, and air quality impacts.

f . Discuss impact on availability of affordable housing.
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Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and comprehensive plan

H. Economic and Fiscal Considerations

a. Describe and discuss the existing Town and School District tax base.

b. Discuss potential revenues to the Town and School District generared from the
existing zoning build-out and the proposed zoning build-out scenarios.

c. Discuss the potential costs of providing services, including additional school
services, based upon the build-out analysis and consultation with local school
districts.

d. Discuss whether there would be impacts on the Town's potential future tax base
and revenues, based upon studies completed for the Town by Fairweather
Consulting.

e. Discuss funding alternatives for the provision of community services, such as
special improvement districts for lighting, drainage, water, and sewer.

IV. Alternatives

The following alternatives will be discussed in the DGEIS. Each alternative will be
analyzed to ascertain: a) consistency with the Comprehensive Plan goals and objectives; b)
feasibiliry for provision of and opportunities for a range of housing r),pes; c) ability to
protect the Town's agricultural resources; d) ability to protect the Town's community
character including its rural, natural, scenic and historic character; and e) the ability of each
alternative to avoid significant adverse environmental impacts. Each alternative will be
evaluated in sufficient detail so that, at the conclusion of the SEQR process and following
public hearings on the proposed actions, the Town Board can select the proposed actions,
alternatives to the proposed actions, or some combination of the proposed actions and/or
alternatives. -Vhere possible, the alternative analyses will include quantitative data.

Traffic levels for the alternatives will be estimated. This analysis will show the relative
effects of additional density in the Tiaditional Neighborhood Development District versus
more dispersed development throughout the Town.

Community services, infrastructure, and economic and fiscal considerations will use the
existing fiscal impacts analysis as a base and describe, generally, the potential impacts of
new growth.

A. No Action Alternative. Describe a scenario where the proposed actions are not
taken.

B. Modification to the Conservation Option of the Agricultural Business District
(1). Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law but with
a modification that the conservation option of the Agricultural Business District
permits a purchase of development rights density bonus ofi a) 1 dwelling unit per 5
acres; b) 1 dwelling unit per 6 acres.

C. Modification to the Conservation Option of the Agricultural Business District
(2). Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law but with
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Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and Comprehensive plan

a modification that would allow landowners in the proposed Agricultural Business
District an alternative method to determine the number of development rights, and
to sell those development rights, as follows. 1) Subtract from the total (gross)
acreage of the parcel, a) mapped NYS DEC and N\71 wetlands; b) acreage subject
to a conservation easement or other longterm easement that expressly prohibits
development; and c) six (6) percent of the gross acreage as an allowance for roads,
drainage features, and lot shape irregularities. 2) Divide the remaining net acreage
by the minimum lot size established for the parcel set forth in the 1999 Reference
Map. This calculates the total number of development rights the property yields.
This alternative would also permit landowners to sell development rights from a
parcel over time, as follows, at the time of the initial sale of development rights, the
total number of development rights would be calculated based on the above
method; landowners could sell all or a portion of the development rights; a
conservation easement would be placed on the entire property at the time of the
first sale of development right(s). The remaining development rights could be sold
at a later time.

Modification to the Limited Development Option of the Agricultural Business
District (1). Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law
but with a modification that the limited development option of the Agricultural
Business District is calculated at: a) one dwelling unit per ten (10) acres using
conservation subdivision design; b) one dwelling unit per six (6) acres using
conservation subdivision design.

Modification to the Limited Development Option of the Agricultural Business
District (2). Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law
but with a modification that the limited development option of the Agricultural
Business District is calculated as follows, one dwelling unit for parcels O to 6 acres
in size; two dwelling units for parcels ) 6 to 40 acres in size; one dwelling unit per
twenty (20) acres for parcels greater than 40 acres in size, all using conservation
subdivision.

Modification to the Limited Development Option of the Agricultural Business
District (3). Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law
but with a modification that the limited development option of the Agricultural
Business District is calculated at one dwelling unit per forty (40) acres, using
conventional subdivision (i.e., without a requirement for conservation subdivision).

Deletion of the Limited Development Option of the Agricultural Business
District. Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Law but
with a modification that the limited development option of the Agricultural
Business District is deleted.

Increas ed Development Potential in Traditional Ne ighborhood Development
District. Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments but with a
modification to Thble 1 in Section 143-49.IG that would increase develonment

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.
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Amendments to Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and Comprehensive plan

potential in the Residential Neighborhood Subdistrict of the Traditional
Neighborhood Development District as follows :

l. Deletion of Traditional Neighborhood Development District and Open Space
Incentive Zonirig. Analyze the impacts of the proposed amendments to the Zoning
Law but with a modification that the Traditional Neighborhood Development
District and the Open Space Incentive Zoning provisions are deleted.

V. Unavoidable Adverse lmpacts

This section of the DGEIS will identifiz impacts that are likely to occur despite mitigation
measures, and will compare the beneficial and adverse implications of these unavoidable
impacts.

VI. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

This section of the DGEIS will focus on the impacts discussed in previous sections that will
require an irreversible and irretrievable outlay of resources.

V[I. Growth Inducing Aspects

This section of the DGEIS will generically describe how adoption of the proposed actions
might affect local business, sensitive environmental settings, traffic congestion, population
characteristics, and community services. The extent to which the proposed actions may
induce growth in surrounding communities, and the potential impacts of such growth
elsewhere, will be described. Analysis in this section will draw on accepted planning
principles and the Dutchess County Plan: Directions will serve as a basis for assessment of
intermunicipal or countywide implications of the actions.

VIII. Effects on the IJse and Conservation of Energy Resources

Due to the generic nature of this document, it will not be possible to discuss direct
methods of conserving energy for the proposed actions since no land development
activities are being authorized by the actions. However, potential energy tlpes and sources
to serve future development will be identified and discussed. Energy conservation
measures and other energy strategies, such as encouraging non-renewable sources of energy
in the Town. will be identified and discussed.

By Incentive Zoning

1 unit oer net acre TND House: 6 units per net acre
TND Cottage and TND Duplex: 8 units per net acre

TND Town house and TND Apartment: 12 units Der net acre
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IX. Appendices

The appendices will include background information relevant to the proposed actions such
as other relevant SEQR documents (includes Positive Declaration, Final Scoping
Document, Notices, Town Board Resolutions), correspondence, references, and other
supporting materials.

Interested Agencies:

Town of Red Hook Town Clerk
Town of Red Hook Planning Board
Town of Red Hook Zoning Board of

Appeals
Town of Red Hook Agriculture and

Open Space Advisory Committee
Town of Red Hook Conservation

Advisory Council
Town of Red Hook Economic

Development Committee
Town of Red Hook Farmland Protection

Committee
Town of Red Hook Design RevieV

Hamlet Committee
Town of Red Hook Greenway and Trails

Committee

Town of Red Hook Recreation
Commission

Town of Red Hook \7ater Board
Town of Red Hook Zoning Review
Committee
Intermunicipal Task Force
Red Hook Central School District
Red Hook Public Library
Tivoli Free Library

Village of Red Hook Board of Trustees
Village of Tivoli Board of Trustees
Village of Saugerties Board of Trustees
Town Board of the Town of Rhinebeck

Town Board of the Town of Milan

Town Board of the Town of Clermont
Town Board of the Town of Saugerties
Town Board of the Town of Ulster
Dutchess County Department of

Planning and Development
Dutchess County Department of Health
Dutchess County \Uater and \Tastewater

Authority
Dutchess County Department of Public

'Works

NYS Department of State (Coastal
Management and Local Government)

NYS Department of Tiansportation
NYS Department of Environmental

Conservation

NYS Department of Agriculture and
Markets

NYS Office of Parks, Recreation, and
Historic Preservation

Pace University Land Use Law Center
Hudson River Valley Greenway
Hudson River Heritaee
Scenic Hudson
Michele Robinson Greig, PhD, AICP
Christine Chale, Esq.
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61?.3
State Env-ironrnenral Qualiry Review TSEQR)
Resolurion Adop;ir1q Finai Sccping Documenr

lliame of Action: Adcptioni:fAmendmen:stoChap:er L43afrl-reCrrdeof theToivnotlReri
Flook eniiil erJ Zaning, Chapter i 20 of the Code af rhe Torvn of R.ed l]cx>k enrirled SubrJrujsjc,rr c,f
Laruj and the Conrp'reheasjue FIan

Whereas, the Town Board of the -forvn of Red Hook is considering amend"menrs rc, rhe
To'*'n's Zoning Law, Subdivision Law, and Compreheruive Plan; and

Whereas, the 'I',:wn Boarci, airer classif ing the acrions as Type 1, deciared irself rhe lead
agellcy for the SIQR review of ihe acrions and issued a Positj.ve Declaraticn on lanuarv il, 2009r
ar:d

Whereas, rhe Towr: Eoard prepared a Draft Scopiag I)ccument to identi{.', in a
preliminary mann.er, the scope of issues rc be addressed in a D:aft Ceneric Environmenrallmpaci
Siaternent PGEIS), circulared the Docurnenr rc inrerested agencies and made rhe Docunrent
availa'ble at'foun Hal[, at rlre Red ]{ook and Tivoli. Libraries, and on rhe Torvn's Interner
\X/ebsire; and

Slhereas, on March 10, 2009, rhe Town Board held a public.nodced scoping session rc,
receir.'e public cornments on dre Llraft Scoping Document, aird rhere was also a period for
addiiionalwrirten public comment orr the Drafr Sccping Dccurnent rhar en{ed on h{arch lf,
2009.

'Whereas, the Town Board, having considered the oral and wrirren comrnen$ made on
the Draft scoping l)ocument, has prepared a Final scoping Documene ; and

Now Theretore Be It Resolved, that rhe Tot'n Doard hereby adopts the Final Scoping
Document, on file wi"th the Town Clerk, and auchorbes tbe $upewisor ro circuiare the
Document to all imerested agenc.ies, to rnake copies availabie ar Tawn Hail and to post ihe
Docrrnenr on ihe Tor'&'s Intemei Websire.
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TXTRACT OF \4N.]UTDS

A rrgr:lar meerir:g or ihe Town Board of ilie Town of ited Hr:ok, I)utcLess
con'enei in pubiic scssion at rie Tovn Hail, ?j;10 sou* Brcacwa.;'. Red Hookp.n. locai trme.

Cour:ty*.
cn ApdJ

New Ycrk N'as
W.2BAg ai  7:3C

The mcering ."ras called io r:rd*l b;r Supeniscr Crane. and, qoon rcli bcrng caiie<l, i:lre follow:ng rne:nbeis
were:

en'r^Fa . \ f

r-r-:Jr..\ I:

Superv'isor Sue Crarre
Corr:icils'onran Nfi.ck Suaw.:nsk-i
Councilman ll*rry Colgaa
Cou:rciknan Rob*rt McKeon

A.BSE}.IT:
C ou:r cilnran J arnes Ross

The foiloqtng persons were ALSC PRtsEhr: Tou-'u Ctr*.X Sli* I'V*'*tut
#nv-t-," *1 Fot-r*e- Ttduil r Clv; t,rc (htde

The fotrawing resclurion was olj'crcd ,r(Y:El{#ITsecondei ,v&m,/r./r2n ,ro *rr;
J

RESOI.UTIONNO. /8
DATHD APlLii, 14,, 2il09

RTSOLUTION ADOPTNG FiNAL SCOPI}r:G DOCU*,IEI\*T N aCCORDANCE \4.,TlH ADCpTIOI.j
OF AN{ENDMLb.'|S']'O CILAFTER, 143 ENTruLTD "ZONI-\trG" OF f[.M R-E,D IIOOK TO1&I{ COf,E

The questill cf the adaptian of the foregsing iesoluiion was duly Eur tc 1'ote on a ro11 catl, w-hich resdted
as fcilows:

Supervisor Sue T. Crans
Councijrnan James kI. Rass
Cousc ilmar Robert McKeon
Coun ciiwoman Micia Sa'awinsH
Ciouncihn an [Ian'_." Col gan

"Ihe foreeoing resoiution v'a.s rhereupon

VCT$IG A1T,
VOTING ABSE'I\-T
VCTI{$ A}E
VOTNG AlT
VCTRiG AYE

deciarad duiy arloptec.
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CERTIFICATE OF R.gCORDTNC OFFICER

The under*igned hcreby ceriifies tbat:

{1} SJ:* is the duly quaiified and acting Llierk of the Town oi Rsd Flook, Duichess Cou}1y,
Ne.r'Ycr:k (hgrernafter cailed tbe *fowr ") and the custofian of the recoris of the Tosn, includng ft.e
r*nutes of the procee dings of the Toum Board, and is duiy authorized to execste this cen:ficate.

(2i Attschcc hereto is a true and correct copy of a resolutio:r drriy adcrpted at a rneeiing of rhe
Tor,vn Bcani held on the 14th day of April, 2009 and entitltci:

RESOLU-frONNc. -i6
DI\TED APRIL I4.2009

RESOI-,LITION ADOPTINC FNAL SCOPJNG DOCI'MENT'nJ ACCORDASCH'WI1]H AT}CPTIO]'i
OF AMENDMENTS TO CT{APTER I43 }}ITITL6D "ZONTNG" OF THE RED HOOK TOTEN CODE

(3) Said meeting was duly canvened and held and said resolr:tion was duly atlopted in al-
respects in accordance with larv and the regulations of the Tcxr. To the extenl required by law or said
reguiaticns, dne ani proper nofice of said meetirg rvas given. A legal quorum of memhers of the Board
rvas present tbroughout said meeting, and a lcgali-u* suffieient nun:ber of members voted in the proper
nanner fcr the adoption of the resolution. Ali cther requirements and pioceedings under law, said
regulatiorx or otherwise incident to said rneeiing and the adoption of tlc resolution, including any
publicetion, if requir:ed by law, have been <luly iulfi1led, carried cul anci otherwise observcci,

(4) The seal appearing balow constitutes the ofliciai seai of the Town and was duly affixed
by the undersigncd ai the time this certificate was sigred,

B.l *TITNESS WHEREOF, tl€ ur:dersigned hss here*ilto set her hand ttus lQ Aay of

.SEAL-
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